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SENATE. 


Moxpay, December 3, 1923. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by 
the Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting 
of Congress, the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress com- 
menced this day. 

The Senate assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Atsert B. CUMMINS, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Iowa) called the Senate to order at 12 
o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey, J. J. Muir, D. D., of the city of Washing- 
ton, offered the following prayer: 


Our gracious God and Father, we approach the throne of 
grace this morning with feelings of singular interest and some- 
what of sadness. We mourn before Thee because of those who 
have passed on, and we beg Thee to remember their sorrowing 
ones, so that when the cry for the touch of a vanished hand 
and the sound of a voice that is still may not be heard, the 
comfort of Thine infinite consolation may be had. 

We can not forget the sorrow that came to us as a Nation 
when there fell upon us the awful sadness of the death of the 
late honored President. We beseech of Thee to minister to that 
lonely widow, so that in the midst of her grief the infinite com- 
panionship may be had. 

And so as we turn from these circumstances of awe to 
engage upon the duties that call us together this morning, we 
beseech of Thee that to the President there may be given wis- 
dom and direction, and that he may follow the guidance of 
Thy spirit in all the deliberations that may come to him in his 
high capacity. 

And so would we pray for these before Thee, our Father, 
who, with all the manifold duties and perplexing problems, 
must relate themselves to the present and to the future. We 
humbly beseech of Thee heavenly guidance. Blaze the path- 
way of duty before each, and help each to fulfill the high mis- 
sion of devotion to country and devotion to the God of all 
nations. We humbly ask, through Jesus Christ, our Lord. 
Amen. 

ADMINISTRATION OF OATH TO SENATORS ELECT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll of Senutors elect whose credentials have been presented to 
the Senate, and these Senators elect will, In groups of four, 
come to the desk as their names are called for the purpose of 
taking the oath of office. 

The reading clerk (John C. Crockett) called the names of 
Mr. ASHURST, Mr. BAYARD, Mr. Bruce, and Mr. COPELAND. 

These Senators elect, escorted by Mr. CAMERON, Mr. BALL, 
Mr. Wereg, and Mr. WapsworrsH, respectively, advanced to 
the Vice President’s desk and, the oath prescribed by law 
having been administered to them, they took their seats in the 
Senate. 

The reading clerk called the names of Mr. Din, Mr. Ep- 
warps, Mr. FERRIS, and Mr. Fuss. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Jones of Washington, Mr. Ener, Mr. Couzens, and Mr, 
Wins, respectively, advanced to the Vice President's desk, and 
the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. FRAZIER Mr. GERRY, 
Mr. GREENE, and Mr. HALE. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Lapp, Mr. Coit, Mr. Moses, and Mr. FERNALD, respectively, 
advanced to the Vice President’s desk, and the oath prescribed 
by law was administered to them. 

The reading clerk called the names of Mr. Hower, Mr. Jonn- 
son of California, Mr. Jones of New Mexico, and Mr. KEN- 
DRICK. 8 


As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Norris, Mr. SHORTRIDGE, Mr. BursumM, and Mr. WARREN, re- 
spectively, advanced to the Vice President's desk, and the oath 
prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The reading clerk called the names of Mr. Krxe, Mr. La 
FOLLETTE, Mr. Loner, and Mr. McKeruar. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, with the 
exception of Mr. La Fotterre, escorted by Mr. Suoor, Mr. 
Warsa of Massachusetts. and Mr. Suietps, respectively, ad- 
vanced to the Vice President’s desk, and the oath prescribed 
by law was administered to them. 

Mr. LENROOT. I was requested to announce the absence of 
my colleague [Mr. La Fotrierre] on account of illness, 

The reading clerk called the names of Mr. McLean, Mr. 
MAYFIELD, Mr. Neery, and Mr. Prrraran. 

As their names were called, these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Branprecer, Mr. SHEPPARD, Mr. ELKINS, and Mr. ODDIE, re- 
spectively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk, and the oath 
prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The reading clerk called the names of Mr. Ratston, Mr. REED 
of Missouri, Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania, and Mr. SHIPSTEAD. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Watson, Mr. Spencer, Mr. Pepper, and Mr. BROOKHART, 
respectively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk, and the 
oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The reading clerk called the names of Mr. STEPHENS, Mr. 
Swanson, Mr. TRAMMELL, and Mr. WHEELER. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Harrison, Mr. Grass, Mr. Frercuer, and Mr. Watsn of 
Montana, respectively, adyanced to the Vice President's desk, 
and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 


CALL OF THE ROLL. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I make the point of no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 


Ashurst Ferris Lodge Shipstead 
Ball Fess McCormick Shortridge 
Bayard Fletcher McKellar Simmons 
Borah Frazier McKinley Smith 
Brandegee George McLean Smoot 
Brookhart Gerry McNary Speucer 
Broussard Glass Mayfield Stanfield 
Bruce Gooding Moses Stanley 
Bursum Greene Neely Stephens 
Cameron Hale Norris Swanson 
Capper Harreld Oddie Trammell 
Colt Harris Overman Underwood 
Copeland Harrison Owen Wadsworth 
Couzens Heflin bend Waish, Mass. 
Commins Howell Phipps Walsh, Mont. 
Curtis Johnson, Calif, Pit n Warren 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Ralston Watson 
Lin Jones, Wash. Ransdell Weller 
Edge Kendrick Reed, Mo. Wheeler 
Edwards Keyes Reed, Pa. Willis 
Elkins King Robinson 

Ernst Ladd Sheppard 

Fernald Lenroot Shields 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty-nine Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. 


FURTHER ADMINISTRATION OF OATH, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, there are two Senators elect 
and one Senator appointed present—Mr. Apams, of Colorado; 
Mr. Jounson, of Minnesota; and Mr. Dare, of Vermont—who 
were selected during the recess of Congress. I ask unanimous 
consent that their credentials may now be presented and that 
they may be sworn in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the credentials of the three Senators mentioned by the 


3 


4 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Senator from Massachusetts, which the Secretary will read in 
order. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 

To the PRESIDENT OF THR Senate OF THE UNITED STATES : 

This is to certify that pursuant to the power vested in me by the 
Constitution of the United States and the laws of the State of Colo- 
rado, I, William E. Sweet, the governor of said State, do hereby 
appoint Hon. Anya B. Apams, a Senator from said State, to represent 
said State in the Senate of the United States until the vacancy 
therein, caused by the death of Hon. Samuel D. Nicholson, is filed by 
election, as proyided by law. 

Witness: His excellency our governor's signature and our seal 
hereto affixed at Denver, this 17th day of May, in the year of our 
Lord 1923. 

By the governor: 

WILLIAM E. Sweet, Governor. 
Cart S. MILLIKEN, 
Secretary of State. 
CHARLES ARMSTRONG, 
Deputy Secretary of State, 


[sgat] 


Srarn OF MINNESOTA, 
Department of State. 
To the Senate of the Untted States: 

I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do 
hereby certify that at an election held throughout the State of Minne- 
sota on Monday, the 16th day of July, 1928, by the electors in said 
State of Minnesota haying the qualifications requisite for electors of 
the most numerous branch of the legislature of said State, MAGNUS 
Jouxsox, a resident of Meeker County, in said State, was by sald 
electors duly elected and chosen a United States Senator from the 
State of Minnesota to fill the yacancy in the Senate of the United 
States caused by the death of Senator Knute Nelson, late of Minne- 
sota, and to represent said State of Minnesota in the Senate of the 
United States for and during the unexpired term of said Senator 
Knute Nelson, deceased, ending March 4, 1925. 

1 do further certify that said election was duly held pursuant to 
and in accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota and a writ 
of election issued by the Governor of Minnesota on and under date of 
May 17, 1923, in compliance with the provisions of the seventeenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, anë that a certi- 
fied and correct copy of said writ of election is attached hereto, made a 
part hereof, and marked “ Exhibit A.” 

I do further certify that at said election so held as aforesaid on 
Monday, the 16th day of July, 1923, the candidates for the said office 
of United States Senator for said unexpired term of said Senator Knute 
Nelson, decbased. were J. A. O. Preus, Republican; Magnus Johnson, 
Farmer-Laber; and James A. Carley, Democrat; that each of said can- 
didates had been and was duly nominated at a primary election held 
throughout sald State of Minnesota on Monday, June 18, 1923, pur- 
suant to sald writ of election and the laws of said State; and that a 
certified and correct copy of the official report of the canvassing board 
of said State upon said primary election is attached hereto, made a 
part hereof, and marked“ Exhibit B.“ 

I do further certify that the name and party designation of each of 
said candidates so nominated was placed upon all ballots used at the 
sald election held as aforesaid on Monday, the 16th day of July, 1923, 
as required by the laws of the State of Minnesota and said writ of 
election; that the returns from said election were duly and lawfully 
canvassed by the State canvassing board of Minnesota, and that the 
result of said election has been declared and certified by said State 
canvassing board, as follows: 

J. A. O. Preus received 195,319 votes; 

Magnus Johnson received 290,165 votes; and 

Jimes A. Carley received 19,311 votes. 

And that a certified and correct copy of the official report of said 
State canvassing board upon said election held on July 16, 1923, as 
aforesaid, is attached hereto, made a part hereof, and marked “ Ex- 
hibit C.“ 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Minnesota, at the capitol in St. Paul, Minn., 
this 28th day of July, A. D. 1923. 

IS BAL. J M.xe Horm, 
Secretary of State of the State of Minnesota. 


STATE op VERMONT, 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES : 
This is to certify that on the 6th day of November, 1923, Porrer H. 
Dare was duly chosen by the qualified electors of the State of Vermont 
a Senator from said State to represent said State in the Senate of the 


United States for the balance of the term of six years, beginning on 
the 4th day of Merch, 1921, to fill the vacancy caused by the death of 
William P. Dillingham. 

Witness: His excellency our governor, Redfield Proctor, and our seal 
hereto affixed at Montpelier this 13th day of November, in the year of y 
our Lord 1923. 

[SEAL] REDFIKLD PROCTOR, 

Governor, 
By the governor: 
AARON H. GROUT, 
Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be 
placed on file; and if the Senators elect and the Senator ap- 
pointed will present themselves at the desk, the oath will be 
administered to them, 

Mr. Date escorted by Mr. Greene, Mr. Apams escorted by 
Mr, Pips, and Mr. Jonnson of Minnesota escorted by Mr. 
Sarestrap advanced to the Vice President's desk, and, the 
oath prescribed by law having been administered to them, they 
took their seats in the Senate. 


LIST OF SENATORS, 


Alabama.—Oscar W. Underwood and J. Thomas Heflin. 
Arizona.—Henry F. Ashurst and Ralph H. Cameron. 
Arkansas.—Joseph T. Robinson and Thaddeus H. Caraway. 
California.—Hiram W. Johnson and Samuel M. Shortridge, 
Colorado. — Lawrence C. Phipps and Alva B. Adams 
Connecticut. — Frank B. Brandegee and George P. McLean, 
Delaware.—L, Heisler Ball and Thomas F. Bayard. 
Florida.—Dunean U. Fletcher and Park Trammell. 
Georgia.—William J. Harris and Walter F. George. 
Idaho. — William E. Borah and Frank R. Gooding. 
JUinois.—Medill McCormick and William B. McKinley. 
Indiana —-James E. Watson and Samuel M. Ralston. = 
Jowa.—Albert B. Cummins and Smith W. Brookhart. 
Kansas.—Charies Curtis and Arthur Capper, 
Kentucky.—A,. Owsley Stanley and Richard P. Ernst. 
Louis iand.—doseph E. Rausdell and Edwin S. Broussard. 
Maine. — Bert M. Fernald and Frederick Hale. 

Maryland. —Ovington E. Weller and William C. Bruce. 
Massachusetts. —Heury Cabot Lodge and David I. Walsh. 
Michigan. -Aames Couzens and Woodbridge N. Ferris. 
Minnesota.—Heurik Shipstead and Magnus Johnson. 
AMississippi—Pat Harrison and Hubert D. Stephens. 
Missouri.—James A. Reed and Selden P. Spencer, 
Montana.—Thomas J. Walsh and Burton K. Wheeler, 
Nebraska.—George W. Norris and Robert B. Howell. 
Nevada.—Key Pittman and Tasker L. Oddie. 

New Hampshire—George H. Moses aad Henry W. Keyes, 
New Jersey—Walter E. Edge and Edward I. Edwards. 
New Mezico—Andrieus A. Jones and Holm O. Bursum, 
New York.—James W. Wadsworth, jr., and Royal S. Copeland, 
North Carolina.—F. M. Simmons and Lee S. Overman. 
North Dakota.—Eawin F. Ladd and Lynn J. Frazier, 

Ohio. Frank B. Willis and Simeon D. Fess. 
Oklahoma.—Robert L. Owen and J. W. Harreld, 
Oregon. — Charles L. McNary and Robert N. Stanfield. 
Pennsylvaniau.—George Wharton Pepper and David A. Reed. 
Rhode Island.—LeBaron B. Colt and Peter G. Gerry. 

South Curolinu.—Ellison D. Smith and Nathaniel B. Dial. 
South Dakota Thomas Sterling and Peter Norbeck, 
Tennessee—Jobn K. Shields and Kenneth McKellar, 
Teras.—Morris Sheppard and Earle B. Mayfield. 
Utah.—Reed Smoot and William H. King. 
Vermont,—I'rank L. Greene and Porter H. Dale. 
Virginia.—Claude A. Swanson and Carter Glass. 
Washington.—Wesley L. Jones and C. C. Dill. 

West Virginia.—Dayis Elkins and M. M. Neely. 
Wisconsin. — Robert M. La Follette and Irvine L. Lenroot. 
Wyoming. —Franeis E. Warren and John B. Kendrick. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution. (S. Res. 1), 
which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed 
to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives to wait upon the President of the United States and inform 
him that a quorum of each House is assembled und that Congress is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Lovce and Mr, 
Rosinson as the committee, 
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NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 2}, 
which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed to business. 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the folowing resolution (S. Res. 3), 
which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o’clock 
meridian until otherwise ordered. 


DEATH OF THE LATE SENATOR NICHOLSON, 


Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, it is my sad duty to refer to the 
passing of my late colleague and friend, Senator Sasrver D. 
Nicuorson, of Colorado. I send to the desk a resolution and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
offers a resolution, which will be read by the Secretary. 

The resolution (S. Res. 4) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound 
sorrow the announcement of the death of the Hon, SAMUEL D. NICHOL- 
SON, late a Senator from the State of Colorado. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
Honse of Representatives and transmit a copy thereef to the family 
of the deceased. 


DEATH OF THE LATE SENATOR NELSON, 


Mr, SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, it becomes my sad duty to 
announce to the Senate the death of the Hon. KNUTE NELSON, 
late n Senator from the State of Minnesota. 

Senator NELSON died April 28, 1923, having arrived at the 
ripe old age of 80 years, 45. of which had been spent in public 
service, the last 28 as a Member of this body. 

Senator Netson was a remarkable man, a strong. sturdy, 
self-reliant figure. This, however, is not the time nor the proper 
occasion for extended remarks. Upon some other occasion I 
shall ask the Senate to set aside a day upon which his colleagues 
may pay tribute to his work and worth as a man and a legis- 
Intor. 

I offer the resolution Which I send to the desk and ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minne- 
sota offers a resolution, which will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 5) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound 
sorrow the announcement of the death of the Hon. Kxvrm NELSON, late 
a Senator from the State of Minnesota. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
Mouse of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family of 
the deceased. 


DEATH OF THE LATE SENATOR DILLINGHAM. 


Mr. GREENE. Mr. President, it is my solemn duty thus 
formally to announce to the Senate the death of Senator Wre- 
LAM P. DILLINGHAM, which took place in Vermont on July 12, 
during the vacation of Congress. I am privileged to say in be- 
half of his family that for many years Senator DTELINGHAM has 
made known to them that in the event he should, as the saying 
is, die in the harness, it was his request that the Senate hold 
no formal memorial exercises on his account. 

I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
offers a resolution, which will be read by the Secretary. 

The resolution (S. Res. 6) was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret und profound 
sorrow the announcement of the death of the Hon. WILLIAM P. DIL- 
LINGHAM, late a Senator from the State of Vermont. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family of 
the decensed. 


Mr. GREENE. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect 
to the memory of the deceased Senators, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, December 4, 1923, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Moxnar, December 3, 1923. 


This day, in compliance with the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion, the Members elect of the House of Representatives of the 
Sixty-eighth Congress met in their Hall, and at 12 o’clock,noon 
were called to order by William Tyler Page, the Clerk of the 
last House. 

The Chaplain of the last House, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following prayer: 


Almighty God and our heayenly Father, unto whom all 
hearts are open and all desires are known. lighten our eyes 
that we may be deeply sensible of Thy presence and conscious 
of our responsibilities. The star in our Nation’s firmament 
that has so lately shone is dimmed, and with abiding sorrow 
we accept the rule of Thy sovereign will. The past is closed 
and the fruits of the years belong to our Republic by inherit- 
ance, The door of the future is now ajar. Oh, make us wise 
and strong as we move forward with the duties that await us 
Bless and guide vur President in every way, 5 

We lift our eyes unto the hills from whence cometh our 
strength; our help cometh from the Lord; above all and over 
all is Thy loving and wise providence. Hitherto Thou hast led 
us and we thank Thee. Thy hand has guided and shaped our 
Republie in the past. Continue to be the pilot in the lookout 
of the ship of state, and direct every citizen in the land to lay 
his best gifts upon the altar of his country. May the liberties, 
opportunities, and the richest blessings of the people be safe- 
guarded by the best and the wisest service. Scatter the flowers 
of peace and plenty upon all waste places and make all homes 
radiant with Christian gladness; and may the genius of free 
government continue to bless all our people. ‘Through Jesus 
Christ, our Lord. Amen. 


The Crerk. Representatives elect, this is the day fixed by 
the Constitution of the United States for the meeting of the 
Sixty-eighth Congress of the United States of America. The 
Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Sixty-seventh 
Congress will read the names of those present whose creden- 
tials show that they were regularly elected as Representatives 
in accordance with the laws of their respective States or of 
the United States. As the roll is called in the alphabetical 
order of the States Representatives elect will answer to their 
names to determine whether a quorum is present. 

The roll was called showing the presence of the following 
Members: 


ALABAMA, 
Lister Hitl. Miles C. Allgeed. 
Henry B. Steagall. Edward B. Alnan. 
Lamar Jeffers. George Huddleston. 


William B. Bowling. Wünam B. Bankhead. 


William B. Oliver. 


ARIZONA. 
Car! Hayden, 

ARKANSAS. 
William J. Driver. Heartsill Ragon, 
William A. Oldfield. J. B. Reed. 
John N. Tillman, Tilman B. Parks. 
Otis Wingo. 

CALIPORNIA, 
Clarence F. Lea. Henry E. Barbour. 
Jobn E. Raker. Arthur M. Free. 


Charles F. Curry. 
Julius Kahn. 

Mae E. Nolan. 

James II. MacLafferty. 


William N. Vaile. 


Chaties B. Timberlake. 


E. Hart Fenn. 
Richard P. Freeman. 
John Q. Tilson. 


` 


Herbert J. Drane, 
Frank Clark. 


R. Lee Moore. 
Charles R. Crisp. 
William C. Wright. 
William D. Upshaw, 
Gordon Lee. 


Burton L. French, 


Walter F. Lineberger. 
Jahn D. Fredericks. 
Philip D. Swing. 
COLORADO, 
Guy U. Hardy. 
Edward T. Taylor. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Schuyler Merritt. å 
Patrick B. O'Sullivan. 
DELAWARE, - 
Wiliam H. Boyce. 
FLORIDA, 
Jchn II. Smithwiek. 
William J. Sears. 
GEORGIA. 


Charles H. Brand. 
Thomas M. Bell. 
Carl Vinson. 
William C. Lankford, 
William W. Larsen, 


IDAHO. 
Addison T. Smith. 
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Martin B. Madden, 
Morton D. Hull. 
Elliott W. Sproul, 
Thomas A. Doyle. 
Adolph J. Sabath. 
James R. Buckley. 
M, Alfred Michaelson, 
Stanley H. Kunz. 
Freda, Britten. 
Carl R. Chindblom, 
Frank R. Reid. 
Charles E. Fuller. 
John C. McKenzle, 
William J. Graham. 


William E. Wilson. 
Arthur H. Greenwood. 
Frank Gardner. 
Harry C. Canfield. 
Everett Sanders. 
Richard N. Elliott. 
Merrill Moores. 


William F. Kopp. 

Harry E. Hull. 

T. J. B. Robinson. 

- Gilbert N. Haugen. 
Cyrenus Cole. 

C. William Ramseyer, 


Daniel R. Anthony, jr. 
hte C. Little, 

85 Seat 
Homar och. 


Alben We Barkley. 
David H. Kincheloe, 
Robert Y. Thomas, jr. 
Maurice H. Thatcher. 
Arthur B. Rouse. 


James O'Connor. 

II. Garland Dupré. 
Whitmell P. Martin, 
John N, Sandlin. 


Carroll L. veer 
Wallace. II. White, jr. 


T. Alan 5 
Millard E. Tydings 
John Philip i. 


Allen T. Treadway. 
Frederick II. Gillett. 
Calvin D. Paige. 

Samuel E. Winslow. 
John Jacob Rogers. 

A. Piatt Andrew. 
William 2 Connery, Ir. 
Frederick W. Dall nger, 


Robert H. Clancy. 
Earl C. Michener. 
Arthor B. Williams, 
John C. Ketcham. 
Carl E. Mapes. 
Grant M. Hudson, 
Louis C. Cramton. 
* 


Sydney Anderson. 
Frank Clague. 
Charles R. Dayis. 
Oscar E. Keller. 
Walter H. Newton. 


John E. Rankin. 

BL G. Lowrey. 
William Y. Humphreys, 
Jeff Busby. 


M. X. Romjue. 
Ralph F. Lozier. 
Tae L. Milligan, 
Charles L. Faust. 
Henry L. Jost. 
C. C. Dickinson. 
Samuel C. Major. 
Sidney C. Roach. 


John M. Evans. 


John H. Morehead, 
Willis G. Sears, 
Bdgar Howard. 


William N. Rogers. 


ILLINOIS. 
Edward J. King. 
William E. Hull. 
Frank II. Funk. 
William P. Holaday. 
Allen F. Moore. 
Henry T. Rainey. 
J. Earl Major. 
Edward E. Miller. 
William W. Arnold. 
Thomas S. Williams, 
Edward E. Denison, 
Richard Yates, 
Henry R. Rathbone, 


INDIANA, 


Albert H. Vestal. 
Fred 8. Purnell. 
William R. Wood. 
Samuel E. Cook. 
Louis W. Fairfield, 
Andrew J. Hickey. 


IOWA. 


Cassius C. Dowell, 
Hiram K. Evans. 
William R. Green, 
L. J. Dickinson. 
Wiliam D. Boies. 


KANSAS. 


James G. Strong. 
ag a B. White. 
. Tincher, 
William A. Ayres. 
KENTUCKY. 


Ralph Gilbert. 

William J. Fields. 
John W. Langley. 
John M. Robsion, 


LOUISIANA. 


Riley J. Wilson. 

George K. Fuvrot. 

Ladislas Lazaro. 

James B. Aswell. 
MAINE. 


John E. Nelson. 
Ira G. Hersey. 


MARYLAND, 


J. Charles Linthicum. 
Frederick N. Zihiman, 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Charles L. 8 
Peter F. Tagu 

George Holden“ Tinkham. 
Robert Luce. 

Louis A. Frothingham. 
William S. Greene, 
Charles L, Gifford, 


MICHIGAN, 


Bird J. Vincent. 
James C. McLaughlin, 
Roy O. Woodruff. 
Frank D. Scott. 

W. Frank James. 
Clarence J. McLeod, 


MINNESOTA, 
Harold Knutson, 
O. J. Kyale. 
Oscar J. Larso 
Knud Wefald, 
Thomas D. Schall. 


MISSISSIPPI 
Ross A. Collins. 
T. Webber 5 
Perey E. Qui 
James W. Collier. 
MISSOURI. 
Clarence Cannon, 
Cleveland A. Newton, 
Harry B. Hawes. 
Leonidas C. Dyer, 
J. Scott Wolff. 
James F. Fulbright. 
Joe J. Manlove. 
Thomas L. Rubey. 
MONTANA, 
Scott Leavitt. 
NEBRASKA, 
> tie O. McLaughlin. 


0 Shallenberger. 
Robert G. Simmons. 


NEVADA. 
Charles L. Richards. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Edward H. Wason. 


Franeis F. Patterson, Ir. 
Isaac Bacharach, 

Elmer H. Geran. 
Charles Browne. 

Ernest R. Ackerman, 
Randolph Perkins. 


Robert L. Bacon, 
John J. Kindred. 
George W. Lindsay, 
Thomas H. Cullen. 
Loring M. Black, jr. 
Charles I. Stengle. 
John F. Quayle. 
William E. Cleary 
David J. O° Connell. 
Emanuel Celler, 
Anning S. Prall. 
Samuel Dickstein. 
3 D. Sullivan, 
Nathan D. Perlman, 
John J. Boylan. 
John J. O'Connor, 


Fiorello If, LaGuardia, 
Royal H. Weller. 


Hallett 8. Ward. 
John H. Kerr. 

Charles L. Abernethy, 
Edward W. Pou. 
Charles M. Stedinan, 


Olger B. Burtness. 
George M. Young. 


Nicholas Longworth, 
A. E. B. Stephens. 


Roy G. Fitzgerald. 


John L. Cable. 
Charles C. Kearns, 
Charles Brand. 

R. Clint Cole. 
Isaac R. Sherwood. 
Israel M. Foster. 
Mell G. Underwood. 
John C. Speaks. 


Everett B. Howard. 
William W. Hastings. 
Charles D. Carter. 
Tom D. McKeown. 


Willis C. Hawley. 
Nicholas J. Sinnott. 


William S. Vare, 
George 8. Graham. 
Harry C. Ransley, 
George W. Edmonds, 
James J. Connolly. 
George A. Welsh. 
George VP. Darrow. 
Thomas 8. Butler. 
Henry W. Watson, 
W. W. Griest. 
Laurence II. Watres. 
John J. Casey. 
George F. Brumm. 
William M. Croll. 
Louis T. McFadden. 
Eduar R. Kiess. 
Herbert W. Cummings. 
Edward M. Beers. 


Clark Burdick. 
Richard S. Aldrich, 


Turner Logan, 
} (mes F. Byrnes. 
Fred H. ‘Dominick. 
John J. McSwain. 


B. Carroll Reece. 
J. Will Taylor. 
S. D. McReynolds, 
8 Hull. 
Ewin L. Da vis. 


Eugene Black, 

John C. Box. 
Morgan G. Sanders. 
Sam Raxburn. 
Hatton W. Sumners. 
Luther A. Johnson. 
Clay Stone Briggs. 
Daniel E. Garrett. 


NEW JERSEY. 


George N. Seger. 
Frank J. MeNulty. 
Daniel F. Minahan. 
Frederick R. Lehibach, 
John J. Eagan 

Charles F. X. O'Brien. 


NEW MEXICO. 
John Morrow. 
NEW YORK. 


Anthony J. Griffin. 
Frank Oliver. 
32 L. Fairchild. 
Mayhew W. alswright, 
Hamiin Fish, 
Charles B. Ward. 
Parker Corning. 
James S. Parker. 
Frank Crowther, 
Bertrand H. Snell. 
Thaddeus C. Sweet. 
Homer P. Snyder, 
John D. Clar 
Walter W. Magee. 
John Taber. 
Gale H. Stalker. 
Meyer Jacobstein, 
Archie D. Sanders. 
S. Wallace Dempsey. 
Clarence MacGregor. 
Daniel A. Reed. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Homer L. Lyo. 
William C. Hammer: 
Robert L. Doughton, 
Alfred L. Bulwinkle. 
Zebulon Weaver, 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


James H. Sinclair, 


OHIO. 


James T. Begg 
Martin L. Davey. 
C. Ellis Moore. 
gene MeSweeney. 
M. Morgan. 
Nrank Murphy. 
John G. Cooper, 
Charles A. Mooney, 
Robert Crosser. 
Theodore E. Burton. 


OKLAHOMA, 


F. B. Swank. 

Elmer Thomas. 

James V. MeClintie, 
C. Garber, 


OREGON. 


Elton Watkins, 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Frank C. Sites. 

George M. Wertz. 

J. Banks Kurtz. 
Samuel E. Glatfelter. 
William ra Swoope. 
Samuel A. Kendall. 
Henry W. ` Temple. 
Thomas W. Phillips, Jr. 
Nathan L. Strong, 5 
Harris J. Bixler. 
Milton W. Shreve. 
Everett Kent. 

Adam M. Wyant. 
Stephen G. Porter, 

M. Clyde Kelly, 

John M. Morin. 

James M. Magee. 

Guy E. Campbell. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Jeremiah E. O'Connell. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


William F. Stevenson, 
Allard H. Gasque. 
Hampton P. Fulmer, 


TENNESSER. 


Joseph W. Lyrns. 
W. C. Salmon, 
Gordon Browning. 
Finis J. Garrett. 
Hubert F. Fisher. 


TEXAS. 


Joseph J. Mansfield. 
James P. Buchanan. 
Tom 8 

Fritz G. Lanbam. 
Harry M. Wurzbach. 
John N. Garner. 
Thomas L. Blanton, 
Marvin Jones. 
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1923. CONGRESSIONAL 
Don B. Colton. ä 
ey V. Gibson: 


Schuyler Otis Bland. Thomas W. Harrison, 
Joseph T. Deal. R. Walton Moore. 
Androw J. Montague. George C. Peery. 
J. M. Hooker. Henry St. George Tucker. 
Clifton A, Woodrum. 

WASHINGTON. 
John F. Miller. John W. Summers. 
Lindley H. Hadley. Sam B. Hill. 
Albert Johnson. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Goorge W. Johnson, 

Thomas J. Lilly. 

J. Alfred Taylor. 
WISCONSIN. 

J. D. Beck. 

Edward E. Browne. 

George J. Schneider, 

James A. Frear. 

Hubert H. Peavey. 


WYOMING. 
Charles E. Winter. 


The Crerk. Four hundred and eighteen Members have re- 
sponded. A quorum is present. The Clerk will state that 
credentials regular in form have been filed showing the elec- 
tien of WIA P. Januerr as a Delegate from the Territory 
of Hawaii and of Dax A. Sururstanp as a Delegate from the 
Territory of Alnska. Two Resident Commissioners to the 
United States from the Philippine Islands are elected by the 
Philippine Legislature triennially. The President of the 
United States has transmitted the credentials of ISAURO GABAL- 
box and Pento GUEVARA, showing their election as Resident 
Commissioners from the Philippine Islands for a term of three 
years commencing March 4, 1923, 

During the call the following announcements were made: 

The (ank. James C. CAN rum was elected from the sev- 
enth district of the State of Kentucky and died on the 2d day 
of September, The credentials of his successor have not been 
received, althongh it is understood that an election has been 
held. Therefore the seat remains vacant for the present. 

The Clerk hus received a concurrent resolution, adopted by 
the Thirty-clghth Legislature of the State of Texns, reciting 
that said Stute is entitled te an additional Representative in 
Congress, based upem its population accerding to the census of 
1920; that the failure of Congress to reapportion representa- 
tion cum not deny the State of Texas its proper representation 
of 19 Members in the House of Representatives; and that, 
therefore, the Hon, B. W. Cole, having been duly elected as 
Congressman nt large from said State at the election held 
November 6, 1022, be allowed to take lis sent. 


Benjamin L. Rosenbloom. 
R. L. Allen. 
Stuart F. Keod. 


Henry Allen Cooper. 
Edward Volgt. 
John M. Nelson. 
Jahn C, Schafer. 
Victor L. Berger. 
Florian Lampert. 


The Clerk has also received a certificate, duly authenticated, | 


accrediting E. W. Cole, from the State of Texas, as elected 
from the State at large; but as the Clerk is not aware of any 
law authorizing that State to have more than 18 Representa- 
tives he has not placed upon the roll the nume of E. W. Cole 
us having been elected from the State of Texas. 

The question is one for the consideration of the House when 
it shall hive organized. 

The Clerk has also received two communications, partly in 
the form of a petition to the House of Representatives and 
purtiy in the form of a notice of contest, from Henry Young, 
a citizen of Texas, styling himself as contestant, In which is 
questioned, on constitutional and other grounds, the validity 
of the election of the 18 persons whose certificates of election 
in due form as Representatives elect from the State of Texns 
were received by the Clerk, and whose names were placed 
upon the roll of Representatives elect pursuant to section 31 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. The petitioner 
or contestant named the secretary of state of the State of 
Texas as the contestee. 

e Statutes of the United States, section 105, pro- 
vide at — 


Whenever any person intends to contest an election of any Member 
ot the House of Representatives of the United States, he shall, within 
30 days after the result of such election shall have been determined 
by the officer or board of canvassers authorized hy law to determine 
the same, give notice in writing to the Momber whose seat he designs 
to contest of his intention to contest the same, and in such notice 
shall specify particularly the grounds upon which he relies in the 
contest. 


It not appearing to the Clerk that a contest has been brought 
by the said Henry Young in accordance with the foregoing pro- 


vision of law, and the prima facie title to seats in the House 
of Representatives of the persons named in his communientions 
being evidenced by certificates in due form, their names were 
enrolled as Representatives elect nnd will therefore be called, 
and the communications of said Henry Young will await such 
consideration as the House may desire to accord them when it 
shall have organized, 

The Clerk will present for information of the Members n 
statement showing changes thut have occurred since the regulur 
election of Representatives for the Sixty-elghth Congress. Tf 
there be no objection, the statement will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 


Representatives to the Sinty-ctohth Congress who have died or resiyned, 
and their successors, 


REPRESENTATIVES, 
John J. Nolan, fifth 
California. 


U 
Samuel Marx, nine- 
teenth New York. 
James R. Mann, soo- 
| woe 8 aay rs 
enry Z. re, 
f tenth California, 
W. Boncke Cockran, 
pe teenth Now York, 


Nov. 18, 1922 Fob. 12, 
Nox. 20, 3033 |. <<. oes 


Nov. 30, 1922 . tovew 


Morton D. Dall... 
John D. Frodoricks 


Mar, 27,1923 
Mar, 30,1923 P 
Apr. . 1928 . .eve- | A 
May 4, 08 erea pease 


jabanss. 
J. M. C. Smith, third 


ci è 
Daniel 4. Riordan, 
eleventh New York. 
John „ Rainey, 
fonrth Iiitnois. 
L, E. Sawyer, sixth 


Arkansas, 

J. Staniey Welster, 
fifth Washington. 
Claude Kitehin, sec- 

ond Worth Carolina. 

rtyserond N 

York. 

Porter H. Dale, sec 
ond Vermont. 

| James C Cantet, sev- 

enti K 

| James V 


Vork. 
| Benjamin 
| 


May 31,1923 }...... eee 
July 10, 1 ....52.0. 


Thaddons C. Sweet 


Ernest W Gibson. 
Joseph W. Morris. 


a 45 L Aug. 11,103 

Sept. 2, 1% 

Sept, 7, 9 % 46 6 „ Benhmin L, Fir- 
2 e. 


Wiliam F. 


Oct. 16, 1923 
Homphreys. 


Siasiyypt. 


| ELECTION OF SI'RAKER, 


The Orere. The next business in order is the election of a 
Speaker. Nonilnutions will now be received. 
| Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Clerk, by direction and anthority of 
| the Republican conference, representing a imiujority of the 
| membership of the House of Representatives, I have the honor 
| to place In nomination for Speaker of the House of Representa- 
| tives during the continunuce.of the Sisty-cighth Congress 

Hon. FREVERICK HUNTINGTON Burr, a Representative elect 
| from the State of Mussaclusetts, [Applause 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Clerk, by direction of the Démocratie 
Members of the House of Representatives in caucus assembled, 
I am authorized and directed to present as a candidate for 
Speaker of the House of Representatives during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress the name of Fixis J. Ganrnerr of Tennessee. 
IApplause.] 

Mr. BROWN IH of Wisconsin. Mr. Clerk, under the rights 
accorded me as a Representative in this body, I wish to placa 
in nomination for the high position of Speaker of the Housa 
of Representatives during the Sixty-eighth Congress a gentle- 
man who has sat in the House for 28 years, who was elected 
to his fifteenth term in this body by, so far as 1 know, tha 
largest majority ever accorded any Member of this body. 
During all of the vicissitudes of politics In the last 25 or 
30 years this man has weathered all of the storms. Wis 
Republicanism bas been indorsed not only by his people but 
by a great many of the thinking people of the United States 

I want to say this, and with deference to the gentiemen 
who have already been presented in nomination, that if the 
man who I am about to name be elected Speaker nt this time 
he will stand for a reformation of the rules that govern this 
body. The rules of the House of Representatives that have 
been followed since the orgnnizatiim of this Tense under the 
Constitution of the United States, Article 1, which gives to 
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Congress the right to make its own rules, are such that they 
sive, many times, a small minority in this body the power 
tò control legislation and prevent bills from coming out of 
committees nud being considered upon the floor of the House. 
Under our rules to-day 95 per cept of all of the business that 
we transact is transacted in the Committee of the Whole, and 
95 per cent of the votes cast in this body under our present 
rules are cast lu the Committee of the Whole, where, under 
the vules, no record yote can be had and which in effect is a 
secret ballot. The people of the country are determined and 
have demanded that the proceedings of this legislative body, 
suid to be the greatest in the world, shall be open and above 
board, that every step in legislation from the time measures 
are voted upon in committees until final action be taken on the 
floor be taken in the Hight of publicity, and that the people 
of the United States unve the opportunity of seeing how their 
Members, their agents here, have voted. 

A number of years ago the rules of this body were amended 
nud the Speaker of the House then was divested of the great 
power whieh he had up to that time enjoyed. That change in 
the rules of the House of Representatives decided a presidential 
election. To-day mauy complaints are justly made agninst 
these rules, and many glaring defects pointed out. One of the 
complaints is made that seven men, who coustitute a majority 
ou the Committee on Rules, have the power to stifle legisla- 
tion, und have frequently exercised that power. The Conimit- 
tev on Rules bas heen called the morgue of legislation in the 
House of Representatives, 

If the gentleman I propose to name is elected Speaker, lis 
election to that high ofice will insure this body having its 
legislative proceedings made public, because he will throw the 
force of his Influence as Speaker to the end that you may have 
au opportunity to vote upon every legislative measure not only 
in the committees but in this body. 

Away luck 30 years ago I remember the man whose name 1 
um about to present made a great fight for representutive goy- 
ernment In his own State. He was the man who drafted and 
pussed through the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin 
the Australian ballot system. Before that time there was not 
a Stute in the Union where there wus a secret ballot. When 
the Australlan ballot was adopted by the State of Wisconsin 
other States took It up, and to-day throughout the United States 
we have a secret ballot. I know that what I am saying may 
he distasteful to some of the Members of this House, but in the 
28 years that Henry ALLEN Coorer has been in this body he 
has stood for all of the progressive legislation that has been 
enacted and which the Republican Party is and may be justly 
proud of, He has stood among the very foremost in every fight 
for the benefit of the people und for representative government. 
To-day the State of Wisconsin presents the name of Henry AL- 
LEN Cooper for your consideration, not thut we expect at this 
time to elect him, but we present his name as a protest to the 
rules that have grown up in this body, under which this House 
will be organized again when the leader of the House makes 
the usual motion that the rules of the Sixty-seventh Congress 
be made the rules of the Sixty-eighth Congress, then moves the 
previous question upon it, and thus absolutely prevents debate, 
1 consider that the rules that govern this body are the most im- 
‘portant things. Upon the fulrmess of the rules rests the whole 
structure of representative government. Without fair rules we 
can not possibly legislate for the benefit of the people, and any 
fair-minded person will admit thut the rules in their present 
condition need amendment. If Mr. Coornn be elected Speaker 
of this House he will throw the force of his influence as Speaker 
to the end that the rules of the House may be so amended that 
every bill which has any great number of Members in Its favor 
may be brought out on the floor of the House and voted upon 
and n record vote be had upon it. That is what all the people 
of this country want. They want to know how their Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, how their agents, are voting in this 
body, which under the present rules they can not know. 

Therefore, Mr. Clerk, I present the name of Henry ALLEN 
Cooper as n candidate for the Speakership of this body, because 
he is a man who has always stood for the people's rights. No 
oue can to-day criticize his record. It has been an open book 
for the last 28 years, during which time he has served in this 
body. He stands on that record, and it is a record of which any 
man may be proud. I present his name not only in behalf of 
the people of Wisconsin, and of the Wisconsin delegation, but 
in behaif of other Representatives here who favor a revision 
of the rules, and who favor the fullest publicity in all of the 
proceedings of the Sixty-eighth Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. REID of Illinois. Mr. Clerk, acting solely upon my own 
initiative and with a view to the future good of the Republican 
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Party in the great Middle West, from which I came, I place in 
nomination the name of Martin B. Mappen, of Inos. Some 
may say that I attended a conference the other day and am 
bound by it. I did not attend a conference; I attended un 
approbation meeting. Therefore I insist upon my candidate 
being presented for the consideration of the Members. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Clerk, I simply wish the Members of the 
House to understand that I am not a candidate for Speaker. 

The CLERK. Hon, Frepertck H. Gitter, a Representative 
elect from the State of Massachusetts. Hon. Finis J. GARETT, 
a Representative elect from the State of Tennessee. Hon, Hexny 
ALLEN Coopkr, a Representative elect from the State of Wis- 
consin, and Hon. Martrn B. Mbox, n Representative elect 
from the State of Illinois, have been placed in nomination. 
There being no further nominations, the Clerk will appoint the 
gentlemen from New York [Mr. Crowruer], the gentleman fron 
Kansas [Mr. Hocu], the gentleman from Georgian [Mr. Curse). 
and the gentleman from New Hampshire [r. Rourrs] to act 
as tellers. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Mr. Clerk, before casting a bil- 
lot, is it not necessary to swear in the Members? 

The Crexk. The Members elect can not be sworn in until a 
Speaker is elected. The roll will now be called, and gentlemen 
will indicate by name the candidate of their choice. The 
tellers will please come forward aud take their places at the 


desk. 


The tellers having taken thelr places, the House proceeded to 
The following is the yote in 


vote viva voce for Speaker, 


detail; 


FOR Mik. FREDERICK H. GILGETT—197. 


Ackerman Free MacGregor Smith 
Aldrich Freeman MarLafferty Spell 
Anderson French Madden Enyder 
Andrew Frothingham lage, Pa Spinks 
Authony Fuller Maxve, N. X. Sproul, III. 
Bacharach Funk Manlove Fproul, Kaus. 
Bacon Garber Mapes Stalker 
Barbour Gibson Merritt Stephens 
Beody Olfford Michener Strong, Kans. 
Beers Graham, Pa, Miller, III. trong. Pa, 
leg Graham, III. Miller, Wash. Somniers, Wash, 
Hixtler Green, lowa Mins Sweet 
Holes Groene, Mass, Moore, Ill Ewing 
Brand, Ohfo Griest Moore, (mnie Ewoope 
Britten Hadley Moores, Ind. Taber 
Bromm Hardy Morgan Taylor, Tenn. 
Burdick Haugen Morin Tore 
Nurt ness Hawley Murphy Thetcher 
Burton Hersey Nelson, Me. Tilson 
Butler Hickey Newton, Mo, Timberlake 
Cable Ti, Aid. Newton, Minn,  Thicher 
Campbell Hoch olan Tinkbam 
Chindblom Holaday Paige Trend way 
Clarke, N. Y, Hudson Darker Undeorhitt 
Cole, lowa Hull, lowa Patterson Vaile 
Cole, Ohle Hull, Morton D. Perkins Vore 
Colton Holl, William li. Perlinan Vestal 
Connolly, Pa, Johnson, Wash. Phillips Vincent, Mich, 
Cooper, Ohio Kahn Porter Wainwright 
Cramton Kearns Purnell Worl, N. Y. 
Crowther Kell Ramseyer Vason 
Curr Kendall Rensiey Watres 
Dallinger Ketcham Rathbone Watson 
Darrow Kiens Iteece Welsh 
Dempsey Kop Reed, N. Y. Wertz 
Denison Kur Reed, W. Va. White, Kans. 
Dickinson, Iowa Lungley Roach White, Me. 
Dowell Larson, Minn, Robinson, Iowa Williams, III. 
Dyer Leatherwood Robson, Ky, Williams, Mich. 
Edmonds Leavitt Rogers, Mass. Winslow 
Eliott Lehlbach Rosenbloom Winter 
Evans, Jowa Lineberger Sandèrs, N, Y. Wood 
Fairchild ttle Sanders, Ind. Wurzbach 
Fairfield Longworth Schall ¥ yant 
Faust ace Scott Tu 
Fenn McFadden Sears, Nebr, 7 alu 
Fish McKenzie Seger ahiman 
Fitzgerald McLaugblin, Mich. Shreve 
Foster McLaughlin, Nebr. Simmons 
Fredericks Me. Sinnott 
FOR MR. FINIS J. GARRETT—105. 

Abernethy Browne, J. J. Cook Fields 
Allen Browning Corning Fisher 
Allgood Buehanan Griep Fulbright 
Almon Buckley "rol Fulmer 
Arnold Bulwinkle Crosser Gardner, Ind. 
Axwell Busby Cullen Garner, Tex. 
Ayres liyrnes, 8, C. Cummings Garrett, Tex. 
Bunkhead Byrns, Tenn, Davey Gasgue 
Iiarkley Cranfield Davis, Tenn. Geran 

en Cannon al Gilbert 
Black, Tex Carew Dickinson, Mo. Glatfelter 
Black, ; Carter Dickstein Guldsberough 
Bland ugey Dominick ireenwood 
Blanton Celler Doughton Griffin 
Bloom Clanc Doyle Hammer 
Bowling Clark, Fla Drane Harrison 

ox Cleury Driver Hastings 
Boyce Collier Dupré Hawes 
Boylan Collins Eagan Haroen 
Brand, Ga, Connally, Tex. Evans, Mont, Hili, Ala, 
Briggs Connery Fuayrot Hill, Wash. 


1925. 
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Hooker Lozier Parks, Ark, Stengle 
Howard, Nebr. Lyon Peery Stevenson 
Howard, Okla. McClintic Pou Sullivan 
Huddleston McKeown Prall Sumners, Tex. 
Hull, Tenn. MeNulty . Swank 
Humphreys McReynolds uin Tague 
Jacobstein McSwain Ragon Taylor, Colo. 
Jeffers McSweeney Rainey Taylor, W. Va. 
Johnson, Tex. Major, III. Raker Thomas, Okla, 
Johnson, W. Va. Major, Mo. Rankin Thomas, Ky. 
Jones Mansfield Rayburn Tillman 
Jost Martin Reed, Krk. Tucker 
Kent Milligan Richards Tydings 
Kerr Minahan Rogers, N. II. Underwood 
Kincheloe Montague Romjue Upshaw 
Kindred Mooney Rouse Vinson, Ga. 
Kunz Moore, Gu. Rube Sort ` 
Lanham Moore, Va. Sabath Watkins 
Lankford Morehead Salmon Weaver 
Larsen, Ga. Morrow Sanders, Tex, Weller 
Lazaro O'Connell, N. X. Sandlin Wilson, La 
Len, Calif, O'Counell, R. 1. Sears, Fla. Wilson, Miss. 

„Gn. O'Connor, La. Shallenberger Wilson, Ind, 
Lilly O'Connor, N. . Shberw bbs i 
Lindsay O'Sullivan Sites wot 
Linthicum Oldfield Smithwick W 
Logan Oliver, N. X. Steagall © right 
Lowrey Oliver, Ala, Stedman 

FOR MR. HENRY ALLEN COOPER—17. 

Beck Keller Nelson, Wis. Voigt 
Browne, Wis. Knutson Peavey Wetald 
ape Kvale Schafer 
Davis, Minn. LaGuardia Schneider 
Frear Lampert Sinclair 


James 
King 


Berger 
The CLERK. 


FOR MR. MARTIN B. MADDEN—5_ 


Michaelson 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—4, 


Cooper, Wis. 


The tellers agree in their tally. 
ber of votes cast is 414, of which Hon. FREDERICK H. GILLETT 
has received 197, Hon. Frnis J. Garrerr 195, Hon. HENRY 
ALLEN Cooper 17, and the Hon, Martin B. Mappen 5. Four gen- 


temen answered “ Present.” 


Reid, III. 


Garrett, Tenn, 


the. Clerk will therefore again call the roll. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the result was as follows: 
FOR MR. FREDERICK H. GILLETT—194. 


Ackerman 
Aldrich 
Anderson 
Andrew 
Anthony 
Pacharach 
Pacon 
Harbour 
Beedy 
Beers 
Hegg 
Fixler 
Toles 
Brand, Ubio 
Britten 
Bromm 
Burdick 
Burtness 
Burton 

Butler 

Cable 
Campbell 
Chindbiom 
Clarke, N. X. 
Cole, Iowa 
Cole, Ohio 
Colton ` 
Connolly Pa. 
Cooper, Obio 
Cramton 
Crowther 
Curry 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dowell 
Edmonds 
Elliott 

Evans, Iowa 
Fairchild 
Fairfield 


Foster 
Fredericks 


Abernethy 
Allen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 
Aswell 
Ayres 
Bankhead 
Barkley 


Free 

Freeman 

French 

Frothingham 
fuller 


Graham, III. 
Graham, Pa. 
Green, lowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Gr lest 
Hadley 
Hardy 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hershey 
Hickey 

Hill, Ma. 
Hoc 


Hull, lowa 
Hull, Morton D. 


Hull, Wiliam E. 


Johnsen, Wash. 
Kahn 


Kelly 
Kendall 
Ketcham 
2 

opp 
poke: 
Langley 
Larson, Minn. 
Leatherwood 
Leavitt 
Lehlbach 
Lixeberger 
Little 
Longwerth 
Luce 
McFadden 
McKenzie 


McLeod 
MacGregor 


apes 
Merritt 
Michener 
Miller, III. 
Miller, Wash. 
Mills 


Purvell 


Reed, N X. 
Reed, W. Va. 
Roach 
Robinson. Iowa 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rosenbloom 
Sanders, Ind. 
Senders, N. Y, 
Schall 

Scott 

Sears, Nebr. 


McLaughlin, Mich. Seger 
McLaughlin, Nebr. Shreve 


FOR MR. FINIS J. GARRETT—194, 


Boylan 
Brand, Ga. 
Briggs 


E 
Browne, N. J. 
Browning 
Buchanan 
Buckley 
Bulwinkle 
Busby 


Woodruff 


Gillett 


The total num- 


No gentleman having received a 
majority of the total votes cast, there has been no result, and- 


Stalker 
Stephens 
Strong, Kans, 
Strong, Pa. 
Summers, Wash. 
Sweet 


Taber 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Temple 
Thatcher 
Tilso 


n 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
Tinkham 
Treadwa 
Ungerhil 


Vincent, Mich. 
Wainwright 
Ward, N. Y. 
Wason 


White, Me. 
Williams, Mich, 
Williams, III. 
Winslow 
Winter 

wi 


vod 
Wurzbach 
Wyant 
Young 
Zihlman 


Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn, 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carew 
Carter 
Casey 

Celler 


Clancy 


Clark, Fla. Hammer McReynolds Sabath 
Cleary Harrison McSwain Salmon 
Collier Hastings McSweeney Sanders, Tex. 
Collins Hawes Major, III. Sandlin 
‘onnally, Tex. Hayden Major. Mo, Sears, Pla. 
k Hill, Ala. Mansfield Shallenberger 
Corning Hill, Wash, Martin Sherwood 
is Hooker Milligan Sites 
Croll Howard, Nebr, Minahan Smithwick 
Crosser Howard, Okla. Montague Steagall 
Cullen Huddleston Mooney Stedman 8 
Cummings Hull, Tenn. Moore, Ga. Stengle 
Davey Humphreys Moore, Va. Stevenson 
Davis, Tenn. Jacobstein Morehead Sullivan 
a Jeffers Morrow Sumners, Tex. 
Dickinson, Mo. Johnson, W. Va. O'Connell, N. X. Swank 
Dickstein Johnson, Tex. O'Connell, R. I. Tague 
Dominick Jones O'Connor, La. Taylor, Colo. 
Doughton Tost O'Connor, N. v. Taylor, W. Va. 
Doyle Kent O'Sullivan Thomas, 
Drane Kerr Oldfield Thomas, Okla. 
Driver Kincheloe Oliver, Ala. ilman 
Dupré Kindred Oliver, N. Y. Tucker 
Eagan Kunz Parks, Ark. Tydings 
Evans, Mont, Lanham Peery Underwood 
avrot Lankford Pou Upshaw 
Fields Larsen, Ga, Prall Vinson, Ga. 
Fisher Lazaro uayle Ward, 2 
Fulbright Lea, Calif, uin Watkins 
Fulmer Lee, Ga. Ragon Weaver 
Gardner, ind. A Rainey Weller 
Garner, Tex. Lindsay Raker Wilson, La. 
Garrett, Tex Linthicum Rankin Wilson, Miss, 
Gasque Logan Rayburn Wilson, Ind. 
ran Lowrey Reed, Ark, Win. 
Gilbert Lozier i 5 Woi 
Glatfelter Lyon Rogers, N. H. Woodrum 
Goldsborough McClintie Romjuo Wright 
Greenwood McKeown Rouse 
Griffin MeNulty Rube 
FOR MR. HENRY ALLEN COOPER—17. 
Beck Keller Nelson, Wis, Voigt 
Browne, Wis. Knutson Peavey Wetald 
Clague Kyale Schafer 
Davis, Minn, LaGuardia Schneider 
Frear .« Lampert Sinclair 
FOR MR. MARTIN B. MADDEN—6. 
James Michaelson Woodruff Yates 
King Reid, III. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—3. 
Berger Cooper, Wis. Garrett, Tenn. 


The CLERK. The tellers agree in their tally. The total 
number of votes cast is 411, of which Hon. FREDERICK H. GIL- 
LETT has received 194, Hon. Finis J. Garrerr 194, Hon. HENRY 
ALLEN Cooper 17, and Hon. Martin B. Mappen 6. Three gen- 


tlemen answered “ Present.” No gentleman having received a 
majority of the total votes cast, there is no result, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 


The Clerk called the roll, and the result was announced as 


follows: 
FOR MR. FREDERICK H. GILLETT—195. 
erman “ish Little Rogers, Mass, 

Alarich Fitzgerald Longworth Rosenbloom 
Anderson Foster Luce Sanders, N. Y. 
Andrew Fredericks McKenzie Sanders, Ind. 
Anthony Free McLaughlin, Mich. Schall 
Bacharach Freeman McLaughlin, Nebr. Scott 

Bacon French McLeod Sears, Nebr, 
Barbour Frothingham MacGregor Seger 

Beedy Fuller MacLafierty Shreve 

Beers Funk dden Simmons 

Beg Garber Magee, Pa. Sinnott 
Bixler Gibson Magee, N. Y. Smith 

Boies Gifford Manlove Snell 

Brand, Ohio Graham, Pa. Mapes Snyder 
Britten Graham, III. Merritt Speaks 
Bramm Green, Iowa Michener Sproul, III. 
Burdick Greene, Mass. Miller, III. Sproul, Kans, 
Burtness Griest Miller, Wash. Stalker 
Burton Hadley Mills Stephens 
Butler Hardy Moore, III. Strong, Kaus. 
Cable Haugen Moore, Ohio Strong, Pa. 
Campbell In wler Moores, Ind. Summers, Wash. 
Chindblom Hersey Morgan Sweet 
Clarke, N. X. Hickey Morin Swi ng 

Cole, lowa Hill, Md. Murphy Taber 

Cole, Ohio Hoch Nelson, Me. Taylor, Tenn. 
Colton Holaday Newton, Mo, Temple 
Connolly, Pa. ndson Newton, Mina. ‘Thatcher 
Cooper, Obio Hull, Iowa Nolan Tilson 
Cramton Hull. Morton D. Paige Timberlake 
Crowther Hull, William E, Parker Tincher 
Curry Johnson, Wash, Patterson Tinkbam 
Dallinger Kahn Perkins Treadwa 
Darrow Kearns Perlman Underhi 
Dempsey Kelly Phillips Vaile 
Denison Kendall Porter Vare 
Dickinson, Iowa Ketcham Purnell Vestal 

Dowell Kiess Ramseyer Vincent, Mich. 
Dyer Kopp Ransley Wainwright 
Edmonds Kurtz Rathbone Ward, N. X. 
Elliott Langley vece Wason 
Evans, lowa Larson, Minn. Reed, N. Y. Watres 
Fairchild Leatherwood eed, W. Va. Watson 
Fairfield Leavitt Roach Welsh 
Faust Lehibach Robinson, Iowa Wertz 

Fenn Lineberger Robsion, Ky. White, Kans, 
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White, Me. Winslow Wurzbach Young 
Williams, Mich. Winter Wyant Zihlman 
Wiliams, III. rood Yates 


FOR MR. FINIS J. GARRÐTT—196. 


herneth: Davey Kerr Ragon 
PEPA yi Davis, Tenn, Kincheloe Rainey 
Aligood Deal Kindred Raker 
Aimon Dickinson, Mo. Kunz Rankin 
Arnold Dickstein Lanham Rayburn 
Aswal Dominick Lankford Reed, Ark. 
Ayres Doughton Larsen, Ga, Richards” 
Bankhead Doyle Lazaro Rogers, N. II. 
Barkley Drane Lea, Calif. Romjue 
Bell Drewry Lee, Ga. Rouse 
Black, Tex. Driver Lin., Rube 
Biack, N. Y. Dupré Lindsay Sabath 
Bland Eagan Linthicum Salmon 
Rlanton Evans, Mont. Logan Sanders, Tex, 
Bloom Bavrot Lowrey Sandlin 
Bowling Fields Lozier Sears, Fla. 
Rox Fisher Lyon Shallenberger | 
Boyce Fulbright McClintic Sherwood 
Boylan Fulmer McKeown Sites 
Brand, Ga. Gardner, Ind. McNulty Smithwick 
Briggs jurner, Tex McReynolds Steagall 
Browne, N. J. Garrett, Tex Meswain Stedman 
frowning Gasque MeSweeney Stengle 
Buchanan Geran Major, III. Stevenson 
Buckley Gilbert Major, Mo. Sullivan 
Bulwinkle Glatfelter Mansfield Summers, Tex. 
Busby Goldsborough Martin Swank 
Byrnes, S. C. Greenwood Milligan Tague 
Byrns Tenn. Griffin Minahan Tay lor, Colo. 
Canfield Hammer Montague Taylor, W. Va. 
Cannon Harrison Mooney Thomas, Okla. 
Carew Hastings Moore, Ga. Thomas, Ky. 
Carter Hawes Moore, Va. Tillman 
Casey Hayden Morehead Tucker 
Celler Hill, Ala Morrow Tydings 
Clancy HH, Wash O'Connell, N. Y. Underwood 
Clark, Fla. Hooker O'Connel, R.I. Upshaw x 
Cleary Howard, Nebr, O'Connor, La Moore Ga 
Collier Howard, Okla. O'Connor, N. . Ward, N. C, 
Colling uddleston O'Sullivan Watkins 
Connally, Tex. Hull, Tenn, Oldfield Weaver , 
Connery Humphreys Oliver, N. I. Waller 
Cook Jacobstein Oliver, Ala. Wilson, La. 
Corning Jeffers Parks, Ark. Wilson, Miss, 
Cris Johnson, W. Va. Peery Wilson, Ind. 
Cro Johnson, Tex. a Wingo 
Crosser Jones Prall Wolff 
Cullen Jost Sone Woodrum 
Cummings Kent in Wright 

FOR MR. HENRY ALLEN COOPER—17. 
Beck Keller Nelson, Wis. Volgt 
Browne, Wis. Knutson 8 Wefald 
Cl e Krale Schaefer 
Davis, Minn. LaGuardia Schneider 
Frear Lampert Sinclair 
FOR MR. MARTIN B. MADDEN—5. 
James Michaelson Reid, III. Woodruff 
Kin 
J ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3. 

Berger Cooper, Wis. Garrett. Tenn. 


The Crunk. The tellers agree in their tally. 


The total 


number of votes cast is 413, of which Finis J. Garrerr has 
196, Prepertck H. GILLETT 195, Henray AEN Coorer 17, 
Maur B. Mappen 5, and three have answered Present.“ No 
Member having received a majority of the votes cast, there is 
no result, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the result was as follows: 
FOR MR. FREDERICK H. GILLBTT—197. 


DECEMBER 3, 


Ackerman Darrow Unugen McLeod 
Aldrich Dempsey Hawley MacGregor 
Anderson Denison Hersey MacLafferty 
Andrew Dickinson, Ilowa Hickey Madden 3 
Anthony Dowell Hill, Ma. Magee, N. X. 
Bacharach Dyer Hoch Magee, Pa. 
Bacon Edmonds Noladay Manlove 
Barbour Elliott Hudson Mapes 
y Evans, Iowa Hull, Iowa Merritt 
eers Fairchild « Hull, Morton D. Michener 
Begg Fairfield - Hull, William E. Miller, III. 
ixler Faust Johnson, Wash, Miller, Wash, 
oles Fenn Sahn Mills 
rand, Ohio Fish Kearns Moore, III. 
Britten Fitzgerald Kelly Moore, Ohio 
Brumm Foster Kendall Moores, Ind. 
Burdick Fredericks Keteham Morgan 
Burtness Free Riess Morin 
urton Freeman Kop Murphy 
utler French Kurtz Nelson, Me. 
Cable Frothingham Langley Newton, Minn, 
mpbell Fuller Larson, Minn Newton, Mo. 
Chindblom Funk Leatherwood olan 
Clarke, N. Y. Garber Leavitt ai 
Cole, Iowa Gibson Lehlbach Parker 
‘ole, Ohio Gifford Lineberger Patterson 
Colton Graham, III. ttle Perkins 
Connolly, Pa. Graham, Pa. Longworth Perlman 
Cooper, Ohio Green, Iowa 1¢e Phillips 
Cramton Greene, Mass, McFadden Porter 
Crowther Griest McKengie _ Purnell 
rry Hadley McLaughlin, Mich.Ramseyer 
Dullinger Hardy McLaughlin, Nebr. Ransley 


Rathbone Sinnott Temple Welsh 

eece Smith Thatcher Wertz 
Reed, N. Y. Snell ‘Tilson White, Kans. 
Reed, W. Va. Snyder ‘Timberlake White, Me. 
Roach Speaks Tincher Williams, III. 
Robinson, Iowa Sproul, III. Tinkham Willinms, Mich, 
Robsion, Ky. Sproul, Kans, ‘Treadway Winslow 

ogers, Mass. Stalker Underhill Winter 
Rosenbloom Stephens Vaile Wood 
Sanders, Ind. Strong, Kans, Vare Wurzbach 
Sanders, N. YX. Strong, Pa. Vestal Wyant 
Schall Summers, Wash, n Yates 
Scott Sweet Vincent, Mich. Young 
Sears, Nebr, Swing Ward, N. Y. Zihlman 
Seger Swoope Wason 
Shreve Taber Watres 
Simmons Taylor, Tenn, Watson 

FOR MR. FINIS J. GARRETT—196. 

Abernethy Davey err Ragon 
Allen Davis, Tenn, Kincheloe Rainey 
Allgood Deal udred er 
Almon Dickinson, Mo. Kunz Rankin 
Arnold Dickstein Lanham Rayburn 
Aswell Dominick Lankford ecd, Ark. 
Ayres Doughton Larsen, Ga Richards 
Bankhead Doyle zaro Rogers, N. H. 
Barkley Drane Lea, Calif, Romjue 
Bell Drewry Lee, Ga. ouse 
Black, N. T. Driver Lil Rubey 
Black, Tex. Dupré Lindsay Sabath 
Bland Eagan Linthicum Salmon 
Blanton Evans, Mont, Logan Sanders, Tex. 

loom Favrot sowrey Sandlin 
Bowling Fields er Sears, Fla, 

ox Fisher Lyon Shallenberger 
Boyce Fulbright McClintic Sherwood 
Boylan Fulmer McKeown Sites 
Brand, Ga. Gardner. Ind. MeNulty Smithwick 
Briggs Garner, Tex. McReynolds Steagall 
Browne, N. J. Jarrett. Tex. McRwain Stedman 
Browning Gasque McSweeney Stengle 
Buchanan Geran Major, IU. Stevenson 
Buckley Gilbert ajor, Mo. Sullivan 
Bulwinkle Glatfelter Mansfield Sumners, Tex, 
Busby Goldsborough Martin Swank 
Byrnes, S. G. Greenwood Milligan Tague 
Lyrus, Tenn. Griffin Minahan Taylor, Colo. 
Canfield Hammer Montague Taylor, W. Va. 
Cannon Harrison Mooney Thomas, Ky. 
Carew Hastings Moore, Ga. Thomas, Okla, 
Carter Hawes Moore, Va. Nman 
Casey Hayden Morehead Tucker 
Celler Hill, Ala. Morrow Tydings 
Clancy Hill, Wash, O'Connell, N. Y. Underwood 
Clark, Fla. ooker O'Connel, R. I. Upshaw 
Cleary Howard, Nebr. O'Connor, La. Vinson, Ga, 
Collier ifoward, Okla, O'Connor, N. T. Ward, N. C. 
Collins Huddleston O'Sullivan Watkins 
Connally, Tex, Hull, Tenn, Oldfield Weaver 
Connery Humphreys Oliver, Ala. Weller 
C look Jacobstein Oliver, N. X. Wilson, Ind. 
Corning Jeffers 8 Parks, Ark. Wilson, La. 
Cris Johnson, Tex. Peery Wilson, Miss, 
Crol Johnson, W. Va. Pou Wingo 
Crosser Jones Prall Wol 
Cullen Jost Quayle Woodrum 
Cummings Kent Quin Wright 

FOR MR, HENRY ALLEN COOPER—17. 
Beck Keller Nelson, Wis. Voi 
Browne, Wis, Knutson Peavey Welaht 
Clagne Kvale Schafer 
Davis, Minn, LaGuardia Schneider 
Frear Lampert Sinclair 
FOR MR, MARTIN B. MADDEN—5, 
4 amea Michaelson Reid, III. Woodruff 
ng 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3. 

Berger Cooper, Wis. Garrett, Tenn. 


The CLERK. The tellers agree in their tally. The total num- 
ber of votes cast is 415, of which the Hon. FREDERICK H. Gucerr 
has received 197, Hon. Fis J. GARRETT 196, Hon, HENRY 
ALLEN Cooper 17, and Hon. MARTIN B. MADDEN 5, Three gen- 
tlemen have answered “Present.” No gentleman having re- 
ceived a majority of the votes cast, there is no result. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Clerk, it seems entirely evident that 
no good purpose can be served by having another ballot to- 
night. My only regret is that on this first day of the session 
we are unable to do what seems to me to be the proper and 
obvious thing—adjourn out of respect to the memory of our 
deceased colleagues. But our hands are tied; we have no re- 
course. Therefore, Mr. Clerk, I move that we do now adjourn 
until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon, 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the House 
adjourn until 12 o'clock meridian to-morrow. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to; ac- 
cordingly (at 3 o'clock and 46 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 4, 1923. at 12 
o'clock noon, 


SENATE. 
Tvrspay, December 4, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Father, we thank Thee for another day bringing to us 
so much of gladness and sunshine. We ask that it may be 
to us a day of opportunity, of possibility, of achievement. 
Grant that we may serve our generation by the will of God. 
Through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 


PETER NORRECK, a Senator from the State of South Da- 
kota, appeared in his seat to-day. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I move that the formal reading 
of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings be dispensed with 
and that it be approved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to dis- 
pensing with the reading of the Journal? The Chair hears 
none, and the Journal stands approved. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 2 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, De- 


cember 5, 1923, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, December 4, 1923. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order 
by the Clerk. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Our Father who art in Heaven—whose goodness and mercy 
faileth never—hallowed be Thy name. Condescend to receive 
our tributes of praise and thanksgiving. Let the light of Thy 
wisdom shine forth; let Thy power give strength to weakness 
and Thy love bestow the mercy of forgiveness. May Thy will 
be wrought in human laws, in human institutions, and espe- 
cially into human lives. O Spirit of God, bless every Member 
of this Congress with the highest ideals of Christian states- 
manship, Establish our people everywhere in the light and 
ways of Thy commandments and be over our country like a 
happy summer day—giving the promise of a newer life. In 
the name of Jesus, Amen. 


The Cuvrrek. The Clerk will read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The CLERK. The Clerk is informed that the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Dominick] is erroneously recorded 
on roll call No, 3 on yesterday as having voted for Mr. GILLETT, 
whereas he voted, as he states, for Mr. GARRETT. Without 
objection, the Journal with this correction will stand approved 
and the Recorp will also be corrected. The Clerk hears no 
objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr, Clerk, may I inquire if 
this is in accord with the precedents that the Journal is read 
and approved under conditions such as exist now? 

The Crunk. The Clerk will state to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that the precedent seems to have been established in 
the Fifty-second Congress when upon the opening day the 
House did not organize and on the day subsequently the 
Journal was read and approved. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. May I inquire if it was ap- 
proved before the organization on the second day or after the 
organization? 

The Cterk. Before the organization, just preceding the vote 
being taken upon the election of a Speaker. And the Clerk 
will also state that such was the case before organization 
in the Thirty-fourth Congress. The question recurs upon the 
election of a Speaker, and the tellers will please come forward 
and take their places. 

Before the roll is called the Clerk asks the indulgence of the 
House while he reads a portion of clause 7, Rule XIV, of the 
rules of the last House: 


While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House no 
Member shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a Member is 
speaking, pass between bim and the Chair; and during the session of 
the House no Member shall wear his hat or remain by the Clerk’s desk 
during the call of the roll or the counting of ballots, etc. 
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While this rule Is persuasive only under the present ctreum- 
stances, yet the Clerk invokes its spirit and requests the coopera- 
tion of the Members and employees in its application. [Ap- 
plause.] 

The Clerk requests all persons not officially connected with 
the taking of the vote to remain away from the Clerk’s desk, 
and would suggest, respectfully, to the Members that when they 
desire to know whether or how they have been recorded their 
requests be made known in an audible tone from their accus- 
tomed places on the floor, to which the Clerk will respond. 
Thus Members’ rights will be safeguarded, and such procedure 
will make for decorum and for accuracy in the taking of the 


vote. The Clerk will call the roll. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the result was as follows: 
FOR MR. FREDERICK H. GILLETT—197. 


Ackerman Free MacGregor Smith 
Aldrich Freeman MacLafferty Snell 
Anderson French Madden Snyder 
Andrew Frothingham Magee, N. X. Speaks 
Anthony Fuller Magee, Pa. Sproul, III. 
Bacharach Funk Manlove Xproul, Kans, 
con Garber Mapes Stalker 
Barbour Gibson Merritt Stephens 
Beedy Gifford Michener Strong, Kans, 
Beers Graham, III. Miller, III. Strong, Pa. 
gg Graham, Pa. Miller, Wash, Summers, Wash. 
Bixler Green, Iowa Mills Sweet 
Boies Greene, Mass, Moore, III. Swing 
Brand, Ohio Griest Moore, Ohio Swoope 
Britten Hadley Moores, Ind, Taber 
Brumm Hardy Morgan Taylor, Tenn, 
Burdick Haugen Morin Temple 
Burtness Hawley Murphy Thatcher 
turton Hersey Nelson, Me, Tilson 
Butler Hickey Newton, Minn, Timberlake 
Cable Hill, Md. Newton, Mo, Tincher 
Campbell Hoch Nolan Tinkhamn 
Chindblom Holaday Paige Treadway 
Clarke, N. Y. Hudson Parker Underhil 
Cole, lowa Hull, Iowa Patterson raile 
Cole, Obio Hull, Morton b. Perkins Vare 
Colton Hull, William E. Perlman Vestal 
Connolly, Pa. Johnson, Wash. Phillips Vincent, Mich, 
Cooper, Ohio gu hn Porter Wainwright 
Crampton Kearns Purnell Ward, N 
Crowther elly Ramseyer Wason 
Curry Kendall Ransley Watres 
Dallinger Ketcham Rathbone Watson 
Darrow Kiess Reece Welsh 
Dempsey Kopp Reed, N. Y. Wertz 
Denison Kurtz Reed, W. Va, White, Kans, 
Dickinson, Iowa Langley Roach White Me, 
Dowell Larson, Minn, Robinson, Iowa Williams, III. 
Dyer Leatherwood Robsion, Ky. Williams, Mich. 
Edmonds Leavitt Rogers. Mass, Winslow 
Elliott Lehlbach Rosenbloom Winter 
Evans, Iowa Lineberger Sanders, Ind. Wood 
Fairchild Little Sanders, N. X. Wurzbach 
Fairfield Longworth Nehall Wyant 
Faust aice Scott Yates 
Fenn McFadden . Sers, Nebr, Young 
Fish McKenzie Seger Zihlman 
Fitzgerald McLaughlin, Mich, Shreve 5 
Foster McLaughlin, Nebr. Simmons 
Fredericks McLeod Sinnott 
FOR MR. FINIS J. GARRETT—197. 

Abernethy Connery till. Ala. Martin 
Allen Cook Hill. Wash, Mead 
Allgood Corning looker Milligan 
Almon Cris Howard, Nebr, Minahan 
Arnold Crol Howard, Okla. Montague 
Aswell Crosser Huddleston Mooney 
Ayres Cullen Hall, Tenn, Moore, Ga. 
Bankhead Cummings Humphreys Moore, Va. 
Barkley Davey Jacobstein Morehead 
Bell Davis, Tenn. Jeffers Morrow 
Black, N. Y. Deal Johnson, Tex. O’Brien 
Black, Tex. Dickinson, Mo, Johnson, W. Va. O'Connell, N. Y. 
Bland Dickstein Jones O'Connell, R. I. 
Blanton Dominick Jost O'Connor, La. 
Bloom Houghton Kent O'Connor, N. Y. 
Rowling Doyle Kerr O'Sullivan 
Box Drane Kincheloe Oldfield 
Boyce Drewry Kindred Oliver, Ala. 
Boylan Driver Kunz * Oliver N. Y. 
Brand, Ga. Dupré Lanham Parks, Ark. 
Briggs Eagan Lankford 7eery 
Browne, N. J. Fayrot Larsen, Ga. Pou 
Browning Fields Lazaro Prall 
Buchanan Fisher Lea, Calif. guns 
Buckley Fulbright Lee, Ga. uin 
Bulwinkle Fulmer Lilly Ragon 

usby Gardner. Ind. Lindsay Rainey 
Byrnes, S. C. Garner, Tex. Linthicum Raker 
Byrns, Tenn. Garrett, Tex, Logan Renkin 
Canfield Gasque Lowrey Rayburn 
Cannon Geran Lozier Reed, Ark. 
Cerew Gilbert Lyon Richards 
Carter Glatfelter MeClintie Rogers, N. H. 
Casey Goldsborough McKeown Romjue 
Celler Greenwood McNulty Rouse 

Hancy Griffin McReynolds Rubey 
Clark, Fla Hammer Meswain Sabath 
Cleary Harrison McSweeney Salmon 
Collier Hastings Major, III. nders, Tex. 
Collins Hawes Major, Mo. Sandlin 
Connally, Tex. Hayden Mansfield Sears, Fla, 
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DECEMBER 4, 


Tydings . Wilson, La. 
Underwood Wilson, Miss. 
Upshaw Wingo 
Vinson, Ga. Wolf 

Ware NG Woodrum 
Watkins Wright 
Weaver 

Weller 


Witson, Ind. 


FOR MR. HENRY ALLEN COOPER—1IT. 


Nelson, Wis, 
Peavey 
Schafer 
Schneider 
Sinclair 


Vea 


FOR MR. MARTIN B. MADDEN—5. 


Reid, III. Woodruff 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "'—3, 


Shallenberger Sumners, Tex. 
Sherwood Swank 

Sites Tague 
Smithwick Taylor, Colo. 
Steagall Taylor, 4 Va. 
Stedman ‘Thomas, K. Li. 
Stengle Thomas, Okla. 
Stevenson Titman 
Sullivan Tucker 

Bock Keller 
Browne, Wis. Kuntson 
Clague Kyale 

Davis, Minn, LaGuardia 
"rear Lampert 

James Michaelson 

King 

Berger Cooper, Wis. 


The CLERK. The tellers agree in their tally. The total num- 
ber of votes cast is 416, of which Mr. FREDERICK H. GILLETT has 
received 197, Mr. Fints J. Garrerr 197, Mr. HENRY ALLEN 
Cooper 17, and Mr. Martın B. Mappen 5. Three gentlemen 
No Member having received a ma- 
jority of the votes cast, there Is no result, and the Clerk will | 


have answered “ Present.” 


proceed to call the roll. 


The Clerk called the roll, and the result was announced as 


Garrett, Tenn. 


follows: 
FOR MR. FREDERICK H. GILLETT—195. 

Ackerman Fredericks Me SAU END, Nebr. Shreve 
Aldrich Free MecLeor Simmons 
Anderson aoe Ma cOte or Sinnott 
Andrew MacLafferty Smith 
Anthony Frothingham Madden Snell 
Bacharach Fuller Magee, Pa. Snyder 
Bacon Funk Magee, N. X. Speaks 
Barbour Garber Manlove Sproul, In. 
Reedy Gibson Mapes Sproul, Kans, 
Teers Gifford Merritt Stalker 

Be Graham, Pa Michener Stephens 
Pixler Graham, III. Miller, III. Strong, Kans. 

“Boles Green, lowa Miller, Wash. Strong, Pa. 
Brand, Ohio Greene, Mass, Mills Summers, Wash, 
Britten Griest Moore, III. Swing 
Bromm Hadley Moore, Ohio Swoope 
Burdick Hardy Moores, Ind. Taber 
Burtness Hangen Morgan Taylor, Tenn, 
Burton Hawley Morin emple 
Butler Hersey Murphy Thatcher 
Cable Shee Nelson. Me. Tilson 
Campbell Fill, Md. Newton, Mo. Timberlake 
Chindblom Hoch Newton, Minn. Tincher 
Clarke, N. I. Holaday Nolan Tinkham 
Cole, Iowa Hudson Paige Treadwa 
Cole, Ohio Hull, Iowa Parker Tnderhil 
Colton Hull, Morton D. Patterson Vaile 
Connolly, Pa. Hull, William E. Perkins Vare 
Cooper, Ohio Johuson, Wash. Perlman Vest: 
Cramton Kahn Vhillips Vincent, Mich, 
Crowther Kearns Porter Wainwright 
Curry Sion Purnell Ward, N. Y. 
Dallinger Kendall Ramseyer Wason 
Darrow Ketcham Ransley Watres 
Dempsey Kless Rathbone Watson 
Denison Kop Reece Welsh 
Dickinson, Iowa Kurtz Reed, N. Y. Wertz 
Dowell Langley Reed. W. Va. White, Kans. 
Dyer Larson, Minn. Roach White, Me. 
Talmonds Lent 1 Robinson, Iowa Williams, Mich. 
Elliott Leavitt Robsion, Ky. Williams, M. 
Evans, Town Lehibach Rogers, Mass, Winslow 
Fairchild Lineberger Rosen fë fetve Wood 
Fairfield Little Sanders, N. X. Wurzbach 
‘Faust Longworth Sanders, Ind. Wyant 
Fonn Luce Schall zai 
Fish McFadden Scott Young 
Fitzgerald McKenzie Sears, Nebr. gihiman 
Foster MecLauehlin, Mich.Seger 
FOR MR. FINIS J. GARRETT—197. 
Abernethy Busby Dickinson, Mo. Harrison 
Allen Byrnes, 8 Dickstein Hastings 
Allgood iiyrns, irena, Dominick lawes 
Almon Canfield Doughton Hayden 
Arnold Cannon Doyle Hill, Ala. 
Aswell Carew Drane Hil, Wash. 
Ayres Carter Drewry Hooker 
Bankhead Casey Driver Howard, Nebr. 
Barkley Celler Dupré Howard, Okla. 
Bell Clancy Kagan Huddleston 
Black, Tex. Clark, vin Favrot Hull, Tenn. 
Black, N. X. Cleary Fields Humphreys 
Bland Collier Fisher Jacobstein 
Blanton Collins Fulbright Jeffers 
loom Connally, Tex. Fulmer Johnson. W. va. 

Rowling Connery Gurdner Johnson, Tex. 
30x Cook Garner Jones 
Boyce Corning Garrett, Tex. Jost 

Boylan Cris Gasque Kent 
Brand, Ga Crol Geran Kerr 
Briggs Crosser Gilbert Kincheloe 
Browne, N. J. Cullen Glatfelter Kindred 
Browning Cummings Goldsborough Kunz 
Buchanan vey Greenwood Lanham 
Buckley Davis, Tenn, Griffin Lankford 
Bulwinkle Hammer Larsen, Ga. 


Lazaro Mooney Rayburn Taylor, Colo. 
Lea, Calif, Moore, Ga. Reed, Ark. Taylor, W. Va. 
„Ga. Moore, Va. Richards Thoinas, Okla. 

Lil Morehead Rogers, N. H. Thomas. Ky. 
Lindsay Morrow Romjue Tilman 

Inthleum O'Brien use Tueker 
Logan O'Connell, N. Y. Rubey Tydiugs 
Lowre, O'Connell, R.I. Sabath Underwood 
Lozler oO" Connor, La. Salmon Upshaw 

on O'Connor, N. X. Sasan, Tex. Vinson, Ga. 

eClintic O'Sullivan Sandlin Ward, N. C. 
McKeown Oldueld Sears, Ela. Watkins 
MeNulty Oliver, N. T. Shallenherger Weaver 
McReynolds Oliver, Ala. Sherwood Weller 
McSwain Parks, Ark, Sites Wilson, La. 
MeSweeney cery Smithwick Wilse n, Miss. 
Major, III. Pon Nteagall Wilson, Ind. 
Major, Mo. Prali Stedman Wingo 
Mansfield Quayle Stengle Wolf 

artin n Stevenson Woodrmm 
Mead Ragon Sallivan Wright 
Milligan Rainey Summers, Tex. 
Minahan Raker Swank 
Montague Rankin Tague 

| FOR MR. HENRY ALLEN COOPER—17T. 
Reck Keller Nelson, Wis. Voi 
| Browne, Wis Knutson Peavey Wetald 
Clagne Kvale Schafer 
Dayis, Minn, LaGuardia Schneider 
Frear Lampert Sinclair 
FOR MR. MARTIN B. MADDEN—5, 

* Michaelson Reid, III. Woodruff 

ng 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—8. 

Berger Cooper, Wis, Garrett, Tenn, 


— — -—-b - — ͤ ñ— — 2 k⅛w6.ů— —ñäͤ——PZ . ——EÜ—2—ͤ— —— 


The CLERK. The tellers agree in thelr tally. The total num- 


ber of votes east is 414, of which Mr. Grererr has received 195, 
Mr. Gannzrr of Tennessee 197, Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin 17, 
and Mr, Mappen 5. Three gentlemen have answered “ Present.“ 
No Member having received a majority of the votes cast, there 
is no result, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following was the result: 


FOR MR. FREDERICK II. GILLETT—196. 
Ackerman Fredericks MeLeod Simmons 
Aldrich Free 5 Sinnott 
Anderson Freeman MacLafferty Smith 
Andrew French Madden Snell 
Anthony Frothingham Magee, Pa. Snyder 
Bacharach Fuller Magee N. Y. Speaks 
Bacon Funk ¢ Mantove Sproul, M. 
Barbour Garber Mapes Sproul, Kans. 
Leedy Gibson Merritt Stalker 
Beers Gifford Michener - Stephens 
Begg granen, In. Miller, III. Strong, Kans, 
Bixler Green, Iowa eip Wash, Strong, Pa. 
Boies Greene, Mass. Summers, Wash, 
Brand, Ohio Griest 2 III. Sweet 
Uritten Hadley Moore, Ohio wing 
Brumm Hardy Moores, I Swoope 
Burdick Haugen Morgan ber 
Burtness Hawley Morin Toroi Tenn, 
Burton Hersey Murphy 
Butler Hickey Nelson, Me. Thateber 
Cable Hill, Md. Newton, Minn, Tilson 
Campbell loch Newton, Mo. Timberlake 
Chindblom Holaday Nolan incher 
Clarke, N. X. Hudson Paige Tinkham 
Cole, Iowa Hull, Iowa Parker Treadwa 
Cole, Ohio Hull, Morton D, Patterson Unederbil 
Iton Hull. William E. Perkins Vaile 
Connolly, Pa Johnson, Wash. Perlman Vare 
Cooper, Ohio Kahn Phillips Vestal 
Cramton Kearns Porter Vincent, Mich, 
Crowther Kell Purnell Wainwright 
Curry Kendall Ramseyer ard, ° 
Dallinger Ketcham ansley Wason 
Darrow = Rathbone Lt ites 
Dem op eere atson 
83 Kurtz Reed, N. aa ha 
* natey — e 
I wait iat Son, Minin . a White, Kans 
Dyer Leatherwood Robinson, lowa White, Me. 
Edmonds Leavitt Robsion, Ky. Williams, HL 
Elliott Lehlbach Rogers, Mass. Willinins, Mich, 
Evans, lowa Lineberger 3 Winslow 
Fairchild ttle Sanders, N. X. Winter 
Fairfield Longworth Sanders, Ind. Wood 
Faust Luce Schall Wurzbach 
Fenn McFadden Scott Wyant 
Fish McKenzie Sears, Nebr. Yates 
Fitzgerald McLaughlin, Mich Seger Young 
Foster McLaughlin, Nebr. Shreve Ziblinan 
FOR MR. FINIS J. GAR RETT— 198. 
Abernethy Bowling Cannon Croll 
Allen Box Carew Crosser 
Allgood Boyce Carter Cullen 
Almon Boylan Casey Sommige 
Arnold Erand, Ga. 5 — Javey 
Aswell Lr Day is, Tenn. 
Ayres Browne, N. J, 8 lark Fla. Den! 
Bankhead Browning Cleary Dickinson, Mo. 
3 Buchanan Cver rkstein 
Buckley Collins Dominick 
Black, Tex. Bulwinkle Connally, Tex. Douzhton 
Black, N. Y. Busby onnery Doyle 
Bland Byrnes, S. C. Cook Drane 
Blanton Byrns, Tenn, Corning Drewry 
* Bloom Canfield Crisp Driver 
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Dupré Jones Moore, Ga. Shallenberger 
Fa gan Jost Moore, Va. Sherwood 
Evans, Mont, Kent Morehead Sites 
Fayrot Kerr Morrow Smithwick 
Fields Kincheloe O'Brien Steagall 
Fisher Kindred O'Connell, N. T. Stedman 
Fulbright Kunz O'Connell; R.I. Stengle 
Fuimer Lanham O'Connor, La. Stevenson 
Gardner Lankford o’Connor, N. Y. Nivan 
Garner Larsen, Ga. O'Sullivan Sumners, Tex. 
88 Tex. Lazaro T 8 1 paros 

asque Lea, Cali ver, d 
Geen n Ice, Ga. Oliver, Ala. Taylor, Colo. 
Gilbert Lilly Parks, Ark, Taylor, W. Va. 
Glatfelter Lindsay Peery Thomas, 
Goldsborough * Pon Thomas, Ky. 
Greenwood Logan Prall an 
Griffin Lowrey Quayle Tucker 
Hammer Lozier uln Tydings 

Tarrison Lyon agon Underwood 

astings MeClintie Rainey Upshaw 
Hawes McKeown Raker Vinson, í Ga. 
Hayden McNulty Rankin Ward, A 
Hill, Ala. McReynolds Rayburn Watkins 
HNI. Wash. MeSwain Reed, Ark. Weaver 
Hooker MeSweeney 3 Weller 
Howard, Nebr. — ha III. Rogers, N. H. Wilson, Ind. 
Howard, Okla. Major, Mo. Romjue iison, 
Huddleston Mansfield Rouse Wilson, Miss. 
Hull. Tenn. Martin WSS ke 
3 Mead Sabath Wolf 
gaes stein Miligan Salmon Woodram 

effers Minahan Sanders, Tex. Wright 
Johnson, W. Va. Montague Sundlin 
Johnson, Tex. Mooney Sears, Fla. 


FOR MR. HENRY ALLEN COOPER —17. 


Reck Keller Nelson, Wis. va 
Erowne, Wis. Knutson Peavey ld 
Clague vale chafer 
Davis, Minn. LaGuardia Schneider 
Frear Lampert Sinclair 
FOR MR. MARTIN B. MADDEN—5, 
zee Michaelson Reid, III. Woodruff 
ing 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3. 
Berger Cooper, Wis. Garrett, Tenn. 


The CLERK. The tellers agree in their tally. The total num- 
ber of votes east is 416. Mr. Gmrerr has received 196, Mr. 
GARRETT of Tennessee 198, Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin 17, and Mr. 
MADDEN 5. Three Members have answered “ Present.“ No 
Member having received a majority of the votes cast there is no 


FOR MR. FINIS J. GARRETT—1938. 


result, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The Clerk called the roll, with the following result: 


= FOR MR. FREDERICK H. GILLETT—197. 
Ackerman Free MacGre Smith 
Aldrich Freeman MacLa noes Snell 
Anderson French Madden Snyder 
Audrew Frothingham Magee, N. X. Speaks 
Anthony Fuller Magee, Pa. Sproul, III. 
Bacharach Funk Manlove Sproul, Kans, 
Brenn Garber Mapes Stalker 
Barbour Gibson Merritt Stephens 
Beedy Gifford Michener Strong, Kans, 
Beers Graham, III. Miller, III. Strong, Pa. 
Begg Graham, Pa, Miller, Wash, Summers, Wash. 
Bixler Green, Iowa fills Sweet 
Boilies Greene, Mass. Moore, III. Swing 
Brand, Ohio Griest Moore, Ohio Swoope 
Britten Hadley Moores, Ind. Taber 
Brumm Hardy Morgan Taylor, Tenn, 
Burdick Haugen Morin Temple 
Burtness Hawley Murphy Thatcher 
Burton Hersey Nelson, Me. son 
Butler Hicke Newton. Minn. Timberlake 
Cable Hill. Ma. Newton, Mo, Lincher 
Cempbell och ‘olan Tinkham 
Chindblom Holaday Paige 8 
Clarke, N. X. Hudson Parker Ungerhil 
Cole, wu Hull, Iowa Patterson Valle 
Cole, Ohio Hull. Morton D. Perkins Vare 
Colton Hull, William E. Perlman Vestal 
Connolly, Pa. Johnson, Wash. Phillips Vincent, Mich. 
Ceoper, Ohio ahn Porter Wainwright 
Cramton Kearns Purnell Ward, x Y; 
Crowther Kell, Ramseyer ason 
"Curry Kendall Ransley Watres 
Dallinger Ketcham Rathbone Watson 
Darrow fess Reece Welsh 
Dempsey Bopp: Reed, N. L. Wertz 
Denison Kurt: Reed, W. Va. White, Kans. 
Dickinson, Iowa Largley ach hite, Me, 
Dowell Larson, Minn. Robinson, Iowa Williams, In. 
Dyer Leutherwood Mohsion, Ky. Williams, Mich, 
Edmonds Leavitt Rogers, Mass. Winslow 
Elliott Lehibach Rosenbloom Winter 
Evans, Iowa Lineberger Sanders, Ind. Wood 
Fairchild Little Sanders, N. X. Wurzbach 
Fairfield Longworth Schall yant 
Faust Luce Scott Yates 
Fenn McFadden Sears, Nebr, Young 
Fish McKenzie Beger Zihiman 
Fitzgerald McLaughlin, Mich.Shreve 
Foster MeLau ughiin, Nebr. Simmons 
Fredericks SicLeo Sinnott 


Ahernethy Davis, Tenn. Kindred Rainey 
Allen Deal unz Raker 
good Dickinson, Mo, Lanham Rankin 
Almon Dickstein Lankford Rayburn 
Arnold Dominick Larsen, Ga. Reed, Ark. 
Aswell Doughton Lazaro Richards 
Ayres pork Lea, Calif. Rogers, N. H. 
Bankhead rane Lee, Ga, Romjue 
Barkley Drewry Lilly Rouse 
Zell Driver Lindsay Rubey 
Black, N. T. Dupré Linthicum Sabath 
Black, Tex. Eagan Logan Salmon 
nd Evans. Mont. Lowrey Sanders, Tex. 
Blanton Favrot Lozier Sandlin 
oom Fields —— Sears, Ela. 
Bowling Fisher MeClintic Shallenberger 
x Fulbright McKeown Sherwood 
Boyce Fulmer McNulty Sites 
Boylan Gardner, Ind. McReynolds Smithwick 
Brand, Ga. rner, Tex. McSwain Steagall 
Briggs yarrett, McSweeney Stedman 
Browne, N. J. Gasque Major, III. Stengle 
Browning. Geran Major, Mo. Stevenson 
Buchanan Gilbert Mansfield Sullivan 
Buckley Glatfelter Martin Sumners, Tex. 
Bulwinkle Goldsborough ead Swank 
Busby Greenwood Milligan Tague 
Byrnes, S. C. Grifin Minahan Taylor, Colo, 
Byrns, Tenn. Hammer Montague Taylor, a. 
Canfield Harrison Mooney Thomas, Ky 
Cannon Hastings Moore, Ga. Thomas, O 
Carew Hawes Moore, Va. Tillman 
Carter Hayden Morehead Tucker 
Casey Hill, Ala. Morrow ydings 
Celler Hill, Wash. O'Brien Underwood 
Claney Hooker O'Connell, N. Y. Upshaw 
Clark. Fla. Howard, Nebr, O'Connell, R.I. Vinson, Ga. 
Neary Howard, Okla, O'Connor, La. ard, N. C. 
Collier Huddleston O'Connor, N. T. Watkins 
Collins Hull, Tenn. O'Sullivan Weaver 
Connally, Tex. Humphreys Oldfield Weller 
Connery Jacobstein Oliver, Ala, Witson, Ind. 
Cook Jeffers Oliver, N. . Wilson, La. 
Corning Johnson, Tex. Parks, Ark. Wilson, Miss, 
Crisp Johnson, W. Va. Peery Win, 
Croll Jones Pou Wol 
Crosser Jost Prall Woodrum 
Cullen Kent unyle Wright 
Cummings Kerr nin 
vey Kincheloe agon 
FOR MR. HENRY ALLEN COOPER—17. 
Beck Keller Nelson, Wis. Ro 
Browne, Wis. Knutson Peavey Wefald 
(Hague <vale Schafer 
Davis, Minn. LaGuardia Schneider 
r Lampert Sinclair 
FOR MR. MARTIN B. MADDEN—5. 
8 Michaelson Reid, III. Woodruf 
Ing 
. ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—38., 
Berger Cooper, Wis. Garrett, Tenn. 


The CLERK. ‘The tellers agree in their tally. The total num- 
ber of votes cast is 417, of which Mr. Gmrrrr has received 197, 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee 198, Mr. Cooprr of Wisconsin 17, and 
Mr. Mappen 5. Three gentlemen have answered Present.” No 
gentleman having received a majority of the votes cast, there 
is no result. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Clerk, I move that the House do 
now adjourn until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wed- 
nesday, December 5, 1923, at 12 o'clock noon. 


SENATE. 
Wrorrspax, December 5, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rey, J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


O God, our times are in Thy hand. Thou dost appoint the 
bounds of our habitation, which we can not pass. We recog- 
nize Thy goodness in preserving our lives. Grant that they 
may be devoted to the highest interests of all those concerned 
in the welfare of our land. May the Lord Himself direct our 
paths, and may we find them, like the path of the just, shining 
more and more unto the perfect day. We ask in Jesus Christ’s 
nume. Amen. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will rend the 
Journal of yesterday's proceedings. 

On request of Mr. Loper, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal was dispensed with, and it waa ap- 
proved. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the House is not yet organized. 
I understand it will be organized to-day. We have appointed 
our committee to notify the President. As there is nothing 
further for the Senate to do at this time, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 8 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, De- 
cember 6, 1923, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wepnespay, December 5, 1923. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Clerk. 

The Chaplain, Rey. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: < 


Let Thy presence, our Heavenly Father, direct our minds 
and hearts this day, that our labors may be efficient, that our 
paths may be plain, and that all our ways may be gentle and 
benevolent. Be graciously near us, that we may be wise servants 
unto Thee and unto our country. Day by day may our foot- 
steps press the paths of righteousness and good will toward 
all men. In our deliberations help us to go forward with wis- 
dom, patience, and fortitude, and hasten the coming of Thy 
kingdom, and may we never wrong any man. In the Spirit of 
the Master. Amen. 


The CLERK. The Clerk will read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The Crerk. Without objection, the Journal will stand ap- 
proved as read. 

There was no objection. 


CREDENTIALS OF A MEMBER. 


The CLERK. . The Clerk begs to announce that he has received 
the certificate of election of Mr. Josera W. Morris as a Repre- 
sentative elect from the seventh congressional district of Ken- 
tucky to sueceed the late Representative-elect Cantrill, de- 
ceased, and the Clerk has placed the name of Mr. Morris upon 
the roll. 

ELECTION OF A SPEAKER, 


The CLERK. The question recurs upon the election of a 

Speaker. The tellers will please come forward and take their 
laces. 
K Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Clerk—— 

The Crerk. For what purpose does the gentleman from Wis- 
consin rise? : : 

Mr, NELSON of Wisconsin. To ask unanimous consent to 
submit a statement relating to the organization. 

The Crerx. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unanimous 
consent to submit a statement relating to the organization of the 
House. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Clerk hears 
none, The Clerk will read the statement. 

The Clerk read as follows: F 


A committee of the Progressive group of the House of Representatives, 
consisting of Messrs. WooprurF and LAGUARDIA and myself, met with 
Majority Leader LONGWORTH last evening and discussed the proposed 
procedure for a revision of the rules of the House, At this meeting 
mutual assurances were given that the following program would be 
carried out: 

1. That the rules of the Sixty-seventh Congress should be adopted as 
the rules of the Sixty-eighth Congress for 30 days only. 

2. That during these 30 days amendments to the rules may be offered 
by any Member, to be referred to the Committee on Rules, which com- 
mittee shall consider such amendments and make a report thereon to 
the House. 

3. Within such 80 days the committee shall make a report of the 
rules and such amendments as they recommend. The rules and amend- 
ments as reported by the committee shall be subject to reasonable dis- 
cussion, amendment, and record votes of the House. 

4. When the committee shall have made its report any Member of 
the House shall haye opportunity to offer amendments to any rule of 
the House and may call for a record vote thereon, whether such rule 
has been included In the report of the committee or not. 

5. One motion to recommit shall be in order. 


Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Clerk, this statement was 
submitted to the floor leader and, I trust, the next chairman 
of the Committee on Rules, and I understand is agreed to, but 
1 would like to hear from either gentleman. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


U 


Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I will. 

Mr. BEGG. Does the statement I could not hear the rend- 
ing distinctly—set forth the fact this is the program that had 
been already agreed upon? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. 
ment there. 

Mr, GARNER of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I will. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I would like to know if the gentle- 
man from Ohio agrees to the statement that has been read from 
the desk? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. As far as I am concerned I agree to 
the interpretation of what the House will have an opportunity 
to do in regard to it. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas; In other words, the gentleman is In 
accord with the statement read at the desk? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am in accord with the interpretation. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas, Will the gentleman from Wisconsin 
yield for a question? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I will. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman from 
nee if he submitted willingly to this outrage? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Clerk, I ask for the regular order. 

The CLERK. The regular order is the taking of the vote upon 
the election of a Speaker. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, 
sent to say a word, 

The CLERK. In relation to the organization of the House? 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

The Crunk. Is there objection? The Clerk hears none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am in hearty accord with the 
announcement just made by the gentleman from Wisconsia 
Mr. NELSON]. As to whether it is in accord with an agree- 
ment previously made, I have only this to say, that if any 
other agreement had been made or even suggested by any- 
body anywhere it was never made publie so that I or any other 
Member of this House had heard of it. We do not wish to be 
put in the attitude of having deliberately obstructed for what 
might be characterized as pettifoggiug purposes the business of 
the House. Not at all. Let me direct the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brad! to the fact that until a few 
years ago the rules of this House permitted the Speaker to ap 
point all of the committees, to appoint all of the chairmen of 
all of the committees, to appoint the powerful Committee on 
Rules, and he himself, ex officio, to be the chairman of that com- 
mittee, and he himself also, of necessity, to have the sole power 
of recognition. I want further to invite my young friend's at- 
tention to the fact that Ostrogowski, the Russian, came over to 
this country while the Czar of Russia was at the height of his 
power, and that he wrote syndicate articles and a book in which 
he said that one of the very great surprises of his trip through 
this magnificent Republie came when he discovered such a con- 
centration of power in the Speaker of the House of the Ameri- 
can Congress as was not to be found in the presiding officer of 
any other parliamentary body in the world. 

And we, who were the so-called Progressives at that time. 
made a fight—and we succeeded—to deprive the Speaker of 
that power, not because any of us had ceased to be Republicans, 
not because any of us were anarchists, not because any of us, 
as some papers have been saying, are bandits; not at all, but 
simply because we wished to give the Representatives of the 
American people on this floor an opportunity to represent the 
constituents who honored them dy sending them here. [Ap- 
plause,] That was all, and that is all we wish to do now. 
All that we have sought to do was to secure a reasonablé, and 
fair opportunity to propose amendments to the rules; not to 
coerce amendments, not to demand amendments, but to present 
amendments, and to have a reasonable and fair discussion of 
our proposals in this Chamber. ‘That is all. That is repre- 
sentative government, and anything else is tyranny. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, during the last session of the last Congress, 
and repeatedly before that time, under the rules of this House, 
there being nothing in the rules to prevent it, chairmen of 
great committees, when measures had been favorably reported 
from those committees with a request that they be submitted 
to the House, have deliberately put those resolutions and meas- 
ures in their respective pockets and kept them there, beeause 
they, the chairmen, said, “ We do not wish to have them come 
before the House.” [Applause.] Does not my young friend 
from Ohio want the rules amended which tolerate a wrong like 
that? 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; I will not at this time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Then I will ask for the regular order, 


The gentleman has the state- 


Mr, Clerk, I ask unanimous con- 


1923. 


The CLERK. 
Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular order. 


The regular order is asked for. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I submit that this is the 
regular order. The gentleman from Wisconsin was recognized 
by the Chairman or the Clerk. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER] 
obtained unanimous consent to address the House upon a mat- 
ter relating to its organization and had proceeded for a few 
moments, when two gentlemen demanded the regular order, 
which the Clerk assumes to have implied that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin is not addressing himself to the subject of the 
organization. The Clerk may be wrong in that assumption. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The Creek. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BEGG. I have no objection at all to the gentleman’s 
making a statement, but I do object to his making a speech now 
and then refusing to yield the floor. Now, the fact that he was 
given permission—— 

The Crerk. The Clerk will state 

Mr. BEGG. I meant refusing to yield to a question. 

The Cuerk. The Clerk will state that the Clerk does not 
regard that as a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I hope that no technical ob- 
jection will be interposed to any statement the gentleman from 
Wisconsin wishes to make. [Applause.] No good purpose can 
be served at this juncture by trying to shut anybody off from 
any statement which will shed light upon the present condition, 
and if we can have harmony, in God’s name let us have it. 
[Applause.] 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Wisconsin will proceed. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I feel that before 
saying anything more—I shall be brief—my thanks are due, 
and they are most cordially given, to my distinguished friend, 
the floor leader [Mr. LoncworTH], and to my equally dis- 
tinguished friend the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN], 
two as fair-minded men as I have ever known in the House 
of Representatives. [Apphiuse.!] 

I only wish to add, Mr. Chairman, that in the circumstances, 
in view of the maledictions—I almost might have said curses— 
heaped upon the heads of the men who, without asking my 
consent, proposed me for Speaker—I have never asked any- 
body to cast a vote for me for the position—I thought I had a 
right, if not in justice to myself, then in justice to the men who 
have stood by me so loyally in the midst of this hurricane of 
slander and abuse, to say a word in extenuation of their of- 
fense. [Laughter.] That is all. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD rose. 

The Crunk. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Indiana rise? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular order. 

The CrerkK. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana? x 

Mr. ANDERSON. I feel we should proceed with the regular 
order. While I shall not object to this speech, I shall ask for 
the regular order immediately after. 

The Crerk. Without objection, the gentleman from Indiana 
will proceed for one minute. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state for the infor- 
mation of the House and also for the information of the public 
that there is nothing in the statement handed to the Clerk by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Netson] but what in sub- 
stance and in fact is embodied in a resolution that the proposed 
chairman of the Committee on Rules has had in his pocket for 
more than a week, ready to be offered when opportunity af- 
forded. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. In his pocket? [Laughter.] 

The Crerx. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, I merely wish 
to say that as the leading candidate for Speaker, as shown 
by the vote on the ballots taken yesterday [laughter], I have 
no suggestion to make except that the roll call proceed, 

The CLERK. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following was the result: 


FOR MR. FREDERICK H. GILLETT—215. 


Ackerman Brand, Ohio Cole, Ohio Dowell 
Aldrich Britten Coiton yer 
Anderson Browne, Wis. Connolly, Pa. Edmonds 
Andrew Brumm Cooper, Wis. Elijott 
Anthony Burdick Cooper, Ohio Evans, Iowa 
Bacharach Burtness Cramton Fairchild 
Bacon. Burton Crowther airfield 
Barbour Butler Curr Faust 
ack Cable Dalinger Fenn 
Beedy Campbell Darrow Fish 
Beers Chindbiom Davis, Minn. Fitzgerald 
Begg ‘lague Dempsey Foster 
ixler Clarke, N. V. Denison Frear 
les Cole, lowa Dickinson, Iowa Fredericks 
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1 — 
2 
Free Lampert Parker Strong, Pa. 
Freeman Langley Patterson Summers, Wash, 
French rson, 3 Peavey Sweet 
Frothingham Leatherwood Perkins Swing 
Fuller Leavitt Perlman Swoope 
nk Lehlibach Phillips Taber 
Garber Lineberger Porter Taylor. Tenn, 
Gibson ittle Purnell Temple 
Gifford Longworth Ramsexer Thatcher 
Graham, Pa Luce Ransley Tilson 
Graham, III. McFadden Rathbone Timberlake 
Green, Iowa McKenzie Reece Tincher 
Greene, Mass, McLaughlin, Mich. Reed. N. Y. Treadwa 
riest McLaughlin, Nebr. Reed. W. Va. Under 
Hadley McLeod Roach Vaile 
ardy MacGregor Robinson, Towa Vare 
Haugen MacLafterty Robsion, Ky. Vestal 
Hawley Madden Rogers, Mass. Vincent, Mich, 
Hersey Magee, Pa. Rosenbloom An 
Hickey Magee, N. T. Sanders, N. T. Wainwright 
Hill, Md. Manlove Sanders, Ind. rard, N. X. 
och Mu pes Schafer ason 
Holaday Merritt Schall Watres 
Hudson Michaelson Schneider Watson 
Hull, lowa Michener Scott Weish 
Hull, Morton D. Miller, III. Sears, Nebr. ertz 
Hull, William E. Miller, Wash. Seger White, Kans, 
Johnson, Wash. Mills Shreve White, Me. 
Kahn Moore, III. Simmons Williams, Mich, 
Kearns Moore, Ohio Sinclair illiams, I 
Keller Moores, Ind. Sinnott Winslow 
elly Morgan Smith Winter 
Kendall Morin Snell Wood 
Ketcham Murphy Snyder Woodruff 
iess Nelson, Me Speaks Wurzbach 
King Nelson, Wis. Sproul, III. Wyant 
Knutson Newton, Mo. Sproul, Kans. Yates 
Kopp Newton, Minn, Stalker Young 
Kurtz Nolan Stephens Zihlman 
LaGuardia Paige Strong, Kans, 
FOR MR. FINIS J. GARRETT—197. 
Abernethy Davis, Tenn. Kunz Raker 
Allen Deal Lanham Rankin 
Allgood Dickinson, Mo, Lankford . Rayburn 
Almon Dickstein Larsen, Ga, Reed, Ark. 
Arnold Dominick L Richards 
Aswell Doughton Lea, Calif. Rogers, N. H. 
yres oyle Lee, Ga. Romjue 
Bankhead Drane Lilly Rouse 
Barkley Drewry Linthicum Rubey 
Rell Driver gun Sabath 
Black, N. Y. Dupr Lowrey Salmon 
Black, Tex Eagan Lozier Sanders, Tex. 
land Favrot R Sandlin 
Blanton Fields cClintie Sears, Fla. 
Bloom r cKeown Shallenberger 
Bowling Fulbright MeNulty Sherwood 
Box ulmer McReynolds tes 
Boyce Gardner Swain Smithwick 
Boylan arner McSweeney Steagall 
Brand, Ga. Garrett, Tex, Major, III. Stedman 
Briggs asque or, Mo. Stengle 
Browne, N. J. Geran Mansfield Stevenson 
Browning Gilbert Martin Sullivan 
Buchanan Glatfelter ead Sumners, Tex. 
Buckley Goldsborough Milligan Swank 
Bulwinkle Greenwood inahan Tague 
Busby Griffin Montague Taylor, Colo. 
Byrnes, S. C. Hammer Mooney Taylor, W. Va. 
Byrns, Tenn. Harrison Moore, Ga. Thomas, Okla, 
nfield Hastings Moore. Va Thomas, Ky. 
Cannon Hawes Morehead Tillman 
rew Hayden Morrow cker 
rter Hill, Ala. orris Tydings 
Rey Hill, Wash. O'Brien Underwood 
Celler Hooker O'Connell, N. X. Upshaw 
Clancy Howard, Nebr, O'Connell, Vinson, Ga, 
Clark, Fla. Howard, Okla. O'Connor, La. ard, N. C. 
eary uddleston O'Connor, N. Y. Watkins 
Iller Hull. Tenn O'Sullivan eaver 
‘ollins Humphreys Oldfield Weller 
Connally, Tex. Jacobstein Oliver, N. T. Wilson, La. 
Connery effers liver, Ala. Wilson, Miss. 
Cook Johnson, W. Va. Parks, Wilson, Ind. 
Corning Johnson, Tex. Peery Wingo 
C ones ou Wol 
Crol Jost Prali Woodrum 
Crosser Kent ayle W. 
Cullen Kerr uin 
Cummings Kincheloe agon 
Davey Kindred Rainey 
FOR MR. MARTIN B. MADDEN—2. 
James Reid, III. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—4. 
Berger Garrett, Tenn. Kvale _Wefald 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Clerk, before the announcement of 
the vote I desire to say on behalf of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Linpsay] and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. TinKHAM] that they are unavoidably absent—Mr. LIND- 
SAY on account of the death of a sister and Mr. TINKHAM on 
account of the death of his mother. I also desire to add that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THospson] is absent on account 
of the death of his wife. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Clerk, I desire to say that my col- 


league [Mr. Jounson of Kentucky] is absent on account of ill- 
ness. If here, he would vote for Mr. GARRETT. 
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Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Clerk, I wish to say that the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] is absent on account of 
illness. If here, he would vote for Mr. GILLETT. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Clerk, my colleagues [Mr. Wise and Judge 
PARK] are both absent. Mr. Wise is ill and Judge PARK is at 
the hospital attending his wife, who is seriously ill. If they 
were here, they would both vote for Mr. GARRETT, 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama, Mr. Clerk, my colleague [Mr. 
McDvrrte] is unavoidably detained, but if he were here he 
would vote for Mr. GARRETT. 

The CLERK. The tellers agree in their tally. The total num- 
ber of votes cast is 414, of which FREDERICK H. Greterr has 
received 215, FINIS J. GARRETT 197, MARTIN B. MADDEN 2, and 
4 Members have answered Present.” 

The Hon, FREDERICK H. Girietrr, Member elect from the State 
of Massachusetts, having received a majority of all the votes 
east is duly elected Speaker of the House of Representatives 
for the Sixty-eighth Congress. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoneworrH], the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT], the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Cooper], and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] 
will please conduct the Speaker elect to the chair, and the 
Clerk will designate the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GREENE] to administer to the Speaker elect the oath of office 
prescribed by law. The Clerk desires to thank the Members 
for their kind forbearance and consideration of him. 

The committee appointed to notify Mr. GILLETT of his elec- 
tion and escort him to the chair having returned with him, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee said: My colleagues of the 
House of Representatives, a gentleman by birth and breeding 
and culture, a legislator of long experience and fine capacity, 
a robust partisan, but a polite one, a presiding officer honorable 
and fair, is he whom I now have the honor formally to present 
to you, the elected Speaker of the House, the Hon. FREDERICK 
H. GILLETT, of Massachusetts, [Prolonged applause.] 


ADDRESS OF THE SPEAKER, 


The SPEAKER. Gentlemen of the House, I am deeply appre- 
ciative and grateful for your action, and I hope this cordial 
greeting means a genuine friendliness and good will, which I 
heartily reciprocate. This honor is to me the greatest and most 
acceptable which the world could give, and my gratitude is cor- 
respondingly great to you who have given it to me, I think I 
can best show it by a faithful and conscientious performance of 
the duties of the office. That I promise you. 

Since the Speaker ceased to be chairman of the Committee 

on Rules, he has constantly tended to be more and more a 
judicial officer. I believe the wish of those who elected me is 
that I should interpret the rules of parliamentary law accord- 
ing to my best and honest judgment, without favor or malice, 
so that every Member shall be protected in all the rights guar- 
anteed te him by the rules, to the end that this shall be a 
Government of law, and not of men. That will be my effort. 
. The country is waiting for legislation. We are still suffering 
from the disorganization and unnatural stimulation of the war. 
Production was forced into unnatural channels and unnatural 
proportions, and we have not yet everywhere reached an equi- 
librium, If there is any legislation which can hasten the com- 
plete return to prosperous peace conditions, we ought to dis- 
cover and apply it. 

The closeness of party divisions here and the approach of a 
presidential election will naturally engender more than the 
usual amount of political heat and tend to preyent that poise 
and calmness which we all know is the best atmosphere for good 
legislation. Let-us all try to preserve equanimity, decorum, and 
the mutual respect and forbearance which is appropriate to the 
dignity of the House and which is essential for wise legislation. 

Again thanking you heartily for your confidence, I am ready 
to take the oath of office. 

The oath of office was administered to the Speaker by Mr. 
GREENE of Massachusetts. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. The first business is the swearing in of 
Members by States. Members will now be called by States to 
take the oath of office. 

The Members presented themselves as their States were called 
and took the oath of office prescribed by law, 

During the swearing in of the Members, when the State of 
Illinois was called, the following occurred: 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, at this point I object to the 
swearing in of Epwarp E. Mitter, a Representative from the 
State of Illinois, for the reason 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I object to any statement being 
made just now. 


Mr. RAINEY. But I am preferring the request in the usual 


way. 

The SPEAKER. The ordinary practice is, if any objection 
be made to an individual, he stands to one side until all of the 
others have been sworn in, and then the matter can be taken up. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MADDEN. If a Member elect stands here ready to be 
sworn in, with his certificate properly filed with the Clerk, 
with all the evidences of his election manifest, with no con- 
test pending, no crime charged, no charges pending anywhere 
against the Member elect, is it possible that under such cir- 
cumstances a Member elect could then be asked to step aside 
and wait until all of the other Members had been sworn in? 

The SPEAKER. That is the practice, and, of course, it is 
followed simply for the convenience of the House. The question 
could be taken up by the House at this time. 

Mr. MADDEN. I think it ought to be taken up now. 

The SPEAKER. It is the ordinary practice that the Member 
elect to whom objection is made shall stand to one side and 
wait until the others are sworn in, and then his ease can be 
taken up separately. If there is no objection, that practice 
will be followed now. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. Then if objection be made, the Chair thinks 
the question should be taken up at this time. The trouble is 
that if it be taken up at this time, there is only a very small 
portion of the membership already sworn in. 

Mr. MADDEN. I object to any discrimination being made 
against any Member who presents the proper credentials, 

The SPEAKER, That is the invariable practice. 

Mr, SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
surrenders no right whatever if he temporarily stands aside. 

The SPEAKER. He does not. 

Mr. SNELL. And after the swearing in of the other Members 
his case can be taken up. 

The SPEAKER, The Member elect will surrender no right 
whatever. 

Mr. SNELL. That is the practice that has been followed for 
several years in the organization of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That is the custom that has always been 
followed, as far as I know, 

ae MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, a further parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes a par- 
liamentary inquiry, which the Chair thinks is quite proper. 

Mr. MADDEN. If the other members of the Illinois delega- 
tion wish to refrain from being sworn in until they can all he 
sworn in together, is there any objection to that, under the 
parliamentary practice? 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. RAINEY. Of course, Mr. Speaker, that is a matter that 
is optional with the members of the Illinois delegation. If 
they do not want to be sworn in now, they need not be. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so stated. Mr. Mn will 
please step aside until the others are sworn in. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the same pro- 
cedure also apply to Mr. James R. BUCKLEY, a Member elect 
from the State of Illinois. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
same objection to Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Buckiey will please 
stand aside until the Members are sworn in. 

Mr. Mann and Mr. Buckiey stood to one side and the 
swearing in of the Members was then completed. 

Mr. Burks and Mr. Grrest affirmed. 

The Delegate from Hawaii [Mr. JARRETT] took the oath of 
office. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and move its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the gentleman from Ilinois (Epwarp E. MILLER) be 
permitted to take the oath, 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the resolution. 
Mr, RAINEY. 

lution. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves the pre- 
vious question. If the previous question is voted down, the 


Mr. Speaker, I offer a substitute to the reso- 


gentleman can offer his substitute. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Is it in order to move the 
previous question under general parllamentary law, no rules 
having been adopted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that has been the uniform 
practice. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order there 
has been no debate whatever by the gentleman offering the reso- 
lution, and that until the gentleman has used some time in 
debate he can not now move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
for the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 209, noes 104. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
yeas and nays, and pending that I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the previous question should 
curry, would there be 20 minutes’ debate on a side, there 
having been no debate before? 

The SPEAKER. Of course that would be the rule in the 
House of Representatives under our rules, but the Chair is in- 
formed that under the practice in the House in this condition 
before the rules have been adopted that has not been allowed. 

Mr, RAINEY. I desire to propound a unanimous-consent re- 
quest. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RAINEY. I ask, if the previous question is ordered, that 
I be allowed 20 minutes and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Minter] be allowed 20 minutes to address the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that if the previous question be ordered he 
be allowed 20 minutes and the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
MILLER] be allowed 20 minutes to address the House. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on ordering the yeas and 
nays on the previous question, Obviously there is a sufficient 
number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 209, nays 197, 
answered “present” 1, not voting 27, as follows: 


Wertz Williams, Mich. Woodruff Young 
i ae Winslow Wurzbach 
Whi Winter Wyant 
Villains“ In. Wood Yates 
NAYS—197. 
Abernethy Deal Kunz Rainey 
Allen Dickinson, Mo. Lanham Raker 
Allgood ckstein Lankford Rankin 
Almon iominick Larsen, Ga. Rayburn 
Arnold Doughton Lazaro Reed, Ark. 
Aswell Drane Lea, Calif. 8 
Ayres Drewry Lee, Ga, Rogers, N. H. 
Bankhead Driver Lilly omjue 
Barkley Dupré Linthicum Rouse 
Bell Hagan gan ubey 
Black, N. Y. Fayrot Lowrey bath 
Black, Tex. piens Lozier Salmon 
Bland Fish Luce Sanders, Tex. 
Blanton Fojbright uron Sandlin 
Bloom - Fulmer eClintic Sears, Fla. 
Bowling Gardner McKeown Shallenberger 
Box Garner eNulty Sherwood 
Boyce Garrett, Tenn, McReynolds Sites 
Boylan Garrett, Tex. cSwain Smithwick 
Brand, Ga Gasque McSweeney Steagall 
Briggs Geran 55 III Stedman 
Browne, N. J. Gilbert Major, Mo. Stengle 
Browning Glatfelter Mansfield Stevenson 
Buchanan Goldsborough Martin Sullivan 
Bulwinkle Greenwood Mead Sumners, Tex. 
Busby Griffin Milli Swank 
Byrnes, S. C. Hammer Minahan Tague 
Byrns, Tenn. Harrison Montague Taylor, Colo. 
Canfield Hastings Mooney Taylor, a. 
Cannon Hawes Moore, Ga. Thomas, 
Carew Hayden Moore, Va. Thomas, Okia. 
Carter Hill, Ala. Morehead man 
Casey Wash. Morrow Tucker 
Celler Tooker Morris Tydings 
Clancy Howard, Nebr. O'Brien Underwood 
Clark, Fla. Howard. Okla. O'Connell, N. Y. Upshaw 
Neary Huddleston O'Connell, R. I. ard, N. C. 
Collier Hull, Tenn. O'Connor, La. Watkins 
Collins Humphreys O'Connor, N. L. Weaver 
Connally, Tex. Jacobstein O'Sullivan Weller 
Connery Jeffers Oldfield Wilson, Ind 
Cook Johnson, Tex. Oliver, Ala. ilson, La 
Corning Johnson, W. Va. Oliver, N. Y. Wilson, 
Cris Jones parks; Ark. Wingo 
Crol Jost Peery Wolff 
Crosser Kell. Pou Woodrum 
Cullen Ken Prall Wright 
Cummings Kerr aayle 
Davey Kincheloe uin 
Davis, Tenn. Kindred agon 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”— 
Nelson, Wis. 
NOT VOTING—27. 
Reedy Frear Du Tinkham 
Bromm Gallivan Miller, III Vinson, Ga. 
Buckley Hudspeth Mudd Williams, Tex, 
Christopherson Johnson, Ey Park, Ga. illiamson 
yle Johnson, S. Dak. Rprake Wise 
Evans, Mont. Keller Swing Ziblman 
Fleetw indsay Thompson 


So the pfevious question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


YEAS—209. 
Ackerman Fenn Leavitt Robinson, Iowa 
Aldrich Fish Lehlbach Robsion. Ky. 
Anderson Fitzgerald Lineberger Rogers, Mass. 
Andrew Foster Little Rosenbloom 
Anthony Fredericks Longworth Sanders, Ind. 
Bacharach Free McFadden Sanders, N. V. 
Bacon Freeman McKenzie Schafer’ 
Barbour French McLaughlin, Mich.Schall 
Beck Frothingham ower acd Nebr, Serr aaa 
Beers Fuller Seco 
Begg Funk MacGregor BATE, Nebr. 
Berger Garber MuacLafferty Seger 
Bixler Gibson adden Shreve 
Boies Gifford Magee, Pa Simmons 
Brand, Ohio Graham, III. Magee, N. Y, Sinclair 
tten Graham, Pa. Manlove Sinnott 

Browne, Wis. Green, Iowa Mapes Smith 
Burdick Greene, Mass. Merritt Snell 
Burtness Griest Michaelson Snyder 
Burton Hadley Michener Sproul, III. 
Butler Hardy Miller, Wash. Sproul, Kans, 
Cable Haugen Mills Stalker 

‘ampbell Hawley Moore, III. Stephens 
Chindblom Hersey Moore, Ohio Strong, Kans, 
Clague Hickey Moores, Ind. Strong, Pa. 
Clarke, N. Y. Hill, Md. Morgan Summers, Wash. 
Cole, Iowa Joch Morin Sweet 
Cole, Ohio Holaday Murphy Swoope 

olton Hudson Nelson, Me Taber 
Connolly, Pa. Hull, Iowa Newton, Minn. Taylor, Tenn, 
Cooper, Ohio Hull, Morton D. Newton, Mo. Temple 
Cooper, Wis. Hull, Wiliam E. Nolan Thatcher 
Cramton James Paige Ison 
Crowther Johnson, Wash. Parker Timberlake 
Curry ahn Patterson Tincher 
Dallinger Kearns Peavey Treadwa 
Darrow Kendall Perkins Underbi 
Davis, Minn. Ketcham Perlman Vaile 
Dempsey Kiess Phillips Vare 
Denison King Porter Vestal 
3 Iowa Knutson Purnell Vincent, Mich, 
Dowell opp Ramseyer Voigt 
Dyer Kurtz Ransley W. 40 
Edmonds Kvale Rathbone Ward, N 
Elliott LaGuardia Reece Wank 
Evans, Iowa Lampert Reed, N. Y. Watres 
Fairchild Langley eed, W Watson 
Fairfield Larson, Minn Reid, III Wefald 
Faust Leatherwood oach Welsh 

LXV——2 


Mr. Paige (for) with Mr. Vinson of Georgia (against). 

Mr. Swing (for) with Mr. Doyle (against). 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote re- 
corded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present in the Hall and 
listening when his name was called? 

Mr. SWEET. I was, on the first call. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman on the second? 

Mr. SWEET. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman does not qualify. The 
rule, the Chair will state, is that when a person did not an- 
Swer on either roll call he can not vote unless he will state 
that he was present and listening when the roll was called 
and did not hear his name called, the theory being that his 
name probably was not called. It is meant to correct an error 
on the part of the Clerk not calling the gentleman's name. 
So the Chair always, in accordance with the precedent, asks 
gentlemen if they were present and listening when their names 
were called. If they answer that question in the affirmative, 
they can vote; if they can not answer it on their conscience, 
they can not vote. Therefore the Chair asked the gentleman 
whether he was present and listening when his name was 
called. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, that rule is a special rule of 
the House of Representatives. Under parliamentary law any 
person entitled to vote has the right to vote at any time before 
the ballot closes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the distinction, but 
the Chair is Informed that that is one of the rules that has 
been followed by precedent in the House, 
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Mr. WINGO. It may be followed by precedent, but under 
general parliamentary law the policy is that any person is 
entitled to vote before the roll is closed. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; but that is the practice that 
the Speaker follows. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, owing to the fact that 
this Is the first record roll call, I will ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman be allowed to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under parlia- 
mentary law the Chair recognizes that it is best, in accordance 
with our knowledge of parliamentary law, to follow as far as 
possible the practice that has prevailed in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and that has been the practice of Speakers in the 

ast.. 

p Mr. WINGO. If that has been the practice, I think the 
Speaker is right. 

The SPEAKER. General parliamentary law has been fol- 
lowed here because Members are familiar with it, and in that 
way it has become the precedent of parliamentary law at this 
juncture. The Chair’s feeling is that it is wise as far as 
possible to lean in favor of the custom of the House, because 
that is a custom that we are all familiar with. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers who did not vote may vote on this roll. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that all Members who did not vote on this roll may 
vote. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman who did not vote may now 
vote. 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of making it 
clear to the House I desire to state that I was present and 
listening when the roll was called. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name, 

The Clerk called the nume of Mr. Sweer, nd he answered 
in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN]. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Mr. James R. Buckiry may be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
who made the motion. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my-objection to 
the swearing in of Mr. BUCKLEY. 

Mr. Mitter, Mr. Buckiey, Mr. Newton of Missouri, and Mr. 
SUTHERLAND, Delegate from Alaska, appeared at the bar of the 
House and took the oath of office. : 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? X 

Mr. RAINEY. For the purpose of raising a question of privi- 


lege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the question of 
privilege. 

Mr. RAINEY. I have in my possession here evidence which 
shows that Epwarp E. Minter, a Member elect from the State of 
Ilinois, has expended nearly $65,000 in securing his election to 
a position in this House, and that over $63,000 of that amount 
was a part of a trust fund. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman must first introduce his resolution. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana makes the 

int of order that the gentleman from Illinois should first 
ntroduce his resolution. The gentleman from Illinois is aware 
that that is the custom. 

Mr. RAINEY. That is what I propose to do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois presents, as a 
question of privilege, the resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is charged that Epwanp E. MILLER, a Representative elect 
from the State of Illinois, is probably ineligible to a seat in the House 
of Representatives; and 

Whereas such charge is made through a Member of the House and on 
his responsibility as a Member; 

Whereas it is charged that said MILLER has grossly misused two 
trust funds committed to his charge by the State of Illinois while he 
was treasurer of the State of Illinois in promoting his candidacy for 
election to the Sixty-eighth Congress; 

Whereas it is charged that said fund so used also greatly exceeds 
the amount he is permitted by law to expend for said purpose; 

Resolved, That the question of the right of said MILLER to a seat as 
a Representative of the State of IIIinois in the Sixty-eighth Congress 
in the House be referred to a committee of seven Members of the House, 


to be appointed by the Speaker, and sald committee shall have power to 
send for persons and papers and examine witnegses on oath as to the 
subject matter of the resolution. 


5 Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the resolu- 
‘on—— 

Mr. RAINEY. I have the floor, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor, but there are 
other motions that may be made, such as a motion to lay on 
the table. The Speaker does not know what the gentleman's 
purpose is. 

Mr. RAINEY. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor in prece- 
dence of certain resolutions. The Chair does not know whether 
the gentleman from Ohio is going to offer a resolution or not. 
The Chair will see what the gentleman's purpose is. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I move to refer the resolution just 
read to one of the three Committees on Elections when consti- 
tuted, and on that I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that that is 
privileged in advance. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then I move to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I insist that the gentleman can 
not be recognized for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois will reflect 
a moment he will recognize that the motion to lay on the table 
always has precedence. N 

Mr. RAINEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RAINEY. The Speaker recognized me for the purpose 
of raising a question of the privilege of the House and I was 
proceeding to state it and I have not yielded the floor, The 
Chair required me in pursuance of the rule to present the 
resolution which I have presented. Now I want to state the 
question of privilege for which I was recognized. I am aware 
that they have the votes over there now—— 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana, Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that the gentleman is evading the question. The 
gentleman started to debate the question before he had the 
right to be heard, before he had introduced his resolution, 
That resolution must first be introduced. He introduced the 
resolution, and when he did that there was an end to his 
recognition. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Loneworru], and he moved to lay the resolution on the 
table, and the gentleman can not now debate the question. 

Mr. SABATH. Oh, the gentleman from Indiana is in error, 
The Chair recognized the gentleman from Ohio to raise a 
point of order which was overruled. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that the matter Is 
very simple, The gentleman from Illinois raises the question 
of privilege of the House, the right of a Member to his seat. 
That is always privileged. Such a resolution is customarily 
referred to one of the Committees on Election and have it 
there considered, but the House has a right to have it con- 
sidered by a committee, and considered at onee. On the other 
hand, the House has the right, if it prefers, when the resolu- 
tion is offered to lay it on the table. That motion the gentle- 
man from Ohio has made. The motion is always in order and 
takes precedence. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the matter be referred to one of the three Com- 
mittees on Elections when constituted. 

Mr. MADDEN. I think that should be done. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not know what the effect 
of tabling it might be. It might prevent its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolutions be referred to one of three 
Committees on Elections when constituted. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print 
in the Record the protest against the seating of Epwaxup E. 
Minter that T propose to present on the floor. 

Mr. Sprout of Illinois and Mr, Jounson of Washington objected. 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Republi- 
can majority of the House I present the following resolutions, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 3. 


Resolved, That William Tyler Page, of the State of Maryland, be, and 
he is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives ; 

That Joseph G. Rogers, of the State of Pennsylyania, be, and he 
is hereby, chosen Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatives} 
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That Bert W. Kennedy, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives ; 

That Frank W. Collier, of the State of Wisconsin, be, and he is here- 
by, chosen Postmaster of the House of Representatives; and 

That Rey. James Shera Montgomery, of the District of Columbia, 
be, and he is hereby, chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I propose a substitute resolu- 
tion and ask unanimous consent that this resolution just read 
be separated. I ask unanimous consent that the name of 
Reverend Mr. Montgomery be separated and that he be now 
elected Chaplain of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolution be divided and that the nomi- 
nation of the Reverend Mr. Montgomery be considered at once. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken, and Rev. James Shera Montgomery, 
D. D., was elected Chaplain of the House. 

Mr. RAINEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose the following 
resolution as a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 


Resolved, That South Trimble, of the State of Kentucky, be, and he 
is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives ; 

That C. R. Evans, of the State of Nevada, be, and he is tiereby, 
chosen Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatives ; 

That Joseph J. Sinnott, of the State of Virginia, be, and he is 
hercby, chosen Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives; and 

That F. E. Scott, of the State of Tennessee, be, and he is hereby 
chosen Postmaster of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the original reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The officers will please come forward and 
take the oath of office. 

Mr. Page, Mr. Rogers, Mr. Kennedy, Mr. Collier, and Reverend 
Mr. Montgomery appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath of office. 

THE MINORITY LEADER. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to speak for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to congratulate my 
colleagues on the Democratic side of the aisle, and in so doing 
I am certain I represent the sentiment on this side of the aisle, 
upon their wisdom in having selected as their leader the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. GARRETT. ([Ap- 
plause.] He is eminently equipped for the leadership of a 
great party—courageous, kindly, good natured, a splendid ora- 
tor, a fine debater, an expert parliamentarian, a profound stu- 
dent of economics, and, as my friend from Illinois suggests, 
preeminently an honest man, I am sure that his selection is 
one that will cultivate the friendly spirit which should preyail, 
particularly in the session to come. I can say in all truth as a 
result of our 20 years’ acquaintance, FINIS GARRETT is a scholar 
and a gentleman, [Applause.] 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE, 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
resolution, Which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 4. ; 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform that body 
that a quorum of the House of Representatives is assembled; that 
Freperick H. Gruuert, a Representative from tbe State of Massachu- 
setts, has been elected Speaker; that William Tyler Page, a citizen of 
the State of Maryland, has been elected Clerk; and that the House is 
ready for business. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


-= NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I present the following 
resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution 5. 
Resolved, That a committee of three Members be appointed by tue 
Speaker on the part of the House of Representatives, to join with the 


committee on the part of the Senate, to notify the President of the 
United States that a quorum of each House is assembled, and that Con- 
gress is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make, 


ù The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
on. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as the committee to wait upon the 
President Mr. LONGWORTH, Mr. GREEN of Iowa, and Mr. GAR- 
RETT of Tennessee. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 6. 
Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to inform the President of the 
United States that the House of Representatives has elected FREDERICK 
H. Gitierr, a Representative from the State of Massachusetts, as 
Speaker, and William Tyler Page, a citizen of the State of Maryland, 
as Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Sixty-eighth Congress. 
á The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
on. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


MINORITY EMPLOYEES, 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I present the usual resolution 
with respect to minority employees, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 7. 

Resolved, That, until otherwise ordered, Joseph J. Sinnott be author- 
ized to act as special employee of the House of Representatives and 
recelve compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum; that John O. 
Snyder be authorized to act as special chief page and pair clerk and 
receive compensgtion at the rate of $1,800 per annum; that L. M. Over- 
street be authorized to act as special messenger and assistant pair clerk 
and receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum; that W. B. 
Kenney, D. K. Hempstead, and Wallace P. Bassford be authorized to 
act as special messengers and receive each compensation at the rate of 
$1,800 per annum; that James J. Kenah be authorized to act as minor- 
ity telephone messenger and receive compensation at the rate of $2,160 
per annum; such employees to be at all times under the control of the 
Speaker of the House and subject to change at any time by the House, 
as provided by law. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

JOHN R. QUINN. ` 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
speak out of order for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to call to the attention 
of the House the fact that sitting in the Speaker's gallery is a 
young man from the district which I have the honor to rep- 
resent, of whom the people of California are more than proud. 
I present to Members of the House Mr. John R. Quinn, of 


| Delano, Calif., national commander of the American Legion. 


[Applause.] 
THE RULES. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 8. 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the 
Sixty-seventh Congress be adopted as the rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Sixty-eighth Congress until January 14, 1924. 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, on that resolution I move the pre- 
vious question to the adoption of the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DIGEST AND MANUAL OF THE RULES. 


Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I present the following resolution, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 9. 

Resolved, That there be printed as a House document 2,000 copies 
of the Digest and Manual of the Rules and Practice of the House of 
Representatives for the Sixty-eighth Congress, the same to be bound 
and distributed through the folding room. 
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The SPEAKER. The question Is on agreeing to the resolution. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KIESS. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Are these rules going to be printed im- 
mediately as they are now, or are they to be printed as finally 
adopted by the House? 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, it is the idea to have the rules 
placed in type and the proofs held until the rules are finally 
adopted at the end of 80 days. This is the customary reso- 
lution, and we are offering it at this time in order to save time, 
because Members will want a copy of the rules as quickly as 
they can get them. They will not be printed until finally 
adopted, 80 days from now. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another reso- 
lution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 10, 

Resolved, That the standing committees of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the floor leader and the chairman of the conference 
minority are hereby authorized to have such printing and binding 
done as may be actually necessary for the transaction of their official 
business during the Sixty-eighth Congress, 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
and move its adoption. - 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 11. 


Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting 
of the House of Representatives shall be 12 o'clock meridian. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
THE U. S. BATTLESHIP “ COLORADO.” 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to address the House for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent to speak out of order for two minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, in compliance with 
the terms of the international treaty on the Umitation of arma- 
ment, entered into on February 6, 1922, between our country and 
England, France, Italy, Japan, and others, our Government was 
permitted to complete the construction of the three largest and 
most powerful battleships our Nation has ever built, namely, 
U. S. S. Colorado, U. S. S. Maryland, and U. S. S. West 
Virginia, 

They each carry eight 16-inch guns, the only highest-class 
capital ships of that caliber under the American flag. 

The Maryland was commissioned last year; the West Vir- 
ginia was commissioned last Saturday at Norfolk, Va. The 
Colorado was launched on March 22, 1921, and to-morrow after- 
noon, at the New York Navy Yard, there will be held the cere- 
mony of the presentation of the colors by the State of Colorado 
to this one of the three world’s mightiest dreadnoughts, the 
U. S. S. Colorado, the greatest fighting machine in the world. 

These three battleships are each of 32,600 tons displacement, 
electrically propelled, and are the last capital ships that can 
be built by our Government under that treaty before the year 
1934. The commissioning of these ships marks an epoch not 
only in the history of our country, but it marks the end of an 
era in the history of the world and of the future welfare of the 
people of this planet. 

I think we may well pause for a moment to reflect upon 
what the completion of these last three most powerful, most 
effective, and mighty battleships means to our country and to 
humanity. We all hope they mean the termination for all 
time of international competitive battleship building. 

The Governor of Colorado has extended the very great honor 
of commissioning me to represent our Commonwealth and 
present the flags of the Centennial State to this marvelous 
man-of-war. And while I regret exceedingly to miss the joint 
session of the Senate and House to-morrow, at which Presi- 
dent Coolidge will deliver his first address to this Congress, 
nevertheless, on behalf of my State, I ask unanimous consent 


for leave of absence for two days that I may perform this 
historic, patriotic, and pleasant duty. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAY- 
Lon] asks unanimous consent for leave of absence for two days, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


EMPLOYMENT IN PENITENTIARIES. 


Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the Sixty- 
seventh Congress by joint resolution appointed a committee to 
report upon the condition of employment in the penitentiary 
at Leavenworth and the one in Washington. This committee 
has had a number of meetings, and I hold in my hand and ask 
leave to file the report of this joint committee together with 
their recommendations. I shall also at the same time offer a 
bill intended to carry into effect the provisions of the report, 
and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, may I ask the gentleman if there is anything 
in the report itself which will require action by the House; is 
there any resolution in the report? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. None, 

The SPEAKER. The report is presented and the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


DEATH OF HON. CLAUDE KITCHIN, 


Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty to an- 
nounce to the House of Representatives the death of our col- 
league the Hon. CLAUDE KrrcHin on the 31st day of May, who 
at the time of his death was minority leader. During my 
service of twenty-odd years I have not known a greater debater 
than CLavupz Krrcurx. But his heart was so full of the milk 
of human kindness he commanded the respect and affection 
of his political opponents as well as his friends. I shall say 
nothing further at this time, but send to the Clerk's desk a 
resolution, the adoption of which I ask, and at a future day I 
shall ask that a day be set apart on which Members may ex- 
press this appreciation of our dead leader. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina offers 
a resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 12. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. CLAUDE Kirchix, a Representative from the State 
of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of deceased. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was unanimously 
agreed to. 

DEATHS OF HON. W. BOURKE COCKRAN, HON, DANIEL J. RIORDAN, 
AND HON. JAMES v. GANLY. 


Mr. CAREW. Mr. Speaker, it is my melancholy duty to an- 
nounce to this House that since the elections of 1922, at which 
this House was elected, that three distinguished citizens of the 
State of New York, who were then chosen for membership in 
this House, have passed away. In the last year or so death 
has stricken many a shining mark in this country of ours. 
We all recall the sadness with which we heard that on the Ist 
day of last March, after a speech upon this floor, which was 
marked with all the eloquence and learning, the grace, philos- 
ophy, and statesmanship that characterized everything he did, 
that the Hon. WILLIAM BOURKE Cockran, a Member from the 
State of New York, a few hours later at his home was stricken 
and before morning died. Then again on April 28 last a dis- 
tinguished Representative of the State of New York, a veteran 
in this Chamber, who, Although Congress was not in session, 
was nevertheless here engaged in the performance of the many 
duties that came to him, the Hon, DANIEL J. Rrorpan, while in 
his office in the House Office Building was stricken and later 
in the night died. 

Then again, later in the summer, on September 7 last, another 
Member who had been here before, the Hon. James V. GANLY, 
from the State of New York, met with sudden death at his 
home. 

These bereavements of ours have mellowed the spirit of par- 
tisanship which otherwise might actuate us. We bow our 
heads with the grief of the country in our own personal be- 
renvement, which in these instances came so closely home to 
so many of us. 2 

I offer these three resolutions, Mr. Speaker, and ask for their 
adoption. At some future time I shall ask the House to set 
apart some appropriate occasion when suitable tribute may be 
paid to the distinguished services and memory of these most 
well-beloved friends of ours. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolutions, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 13. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. WILLIAM BOURKE COCKRAN, a Representative from the 
State of New York. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 14. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Dax EL. J. Rionbax, a Representative from the State of 
New York. 

Resolced, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Honse Resolution 15. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. James V. GANLY, a Representative from the State of 
New York. 3 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


on. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
DEATH OF HON, JOHN W. RAINEY. 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful duty to an- 
novnce te the House the death of the Hon. JohN W. RAINEY, 
of Illinois. Although his term of service here was not long, 
as terms go, yet he had endeared himself to every Member of 
this House. He was a courteous gentleman, an able and con- 
scient ous legislator, a forceful debater, and an honest man. 

At some time in the future I shall ask the House to set apart 
a day when tributes may be paid to his memory. 

I offer now this resolution and move its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 16. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound serrow of the 
death of Hon. Jonn W. Rarxey, a Representative from the State of 
Tilinois. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. . 
The resolution was agreed to. 


DEATH OF HON. JAMES C. CANTRILL. 


Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty to 
announce to the House the death of our former colleague, Hon. 
JAMES CAMPBELL CANTRILE, a Representative from the State of 
Kentucky. 

At the last general election Mr. Canrrrr was reelected to a 
seat in this body. At the primary election in August last he 
was nominated by his party for the office of Governor of the 
State of Kentucky. He died, and a few days later he was buried 
in the cemetery at his home town, Georgetown, Ky. In his 
death the Nation suffers a grievous public loss and the State of 
Kentucky loses an eminent and valuable Representative. 

At a subsequent time I shall ask that the House set apart a 
day for eulogies upon his life and publie services. I send to the 
Speaker’s desk a resolution and ask for its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 17. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. James C. CANTRILL, a Representative from the State 
of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


The SPEAKER. The question is en agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to, 


DEATH OF HON. BENJAMIN G. HUMPHREYS. 


Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, it is with a feeling of profound 
sorrow that I rise to announce the death of my friend and 
colleague, Hon. BENJAMIN G. HUMPHREYS, from the State of 
Mississippi. 

Mr. Humpnerrys possessed the confidence, as well as the 
affection, of all who knew him. He was one of the most dis- 
tinguished men that my State has ever produced, and he 
held service longer in the House of Representatives than 
any other Member from the State of Mississippi since our 
State was admitted into the Union. 

I shall not speak further at this time, Mr. Speaker, than to 
say that at a later date I shall ask that a day be set apart 
when we may pay tribute to his memory. I offer the follow- 
ing resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi offers a 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 18. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of 
the death of Hon. BENJAMIN G. HUMPEREYS, a Representative from 
the State of Mississippi. p 

Resotred, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the 
Senate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


DEATH OF HON. LUTHER W. MOTT. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, it is with deep sorrow that I 
announce the death of the Hon. LurHer W. Mort, a Member 
of Congress from the State of New York, whose service dates 
pank longer than that of any other Member on this side of the 

àll. z 

At some future time I shall ask the Speaker to designate 
a day when we can pay our respect to the memory of the 
late Mr. Morr. For the present I offer the following resolu- 
tion and move its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 19. 


Resolved, That the Honse has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Lormner W. Morr, a Representative from the State of 
New York. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the 
Senate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the decease, 


The resolution was agreed to. 
THE LATE JOHN M. C. SMITH, REPRESENTATIVE FROM MICHIGAN., 


Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I offer the 
following resolution, and move its adoption. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 20. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Jonx M. C. Suri, a Representative from the State o: 
Michigan. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the 
Senate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE TYSON, OF ALABAMA. 


Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, if becomes my sad duty to 
announce the death of the Hon. JonN R. Tyson, from the 
second congress_onal district of Alabama. Mr. Tyson was one 


‘of Alabama’s most beloved sons and one of her best public 


servants. His capabilities and attainments, although he had 
a short service in Congress, were fast winning him an enviable 
position as a Representative in this great body. He died enjoy- 
ing the deepest respect and regard both for his character and 
his ability on the part of the Members of this House, regardless 
of political affiliations. At a later day I shall move that a 
time be set aside when appropriate honors may be done him. 
I offer the following resolution, and ask that it be adopted. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
House Resolution 21. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Josx R. Tyson, a Representative from the State of 
Alabama. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased, 


The resolution was agreed to. 


. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SAWYER, OF ARKANSAS, 


Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, it is with sadness that I 
announce the death of the Hon. L. E. Sawyer, late a Member 
of this House from Arkansas. He was elected a Member of 
the House in 1922, and therefore his term of seryice began on 
the 4th of March last. Within a month he was stricken at his 
home in Hot Springs, Ark., and died a few hours after he was 
Stricken. While the Members of the House did not know Mr. 
Sawyer, except those of our own State, yet he was a splendid 
mun, a brilliant orator, and a man of State legislative experi- 
ence. I offer the following resolution, and at some future date 
I shall ask that a day be set aside to pay honor to his memory. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 


House Resolution 22, 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound, sorrow of the 
death of Hon. L. E. Sawyer, a Representative from the State of 
Arkansas. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THOMAS UPTON SISSON. 


Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, it is with profound sorrow that I 
arise to announce to the House the death of our late colleague, 
the Hon. Thomas Upton Sisson, formerly a Representative from 
the fourth district of Mississippi, who passed away in the city 
of Washington on September 26, 1923. He was not a Member 
of the House at the time of his death, put up until the 4th day 
of Jast March he had occupied a seat in this body for 14 years. 

Possibly no man within that time enjoyed to a higher degree 
the love, esteem, and confidence of his fellow Members. 


His life was gentle, and the elements 
So mix'd in him, that nature might stand up 
And say to all the world, “ This was a man!” 


Mr. Sisson was born in Atalla County, Miss., on September 
22, 1869, and was the son of Charles Augustus Sisson and 
Repinkerton Miller Sisson, representatives of two of Missis- 
sippi's best families. His father was a Confederate soldier 
and served in Forrest’s cavalry throughout the Civil War. 

Thomus Upton Sisson obtained his early education in the 
country schools of Choctaw County, Miss., and the French Camp 
Academy. He later entered the Southwestern Presbyterian 
University at Clarksville, Tenn., and received the degree of 
bachelor of arts from that institution in 1890. He afterwards 
entered the Cumberland University, of Lebanon, Tenn., and was 
graduated from that college in 1895 with the degree of bachelor 
of laws. 

His boyhood home was one of refinement and culture, and the 
effects of his early training in a Christian houseliold went 
with him throughout his eventful career. | 

Tie began the practice of law in Memphis, Tenn., in 1895, 
but removed the next year to Winona, Miss., where he con- 
tinued the practice of his profession until he was elected to 
Congress in 1908. Prior to that time he had held many posi- 
tions of public trust, and during those years: his advance in 
publie life was steady, and his associates and acquaintances 
recognized in him the quality of leadership that would stand 
the test of time. 

When quite a young man he was a member of the Board of 
Aldermen of Winona, Miss.; city attorney and county attorney 
of Montgomery County, Miss. In 1898 he was elected to the 
State senate to fill out an unexpired term. In 1903 he was 
elected district attorney and held that position until 1907, when 
he resigned to enter the race for governor of the State; and 
while unsuccessful in that campaign, he made such a favorable 
impression that he was chosen the next year to represent the 
fourth district of Mississippi in the National House of Repre- 
sentatives, in which position he served with distinction for 14 
consecutive years. 

Mr. Sisson was one of the most prominent Masons Mississippi 
has ever contributed to that great institution. He served as 
rand Master of the Masonic Lodge of Mississippi in 1904, and 
was known throughout the Nation as one of the leading Masonic 
orators of his day. 

As a member of the great and powerful Committee on Ap- 
propriations, he always espoused the cause of economy, and by 
his relentless, courageous efforts in that respect he saved the 
country hundreds of millions of dollars that otherwise would, 
perhaps, have been squandered in useless expenditures. He 
was a Democrat of the old school and believed in and stood 
by those fundamental principles of Democracy which have 
come dewn to us from Thomas Jefferson. He poured his very 
life into his work, and toiled with a diligence that distinguished 
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him as one of the most attentive, painstaking, faithful, and in- 
dustrious Members of the House. 

He was courteous in his bearing and generous in all his 
dealings with mankind. His honesty was beyond question 
and his honor above reproach. No man, howeyer widely he 
might have differed from Mr. Sisson on governmental policies 
or legislative procedure, ever questioned or doubted his un- 
sullied integrity. He stood four square to every wind of for- 
tune or adversity and never lost confidence in the ultimate 
triumph of the right. 

He loved his fellow Members, and, regardless of their political 
views, he spurned with contempt every aspersion east upon 
them by those carping critics who would impugn the integrity 
of every man who does not carry out their wishes or under- 
write their views. He loved the people of Mississippi, and 
spent his life toiling in their behalf. He loved his State and 
referred to it with almost his dying breath as God's country,” 
uttering these words only a few moments before he passed 
away, 

According to his wishes, often expressed, he was laid to rest 
amidst the scenes he loved so well, to mingle his dust with 
that of his native State. 

Peace to his ashes. May the birds sing sweetly about his 
last resting place, and the wild flowers bloom above his couch, 
while the moaning pines sing his perpetual requiem throughout 
the still lapse of coming ages. 

THE LATE SENATOR KNUTE NELSON. 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I am about to intro- 
duce a resolution that perhaps is a little mite out of the ordi- 
nary. Some 30 years ago, about the time when our honored 
Speaker began his service in this House, there was a gentleman 
from Minnesota who was serving here and who served quite 
a number of years. He then became the Governor of Minne- 
sota, and about 24 years ago the people of that State elected 
him a United States Senator, where he served four successive 
terms. About the close of the last Congress, unexpectedly and 
without any premonition on his part, or of any of his friends, 
on his return home, he died very suddenly. 

He is styled in Minnesota by thousands as the “Grand Old 
Man of Minnesota,” and it is with profound sorrow that I 
announce his death to the House at this time. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 23. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. Knute NELSON, a Senator of the United States 
from the State of Minnesota. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the 
Senate and transmit a copy thercof to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing. to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to, 

DEATH OF HON. WILLIAM P. DILLINGHAM, 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, it saddens me beyond expres- 
sion to call the attention of this House to the death of that 
distinguished son of Vermont, who so long served here and so 
ably in the Senate of the United States. I refer to the Hon. 
WIILIau P. DILLINGHAM. He served the State and the Nation 
with ability and with fidelity and courage during more than 
two decades of history. As a fitting tribute, I offer the follow- 
ing resolution and move its adoption, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 24. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of the Hon. WILLIAM P. DILLINGHAM, a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Vermont. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutious to the 
Senate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DEATH OF HON. SAMUEL D. NICHOLSON, 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso- 
lution, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 25. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of tho 
death of the Hon, Sauukt. D. Nicholsox, a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Colorado. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 
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The SPEAKER. 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of 
respect to the memory of our deceased colleagues and Senators, 
I move that the Hause do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o'clock ond 
40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, December 6, 1923, at 12 o’cloek noon. 


The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNIOATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. executive communications were 
taken from the Spenker's table and referred us follows: 

1, A letter from the chairman of the Federal Trade Com- 
mission, transmitting the letter of submittal and summary of 
a report of the Federal Trade Commission on the costs, prices, 
und protits of marketing grain; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreien Commerce. 

2. A letter from the chairman of the Federal Trade Com- 
mission, transmitting a report of the Federal Trade Com- 
mission on Northern Hemloek and Hardwood Manofacturers’ 
Assochition: to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merre, 

. A letter from the secretary of Hawalli, transmitting a 
copy of the laws passed by the Legistature of the Territory 


of Hawall, regular session, 1923; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 
J. A letter from the president of the United States Civit 


Service Commission, transmitting a smtement showing the 
typewriters, adding machines, aud other labor-saving devices 
exchanged in part payment for new machines during the fiscal 
yenr 1923, as required by section 5 of the deficiency net ap- 
proved March 4, 1915; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

. A letter from the chalrman of the Public Utilities Com- 
mission of the District of Columbia, transmitting a report of 
its official proceedings relating to the regulation and operation 
ef the public utilities in the District of Columbia coming noder 
the jurisdiction of said commission; to the Committee on the 
Listriet of Columbia. 

G. A letter from the secretary of the United States Coal Com- 
mission, transmitting a report of the United States Coal Com- 
mission on the anthracite Industry to the Committee on Inter- 
stite and Foreign Commerce. 

7. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
an itemized report of all receipts and expenditures for the fiscal 
yeur ending June 30, 1923, of the American National Red 
Cross; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

& A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a 
report of the flunncial and other affaira of the United States 
Disciplinary Barracks contained in the report of The Adjutant 
General of the Army dated September 27, 1923; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
report of leases that were made or in effect covering rental for 
Government property under the control of the Secretary of the 
Navy during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Navy Departmeht. 

10, A letter from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, trans- 
mitting a report of the accumulation of miscellaneous material 
of the Bureau of Naturalization which will be of no further use 
in the transretion of official business; to the Committee on 
Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting a list 
of settlements and adjustments made by the United States 
Housing Corporation under contracts or other obligations made 
or incurred under Fortieth Statute, page 550, and amended by 
Forty-first Statute, page 222; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

12. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, trans- 
mitting a statement of the travel performed during the fiseal 
year ended June 30, 1923, by officers and employees of the 
Depurtment of Labor (other than those who In the discharge 
of their regular duties are required to constantly travel), on 
official business from Washington, D. C., to points outside the 
District of Columbia: to the Committee on Appropriations, 

13. A letter from the Second Assistant Secretary of the De- 
partment of Labor, transmitting a report of expenditures from 
the appropriations for contingent expenses, Department of 
Labor, for the fiscal years 1921, 1922, 1923, and 1924; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Labor. 

14. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, trans- 
mitting a report on the sale of 1,873 pounds of paper from 


certain field offices of the Steamboat Inspection Service from 
which the amount of revenue derived was $11.70; to the Com- 
mittee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

15. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, trans- 
mitting & report that the papers described in House Report No. 


1685, Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session, weighing ap- 
proximately 21,918 pounds, have been sold and the revenue 
derived therefrom was $215.84; to the Committee on Disposti- 
tion of Useless Executive Papers. 

16. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, trans- 
mitting a summary of reports with a brief statement of the 
action of the department in respect to accidents sustained or 
caused by barges While In tow through the open sea during the 
fisenh year 1923; to the Committee on the Merchant Murine 
and Fisheries. 

17. A letter from the Architect of the Capitol, transmitting 
the nunual report of the Architect of the Capitol for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Public Bund- 
ings and Grounds. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
n statement showing exchanges, periods of use, allowances 
therefor and prices, including exchange value pald or te be 
Dale for euch article through such exchange of typen er. 
udding maehine, and other similar labor-saving devices ing 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriatious. 

19. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting n letter 
from the Adjutant General of the Army submitting report of 
documents received and distributed during the fisenl year 
ended Tune 30, 1923; to the Committee on Printing. 

20. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
statements showing what olflicers and employees performed 
travel on official business from Washington, D. ©, to points 
outside of the District of Columbia from the following offices 
and bureaus of the Treasury Department during the fiscal 
year ended June 80, 1923: Bookkeeping and Warrants, Borean 
of the Budget, Bureau of Engraving and Printing, Coast Guard, 
Customs Division, Federal Farm Loan Board, Internal Reve- 
nue, Public Debt, Publie Health Service, and Supervising 
Architect; to the Committee on Appropriations, è 

21. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of Commerce, 
transmitting a detalled statement concerning the publieations 
issued by the Department of Commerce during the fiseal year 
1928; to the Committee on Printing. 

22. A letter from the chairman of the United States Ship- 
ping Board, transmitting statement of travel performed by the 
ollicers and employees of the United States Shipping Board 
during the scnl year endod Inne 80, 1923; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. = 
„23. A letter from the Architect of the Capitol, transmitting 
a schedule showing purchases and exchanges of typewriting 
machines on the part of the Library of Congress for the fiseal 
year ended June 30, 1923, out of the appropriation “ Furniture, 
Architee: of the Capitol, 1923"; to the Committee on Appro- 
Printious. 

24. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Conimerce 
Commission, tränsmitting a statement showing the employment 
under appropriation for the valuation of carriers Zor the feen! 
year ending June 80, 1923, the names of all persons employed 
thereunder, the State from which exch was appointed, the rate 
of compensation paid to each, and the moneys appropriated for 
the fiscal yenrs 1913 to 1923, Inclusive, have been expended; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

25. A letter from the chairman of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, transmitting a statement showing the travel expenses 
of all officials and employees (other than special agents) who 
have traveled on official business from Washington to polnte 
outside the Distriet of Columbia during the fiseal year ended 
June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

26. A letter from the chairman of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, transmitting a statement showing the make, model, and 
serial number of typewriters and similar labor-saving devices 
exchanged during the fiscal year 1923, the period of its use, the 
allowance therefor, and the article, make, and model thereat, 
and price, including exchange value paid for each article pro- 
eured through such exchange; to the Committee on Approprin- 
tions. 

27. A letter from the chatrman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting a report showing the number of 
persons employed by the commission who received increased 
compensation for the months of July, August, September, and 
October, 1923, under authority of the act approved March 4, 
1928; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

28. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
statement showing in detail what officers and employees (other 


ES 


than special agents) have traveled on official business from 
Washington to points outside the Distriet of Columbia during 
the fiseal year ended June 30, 1923, giving In each Instance the 
title of the officer, the destination of such travel, the business 
on account of which the sume was made, and the total expense 
to the United States; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

29, A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a re- 
port of the public property in the Post Office Department on 
December 1, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Post Office Department, 

30. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
tabular statement showing In detall the claims of postmasters 
for reimbursements for loss of postal, money-order, and other 
funds and stamps resulting from burglary, fire, or other un- 
avoidable cusualty, which have been acted upon by the Post- 
master General during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Post OMece Department. 

81. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a re- 
port on the number of copies of the Official Postal Guide dis- 
tributed to the Postal Service and the Post Office Department 
proper during the fiscal year 1923, and the cost of the same; to 
the Committee on Printing. 

32. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
statement showing the required Information regarding type- 
writing machines exchanged by the Post Office Department dur- 
ing the period from July 1, 1922, to June 30, 1923; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

83. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
report of the finances of the department for the preceding 
year, showing the amount of balances due the department at 
the beginning of the year, the amount of postage accrued within 
the year, the amount pald for carrying the mail, and a report 
with reference to the Increased compensation at the rate of 
$240 per annum to employees of the Post Office Department; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

34. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
statement of claims paid during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1923, for damage to or loss of privately owned property, for 
which damage or loss men in the naval service or Marine Corps 
have been found to be responsible; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Navy Department. 

35. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
covering the number and cost of publications issued and dis- 
tributed by the Panama Canal during the fiscal year ended June 
80. 1923; to the Committee on Printing. 

3G. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
relative to the exchange of typewriters and adding machines in 
part payment for new machines for the same purpose as those 
exchanged by the Panama Canal, for the period July 1, 1922, 
to June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

37. A letter from the secretary of the United States Civil 
Service Commission, transmitting a statement showing what 
officers or employees of the commission have traveled on 
official business from Washington to points outside the District 
of Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. ° 

38. A letter from the secretary of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, transmitting a report of Government publications Issued 
during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1923, showing the num- 
ber of publications distributed, and the cost of preparing the 
same; to the Commitee on Printing. 

89. A letter from the secretary of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, transmitting information of the only exchange of a type- 
writer In which an exchange was made in part puyment by 
the Government branches under the direction of the Smith- 
sonian Institution during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

40, A letter from the secretary of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, transmitting a report of those officers or employees of 
the Smithsonian Institution who have traveled officially for 
the Institution from Washington to points outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbla during the fiseal year ended June 80, 1023; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

41. A letter from the Comptroller General of the United 
States, transmitting the annual report of the General Account- 
ing Office for the fiseal year 192%; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and ordered to be printed. 

42. A letter from the Comptroller General of the United 
States, transmitting a report of official travel by oflicers and 
eniployees of the General Accounting Office from Washington 
to points outside the District of Columbia during the fiscal 
yenr 1928; to the Committee on Approprintions. 

48. A letter from the Comptroller General of the United 
States, transmitting a report of the typewriters and similar 
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labor-saying devices which were exchanged during the fiseal 
year ended 1923 by the General Accounting Office; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

44, A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a detailed report of the expenditures under the appropriation 
“To prevent the spread of epidemie diseases,” for the fiscal 

ear ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures 
n the Treasury Department. 

45. A letter from the Librarian of the Library of Congress, 
transmitting a report giving the aggregate number of publlea- 
tions issued by the Library of Congress proper during the fiscal 
year 1022-23, the cost of the paper used, the cost of printing, 
cost of preparation, and the number distributed; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, 

46. A letter from the Librarian of the Library of Congress, 
transmitting a statement showing in detail the officers and em- 
ployees of that Institution who travéled on official business 
from Washington to points outside the District of Columbia 
during the fiscal year 1923; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

47. A letter from the Director of the United Stutes Botanic 
Garden, transmitting Information relative to travel from 
Washingon, D. ©., in connection with official business of this 
office during the fiscal year 1923; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

48. A letter from the chairman of the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Votunteer Soldiers, transmit- 
ting the annual report for the fiscal year 1923; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

49. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims of the 
United States, transmitting a statement of all judgments ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims for the year ended December 2, 
1928, the amount thereof, the parties in whose favor rendered, 
and a brief synopsis of the nature of the claims; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

50. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
of the sale of surplus war supplies during the period from 
November 15, 1922, to November 15, 1923, inclusive; to the 
Conmnittee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

51. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting copies of the final valuations of 
properties of certain carriers subject to section 19a of the in- 
terstate commerce net; to the Committee on Interstate und 
Forelgn Commerce. 

52. A letter from the Attorney General of the United States, 
transmitting the annual report of the Department of Justice 
for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. b 

53. A letter from the chairman of the Federal Trade Com- 
mission, transmitting a report on the radio industry; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

54. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a state- 
ment of the civilian officers and employees of the War Depart- 
ment who have traveled for the War Department on officlal 
business from Washington to points outside of the District of 
Columbin during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

65. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a report in detail, giving the number of the various publications 
issued by the Treasury Department during the fisenl year ended 
June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Printing. 

500. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
u statement showing In detail the travel, other than by special 
agents, performed by officers and employees of the Department 
of Agriculture from Washington to points outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia during the fiscal year 1923 in discharge of 
their oflicial duties; te the Committee on Appropriations. 

57. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 526 
reports of inspections of disbursements and transfers by the 
officers of the Army, received In the office of the Inspector 
General during the fisen?! year ended June 30, 1923; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

58. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
report of the cost of operating all motor-propelled and horse- 
drawn vehicles owned by the departinent and operated ontside 
of the city of Washington; also a report of all motor-prapelled 
or horse-drawn passenger-carrylug vehicles or motor boats pur- 
chased by the department during the fiscal year 1923; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture. 

50. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transinitting a 
report of “the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, 
und the date of purchase,” under the appropriation, “ Purchase 
and distribution of valuable seeds, 1923"; to the Committee 
on Expendltures in the Department of Agriculture, 
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_ 60. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
report of revenues derived from the operation of and expendi- 
tures made on behalf of the Center Market, Washington, D. C., 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture. 

61. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a report of contributions on account of cooperative work with 
the Forest Service and the amount refunded to depositors on 
account of excess deposits, national forest fund, for the fiscal 
year 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Agriculture. 

62. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a report of sums allotted to the Bureau of Chemistry used for 
compensation of expenses to officers or other persons employed 
by the State, county, or municipal governments; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture. 

63. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a report of the sale of useless papers in the department, the 
receipts of which amount to $2,205.28; to the Committee on 
Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

64. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a detailed statement of the manner in which the appropriation 
“Miscellaneous expenses, Department of Agriculture, 1923,” 
has been expended; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Agriculture. 

65. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a detailed report of all typewriters and other labor-saving 
devices exchanged during the fiscal year 1923 in part payment 
for new machines; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

66. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a detailed report showing the names of all persous employed in 
the Bureau of Animal Husbandry for the suppression of con- 
tagious, infectious, or communicable diseases of domestic ani- 
mals during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture, 

67. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a report of publications issued by the Department of Agricul- 
ture during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, together with 
the cost of preparation, paper, and printing of each publication 
and the number of each distributed; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

68. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, traus- 
mitting a statement of disbursements during the period from 
December 1, 1922, to November 30, 1923, from contingent ex- 
penses, Department of Commerce; general expenses, Bureau of 
Standards; and a report of. moneys expended for the support 
of the Bureau of Fisheries for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1923; also a statement of exchange of typewriters and similar 
labor-saving devices in part payment for new machines to be 
used for the same purposes as those exchanged during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1923, and a statement in detail showing 
the travel performed by the officers and employees of the depart- 
ment, other than special agents, on official business during the 
fiscal year ended June 80, 1923; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Commerce, 

69, A letter from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting list of reports to be made to Congress by officers 
during the Sixty-eighth Congress (H. Doc. No. 96); to the 
Committee on Accounts and ordered to be printed. 

70. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a re- 
port giving the aggregate number of publications issued by the 
Federal Power Commission for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1923. also a statement in detail of travel taken by officers of 
the Federal Power Commission to points outside of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, and a 
statement showing permits and licenses issued under the Fed- 
eral water power act during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

71. A letter from the president of the Board of Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting a classified 
statement of the expenditures made from the appropriation 
for contingent expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1928; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

72. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting state- 
ments submitted by the Chief of Ordnance of expenditures and 
of arms altered and repaired at the Springfield Armory, Mass., 
and of the cost of manufacture at the several United States 
arsenals during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1923; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, 

73. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
statement showing the post offices where it was necessary to 
employ clerical assistance at a higher rate than $1,200 a year, 
and the amount authorized at each office, payable from the ap- 


propriation for Unusual conditions,” for the fiscal year 1923; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

74. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, trans- 
mitting part 2 of the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Lighthouses for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, containing 
a list of purchases made by private contract or in open market, 
with the reasons for such methods of purchases, during the 
fiscal year 1923, of materials and supplies for the use of the 
Lighthouse Service; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Commerce. 

75. A letter from the chairman of the United States Ship- 
ping Board, transmitting the seventh annual report of the 
United States Shipping Board, covering the period, June 30, 
1922, to and including June 30, 1928; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

76. A letter from the executive secretary of Porto Rico, 
transmitting copies of the acts and resolutions of the first 
special session of the Tenth Legislature of Porto Rico, August 
13 to August 28, 1923; to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

77. A letter from the chairman of the United States Coal 
Commission, transmitting a report showing the earnings of an- 
thracite miners; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 


PUBLIO BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 1) to assure to persons within 
the jurisdiction of every State the equal protection of the laws, 
and to punish the crime of lynching; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (II. R. 2) amending the revenue 
act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 8) to pay adjusted 
compensation in three years in cash to yeterans of the World 
War, to provide money to pay such adjusted compensation, to 
amend the revenue act of 1921, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 4) to prevent the use of the 
United States mails and other agencies of interstate commerce 
for transporting and for promoting or procuring the sale of 
securities contrary to the laws of the States, and for other 
purposes, and providing penalties for the violation thereof; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 5) to limit the immigration of 
aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 6) to prevent discrimina- 
tion in prices, to provide for publicity of prices, and to protect 
good will; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 7) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to revise and equalize rates of pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Civil War and the 
war with Mexico, to certain widows, including widows of the 
War of 1812, former widows, dependent parents, and children 
of such soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to certain Army 
nurses, and granting pensions-and increase of pensions in cer- 
tain cases,” approved May 1, 1920; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 8) to authorize and direct 
the Secretary of War, for national defense in time of war and 
for the production of fertilizers and other useful products in 
time of peace, to sell to Henry Ford, or a corporation to be in- 
eorporated by him, nitrate plant No. 1, at Sheffield, Ala.; 
nitrate plant No. 2, at Muscle Shoals, Ala.; Waco quarry, 
near Russellville, Ala.; steam-power plant, to be located and 
constructed at or near Lock and Dam No. 17 on the Black 
Warrior River, Ala., with right of way and transmission line 
to nitrate plant No. 2, Muscle Shoals, Ala., and to lease to 
Henry Ford, or a corporation to be incorporated by him, Dam 
No. 2 and Dam No. 3 (as designated in House Document No. 
1262, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session), including power sta- 
tion when constructed as provided herein, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9) for the 
erection of a public building in Kittanning, county seat of 
Armstrong County, Pa., and appropriating money therefor; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 10) extending the use of 
metrie weights and measures for certain purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
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By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 11) to protect the public 
against false pretenses in merchandising, under trade-mark or 
special brand, of articles of standard quality; te the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12) to consolidate, codify, 
revise, and reenact the general and permanent laws of the 
United States in force December 2, 1923; to the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 13) providing for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Sapulpa, Okla.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Bristow, Okla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 15) author- 
izing the President to declare an embargo on coal; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16) to protect the public against fraud by 
prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or transportation in inter- 
state commerce of misbranded, misrepresented, or falsely de- 
scribed articles, to regulate the traffic therein, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17) for the reorganization and improve- 
ment of the foreign service of the United States, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18) for the acquisition of embassy, legation, 
and consular buildings and grounds, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 19) to regulate within the 
District of Columbia the sale of milk, cream, and certain milk 
products, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20) to declare Lineoln’s Birthday a legal 
holiday; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21) to amend the patent and trade-mark 
laws, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22) to amend an act relating to the Public 
Utilities Commission of the District of Columbia, approved 
Mareh 4, 1913; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23) to extend and to make the provisions 
of Title II of the food control and District of Columbia rents 
act, approved October 22, 1919, as amended, permanent legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 24) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to appraise tribal property of the Chippewa 
Indians, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25) authorizing a per capita payment of 
$50 each to the members of the Red Lake Band of Chippewa 
Indians from the proceeds of the sale of timber and lumber on 
the Red Lake Reservation; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26) to compensate the Chippewa Indians of 
Minnesota for lands disposed of under the provisions of the 
free homestead act; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27) to compensate the Chippewa Indians 
of Minnesota for timber and interest in connection with the 
settlement for the Minnesota National Forest; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28) to compensate the Chippewa Indians 
of Minnesota for certain equities claimed by them in connec- 
tion with the settlement for the Minnesota National Forest; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 29) providing for an appro- 
priation for the purpose of making examinations, investiga- 
tions, and surveys and preparing plans and estimates of cost 
for regulating the stream flow and controlling the flood waters 
of the Allegheny and Monongahela Rivers and their tributaries; 
to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 30) to repeal so much of Title 
III of the transportation act of 1920 as creates the Railroad 
Labor Board, and to abolish said board; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 31) to protect citizens 
of the United States against lynching in default of protection 
by the States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 32) to amend the Federal 
highway act; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. JEFFERS: A bill (H. R. 33) to establish the Me- 
Cłelian National Forest in the State of Alabama; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 34) to increase the Hmit of 
cost of the public building to be erected at Caribou, Me.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 35) to provide for the erection of a publio 
building at Dover, Me.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 86) to increase the limit of cost of the 
public building to be erected at Fort Fairfield, Me.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 37) to provide for enlarging the United 
States building at Houlton, Me.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Presque Isle, Me.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 39) for the establishment of a national 
park and acquiring national forests in the Mount Katahdin 
region of the State of Maine; to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 40) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Ridgefield, in the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a publice building thereon at Bridgeport, in 
the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 42) to provide for the purchase of addi- 
tional land for the enlargement of the site of the publie build- 
ing at Stamford, Conn.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 43) to provide far the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Norwalk. in 
the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Publice Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 44) making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the harbor at Stamford, Conn.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 45) to provide for the ap- 
portionnient of expenditures for extension and demonstration 
work in agriculture and home economies; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 46) to provide for the 
acquisition of certain property in the District of Columbia for 
the United States Botanie Garden; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings und Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47) to provide for the building of a con- 
servatory and other necessary buildings for the United States 
Botanie Garden; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also. a bill (H. R. 48) authorizing the extension of the park 
system in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 49) providing for the comprehensive de- 
velopment of the park and playground system of the National 
Capital; te the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 50) to revise and amend the 
laws relating to Indians and Indian tribes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 51) to improve the 
navigability of waters of the United States by preventing vil 
pollution thereof; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 52) to supplement and amend an act en- 
titled “An act to codify, revise. and amend the laws relating 
to the Judiciary ” (act of March 3, 1911, ch. 231), and known 
as the Judicial Code, and to limit the jurisdiction of district 
and circuit courts in certain cases; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 3 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 53) granting pensions to cer- 
tain members of the former Life Saving Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 54) to amend section 13 
and other sections of naturalization laws so as to prevent 
actual loss to county and State offices in the administration of 
the Federal naturalization laws; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 55) providing for the con- 
yeyance to the city of Newport, in the State of Rhode Island, 
of the tract of land known as Fort Green, for publie purposes: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRIVER: A bill (H. R. 56) to authorize the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across the 
St. Francis River, near St. Francis, Ark,; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 57) appointing a day for 
the beginning of regular sessions of Congress; to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives 
in Congress. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 58) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
grant a right of way over the Government levee at Yuma, 
Ariz.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 59) granting pensions to certain soldiers 
who served in the Indian wars from 1859 to 1898, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 60) to create a cause of 
action for compensation in damages for injuries sustained and 
death resulting from injuries to any person through the wrong- 
ful act or omission by any agent, officer, or employee of the 
United States Government, and to provide the procedure there- 
for; to the Committee on the Judiciary. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 61) providing for the recognition of the 
men who served as locomotive engineers during the late War 
of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 62) to create two judicial districts within 
the State of Indiana, the establishment of judicial divisions 
therein, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 63) to amend 
section 11 of the Federal highway act, approved Noyember 9, 
1921; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 64) to amend section 101 of the Judicial 
Code as amended; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 65) to regu- 
late interstate traffic in sutures and surgical ligature material, 
und for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 66) authorizing the establishment of a 
light vessel te mark the entrance to Grays Harbor, Wash.; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 67) providing for investigation and sale of 
timber on the Three Tree Point Military Reservation, in the 
State of Washington; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68) authorizing the establishment of a fog 
signal at Gig Harbor, Wash.; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 69) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
exchange certain timber easements on the Camp Lewis Mili- 
tary Reservation, Wash.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 70) authorizing removal of certain timber 
and improvements from Camp Lewis Military Reservation, in 
the State of Washington; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 71) authorizing the Cowlitz Tribe of In- 
dians, residing in the State of Washington, to submit claims to 
the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 72) to amend the revenue 
act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73) to pension soldiers who were in the 
military service during Indian wars and disturbances and the 
widows, minors, and helpless children of such soldiers, and to 
increase the pensions of Indian war survivors and widows; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R 74) to extend the benefits of certain pen- 
sion laws to the officers, sailors, and marines on board the 
U. S. S. Maine when that vessel was wrecked in the harbor of 
Habana, February 15, 1898, and to their widows and dependent 
relatives; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75) to assist by loans disabled veterans of 
the World War in becoming established on self-sustaining farm 
homes; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 76) to provide for the estab- 
lishment in the State of Texas of a subsidiary fish-cuitural sta- 
tion to the San Marcos, Tex., fisheries station, to be under the 
direction of the Bureau of Fisheries of the Department of Cor- 
merce; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 77) to provide for the enact- 
ment of the laws of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 78) to authorize the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to purchase, store, and sell wheat, and to secure and main- 
tain to the producer a reasonable price for wheat and to the 
consumer a reasonable price for bread, and to stabilize wheat 
values; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 79) to amend sections 
402, 406, and 416 of the interstate commerce act, approved Feb- 
ruary 28, 1920, for the purpose of restoring to State commissions 
certain jurisdiction exercised over intrastate questions prior to 
the war with Germany; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (II. R. So) authorizing the Federal Trade Com- 
mission to require reports from persons, partnerships, or cor- 
porations who offer for sale stocks, bonds, and securities; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 81) to prohibit speculation in grain and 
food products; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 82) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend section 101 of the Judicial Code”; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 83) extending the operation of the immi- 
gration act of May 19, 1921, and amending section 2 and section 
12 of the act of February 5, 1917, regulating immigration of 
aliens, aliens to, and residence of aliens in the United States; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 84) to provide for the creating of a 
national depositors’ guaranty fund in each Federal reserve dis- 
trict to be used for the protection of depositors in national 
banks, and authorizing the Comptroller of the Currency to have 
supervision over the same; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 85) mak- 
ing appropriation for payment of balance due certain post- 
masters; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 86) to 
amend paragraph 10 of section 127a of the act entitled “An act 
to amend an act entitled ‘An act for making further aud more 
effective provisions for the national defense, and for other pur- 
poses,“ approved June 4, 1923; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 87) to regulate the pay, allowances, and 
grades of certain officers in the United States Navy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR (by request): A bill (H. R. 88) to 
establish a gold currency and a silver currency on a basis of 
interchangeable value throughout the world; to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 15 

Also, a bill (H. R. 89) to repeal Title III of the transporta- 
tion act of 1920; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 90) to authorize 
the appointment of an additional district judge in and for the 
district of Indiana, and to establish judicial divisions therein, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
` By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 91) to repeal the tax on 
telegraph and telephone messages; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 92) granting an increase of pension to 
certain soldiers of the Mexican War and Civil War and their 
widows and minor children, widows of the War of 1812, Army 
nurses, and for other puposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 93) granting to the State 
of New Mexico 300,000 acres of land in said State for the use 
and benefit of the military institutions of New Mexico; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 94) to extend the rights of stock-raising 
homesteaders; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 95) granting to the State of New Mexico 
certain lands for reimbursement of the counties of Grant, Luna, 
Hidalgo, and Santa Fe for interest paid on railroad-aid bonds, 
and for the payment of the principal of railroad-aid bonds 
issued by the town of Silver City, and to reimburse said town 
for interest paid on said bonds, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 96) granting to certain States public lands 
for the construction, repair, and maintenance of public roads; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 97) to authorize the consolidation and 
exchange of certain Government lands and privately owned 
land, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Publie 


Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 98) to amend section 2 of the act entitled 
“An act to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other 
purposes,” approved December 29, 1916 (39 Stat. L. 862); 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 99) limiting the creation or extension of 
forest reserves in New Mexico and Arizona; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 100) granting title to lands granted to the 
States and Territories in the aid of common or publie schools; 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 101) to 
limit the immigration of aliens into the United States, and to 
provide a system of selection in connection therewith, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 102) to provide for the de- 
portation of certain undesirable aliens; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 103) for the inelusion of certain lands in 
the Plumas National Forest, Calif., and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104) for the inclusion of certain lands in 
the Eldorado National Forest, Calif., and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 105) for the inclusion of certain lands in 
the Stanislaus National Forest, Calif., and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 106) for the inelusion of certain lands in 
the Shasta National Forest, Calif., and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 107) for the inclusion of certain lands in 
the Tahoe National Forest, in the States of California and Ne- 
yada. and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 108) to create a bureau for the deaf and 
dumb in the Department of Labor, and prescribing the duties 
thereof; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 109) providing for the deportation of cer- 
tain aliens who withdrew their declaration of intention to be- 
come citizens of the United States in order to escape military 
service; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 110) to amend an act entitled “An act in 
reference to the expatriation of citizens and their protection 
abroad,” approved March 2, 1907 ; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 111) giving courts in naturalization pro- 
ceedings further powers and requiring additional facts to be 
shown before final naturalization papers are issued to appli- 
cants, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 112) to provide for the protection of the 
monetary gold reserve by the maintenance of the normal gold 
production of the United States to satisfy the requirements of 
the arts and trades by imposing an excise upon all gold used 
for other than monetary purposes, and the payment of a pre- 
mium to the producers of newly mined gold, and providing pen- 
alties for the violation thereof; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 113) to prohibit the coming of Asiatic 
laborers into the United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 114) authorizing and directing the Public 
Printer to provide a pulp and paper mill or mills for the manu- 
facture of print paper for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 115) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide capital for agricultural development, to create standard 
forms of investment based upon farm mortgage, to equalize rates 
of interest upon farm loans, to furnish a market for United 
States bonds, to ereate Government depositaries and financial 
agents for the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
July 17, 1916; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 116) making an appropriation to enforce 
the provisions of an act to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, 
toxins, and analogous products, and to regulate interstate traf- 
fic in said articles, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 117) to authorize the construction of the 
Southern Lassen Reservoirs, in Nevada and California, for im- 
pounding the waters of the Little Truckee River and Long Val- 
ley Creek and their tributaries, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) making an appropriation directing 
and empowering the purchase, preparation, and disposition 
free of cost of antirabic virus, to be used in the treatment of 
persons exposed to rabies, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 119) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish postal savings depositories for depositing savings at 
interest with security of the Government for the repayment 
thereof, and for other purposes,” approved June 25, 1910; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120) making appropriation to earry out 
the provisions of an act entitled “An act to create the Cali- 
fornia Débris Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in 
the State of California,” approved March 1, 1893; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 121) authorizing, empowering, and re- 
quiring postmasters of the United States to administer any and 
all oaths required under section 2 of an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1913, and for 


other purposes,” approved August 24, 1912; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 122) to create In the War Department and 
Navy Department, respectively, a roll designated as the “ Civil 
War volunteer officers’ retired list,” to authorize placing thereon 
with retired pay certain surviving ofiieers who served in the 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the Civil 
War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 123) for the improvement of the Sacra- 
mento River between Chico Landing and Red Bluff, Calif.; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 124) to make accessible to all the people 
the valuable scientific and other research work conducted by the 
United States through establishment of 4 national school of 
correspondence; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 125) making an appropriation to purchase 
land for homeless Indians in California, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 126) making it unlawful to board any 
passenger, freight, or other railway train used in interstate 
commerce, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127) for the prevention of venereal dis- 
eases in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 128) to authorize the Secretary having 
jurisdiction of the same to set aside certain public lands to be 
used as national sanitariums by fraternal or benevolent organi- 
zations, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 129) to authorize entry of the public lands 
by school districts for schoolhouse site and ground; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 130) to amend an act approved October 
22, 1919, entitled “An act to encourage the reclamation of 
certain arid lands in the State of Nevada, and for other pur- 
poses”; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 131) to authorize the Supreme Court to 
preseribe forms and rules, and generally to regulate pleading, 
procedure, and practice on the common law side of the Federal 
courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 132) making an appropriation for the in- 
vestigation, study, and testing of sagebrush and greasewood 
which may be used for producing rubber, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 133) making an appropriation for the 
investigation of underground currents and artesian wells in 
California; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 134) providing for the reuse of boxes, 
bags, or other packages by manufacturers of tobacco, snuff, 
and cigars, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 135) making an appropriation for the 
destruction of animals affected with rabies or other animal dis- 
eases dangerous to the health of human beings as well as 
domestic animals, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 136) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to parole United States prisoners, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 25, 1910, as amended by an act approved Jan- 
uary 23, 1913; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 137) for the establishment of a proba- 
tion system in the United States courts, except in the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 138) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to parole United States prisoners, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 25, 1910, as amended by an act approved January 
28, 1918, and for the establishment of a probation system in 
the United States courts, except in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 139) to create a national department of 
highways and a national highway commission therein, to pro- 
mote and organize a national system of highways, to increase 
the economy and efficiency of transportation, to assist industry 
and commerce, to improve the facilities for postal service, and 
to provide additional means for national defense; to the Com- 
mittee on Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 140) to establish, equip, and maintain an 
agricultural experiment station near the town of Dorris, 
Siskiyou County, Calif., and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 141) for the retief of needy Indians of 
California; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 142) making appropriations for the pre- 
vention of loss of timber from insect infestations on reserved 
and unreserved public lands in Oregon and California, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 148) making appropriations for the eradi- 
cation of poisonous plantè on the national forest lands, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 144) making appropriations for the in- 
vestigation and scientific study of the natural history of the 
grasshopper and their elimination from the reserved and un- 
reserved public lands of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 145) for the protection and Improvement 
of the Lassen Volcanic National Park, Calif., and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 146) authorizing any tribes or bands of 
Indians of California to submit claims to the Court of Claims; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 147) requiring railway and railroad com- 
panies engaged in interstate commerce to reimburse employees 
for property losses sustained by moving terminals or division 
points; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 148) to provide compensation in lieu of 
taxes for the several States with respect to certain lands of 
the United States within the borders of said States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 149) to rebuild the school building of the 
Indian school near Greenville, Calif.; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 150) for the support and education of 
Indian pupils at the Greenville Indian School, California; for 
repairs and improvements, for reconstruction of school building 
destroyed by fire December 17, 1921, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 151) for the support and education of the 
Indian pupils at the Fort Bidwell Indian School, California, for 
repairs and improvements, erecting barn and silo, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 152) to provide for the establishment and 
maintenance of a forest experiment station in cooperation with 
the University of California; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 153) to provide for the establishment and 
maintenance of a forest experiment station in cooperation with 
the University of California; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 154) authorizing the readjustment of cer- 
tain star-route mail contracts; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 155) to correct the mili- 
tary record of the officers and enlisted men of the Davis County 
Regulators and all other militia organizations of the State of 
Iowa that cooperated with the military forces of the United 
States In suppressing the War of the Rebellion who served 
90 days or more; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 156) to provide for a 
monthly maintenance allowance for all rural carriers on either 
horse-drawn or motor routes in the Postal Service; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PURNELL:; A bill (H. R. 157) to authorize the more 
complete endowment of agricultural experiment stations, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SINCLAIR: A bill (H. R. 158) authorizing and di- 
recting the President of the United States to appoint a com- 
mission to investigate and report to Congress a general system 
for the cooperative marketing of all farm products; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 159) to establish the Killdeer Mountain 
National Park in the State of North Dakota, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R 160) to amend the United States grain 
standards act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 161) to establish the Roosevelt National 
Park in Billings County, N. Dak.; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 162) to amend the act estab- 
lishing the eastern judicial district of Oklahoma; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 163) to establish a new judicial circuit 
of the United States, with a circuit court of appeals, hereafter 
to be called the tenth circuit ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 164) to amend the act of May 27, 1908, 
entitled “An act for the removal of restrictions upon part of 
the lunds of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for 
ee purposes (35 Stat. p. 312); to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 


By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 165) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to set apart as a national cemetery certain lands 
of the United States military reservation of Fort Rosecrans, 
Calif.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 166) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to issue patent to the city of Redlands, Calif., for cer- 


„| tain lands, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 


Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 167) granting pensions to certain mem- 
bers of the former Life Saving Service; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 168) establish- 
ing the Mammoth Cave National Park in the State of Kentucky, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKRE: A bill (H. R. 169) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend section 73 of an act entitled An act 
to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,’ 
approved June 12, 1916,” and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 170) to amend the revenue 
act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 171) repealing certain sections of the 
transportation act, 1920, and providing for the transfer of the 
powers and duties of the Railroad Labor Board and abolish- 
ing the Railroad Labor Board; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 172) to provide relief to persons who 
owned wheat of the crop of 1917 before the announcement of 
the Food Administration price-fixing policy with respect thereto, 
and who sold such wheat after August 11, 1917; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 173) to provide for the storage of certain 
grain under Federal custody, the issue of receipts therefor, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 174) for the construc- 
tion of a wharf and a walk at Jamestown, Va.; to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 175) to provide that the heads of the 
executive departments may occupy seats on the floor of the 
oe and the House of Representatives; to the Committee on 

ules. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 176) for the extension and completion of 
the United States Capitol; to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 177) to author- 
ize the leasing for mining purposes of lands in the Wichita 
National Forest and Game Preserve located in the State of 
Oklahoma; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 178) authorizing payment of all money 
received as royalty from Red River oil lands to the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache Tribes of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands. t 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 179) to increase the 
limit of cost for the construction of the United States public 
building authorized at Juneau, Alaska; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) to authorize payment of expenses 
of Washington-Alaska Military Cable & Telegraph System out 
of receipts of such system, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 181) to 
amend chapter 3 of the act approved March 8, 1911, entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary ”; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 182) granting a portion of 
the rents, royalties, and bonuses received from lands within 
naval petroleum reserves to the States within the boundaries 
of which said reserves are located; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 183) to regulate the 
shipment of pelts of fur-bearing and game animals from 
Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 184) to obtain revenue 
and to maintain and encourage the breeding of canary birds 
in the United States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 185) providing for a per 
capita payment of $100 to each enrolled member of the Chip- 
pewa Tribe of Minnesota from the funds standing to their 
credit in the Treasury of the United States; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 186) to 
increase the pay of printers employed in the Government 
Serer Office, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 

rinting. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 187) to fix the retired pay of certain 
noncommissioned officers of the Army; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188) to provide for the deportation of cer- 
tain undesirable aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 189) to provide a water-supply system at 
MeNeil Island Penitentiary; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 190) for the 
relief of the heirs of the Eastern Cherokee Indians; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. $ 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 191) establishing a naval 
reserve force; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 192) to provide for a girls’ dormitory at 
the Lapwai Indian Sanatorium, Lapwai, Idaho; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 193) for the protection of foodstuffs in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 194) to provide for universal service as a 
part of the military forces of the United States, in event of 
national emergency, of citizens of the United States and the 
material resources of citizens, industrial organizations, and 
services over which Government control is necessary; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 195) to add certain lands to the St. Joe 
National Forest; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 196) to provide for addition of certain 
land to the Challis National Forest; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 197) to authorize the 
sale of certain Government property and authorizing an appro- 
priation for permanent buildings and improvements for use of 
the engineering division of the Air Service of the Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) to amend sections 4826 and 4827 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the Board 
of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 199) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 200) providing for uni- 
form marriage and divorce laws in the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 201) for the retirement of employees in 
the classified civil.service and the repeal of the act of May 22, 
1920, and all amendments thereto; to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 202) for the apportionment of Representa- 
tives in Congress amongst the several States under the Four- 
teenth Census; to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 203) to amend section 13 of 
the river and harbor act of March 3, 1899; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 204) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
reappoint and immediately discharge or retire certain warrant 
officers of the Army Mine Planter Service; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 205) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a new public building at 
Fort Wayne, Ind., and also for the sale of the present post- 
office building and its site; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CORNING: A bill (H. R. 206) to amend subdivision 
6, section 302, of the war risk insurance act; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 207) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Lyons, in the State of Kansas; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Liberal, in the 
State of Kansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 209) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Anthony, in 
the State of Kansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 210) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Dodge City, in 
the State of Kansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 211) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Hoisington, in 


the State of Kansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 212) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Kingman, in 
the State of Kansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 213) providing for the erection 
of a post-office building in the city of Pittsburgh, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 214) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a post-office building thereon at the Oakland 
Station of the post office in Pittsburgh, Pa.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 215) to provide for the 
enlargement of the Federal building at Hamilton, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 216) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a new public building at Wichita, ` 
Kans., and also for the sale of the present post-office building 
and site; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 217) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a post-office building at Caldwell, Kans. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 218) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a post-office building at Lindsborg, Kans. ; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 219) to enlarge, extend, 
and remodel the post-office building at Albert Lea, Minn., or to 
authorize the purchase of a site and erection and completion of 
a building thereon, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 220) to authorize the purchase of a site 
and the erection and completion of a public building thereon at 
Waseca, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. : 

Also, a bill (II. R. 221) to enlarge, extend, and remodel the 
post-office building at Rochester, Minn., or to authorize the pur- 
chase of a site and erection and completion of a building 
thereon, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 222) to increase the limit of 
cost of the public building to be erected at Sandusky, Ohio; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 223) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to acquire, by condemnation or otherwise, suen 
additional land in the city of Newport News, Va., as may be 
necessary for the extension and remodeling of the post-office 
building in said city, to cause said building to be extended and 
remodeled, and authorizing an appropriation therefor; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 224) to provide for the erection of a post- 
office and customhouse building at Cape Charles, Va.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the erection of a post- 
office building at Phoebus, Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOX: A bill (H. R. 226) for the acquisition of ad- 
ditional ground and the erection thereon of a public building 
or an addition to the present public building at Beaumont, Tex. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 227) for the acquisition of a site and the 
erection thereon of a building at Lufkin, Tex.; to the Commit 
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 228) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Lewisburg, in the State of Tennessee; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) increasing the limit of cost of a public 
building and site at Tullahoma, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 230) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Sparta, III.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 231) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Benton, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 232) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at West Frankfort, III.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 233) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Herrin, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 234) to provide for the erection of a public 
bullding at Carbondale, III.; to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds, 
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By Mr. DRIVER: A bill (H. R. 235) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Wynne, Ark.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 236) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Forrest City, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 237) to increase the limit of cost of the 
erection of a post-office bullding at Marianna, Ark.; to the 
Committee on Public Bulldings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 288) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Rector, Ark; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 239) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Blytheville, Ark.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Bulldings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 240) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Earle, Ark.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 241) to enlarge, extend, 
and remodel the post-office building at South Bend, Ind., or to 
authorize the purchase of a site and the erection and com- 
pletion of a building thereon, in the diseretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; to the Committee on Public Bulldings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 242) to provide for the erection of a 
publie building at Warsaw, Ind., and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 243) to provide for 
the acquisition of a site and the erection of a post-office build- 
ing at Montgomery, Ala.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 244) to provide for the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a post-office building at Greenville, 
Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 245) providing for the purchase of a 
gite to be used for the erection of a public building thereon 
at Camden, Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. y : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 246) increasing the limit of cost for a 
post-office building at Andalusia, Covington County, Ala.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 247) to 
provide a site and erect a building thereon at Centralia, Wash. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 248) to provide a site and erect a build- 
ing thereon at Chehalis, Wash.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 249) to provide a site and erect a building 
thereon at Hoquiam, Wash. ; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 250) to authorize the acqui- 
sition of a site and the erection of a Federal building at Dublin, 
Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 251) to provide for the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Fort 
Worth, Tex., and for the sale of the present post-office site and 
building thereon; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 252) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a Federal building at Stephehville, 
Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 253) for the erection of a 
public building at Glendive, Mont., and appropriating money 
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 254) to provide for 
the erection of a Federal building at Long Beach, Calif.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 255) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Pomona, 
Calif.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 256) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and erection of a public 
building thereon at Seward, in the State of Nebraska; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 257) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at David 
City, in the State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. k 

Also, a bill (H. R. 258) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Geneva, in the 
State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 259) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Wymore, in the 


gins — Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
roun 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 260) providing for the 
purchase of a site to be used for the erection of a publie build- 
ing thereon at Weatherford, Okla. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 261) providing for the purchase of a site 
to be used for the erection of a public building thereon at Man- 
gum, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 262) providing for the purchase of a site 
to be used for the erection of a public building thereon at Clin- 
ton, Okla.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 263) providing for the purchase of a site 
to be used for the erection of a public building thereon at Elk 
City, Okla. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 264) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Hobart, Okla.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 265) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Frederick, Okla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAGEE of New York: A bill (H. R. 266) to amend 
an act providing for the erection of a public building at Syra- 
cuse, N. X., and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOORE of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 267) for the pur- 
chase of a site for and the erection of a post-office building at 
Shelbyville, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 268) for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a post-office building at Monticello, III.; to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 269) for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a post-office building at Sullivan, III.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public BuNdings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 270) for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection thereon of a post-office building at Tuscola, III.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 271) to provide for additional ground and 
to double the floor space of the post-office building at Cham- 
paign, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 272) for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a post-office building at Clinton, III.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 273) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and for the erection thereon of a public building 
at Silver City, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 274) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Walnut Ridge, Ark.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, z 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bil (H. R. 275) to create 
Federal local option districts, to provide revenue, to amend the 
revenue act of 1921, and for other purposes; to the Committea 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 276) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and erection thereon of a public building at 
Clarendon, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 277) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Brinkley, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 278) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building 
at Gloucester City, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 279) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Haddonfield, 
N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 280) to increase the cost of the public 
building at Woodbury, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 281) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Salem, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 282) to acquire additional site, make addi- 
tions, extensions, and improvements to the public building at 
Camden, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Bulldings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 283) for the erection of 
a post-office building at Newton, Iowa; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 284) for the erection of a post-office build- 
10 at Pei Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 285) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
Harvey, in the State of Illinois; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SWOOPE: A bill (H. R. 286) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Philipsburg, 
Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 287) to increase the cost of the public 
building at State College, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 288) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a publie building at Clearfield, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 289) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Bellefonte, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 290) to increase the cost of the public 
building at Dubois, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 291) for the purchase of a 
site and erection thereon of a public building at Cushing, Okla. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 292) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Norman, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 293) for the purchase of a site and erection 
thereon of a public building at Pauls Valley, Okla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 294) for the purchase of a site and erection 
thereon of a public building at Purcell, Okla.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 295) for the purchase of a site and erection 
thereon of a publie building at Stillwater, Okla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 296) for the purchase of a site and erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Sulphur, Okla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 297) for the 
erection of a public building at Russellville, Logan County, Ky, ; 
to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 298) for the erection of a public building at 
Scottsville, Allen County, Ky.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 299) for the erection of a publie building 
at Greenville, Muhlenberg County, Ky.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 300) for the erection of a public building at 
Franklin, Simpson County, Ky.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 301) to provide for the 
purchase of additional land and for the erection of an addition 
to the post-office building at Boulder, Colo. ; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 302) to provide for an authorization of 
money to be used in the construction of a public building at 
Sterling, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 303) for the purchase of a site for a pub- 
lic building at Longmont, Boulder County, Colo.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WATRES: A bill (H. R. 304) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Scranton, in the State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 3 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 805) for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a Federal building at Bedford, Ohio ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 306) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Willoughby, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 307) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Cleveland, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 308) for the erection of a 
Federal building at Winnfield, La.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 309) to amend the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 4, 1913 (37 Stat. p. 869), for the enlargement, 
extension, remodeling, rebuilding, reconstruction, or improve- 
ment of the Federal building at Alexandria, La., to provide 
for the demolition of the present building, and the construc- 
tion upon the site thereof of a new building at a cost not 
exceeding $500,000; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 810) for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing at Leesville, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 311) for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing at Bunkie, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 812) amending section 1 of 
the interstate commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SANDLIN: A bill (H. R. 813) to provide for a site 
and public building at Mansfield, La.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 314) to provide for a site and public 
building at Homer, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 315) to provide for the erection of an 
addition to the post-office building at Shreveport, La., and for 
alterations to the present building; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 316) to provide for a site and public 
building at Haynesville, La.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 317) to provide for the eree- 
tion of a public building at Nashville, Ark.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 318) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Ashdown, Ark.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 319) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at De Queen, Ark.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 320) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Van Buren, Ark.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 321) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a new 
public building at Lowell, Mass.; and also for the sale of the 
present post-office building and its site, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 322) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a new post-office building at Ayer, 
Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 323) for the 
construction of a public building at Cherrydale, Va.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 324) to provide for the acquisition of a 
site and the erection thereon of a post-office building at Alex- 
andria, Va.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 325) for the construction of a public 
building at Orange, Va.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 326) for the construction of a public 
building at Manassas, Va.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 327) for an 
extension to the post-office building at Terre Haute, in the 
State of Indiana; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 328) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Mendota, III., on a site hereto- 
fore provided for the same; to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 329) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Peru, in the 
State of Illinois; te the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 330) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Crown Point, 
Ind.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 381) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at East Chicago, Ind.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 332) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Monticello, Ind.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 333) providing for the extension and 
enlargement of the post office and court building at Hammond, 
Ind.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 334) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
Wisconsin Rapids, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 335) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a building at the city of Rock- 
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ford, in the State of Illinois, for the use and accommodation of 
the post office, Federal courts, and other Government offices in 
said city; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 836) providing 
for a site and public building for a post office at Louisville, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) providing for a site and public build- 
ing for a post office at Sparta, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 338) providing for a site and public build- 
ing for a post office at Tennille, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 339) providing for a site and public build- 
ing for a post office at Warrenton, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 340) to construct a public building for a 

t office at the city of Sandersville, Ga.; to the Committee on 
ublic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 341) to construct a public building for a 
post office at the city of Thomson, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 342) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
Waupaca, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 348) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Clintonville, Wis.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 344) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at New London, Wis.; to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 345) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Shawano, Wis.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 846) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Marshfield, Wis.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: A bill (H. R. 347) providing for the pur- 
chase of site and for the erection thereon of a public building at 
Canonsburg, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

zrounds. 

By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 348) providing for a site 
and public building for post office and other Federal purposes at 
Lynn, Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: A bill (H. R. 349) to authorize the ac- 
quisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building at 
Elko, Ney.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 350) to provide for 
the erection of a new post-office building at Baltimore, Md., 
for the exchange of the present building and land with the 
mayor and city council of Baltimore city for a new site, and for 
other related purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 351) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection and completion of a building 
thereon for a post office at Casper, Wyo.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOYLE: A bill (H. R. 352) to provide for the en- 
largement and extension of the post-office building at Chicago, 
III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 353) authorizing appropria- 
tion for purchasing site and erecting post-office building at 
Decatur, Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 354) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Harrodsburg, in the State 
of Kentucky; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 355) for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Nicholasville, Jessamine County, Ky.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 856) for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Stanford, Lincoln County, Ky.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 857) to increase the limit of cost for a 
public building in the city of Shelbyville, State of Kentucky; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 358) to purchase a site for 
the erection of a post-office building in the city of Kenedy, Tex,; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 359) to purchase a site for the erection of 
a post-office building in the city of Robstown, Tex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 360) for the erection ef a Federal building 
at Seguin, Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H.R.361) for the acquisition of additional 
ground and the erection thereon of a public building or an ad- 
dition to the present public building in San Antonio, Tex.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 862) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to prepare plans and specifications for the 
public building in the Borough of the Bronx, New York City, 
N. X.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 363) providing for the erection and com- 
pletion of a public building in the Borough of the Bronx, New 
York City, in the State of New York; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 864) te authorize the acquisi- 
tion of a site and the erection thereon of a Federal building at 
Wellsboro, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 365) to enlarge and extend the post-office 
building at Williamsport, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 866) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a new 
post-office building at Andover, Mass.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 367) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Wilkinsburg, 
Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROACH: A bill (H. R. 368) for the erection of a 
Federal post-office building at the city of Centralia, Mo.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 369) providing for 
the acquisition of a site and the erection thereon of a public 
building at Perry, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 370) providing for the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Starke, Fla.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 371) providing for the acquisition of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Madison, 
Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 372) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Lake City, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. sn 

Also, a bill (H. R. 373) providing for the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Monticello, 
Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 874) to increase the limit of 
cost of the public building at Decatur, Ala.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 375) authorizing appropria- 
tion for purchasing site and erecting post-office building at 
East Point, Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. CORNING: A bill (H. R. 376) to enlarge, extend, 
and remodel the post-office building at Albany, N. Y., and to 
acquire additional land therefor, if necessary; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 377) to provide for the ex- 
tension of the Federal building at Pocatello, Idaho; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 378) to provide for the erection of a Fed- 
eral building at Hailey, Idaho; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 879) to provide for the erection of a 
Federal building at Blackfoot, Idaho; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 380) to provide for the enlargement of the 
Federal building at Boise, Idaho; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 381) to authorize the acqui- 
sition of a site and the erection thereon of a Federal building at 
Osage, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) to authorize the erection of a Federal 
building at Oelwein, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 383) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Mason City, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 384) for the erection of a 
Federal building at Pikeville, Ky., and increasing the limit of 
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5 cost for the site; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) for the erection of a Federal building 
at Paintsville, Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 386) for the erection of a Federal building 
at Prestonsburg, Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 387) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and for the erection of a public bullding thereon at Hazard, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 388) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and for the erection of a publie building thereon at Whitesburg, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 389) to increase the 
retired pay of certain enlisted men who served as commis- 
sioned officers in the Army of the United States during the 
World War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 890) to provide hospital and dispensary 
treatment for all disabled veterans by the United States Vet- 
erans’ Bureau; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. COLE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 391) to increase the 
limit of cost of the public building to be erected at Kenton, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 892) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Bucyrus, Ohio; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 393) for the erection of a 
Federal building at Huntsville, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 394) for the erection of a post-office 
building at Crockett, Tex., with an appropriation of $100,000 
for such purpose; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. ROACH: A bill (H. R. 895) to pension soldiers and 
sailors.of the World War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 396) for the erec- 
tion of a Federal building at St. Augustine, St. Johns County, 
Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 397) providing for a site and public 
building for a post office at Fort Lauderdale, Broward County, 
Fla.; te the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 398) for the erection of a Federal building 
at Key West, Monroe County, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 399) for the erection of a Federal building 
at Kissimmee, Osceola County, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 400) providing for a site und public bulld- 
ing for a post office at West Palm Beach, Palm Geach County, 
Fla.: to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 401) providing for a site and public build- 
ing for a post office at Daytona, Volusia County, Fla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 402) providing for a site and public build- 
ing for a post office at Fort Pierce, St. Lucie County, Fla.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 403) providing for a site and public build- 
ing for a post office at Seabreeze, Volusia County, Fla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 404) providing for a site and erection 
thereon of a Federal building at Jacksonville, Duval County, 
Fla, ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, BARBOUR: A bill (H. R. 405) to provide for a 
public building at Visalia, Calif.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 406) to increase the limit of cost of the 
post-office building to be erected at Bakersfield, Calif.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CORNING: A bill (H. R. 407) to increase the limit 
of cost of the post-office building to be erected at Cohoes, N. X.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 408) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a post office at Watervliet, N. Y.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 409) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Junction City, in the State of Kansas; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 410) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Herington, in 
the State of Kansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Groutds. 


By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 411) providing for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 


thereon at South St. Paul, Minn.; to the Committee on Publi 
Buildings and Grounds. 8 


Also, a bill (H. R. 412) for the purchase of a site for a 
Federal building at Hastings, Minn.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Northfleld, Minn.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 414) providing for a site 
and publie building for post office and other Federal purposes 
= 8 Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 415) to construct 
a public building for a post office at the city of Monroe, Ga.; to 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 416) for the erection of a publie building 
at Covington, Ga.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr, VAILE: A bill (H. R. 417) to amend section 402 of 
the war risk insurance act; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill H. R. 418) declar- 
ing an embargo on anthracite coal; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 419) to increase the limit of 
cost and provide for the reconstruction of the Federal building 
at Hagerstown, Md.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 420) to provide for the enlargement of 
tħe public building at Cumberland, Md.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H, R. 421) providing for a site 
and public building for post office and other Federal purposes 
at Peabody, Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 422) for the 
purchase of n site for and the erection of a post-office building 
at Eldorado, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 423) to increase the limit of cost of a new 
post-office building at Metropolis, III.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 424) granting 
the consent of Congress to the Valley Transfer Railway Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi 
River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 425) to increase the limit of 
cost for the Federal post-office building at Waterloo, N. Y.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 426) for the erection of a publie building 
at Lyons, N. T.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 427) for the purchase of a site for the 
erection thereon of a public building at Seneca Falls, N. V.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 428) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of public buildings at Provi- 
dence, R. I., for use as a quarantine station; to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 429) giving permanent rank to district 
superintendents of the Coast Guard on the retired list; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARROUR: A bill (H. R. 430) for the apportion- 
ment of Representatives in Congress amongst the several States 
under the Fourteenth Census; to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 431) to repeal the tax on 
telegraph and telephone messages; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 482) to amend the tariff act of 1922; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. ` 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 433) to stabilize the 
buying power of money; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 434) to amend paragraph 729, schedule 
7, section 1, Title I, of the tariff act of 1922, relating to import 
duty on wheat and wheat products; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 435) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims 
of the Yanktonai and Cuthead Bands of Sioux Indians against 
the United States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 436) to safeguard the 
transmission of interstate traffic and United States mails, to 

unish unlawful conspiracies, to protect citizens in their right 
b labor and to punish unlawful interference therewith, and to 
prohibit and punish certain seditious acts against the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and to prohibit the use of mails in 
furtherance of such acts, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Forelgn Commerce. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 487) to establish a marine 
fish-cultural station on the coast of the State of Texas; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 438) to authorize aids to navigation in 
Galveston Harbor, Tex., and adjacent waters, and for other 
works in the Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 439) to amend sec- 
tion 12 of the act approved July 17, 1916, known as the Federal 
farm loan act; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 440) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to reimburse the city of Richmond, State 
of Kentucky, the sum of $1,581.66, expended by said city in con- 
struction of street and gutters fronting the Government build- 
ing in said city; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 441) authorizing 
the President of the United States to appoint a judge or judges 
to preside in the Supreme Court of the United States when any 
member or members thereof are disqualified; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 442) to amend the War Finance Corpora- 
tion act extending the time of payment or liquidation of loans 
and advances made by it from three to four years from the date 
after which the loan and advances was originally made; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a till (H. R. 448) to amend the Federal farm loan act 
so that actual farmers may borrow money for indebtedness due 
by them when not incurred for agricultural purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 444) to amend sections 5549 and 5550 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 445) to amend the act pen- 
sioning survivors of certain Indian wars, approved March 4, 
1917, by including Company A, Frontier Battalior, Texas Rang- 
ers, and Capt. M. W. Hall's company of Texas Minutemen; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 446) to facilitate and expedite the transac- 
tion of congressional business with departments of Government 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 447) granting relief to the Metropolitan 
police, and to the officers and members of the fire department 
of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on che District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 448) to amend section 5197, Revised 
Statutes of the United States, regulating the rate of interest 
which may be charged by national banking associations and 

roviding a penalty for violations; to the Committee on Bank- 
ng and Currency. 

Also,.a bill (H. R. 449) to limit mileage to actual expenses; 
to the Committee on Mileage. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 450) requiring all pensioners to reside 
within the territorial limits of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 451) for the apportionment of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress among the several States under the 
Fourteenth Census, reducing the number from 435 to 804; to 
the Committee on the Census. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 452) to repeal and annul certain acts of 


the Public Utilities Commission of the District of Columbia; to | 


the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 453) to prevent breaches of the public 
ce in the District of Columbia by picketing; to the Commit- 
ee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 454) to return to the South certain of the 
“cotton tax” wrongfully collected from citizens of the South 
during the period from 1863 to 1868, by paying to each living 
Confederate soldier and each living widow of a Confederate 
soldier, as proper representatives of the South, the sum of 
$1,000, and a further sum of $50 per month during the re- 
mainder of their lives, and authorizing the appropriation of 
money therefor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 455) to permit the immigra- 
tion into the United States of veterans who served in the mili- 
tary or naval forces of the United States during the World 


War, and of certain of their relatives; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 456) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sell the United States marine hospital reservation 
and improvements thereon at Detroit, Mich., and to acquire a 
suitable site in the same locality and to erect thereon a modern 
hospital for the treatment of beneficiaries of the United States 
Public Health Service, and for other purposes; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 457) authorizing the bestowal of campaign 
medals upon officers and enlisted men of the World War who 
served with what is known as the Archangel expedition, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 458) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Detroit, Mich., to be 
used by the United States Government departments and offices; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 459) to credit and 
pay to the several States and Territories and the District of 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by 
the acts of Congress approved, respectively, July 1, 1862, March 
7, 1864, July 13, 1866, and March 2, 1867; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 460) to prohibit the intermarriage of per- 
sons of the white and negro races within the District of Colum- 
bia; to declare such contracts of marriage null and void; to 
prescribe punishments for violations and attempts to violate 
its provisions; to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 461) to regulate the sale of deadly weapons 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 462) to define who are vagrants in the 
District of Columbia and to prescribe punishment for vagrancy ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 463) to extend the franking privilege to 
literature published by boards of health of States and Terri- 
tories in the United States; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 464) to transfer calcium arsenate from 
the dutiable to the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 465) to prohibit the collection of a sur- 
charge for the transportation of persons or baggage in connec- 
tion with the payment for parlor or sleeping car accommoda- 
tions; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 466) to amend section 90 
of the Judicial Code of the United States, approved March 3, 
1911, so as to change the time of holding certain terms of the 
District Court of Mississippi; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. < 

By Mr. CORNING: A bill (H. R. 467) to amend the para- 
graph of the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1919, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1918, relating to the pay and 
allowances of members of the Naval Reserve Force (40 Stat. p. 
712); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 468) to provide for the industrial rehabili- 
tation of the blind; te the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. COLE of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 469) to amend sub- 
division (11) of section 1001, Title X, special taxes, chapter 
136, Public Laws of the Sixty-seventh Congress; to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A (H. R. 470) to provide for com- 
mitments to, maintenance wu, and discharges from the District 
Home and Training School, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 471) to amend section 800 of Title VIIT of 
an act entitled “An act to reduce and equalize taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue, and for other purposes,” approved November 23, 
1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 472) to authorize the deposit of certain 
funds in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the 
Navajo Tribe of Indians and to make same available for ex- 
penditure for the benefit of said Indians; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 473) to fix the amount to be contributed by 
the United States toward defraying expenses of the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 474) to amend section 2 of an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, to improve the merchant marine service, and 
thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve, and 
for other purposes,” as amended by act approved October 22, 
1914; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 475) to fix the rate of pensions of widows 
of deceased soldiers of the various Indian wars; to the Oom- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 476) to place all kinds of 
arsenate on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 477) to authorize the State of Georgia, 
through its State highway department, to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near Fort 
Gaines, Ga., connecting Clay County, Ga., and Henry County, 
Ala.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 478) for the con- 
struction of new lookouts in the post office at Red Wing, Minn. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 479) to permit the wearing of the United 
States uniforms by honorably discharged officers, soldiers, sail- 
ors, or marines wounded in line of duty; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 480) to establish the International Expo- 
sition of the United States of America; to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. DOYLE: A bill (H. R. 481) to prevent open conflict 
between State and Federal officers, and to allay the present 
unrest of labor in every State of the Union, and to amend the 
national prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 482) for the transmission of mall by pneu- 
matic tubes in the city of Chicago, III.; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 483) making appropriation for 
the construction and equipment of a light vessel for The Passes, 
at the entrances to the Mississippi River, La.; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 484) to create a waterways commission; 
to the Committee on Flood Control. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 485) making appropriations for the con- 
struction and equipment of a lighthouse depot for the eighth 
lighthouse district at New Orleans, La., or vicinity; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 486) to extend the time for 
the completion of the municipal bridge approaches, and exten- 
sions or additions thereto, by the city of St. Louis, within the 
States of Illinois and Missouri; to the Committee, on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 487) creating the 
District of Columbia insurance fund for the benefit of em- 
ployees injured and the dependents of employees killed in em- 
ployments, providing for the administration of such fund by 
the United States Employees’ Compensation Commission, and 
making appropriation therefor; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 488) to provide for the 
purchase and acquirement by the United States of certain lands 
within or adjoining the Superior National Forest in the counties 
of Cook and Lake and that part of St. Louis County north of 
township 53 north and east of range 18 west of the fourth 
principal meridian, in the State of Minnesota; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 489) to amend the act of May 1, 1920, 
entitled “An act to revise and equalize rates of pension to 
certain soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Civil War and the 
war with Mexico, to certain widows, including widows of the 
War of 1812, former widows, dependent parents, and children 
of such soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to certain Army 
nurses, and granting pensions and se of pensions in cer- 
tain cases,” approved May 1, 1 to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 490) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to transfer to trustees to be named by the Chamber 
of Commerce of Columbia, S. C., certain lands at Camp Jack- 
son, S. C.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 491) for the prevention of 
venereal diseases in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 492) to define and regulate 
lobbying; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 493) granting amnesty in certain cases; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 494) to stabilize 
the purchasing power of money; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. HAUGEN; A bill (H. R. 495) to establish a national 
park, to be known as the Mississippi Valley National Park, 
near Prairie du Chien, Wis., and McGregor, Iowa; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 496) authorizing the advancement of an 
officer on the retired list; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 497) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to establish and recommend approved trad- 
ing rules and business practices for handlers of and dealers in 
farm products, to provide for a system of adjustment of dis- 
putes, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agrleulture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 498) providing for a recreational area 
within the Crook National Forest, Arizona; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 499) to repeal a provision 
relating to compensation and payments received by clerks of the 
United States district courts, their deputies and assistants, in 
Public Law No. 18, Sixty-seventh Congress, chapter 23, volume 
42, of the United States Statutes at Large, entitled “An act 
making appropriations to supply deficlencies in appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, and prior fiscal years, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1921; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 500) to repeal a provision relating to the 
compensation and emoluments of clerks, deputy clerks, and 
assistants in the offices of clerks of the United States district 
courts, in Public Law No. 389 of the Sixty-sixth Congress, 
chapter 161, volume 41, of the United States Statutes at Large, 
entitled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1922, and for other purposes,” approved March 4, 1921; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 501) amending section 1322 of 
the revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 502) providing for a United 
States civil service board of adjustments to constitute a court 
of appeals for employees in the classified civil service of the 
United States; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 503) to encourage commercial aviation and 
authorizing the Postmaster General to contract for air mail 
service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 504) to provide for the construction of a 
waterway from the Ohio River to Lake Erie; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 505) to provide for the establishment of 
motor truck mail routes to facilitate the collection and delivery 
or soon products; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 506) to authorize the Public 
Printer to fix rates of wages for employees of the Government 
Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KINDRED: A bin (H. R. 507) to create a national 
police bureau, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 508) for the erection of a 
Federal building at Waupun, Wis.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 509) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Menasha, Wis. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 510) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 511) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a publie building at Two Rivers, 
Wis. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 512) providing for the extension of the 
post office and building at Fond du Lac, Wis.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. ý 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 513) to 
incorporate the American Bar Association; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 514) to increase the 
morale of the naval service; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 515) amending the Army appropriation act 
approved July 9, 1918, providing for appointment and retire- 
ment of officers of the Medical Reserve Corps or contract 
surgeons; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 3 

By Mr. McKENZIE (by request): A bill (H. R. 516) for the 
promotion of certain officers of the United States Army now on 
the retired list; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 517) to restrict expenditures of the War, 
Department and the Military Establishment of the United 
States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 518) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of War to sell to Henry Ford nitrate plant No. 1, at Shef- 
field, Ala.; nitrate plant No. 2, at Muscle Shoals, Ala.; Waco 
quarry, near Russellville, Ala.; and to lease to the corporation 
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to be incorporated by him Dam No. 2 and Dam No. 8 (as desig- 
nated in H. Doc. 1262, 64th Cong., Ist sess.), including power 
stations when constructed, as provided herein, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on sige Affairs. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 519) to pay the balance 
due the loyal Creek Indians on the award made by the Senate 
on the 16th day of February, 1903; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bin (H. R. 520) to amend section 307 
of the transportation act of 1920; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Forelgn Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 521) to amend section 302 of the trans- 
portation act of 1920; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 522) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all 
acts amendatory thereof, by providing for equal and identical 
rights, accommodations, and privileges for all persons apply- 
ing for interstate transportation, and prohibiting discrimina- 
tion on account of race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 523) to amend sections 301 and 307 of 
the transportation act, 1920; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 524) to author- 
ize and direct the construction and maintenance of a memo- 
rial highway connecting Mount Vernon, in the State of Vir- 
ginia, with the city of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 525) to provide for an investigation and 
report upon the condition cf Chain Bridge, across the Potomac 
River, and the preparation of plans for a bridge to take the 
place thereof should it be deemed necessary ; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 526) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to enter into an arrangement, on behalf of the United States, 
with the Alexandria Light & Power Co., whereby civilians 
may obtain electric current from a Government-owned trans- 
mission line extending from Alexandria to Fort Humphreys, 
Va.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 527) to pro- 
hibit the collection of a surcharge for the transportation of 
persons or baggage in connection* with the payment for parlor 
or sleeping car accommodations; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: A bill (H. R. 528) to 
purchase a site for the erection of a post-office building in 
the section of the Borough of Queens, city of New York, N. T., 
known and designated as Woodhaven; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 529) to purchase a site for the erection 
of a post-office building in the section of the Borough of 
Queens, city of New York, known and designated as Rich- 
mond Hill; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 580) to amend an act entitled“ An act to 
reclassify postmasters and employees of the Postal Service 
and readjust their salaries and compensation on an equitable 
basis”; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 581) granting leave of absence to postal 
employees on account of death in family; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 582) to amend the Judicial Code, being 
the act approved March 8, 1911, entitled “An act to modify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” by 
inserting therein a new section to be numbered 24a, in rela- 
tion to the original jurisdiction of district courts; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 538) to save daylight and to provide 
standard time for the United States; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 534) for the relief of the families of 

licemen and firemen who lose their lives through death or 

urles in the performance of their official duties in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 535) to amend an act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers 
who served in the Civil War and the war with Mexico,” 
approved May 11, 1912; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 536) to amend section 1 of the act en- 
titled “An act to pension soldiers and sailors of the war with 
Spain, the Philippine insurrection, and the China relief expedi- 
tion,” approved June 5, 1920; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 587) granting holidays to postal employees 
in States where holidays are a State law; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 538) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
reclassify postmasters and employees of the Postal Service and 
readjust their salaries and compensation on an equitable 
basis”; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 539) to limit the immigra- 
tion of aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 540) for the promotion of 
certain officers of the United States Army now on the retired 
list; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 541) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to reduce and equalize taxation, to provide 
revenue, and for other purposes,” approved November 23, 1921, 
and to provide for the payment of adjusted compensation to the 
veterans of the World War, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 542) relating to the sinking fund for bonds 
ana notes of the United States; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. ROACH: A bill (H. R. 548) for the purchase and 
acquisition of an embassy, legation, or consular building ànd 
grounds at Lisbon, Portugal; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 544) to amend section 9 of an act en- 
titled “An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the 
enemy, and for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, as 
amended; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 545) to extend the provisions of the pen- 
sion act of May 11, 1912, and subsequent acts amendatory 
thereof, to the Enrolled Missouri .Militia and other militia 
organizations of the State of Missouri that cooperated with the 
military or naval forces of the United States in suppressing 
the War of the Rebellion who served 90 days or more, and pro- 
viding pensions for their widows, minor children, and de- 
pendent parents, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 546) to amend the act approved Decem- 
ber 23, 1913, as amended by an act approved March 8, 1919, 
known as the Federal reserve act; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 547) to 
define the provisions of the Constitution of the United States 
relating to the inability of the President; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) to make unlawful the unauthorized 
wearing of naval or military medals, badges, decorations, or 
seein of the United States; to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 549) to facilitate the naturalization of 
aliens who have waived exemption under the selective service 
act, or who were actually inducted into the military or raval 
service of the United States; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 550) punishing conspiracy to injure, 
oppress, threaten, or intimidate any alien in the exercise of 
any right under any treaty of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 551) authorizing under certain condi- 
tions the return to the United States of foreign-service officers 
at Government expense; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 552) to amend the act approved March 1, 
1911, entitled “An act to protect the dignity and honor ot the 
uniform of the United States”; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 553) to facilitate the naturalization of 
persons who served in the military or naval forces of the 
United States since April 6, 1917, and who have been or who 
may hereafter be honorably discharged therefrom; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 554) to amend section 4 of the act 
entitled “An act to provide for a uniform rule for the naturaliza- 
tion of aliens throughout the United States and establishing 
the Bureau of Naturalization,” approved June 29, 1906, as 
amended, and section 2 of the act entitled “An act to amend 
the naturalization laws and to repeal certain sections of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States and other laws relating 
to naturalization, and for other purposes,” approved May 9, 
1918, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 555) authorizing the conveyance upon 
Government transports of certain relatives of deceased World 
War veterans who are buried in Europe; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROMJUB: A bill (H. R. 556) to extend marketing of 
agricultural and livestock products and to establish therefor a 
bureau in the Department of Commerce, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 557) granting 80 days’ leave 
of absence to postal employees; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 558) providing for additional compensa- 
tion to be paid to rural carriers; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 559) providing for reclassification of 
salaries of clerks and city letter carriers of first and second 
oo post offices; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 560) providing for credit to be given postal 
employees who perform work between the hours of 6 o'clock 
p. m. and 6 o’clock a. m.; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 561) to limit the immigra- 
tion of aliens into the United States; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 562) to amend sections 1, 3, 4, 7, and 37 
of title 2 of the national prohibition act; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 563) to amend 
and reenact subdivision (a) of section 209 of the transportation 
act, 1920; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 564) to prohibit the importation and the 
mailing, shipment, sending, carrying, or transportation of in- 
flammable films in interstate commerce; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 565) providing for a mine rescue station 
at Terre Haute, Ind.; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 566) to authorize the commitment of con- 
victed persons to State penal farm; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 567) to provide for the 
nomination and selection of candidates for the offices of Presi- 
dent, Vice President, Senators, and Representatives in Congress, 
for the election of such candidates to office, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress, 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 568) to establish a fish-hatch- 
ing and fish-cultural station in the State of Idaho; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 569) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to survivors of certain Indian wars and to their 
widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STENGLE: A bill (H. R. 570) to amend section 725 
of chapter 12, title 13, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 571) to create the National 
Board of Rural Industrial Schools for Mountain Children, to 
establish and maintain such schools, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 572) to provide for a monthly maintenance 
allowance for all rural carriers on either horse-drawn or motor 
routes in the Postal Service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. ; 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 573) to amend the copy- 
right law in order to permit the United States to enter the In- 
ternational Copyright Union; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 574) authorizing the Postmas- 
ter General to investigate conditions arising from contracts in 
star-route, screen-wagon, and other vehicle service entered into 
prior to January 1, 1919; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 575) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
reclassify postmasters and employees of the Postal Service, and 
adjust their salaries and compensation on an equitable basis,” 
approved June 5, 1920; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 576) to amend section 3221 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States as amended by section 6 of the 
act of March 1, 1871; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 577) to provide for the mileage of Philip- 
pine soldiers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 578) to authorize the general accounting 
officers of the United States to allow credit to certain disbursing 


officers for payment of salary made on properly certified and 
approved vouchers; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VARB: A bill (H. R. 579) providing for the appoint. 
ment of a superintendent and two assistant superintendents of 
delivery in certain post offices of the first class; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 580) to reduce the 
normal tax upon the income of individuals; to the Committea 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 581) to decrease rates, fares, and charges 
of railroads and carriers subject to the act entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 582) to authorize and direct the acceptance 
of the offer of Henry Ford to purchase Muscle Shoals; to tha 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 583) to transfer calcium arsenate from the 
dutiable to the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 584) to authorize the county 
of Multnomah, Oreg., to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Willamette River, in 
the city of Portland, Oreg., in the vicinity of present site of 
Sellwood Ferry; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 585) to authorize the county of Multnomah, 
Oreg., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Willamette River, in the city of Portland, Oreg., on the site of 
the present Burnside Street Bridge, to replace that structure, 
and to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge in said city 
of Portland across the Willamette River in the vicinity of Ross 
Island; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 586) to amend the act entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 587) relating to the reinterment of soldiers 
in the national cemeteries; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) to fix Christmas Day a legal holiday 
for rural letter carriers of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 589) granting a pension to deputy United 
States marshals of the United States court, western district of 
Arkansas, for the Indian Territory, prior to March 1, 1895; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 590) to permit public access to national 
cemeteries on Armistice Day, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 591) to amend section 35 of 
the act entitled “An act to promote the mining of coal, phos- 
phate, oil, oil shale, gas, and sodium on public domain,” ap- 
proved February 25, 1920; to the Committee on the Publio 

n 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 592) to improve the 
status of certain retired enlisted men who volunteered for duty 
and served as commissioned officers in the Army of the United 
States during the World War; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 593) authorizing the issuance of service 
medals to officers and enlisted men of the two brigades of 
Texas Cavalry organized under authority from the War De- 
partment under date of December 8, 1917, and making an ap- 
propriation therefor; and further authorizing the wearing by 
such officers and enlisted men, on occasions of ceremony, of 
the uniform lawfully prescribed to be worn by them during 
their service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 594) to Increase the duties 
on wheat and flaxseed and their products and repeal the pro- 
viso in section 318 of title 3 of the act of September 21, 1 
in respect to wheat drawbacks, and amending section 311 0 
title 3 of the act of September 21, 1922, respecting manufac- 
turing in bond; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 595) to reconstruct the 
Dunker Church, located on the Antietam battle field, and pre- 
serve it as a part of the Antietam National Cemetery; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 596) to provide for the extension of Ban- 
croft Place between Phelps Place and Twenty-third Street, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 597) providing additional terminal facili- 
ties in square east of 710 and square 712 in the District of 
Columbia for freight traffic; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 598) authorizing the extension of the 
park system of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 599) changing the name of Keokuk 
Street, in the county of Washington, D. C., to Military Road; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 600) for the enlargement 
of the grounds surrounding the United States Capitol Build- 
ing, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 601) for the acquirement of land in the 
District of Columbia as sites for public buildings, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 602) to authorize an appropriation to en- 
able the Secretary of Agriculture to purchase and distribute 
valuable seeds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 603) to extend the provisions of the pen- 
gion act of May 11, 1912, and all acts amendatory thereof, to 
the officers and enlisted men of all State militia and other 
State organizations that rendered service to the Union cause 
during the Civil War for a period of 90 days or more, and 
providing pensions for their widows, minor children, and de- 
pendent parents, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 604) to abrogate all Executive orders 
placing fourth-class postmasters in the classified service, and 
all Executive orders requiring competitive examinations of 
applicants for first, second, and third class post offices; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 605) for the construction and 
equipment of a hospital plant in the city of Galveston, Tex., 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 606) grant- 
ing public lands to the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 607) to provide for the ac- 
quisition of a site and the erection thereon of a public building 
at Clovis, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 608) to provide for the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Deming, N. Mex. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 609) to provide for the acquisition of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Tucumcarl, 
N. Mex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 610) to amend an act entitled “An act for 
the relief of Indians occupying railroad lands in Arizona, New 
Mexico, or California,” approved March 4, 1913; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 611) to amend 
the tariff act of 1922 by placing calcium arsenate on the free 
list ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 612) to improve the 
coastal navigable waters of the United States by prohibiting 
oil pollution thereof by vessels, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 613) to establish an ad- 
ditional fish-cultural station in the State of Texas; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 614) to establish an additional fish- 
cultural station in the State of Texas; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 615) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Coleman, State of Texas, and authorizing money 
to be appropriated therefor; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 616) to inerease the limit of cost of the 
United States post-office building in Comanche, Tex.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 617) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Cisco, State of Texas, and authorizing money 
to be appropriated therefor; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 618) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Ranger, State of Texas, and authorizing money 
to be appropriated therefor; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 619) for the erection of a public building 
the city of Eastland, State of Texas, and authorizing money 
to be appropriated therefor; to the Committee on Publie Build- 


a bill (H. R. 620) for the erection of a Asyan building 
city of Breckenridge, State of Texas, and authorizing 


money to be appropriated therefor; to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 621) for the erection of a publie building 
in the city of Sweetwater, State of Texas, and authorizing 
money to be appropriated therefor ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. PERLMAN; A bill (H. R. 622) to repeal the act en- 
titled “An act to limit the immigration of aliens into the 
United States,” approved May 19, 1921; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 623) to amend sections 216, 223, and 225 
Me the revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 624) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
reduce and equalize. taxation, to provide revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approyed November 28, 1921; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 625) to repeal the literacy test for immi- 
grants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 626) providing for an exam- 
ination of the Ohio River with a view to the construction of 
an ice pler on the south side of said river in the vicinity of 
Covington and Newport, Ky.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 627) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Falmouth, Ky.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BLACK of Texas: A bill (H. R. 628) for the appor- 
tionment of Representatives in Congress among the several 
States under the Fourteenth Census; to the Committee on the 
Census. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 629) to transfer calcium arsenate from 
ae dutiable to the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Jeans. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 630) to amend the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to branch banks 
under the national banking act; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. PAIGE: A bill (H. R. 631) reclassifying the salaries 
of post-office clerks at first and second class post offices and re- 
adjusting their salaries and compensation on an equitable basis; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 632) for the allowance 
of certain claims for spoliations by the French prior to July 
31, 1801, as reported by the Court of Claims; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 633) to provide for a library Information 
service in the Bureau of Education; to the Committee on 
Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 634) to pension blind or partially blind 
children of persons who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps of the United States during the Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 635) fixing the compensation of the United 
States customs guards and night inspectors; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 636) permitting civilian employees of the 
War Department to purchase supplies from the commissary 
stores of the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 637) to increase the pension for total 
deafness ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 638) for the purchase of a 
site and erection thereon of a public building at Wilburton, 
Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 639) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Hugo, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 640) for the purchase of a site and erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Marietta, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 641) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Idabel, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 642) for the purchase of a site and erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Atoka, Okla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 643) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Poteau, Okla.; to tha 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 644) providing for the holding of the 
United States district and circuit courts at Poteau, Okla.; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 645) for the purchase of a site and erection 
thereon of a public building at Madill, Okla.; to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 
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By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 646) to make valid and en- 
forceable written provisions or agreements for arbitration of 
disputes arising out of contracts, maritime transactions, or com- 
merce among the States or Territories or with foreign nations; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 647) to provide for refund of certain estate 
taxes erroneously collected; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 648) to regulate the duration of the validity 
of passports and to regulate passport and visé fees; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 649) to remit the duty on a carillon of 
belis to be imported for the Park Avenué Baptist Church of 
New York City; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 650) to provide for the pay- 
ment by the United States of the proportionate cost of the 
paving of streets upon which property of the United States 
abuts; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 651) to authorize the State 
of Montana to maintain a highway bridge across the Yellow- 
stone River at or near the city of Glendive, Mont.; to the Com- 
mittee on Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 652) to regulate the practice of 
osteopathy in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 653) to ald in 
the repair and construction of a highway from Somerset, Ky., 
to Mill Springs National Military Cemetery; to the Committee 
on Roads. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 654) providing for a trial 
by jury in the United States courts for contempt, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 655) to pro- 
vide for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels sold within the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 656) to add certain lands to 
the Plumas and to the Lassen National Forests in California ; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 657) granting the consent 
of Congress to the boards of supervisors of Rankin and Madison 
Counties, of Mississippi, to construct a bridge across the Pearl 
River, in Mississippi; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 658) to amend the act 
approved June 25, 1910, entitled “An act to parole United 
States prisoners, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 659) to amend section 300 of the war risk 
insurance act as amended; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAGON: A bill (H. R. 660) for the erection of a 
t building at Conway, Ark.; to the Committee on Public 

ulldings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 661) authorizing the President 
to appoint two additional circuit judges for the eighth circuit; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLIVER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 662) authorizing 
the acquisition of a site for a public building at Livingston, 
Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 663) providing for the 
erection of a public bullding in the city of Holdenville, Okla. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 664) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Clairton, Pa.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 665) increasing the limit of cost for a 
Federal building at McKees Rocks, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 666) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Coraopolis, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 667) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Duquesne, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 668) 8 for a 
site and public building for a post office and other Federal 
purposes at Fayette, Ala.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 669) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at Carbon Hill, Ala.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 670) providing for a site and public build- 
ing for post office and other Federal purposes at Russellyille, 
Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 671) for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the town of Easton, Md.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CHINDBLOM: A bill (H. R. 672) to authorize the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building at 


Winnetka, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 


By Mr. OLIVER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 673) authorizing 
the acquisition of a site for a public building at Greensboro, 
Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 674) for the purchase of a site for and 
the erection of a post-office building at Marion, Ala.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 675) authorizing the acquisition of a sita 
for a public building at Eutaw, Ala.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 676) for the erection of a 
public building at Sacramento, Calif.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 677) providing for an addition to the 
post-office building and for repairs and alterations in the 
present post-office building at the city of Stockton, Calif., for 
the accommodation of the post office and other Federal offices; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 678) to enlarge and extend 
the post-office building at Tampa, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 679) to provide for a site and public 
building at Clearwater, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 680) to provide for a site and public 
building at Plant City, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) to provide for a site and public build- 
ing at Fort Myers, Fla.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) to provide for a site and public 
building at Leesburg, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. R. 683) to provide for a 
monthly maintenance allowance for all rural carriers, on either 
horse-drawn or motor routes, in the Postal Service; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAGON: A bill (H. R. 684) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Little Rock, Ark.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (II. R. 685) to 
establish a Federal industrial farm for women; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LYON: A bill (H. R. 686) to provide for a site and 
public building at Dunn, N. ©.; to the Committee on Public 
Bulldings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) for the erection of a Federal building 
at Lumberton, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 688) to amend the inter- 
state commerce act, being an act to regulate commerce, by pro- 
viding for regional commissions and defining their powers and 
duties; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 689) to amend the interstate commerce act, 
being “An act to regulate commerce,” as amended July 29, 
1906; April 13, 1908; June 13, 1910; February 17, 1917; March 
2, 1917; May 29, 1917; August 10, 1917; and February 28, 1920, 
by providing a more adequate system of regulation for the rail- 
roads of the United States through an extension of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission and the creation of seven regional 
commissions to cooperate with and assist the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the performance of its duties, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ROSENBLOOM: A bill (H. R. 690) to amend an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the construction 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1899, by 
adding a new section thereto forbidding the deposit of noxious 
acids and acid materials in navigable waters of the United 
States; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 691) requiring immigrants to register at 
the port of entry and to otherwise qualify for citizenship in 
the United States, and providing for the deportation of dis- 
qualified aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. LYON: A bill (H. R. 692) for the improvement of 
the -office building at Wilmington, N. O.; to the Committee 
on lic Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. R. 693) to prohibit the 
collection of a surcharge for the transportation of persons or 
baggage in connection with the payment for parlor or sleeping 
car accommodations; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 694) to amend an act entitled “An act 
for the relief of the Saginaw, Swan Creek, and Black River 
Band of Chippewa Indians in the State of Michigan, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 25, 1910; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DEMPSEY: A bill (H. R. 695) to amend section 6 
of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved June 5, 
1920; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 696) to authorize 
the connection of the water system of the District of Columbia 
with Arlington County, Va.; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. R. 697) providing that it 
shall take the concurrence of at least seven judges of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to declare certain laws un- 
constitutional; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 698) relating to the quality 
of domestic anthracite coal; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 699) for the erection of 
a publie building at West Point, Commonwealth of Virginia; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 700) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Williamsburg, Commonwealth 
of Virginia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. JARRETT: A bill (H. R. 701) to extend the pro- 
visions of certain laws to the Territory of Hawaii; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 702) to 
provide for the acquisition of a site for the post-office build- 
ing at Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 703) to confer jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to certify certain findings of fact and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 704) to authorize the court of appeals 
for the first circuit to hold sittings at San Juan, P. R.; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 705) to amend an act 
entitled “An act for the retirement of employees in the 
classified civil service and for other purposes,“ approved May 
22, 1920; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 706) to 
equip the United States Penitentiary, Leavenworth, Kans., for 
the manufacture of supplies for the use of the Government, 
for the compensation of prisoners for their labor, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 707) for the erection 
of a monument over the grave of Champ Clark, former Mem- 
ber of Congress; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LOGAN: A bill (H. R. 708) to require the plead- 
ing, procedure, and practice in district courts of the United 
States to conform to that of the State courts in the State in 
which said district courts are held; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MeKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 709) defining direct and 
indirect contempts of any district court of the United States, 
or of any court of the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 710) to reward officers 
of the United States Army for exceptionally long and faithful 
service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 711) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a post-office building at Seneca, Kans.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 712) to extend the benefits of the act of 
June 27, 1890, as amended by the act of May 9, 1900, granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who served in the military or 
naval forces of the United States, their widows, minor children, 
or dependent parents, and the act of February 6, 1907, granting 
pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers, and officers who 
served in the Civil War and the war with Mexico, and the act 
of May 1, 1920, to revise and equalize rates of pension to certain 
soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Civil War and the war with 
Mexico, to certain widows, including widows of the War of 
1812, former widows, dependent parents, and children of such 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to certain Army nurses, and 


granting pensions and increase of pensions in certain cases; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 713) to amend 
section 1 of the copyright law; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 714) to amend section 101 
of the Judicial Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 715) to prohibit the col- 
lection of a surcharge for the transportation of persons or bag- 
gage in connection with the payment for parlor or sleeping car 
accommodations; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 716) to 
abolish the Federal Trade Commission, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 717) to amend the interstata 
ecommerce act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 718) to amend 
section 20 of the act to regulate commerce, commonly known as 
the Carmack amendment; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 719) repealing all 
laws now of force and effect which deprive the several States 
of the United States of the right to fix intrastate freight and 
passenger rates; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: A bill (H. R. 720) providing a trial 
by jury for acts constituting contempt of court; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 721) providing the number of judges 
who shall concur in holding an act of Congress unconstitu- 
tional; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 722) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, 
and enter judgment in any claim which the Cherokee Indians 
may have against the United States, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 723) to provide for a monthly 
maintenance allowance for all rural carriers on either horse- 
drawn or motor routes in the Postal Service; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 724) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to convey certain portions of the military reservation 
of the Presidio of San Francisco to the city and county of San 
Francisco for educational, art, exposition, and park purposes, 
and providing for the acquisition through eminent-domain pro- 
ceedings of a railroad right of way for the use of said mili- 
tary reservation as a consideration for said grant, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLER: A bill (H. R. 725) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and for the erection of a public building thereon 
at White Bear Lake, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 726) to 
extend the time for the completion of the construction of a 
bridge across the Columbia River between the States of Oregon 
and Washington at or within 2 miles westerly from Cascade 
Locks, in the State of Oregon; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 727) fixing the rate of pay of criers and 
bailiffs in the United States district courts; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 728) to amend the national 
prohibition act, as amended and supplemented; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 729) to inves- 
tigate the claims of and to enroll certain persons, if entitled, 
with the Choctaw Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 780) to provide for the changing of the 
form of inflicting the death penalty within the District of 
Columbia from hanging to electrocution; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 781) authorizing the Wichita and afffli- 
ated bands of Indians in Oklahoma to submit claims to the 
Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 782) to prevent deceit and 
unfair prices that result from the unrevealed presence of sub- 
stitutes for virgin wool in woven fabrics purporting to contain 
wool and in garments or articles of apparel made therefrom, 
transported or intended to be transported in interstate or for- 
eign commerce, providing penalties for violation of this act, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
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By Mr. SINCLAIR: A bill (H. R. 733) to promote agriculture 
by stabilizing the prices of certain agricultural products; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 734) for the establishment of 
a Pacific coast national highway system; authorizing exami- 
nation, survey, and report to the War Department as a prelimi- 
‘nary to the improvement, construction, and maintenance of a 
system of motor-truck highways to meet the transport require- 
ments of heavy commerce in time of peace and of heavy ordnance 
in time of war and to serve as post roads, with proper and 
sufficient laterals, in the States of California, Oregon, and 
Washington; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SINCLAIR: A bill (H. R. 785) to promote and en- 
courage agriculture by divesting grains of their interstate char- 
neter in certain cases; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bin (H. R. 786) granting pensions and 
increases of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
and Mexican Wars and to certain widows, former widows, 
minor children, and helpless children of said soldiers and 
|sailors, and to widows of the War of 1812, and to certain In- 
dian war veterans and widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 787) to provide for the 
enforcement of laws upon Indian reservations and superin- 
tendencies; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 738) to provide for proper labeling of 
bottles, receptacles, or containers containing poison which are 
shipped in interstate traffic; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 789) to prevent deceit and unfair prices 
that result from the unrevealed presence of substitutes for 
virgin wool in woven fabrics purporting to contain wool and 
in garments or articles of apparel made therefrom manufac- 
tured In any Territory of the United States or the District 
of Columbia, or transported or intended to be transported in 
interstate or foreign commerce, and providing penalties for 
the violation of the provisions of this act, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 740) to punish the speculation by any 
person or body of persons for the purpose of cornering the 
market, and for other purposes, and providing a penalty there- 
for; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 741) to 
provide for the care of certain insane citizens of the Territory 
of Alaska; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 742) to amend section 8 of an act entitled 
“An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transpor- 
tation of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or dele- 
terious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 
1906; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 748) to 
provide that all meetings of the Federal Reserve Board and 
the Interstate Commerce Commission shall hereafter be open 
to the public, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 744) to provide adjusted com- 
pensation for veterans of the World War, and for other pur- 
| poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 745) for the establish- 
ment of migratory-bird refuges, to furnish in perpetuity 
homes for migratory birds, the establishment of public shooting 
grounds to preserve the American system of free shooting, the 
provision of funds for establishing areas, and the furnishing 
of adequate protection for migratory birds, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOGAN: A bill (H. R. 746) to provide for the re- 
‘covery for mental anguish, in the absence of bodily injury, 
| against telegraph companies for negligence in receiving, trans- 
|mitting, and delivering messages; to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLS: A Dill (H. R. 747) relating to sales and con- 
tracts to sell in interstate and foreign commerce; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 748) to determine pro- 
| ceedings in contested elections of Members of the House of 
| Representatives; to the Committee on Elections No. 1. 
| By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 749) to amend the war 

risk insurance act as amended; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. MORROW: A bin (H. R. 750) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to enable any State to cooperate with any other 
State or States, or with the United States, for the protection 


of the watersheds of navigable streams, and to appoint a com- 
mission for the acquisition of lands for the purpose of conserv- 
ing the navigability of navigable rivers,” approved March 1, 
3 and as subsequently amended; to the Committee on Agri- 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 751) to authorize the 
incorporated town of Juneau, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum 
not exceeding $100,000 for the purpose of improving the street 
and sewerage system of the town; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 752) for the protection, regulation, and 
conservation of the fisheries of Alaska, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 753) to amend the law respecting sales of 
national-forest timber; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 754) to authorize the Treasurer of the 
United States to turn into the treasury of the Territory of 
Alaska ali moneys received from the sale of fur-seal and other 
furs as are the property of the United States from the Pribilof 
Islands; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 755) to relieve the Territory of Alaska, 
its officers and municipalities, from the necessity of filing bonds 
or security in legal proceedings in which such Territory, its 
officers or municipalities, shall be parties; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr, KAHN: A bill (H. R. 756) authorizing the conserva- 
tion, production, and exploitation of helium gas, a mineral re- 
source pertaining to the national defense, and to the develop- 
ment of commercial aeronautics, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 757) to regulate inter- 
state and foreign commerce in anthracite coal, to provide for 
standards of quality, to control distribution, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 758) to provide 
adjusted compensation for veterans of the World War, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 759) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend and modify the war risk insurance 
act,” approved December 24, 1919; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Forelgn Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 760) to prevent the ship- 
ment and sale in interstate commerce of nursery stock not true 
to name; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. O’CONNFELL of New York: A bill (H. R. 761) grant- 
ing hospital treatment to postal employees suffering from tuber- 
culosis, nervous diseases, or kindred occupational ailments in 
Government-owned hospitals; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 762) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or trans- 
portation of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or dele- 
terious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906, 
as amended; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 763) to amend the provisions 
of section 1101 of the revenue act of 1917 by striking out the 
provision which increased the rate on second-class postage 
July 1, 1920, and July 1, 1921, and by making effective the 
rates provided in said bill for the period between July 1, 191 
and July 1, 1920; to the Committee on the Post Office an 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 764) to provide for the re- 
turn to soldiers, sailors, marines, and others serving in the 
United States forces during the World War the premiums de- 
ducted from their pay for war-risk insurance, and the refund- 
ing of all allotments deducted from the pay of the enlisted per- 
sonnel for their dependents; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 765) to 
amend sections 404 and 408 of the war risk insurance act as 
amended; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


By Mr. PEAVEY: A bill (H. R. 766) to provide for the 
preparation and distribution of explosives to settlers for the 
purpose of clearing cut-over lands; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 767) granting 
a pension to the regularly commissioned United States deputy 
marshals of the United States District Court for the Western 
District of Arkansas, including the Indian Territory, now the 
State of Oklahoma, and to their widows and children under 


16 years of age; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 2) authoriz- 
ing the establishment of a free port of entry at Newport News, 
Va.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 8) author- 
izing the President to appoint a board for the preparation 
of a harmonious system of contract forms, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 4) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 5) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to enter into an agreement with 
the Secretary of War respecting the occupation and use of 
the Camp Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Wash- 
ington; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 7) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 8) extending 
the provisions of the act of February 25, 1919, allowing credit 
for military service during the war with Germany in home- 
stead entries, and of Public Resolution No. 29, approved Feb- 
ruary 14, 1920, allowing a preferred right of entry for at least 
60 days after the date of opening in connection with lands 
opened or restored to entry, to citizens of the United States 
who served with the allied armies during the World War; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 9) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States relat- 
ing to marriage and divorce; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 10) permitting the entry 
free of duty of certain domestic animals which have crossed 
the boundary line into foreign countries; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 11) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States relating to 
child labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 12) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: Joint resolution (H. J 
Res. 18) providing for the placing of items on appropriation 
bill under certain conditions; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR (by request): Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 14) to state the Monroe doctrine; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 15) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res.16) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 17) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 18) pro- 
viding for the distribution to State educational institutions of 
certain war material; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 19) for the relief 
of Mary M. Tilghman, former widow of Sergt. Frederick Cole- 
man, deceased, United States Marine Corps; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAGAN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 20) for the relie? 
of Ramon B. Harrison; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res 21) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 22) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 23) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DYER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 24) amending 
the China trade act, 1922, and the revenue act of 1921; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 25) restrict- 
ing the distribution among the several States of Federal ap- 
propriations for highways; to the Committee on Roads. 
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Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 26) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLANCY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 27) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 28) authorizing 
the Joint Committee on the Library to provide for the restora- 
tion and completion of the historical frieze in the rotunda of 
the Capitol; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SCHALL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 29) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to tha 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. DYER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 30) to amend 
the national prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 81) author- 
izing the Chief of Engineers to make an examination and sur- 
vey of the banks of the Potomac River from Washington, D. O., 
to and beyond Great Falls; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 32) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Joint Committee on Printing to publish a daily bulletin 
of public hearings held by committees, subcommittees, and com- 
missions of Congress; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. VARE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Commitee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 35) creating 
a commission to prepare plans for and to erect a monument in 
the city of Washington to the memory of Pietro Alonzo, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 86) allowing 
admission of certain immigrants now held for deportation un- 
der the existing law as being in excess of authorized quota; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 37) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 38) 
to stimulate crop production in the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DYER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) to amend the 
national prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of West Virginia: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 40) proposing to amend the Constitution of the United 
States to authorize uniform laws on the subject of marriage and 
divorce, and to provide penalties for enforcement; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 41) per- 
mitting the use of certain funds by the United States Shipping 
Board ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. PERLMAN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 42) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 43) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. DEAL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 44) for the re- 
lief of citizens of Cradock, Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 
45) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODRUFF: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 46) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 47) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to expend not to exceed $100,000 
for the protection of Government property adjacent to Lowell 
Creek, Alaska; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) authorizing the im- 
provement of Wrangell Narrows, Alaska; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Alsó, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 49) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination or survey of William Henry Bay, Alaska; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J, Res. 50) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination or survey of Dry Pass, Shakan Bay, Alaska; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 51) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination or survey of Portage Bay and adjacent bays, 
Alaska; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 52) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination or survey of Saxman Harbor, Tongass Nar- 
rows, Alaska; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 53) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination or survey of Hyder Harbor, Alaska; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 54) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination or survey of Anchorage Harbor, Alaska; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 55) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination or survey of Ketchikan Creek, Alaska; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 56) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination or survey of Port Alexander, Alaska; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 57) authorizing a pre- 
liminary examination or survey of Port Frederick, Alaska; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 58) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: Joint resolution (H. J. Nes. 
59) providing for the relief of distress and famine conditions 
in Germany and Austria; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 60) 
authorizing the improvement of the system of overland com- 
munication on the Seward Peninsula, Alaska; to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 61) authorizing a sup- 
plemental report upon the improvement of Nome Harbor, 
Alaska; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CELLER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 62) providing 
for the relief and succor of starving population of Germany; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
1) creating a commission to be known as the Joint Commission 
on National Defense; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. VAILE: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 2) 
requiring scientific study of values and relative values by the 
Bureau of Standards; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

By Mr. ALMON: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 3) 
providing for printing additional copies of Soil Survey of Lau- 
derdale County, Ala.; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Resolution (H. Res. 26) fixing an annual 
memorial day for the House of Representatives and providing 
for the appointment of a committee on memorials; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 27) amending the Rules of the 
House of Representatives and providing for the appointment 
of a committee on memorials and defining the duties of such 
committee; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 28) creating a com- 
mittee on veteran affairs; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR (by request): Resolution (H. Res. 29) 
to propose a substitute for the League of Nations; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 30) to pay to C. H. England $266.66 
as clerk hire for one month to the late Hon. Claude Kitchin; 
to the Committee on Accounts, 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 31) to pay to Joe W. Morris $186.66 
and Marguerite Free $120 as clerk hire to the late Hon. James 
C. Cantrill; to the Committee on Accounts. t 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 32) to pay to George W. Hahn 
$186.66 and Mary Clark $120 as clerk hire to the late Hon. 
James V. Ganly; to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 33) to pay to Nelly Mountjoy $208.66 
and W. Y. Humphreys $100 as clerk hire to the late Hon. 
Benjamin C. Humphreys; to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 34) to pay to E. M. McCullough 
$206.66 and Theda Miller $100 as clerk hire to the late Hon. 
L. E. Sawyer; to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 35) to pay to Edward J. Reiley 
$186.66 and Dennis F. Shea $120 as clerk hire to the late Hon. 
Daniel J. Riordan; to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 36) to pay to Blanche G. Reynolds 
$186.66 as clerk hire to the late Hon. J. M. C. Smith; fo the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 87) to pay to Kenneth Murphy 
8228.33 and Dorsey T. Murphy $78.33 as clerk hire to the late 
Hon. J. R. Tyson; to the Committee on Accounts. 


Also, resolution (H. Res. 88) to pay to Eugene J. Holland 
$186.66 and Jeremiah P. Holland $120 as clerk hire to the late 
Hon. John W. Rainey; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SWEET: Resolution (H. Res. 89) to pay to Harry 
Fay Landon $186.66 and Leota W. Landon $120 as clerk hire 
to the late Hon. Luther W. Mott; to the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 40) authorizing the 
codifying of the laws relating to Indian affairs; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. . 

By Mr. BUTLER: Resolution (H. Res. 41) authorizing pay- 
ment of six months’ salary and funeral expenses to Mary J. 
Taylor, on account of the death of Frank I. Taylor, late assist- 
ant clerk to the Naval Affairs Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; to the Committee on Accounts. 
ie er ae 1 ein fer a (H. Res. 42) to print 2,500 

es 0 e urvey of .Winn Parish, La.; to 
mittes on Printing. iR A N er 

By Mr. ROACH: Resolution (H. Res. 48) directing the heads 
of departments and bureaus of the Government to furnish the 
House certain information; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 44) authorizing the 
Committee on Ways and Means to sit during the sessions and 
recesses of Congress; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: Resolution (H. Res. 45) 
with reference to the feasibility of examining prior to their 
departure persons intending to emigrate to the United States; 
to the Committee on Foretgn Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: Resolution (H. Res. 46) authorizing the 
Doorkeeper to appoint an attendant for the ladies’ reception 
room; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: Resolution (H. Res. 47) to amend the 
rules governing the procedure of the House of Representatives; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Resolution (H. Res. 48) 
authorizing and directing the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce to make a thorough investigation of the 
advanced freight rates on lignite coal in certain States; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. REECE: Resolution (H. Res. 49) to establish a com- 
mittee on veterans’ legislation; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BLANTON: Resolution (H. Res. 50) to pay Joel 
Grayson $3,500 per annum for services rendered in the House 
document room; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin :- Resolution (H. Res. 51) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to negotiate with the 
authorities of the city of Kenosha, Wis., to ascertain terms and 
conditions upon which can be secured a site for a Federal build- 
ing located in accordance with the plan for a civic center adopted 
by said city of Kenosha; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. CONNALLY of Texas: Resolution (H. Res. 52) 
amending the Rules of the House of Representatives; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: Resolution (H. Res. 53) providing for 
the appointment of a special committee for the Sixty-eighth 
Congress, to be known as the “Select committee on the coal 

„industry,“ to consist of 11 members, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 54) for the relief of 
the widow of C. H. Pierce, late an employee of the House; to 
the Committee on Accounts. n 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 55) to pay James Johnson for extra 
services; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LaGUARDIA: Resolution (H. Res. 56) directing the 
Attorney General to inform the House of Representatives, if 
not incompatible with the public interest, of the names and 
addresses of all persons appointed receivers in bankruptcy 
proceedings or equity cases by judges of the United States Dis- 
trict Court for the Southern District of New York; and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 57) directing the Attorney General 
to inform the House of Representatives, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, of the names, addresses, and amounts 
of claims of the petitioners applying to the District Court of the 
Southern District of New York in the year 1919 or thereafter 
for the appointment of a receiver for the property of the Brook- 
lyn Rapid Transit Co., and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: Resolution (H. Res. 58) 
providing for the purchase and installation of an electro- 
mechanical voting system in the House of Representatives; to 
the Committee on Accounts. 
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By Mr. HAYDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 59) authorizing the 
codification of the laws relating to veterans of the World War; 
to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Legislature 
of the Territory of Alaska, urging the appropriation of addl- 
tional money to complete the dredging of Gastineau Channel 
bar; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
favoring a bounty of $100 being paid for each orca killed; to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, requesting and demanding modification and re- 
vision of the present Federal standards for grading grain; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, requesting Congress to provide additional build- 
ings and facilities at the Federal Leper Hospital in Carville, 
La. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of North 
Dakota, urging the adoption of a constitutional amendment 
relating to child labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of Porto 
Rico, expressing its sorrow over the unexpected death of 
President Harding; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho, indorsing unqualifiedly the Green resolution; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania, favoring the canalization of the upper Dela- 
ware Vailey, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
favoring the visiting by a Government vessel with a docto? and 
dentist on board of certain parts of Alaska for the purpose of 
rendering assistance to natives; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, favoring the transferring of the jurisdiction of 
public utilities now under the Interstate Commerce Commission 
to the Public Utilities Commission of the Territory of Hawaii; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
favoring a bonus for the employees of the Pearl Harbor Navy 
Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, urging Congress to protect purchasers of coal by 
requiring coal operators to furnish proof of quality of coal sold; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California, 
relating to the care and relief of aged and infirm In- 
dians in the State of California; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Illinois, petitioning the President and the Congress of the 
United States to make investigation regarding the high price 
of sugar; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
requesting that the headquarters of the Alaskan Bureau of Edu- 
eation be transferred to Juneau, Alaska; to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, urging Congress to repeal the secrecy clause in 
Federal income tax law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Stave of Pennsyl- 
vania, urging the resumption of expenditures for land purchase 
under the Weeks law; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, memorializing Congress to repeal the espionage 
act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Porto Rico, memorializ- 
ing the Congress of the United States of America to include 
Porto Rican coffee among articles of commercial interchange 
when a new commercial treaty is negotiated with Spain; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, relating to amnesty for political prisoners; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
relating to an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States on the right of association; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Arizona, favoring the construction of a system of national 
highways through and adjacent to our national forests; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, favoring legislation to provide for the pres- 
eryation and protection of public records; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
favoring an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing for the election of Federal judges for definite 
terms; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Utah, favoring the elimination of tax-exempt securities; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New York, 
favoring such modification of the Volstead Act as shall legalize, 
subject to the approval by the people of the State, the use of 
light wines and beer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, recommending that Congress provide for the 
earlier seating of Senators and Representatives elect; to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Nep- 
resentatives in Congress. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Massachu- 
setts, favoring legislation providing adjusted compensation for 
men and women who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps of the United States during the World War; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, relating to certain slanders and libels on the 
loyalty of Rosert M. La FoLLETTE; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

Also, memorial of the Senate of the State of Ohio, extending 
to President Harding the commendation of the Ohio Senate for 
his courageous stand in favor of an international court of jus- 
tice; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of California, favoring the passage of an act providing for ad- 
justed compensation for World War veterans; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. $ 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawail, 
requesting the Congress of the United States to authorize the 
Governor of the Territory of Hawaii to issue patents to all 
those residents who have complied with the conditions laid 
down by act 33 of the Session Laws of 1915; to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, praying that the organic act be amended to 
provide for the convening of the legislature on the first Mon- 
day in February of each second year; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
recommending that a native training school for Eskimo chil- 
dren be established and maintained by the Bureau of Educa- 
tion; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, praying that such amendment be made to the 
organic act of the Territory as to give the legislature of the 
Territory full authority to repeal, amend, or modify section 3 
of the organic act; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of he Territory of Alaska, 
urging that the general law applying to fourth-class matter, cov- 
ering parcel post, be extended to Alaska; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, urging the Congress of the United States to re- 
enact the surtax on incomes, the excess profits tax, and the 
Federal inheritance tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
favoring the enactment of national legislation providing for 
Government ownership and operation of all coal mines; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, urging Congress to celebrate the one hundred 
and fiftieth anniversary of the founding of the Republic; to 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring a large appropriation of funds for work at 
the Boston Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, relating to the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence water- 
way project; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin. 
urging Congress to repeal the Esch-Cummins law; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 


| of New Mexico, urging Congress to set aside a portion of the 


public lands in New Mexico for the purpose of paying the costs 
of drainage of certain portions of the Pecos Valley in New 
Mexico; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of New 
Mexico, asking that an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States be submitted to the legislatures of the yarious 
States whereby the United States Government may derive taxa- 
tion from tax-exempt securities; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, urging an amendment to the Constitution to pre- 
vent the sending of the militia or drafting for military service; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Nebraska, 
fayoring the repeal of the Esch-Cummins law; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, providing that no declaration of war shall be- 
come effective until approved by the people in a referendum 
vote, except in cases of actual invasion of our country; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
urging the enactment of a bonus for veterans of the World 
War; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, pertaining to the Federal prohibition act; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
favoring an amendment whereby all Federal amendments will 
be submitted to a vote by the people; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of California, favoring enactment of legislation that will in- 
sure an increase in the aircraft service; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legisluture of the State of California, 
relative to needy Indians in Calffornia; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, favoring an increase in the salaries of resident 
employees at the Pearl Harbor Navy Yard; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Porto Rico, pledging 
support and cooperation to President Coolidge; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, urging Congress to enact appropriate legisla- 
tion to meet the labor situation in Hawaii; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
requesting Congress to authorize the governor and commis- 
sioner of public lands of Hawaii to issue conveyances to the 
Hawaii Consolidated Railway (Ltd.); to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York, favoring the modification of 
the Volstead Act to legalize the sale of light wine and beer; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 768) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah M. Greene; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Ey Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 769) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Dayton; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 770) for the relief of F. W. Tyler; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 771) granting a pension to Godfrey J. 
Andrist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 772) granting a pension to Mary E. 
O'Reilly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 773) granting a pension to Hannah Dubbs; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 774) for the relief of George W. Bryant; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 775) granting a pension 
to Marietta Bishop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 776) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Atchison, Kans.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 777) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Troy, Kans,; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 778) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Seneca, Kans. ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 779) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Hiawatha, Kans.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 780) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Horton, Kans. ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 781) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Oskaloosa, Kans. ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 782) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Topeka, Kans, ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 783) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Sabetha, Kans.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 784) donating a captured German cannon 
and cannon balls to the city of Leavenworth, Kans. ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 785) for the relief of S. S. 
Moore; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 786) granting an increase of 
poeton to Mary B. Harsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 787) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda Fletcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 788) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Lockwood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 789) granting a pension to Charles Marion 
Maffit; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 790) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Reinecker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 791) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Tupper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 792) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarence L. Wimer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 793) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben Waller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 794) granting a pension to Walter Hughes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 795) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Belair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 796) granting a pension to Keziah Zink; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 797) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda Kiniston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 798) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Malone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 799) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha F. Furlong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 800) granting a pension 
to Annie Voss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 801) granting a pension to Rebecca Ped- 
rick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: A bill (H. R. 802) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Selma, Calif., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 803) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Madera Post, No. 11, American Legion, Madera, Calif., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 804) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Merle Reed Post of the American Legion, Delano, 
Calif., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 805) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the police department of the city of Fresno, State 
of California, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 806) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Fresno Post, No. 4, American Legion, Fresno, 
Calif., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 807) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Fresno, State of California, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 808) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Hanford, State of California, one 
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German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 809) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Visalia, State of California, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 810) granting a pension to Jane Tilly; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of Frederick Marshall; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 812) granting a pension to 
Clara Irene Willis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to 
Margaret Blackman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 814) granting a pension to Jennie Boyd; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 815) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Cory; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) granting a pension to Ruth E. Daniels; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 817) granting a pension to Mark Gilliam; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 818) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard M. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 819) granting a pension to Lillian Bolton 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 820) granting a pension to Louisa Samp- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 821) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Savanack; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 822) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Singer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 823) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann E. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 824) granting a pension to Mary Spencer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 825) granting a pension to Ora Cornelius 
Stombaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 826) granting a pension to Jesse Angle; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 827) granting a pension to Edward J. 
Bundschu; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 828) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiliam E. Gault; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 829) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Kuhn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Andrew Me- 
Laughlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 831) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Mahan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 832) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret C. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 833) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Neville; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 834) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Heimlich; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 835) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline E. Boggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 836) granting a gratuity of $100 to officers 
and enlisted men of the Army whose names appear upon the 
Army and Navy medal of honor roll; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 837) to exempt from taxation certain 
property of the Daughters of the American Revolution in 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BLACK of Texas: A bill (H. R. 838) granting a 
pension to Frances Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 839) granting a pension to Willie A. 
Mankin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 840) granting an increase of 
pension to Clare D. Fielding; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 841) granting an increase of pension to 
Elie Jones Quinby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 842) for the improvement of channel con- 
necting the deep waters in James River with Hampton Roads, 
Va., and for the modification of the existing project for the 
improvement of said channel; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 843) to provide for the examination and 
survey of Mathews Creek, Mathews County, Va., and of the 
channel connecting the said creek with East River, Mathews 
County, Va.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 844) to provide for the examination and 
survey of Horn Harbor, Mathews County, Va., and of the chan- 


nel connecting the said harbor with Chesapeake Bay, Va.; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 845) to provide for an examination and 
survey of Oceohannock Creek, Northampton County, Va., and 
of the channel connecting said creek with Chesapeake Bay, Va.; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 846) to provide for an examination and 
survey of Pungoteague Creek, Accomac County, Va., and of the 
channel connecting said creek with Chesapeake Bay, Va.; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 847) to provide for an examination and 
survey of Nandua Creek, Accomac County, Va., and of the 
channel connecting said creek with Chesapeake Bay, Va.; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 848) to provide for an examination and 
survey of Nomini Bay and Creek, Westmoreland County, Va., 
and channel connecting the same with the Potomac River; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 849) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the County of Accomac, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 850) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Northampton, State of Virginia, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 851) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Warwick, State of Virginia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 852) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Gloucester, State of Virginia, one 
oo cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 853) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Mathews, State of Virginia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 854) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Middlesex, State of Virginia, one 
aren cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 855) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Essex, State of Virginia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldplece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 856) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of King and Queen, State of Virginia, one 
ponte cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 857) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Caroline, State of Virginia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 858) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Spotsylvania, State of Virginia, 
o German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 859) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Richmond, State of Virginia, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 860) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Lancaster, State of Virginia, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Miltary 
Affairs. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 861) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Northumberland, State of Virginia, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 862) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Westmoreland, State of Virginia, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 803) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Urbanna, county of Middlesex, State 
of Virginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 864) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Fredericksburg, State of Virginia, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 865) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Yorktown, county of York, State of Vir- 
ginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 866) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Hampton, State of Virginia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 867) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Phoebus, State of Virginia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 868) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Cape Charles, Northampton County, 
State of Virginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Milltary Affairs. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 869) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Wachapreague, county of Accomac, 
State of Virginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 870) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Chincoteague, county of Accomac, State 
of Virginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 871) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Onancock, county of Accomac, State of 
Virginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 872) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Parksley, county of Accomac, State of 
Virginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 873) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Belle Haven, county of Accomae, State 
of Virginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 874) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Tangier, county of Accomac, State of 
Virginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 875) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Newport News, State of Virginia, one 
German cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 876) for the relief of Com- 
pere & Wyatt; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 877) for the relief of W. G. Gentry; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 878) granting a pension to 
Eugene N. Hoyt, alias William Naylor; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A Dill (II. R. 879) for the relief of 
Claude C. Brogden; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOYLAN: A bill (H R. 880) grunting a pension to 
Margaret Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 881) for the relief 
of the estate of Joseph Hanserd; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 882) granting an increase of pension to 
David Sloan Harrison; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 883) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
E. Lawrence; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 884) for the relef of the estate of John H. 
Christy, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) providing for the appointment of Orel 
R. Riggens as second lieutenant, Regular United States Army, 
to take rank under the provisions of section 24a of the act of 
Congress approved June 4, 1920; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 886) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 887) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cunningham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to May Garner; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 889) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget M. McCarty; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 890) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret English; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Xaver Becherer; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 892) granting a pension to Viola Butler; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 893) granting a pension to William P. 
Johnston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Julius 
Goldenberg; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 895) for the relief of Clara Fitzgerald; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 896) for the relief of Bertiel Nielson; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of Clara Thurnes; to 
the Committee on Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 898) for the relief of George Pribish, Jr.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 899) for the relief of Mary Burke; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 900) for the relief of Harry D. Gardner; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 901) for the relief of William J. Suther- 
land; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 902) granting a pension to John Howard; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 908) providing for the restoration of 
Maj. Harry A. Musham to the active list of the Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (I. R. 904) for the relief of Agnes F. Halloran; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BULWINKLE: A bill (H. R. 905) for the relief of 
Gerard E. Bess; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 906) granting a pension to Banner Chand- 
ley; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 907) granting a pension to John R. Ligon; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to 
Marie F. Manns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 909) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of Frank George Bagshaw; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 910) for the relief of William H. Riddens- 
dale; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 911) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the name of Thomas P. Carroll; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 912) for the relief of John H. Barrett and 
wife; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 913) referring the claim of the State of 
Rhode Island for expenses during the war with Spain to the 
8 of Claims for adjudication; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 914) granting six months’ gratuity pay to 
eee A. and Elizabeth G. Fuller; to the Committee on 

aims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 915) for the relief of Charles B. Malpas; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 916) for the relief of Iver Boreson; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Ernest F. Church, 
boatswain, United States Naval Reserve Force; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 918) for the relief of William 
Dall; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 919) for the relief of Frank Norton; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 920) to correct the military record of 
John Dingee; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 921) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Chandler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 922) granting a pension to Alice L. Byers; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 923) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruby J. C. Furlong; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 924) granting a pension to Jane Ann 
Robinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 925) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Streeter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 926) granting a pension to John B. Lang; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 927) granting a pension to Martha C. 
Roberts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 928) for the relief of Silas McElroy; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 929) for the relief of Anna B. Mariner; to 
the Committee on Claims. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 930) for the relief of Margaret Moser; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 931) for the relief of Frederick G. Barker; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 932) for the relief of Emanuel Lieberman; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 933) for the relief of R. E. Carpenter; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 934) for the relief of May B. Rollins; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 935) for the relief of the Van Dorn Iron 
Works Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 936) for the relief of the city of Cleve- 
land, Ohio; to the Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 937) for the relief of Pay 
Inspector Charles R. O'Leary, United States Navy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 938) for the relief of 
Nicholas R. Snyder; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 939) for the relief of Ida F. Baum; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr, CELLER: A bill (H. R. 940) providing for the ap- 
pointment of Stewart Blackman as first lieutenant, Regular 
United States Army, to take rank under the provisions of 
section 24a of the act of Congress approved June 4, 1920; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 941) for the relief of Thomas Steenworth ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 942) for the relief of James A. McErlain; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of Theresa M. Shea; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHINDBLOM: A bill (H. R. 944) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Van Alstine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension to Alonzo G. 
Hindman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 946) granting a pension to Mary Mason; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 947) granting a pension to Harriet E. 
Blood Cantwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) granting a pension to Mary Anna 
Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 949) granting a pension to 
Virginia Miner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHINDBLOM: A bill (H. R. 950) granting a pension 
to Eliphalet M. Shelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 951) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Lambe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 952) granting a pension to Ray H. Schu- 
maker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 953) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin E. Hultz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 954) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 955) granting a pension to John Beschke; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 956) granting a pension to Margaret Ellen 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 957) for the relief of James G. Weart; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 958) for the relief of Mary Davis; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 959) for the relief of Nicholas Paskaly; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 960) for the relief of John F. Banks; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 961) for the relief of Alfred E. Staps; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Theodore Kron; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 963) for the relief of Julius Laegeler; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 964) for the relief of Donaid H. Jeffris; 
to the Committee on Claims. + 

Also, a bill (H. R. 965) for the relief of James A. Watrous; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 966) for the relief of C. H. Guentsche; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 967) authorizing the President to reappoint 
and honorably discharge George Mitchell, first lieutenant of 
Engineers, United States Army, as of October 18, 1918; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. Cee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 968) for the relief of Edward Lauten- 
schlaeger; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 969) for the relief of James O’Brien; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 970) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to donate one German can- 
non each to the cities of Ocala, Fernandina, Starke, Bronson, 
Macclenny, Lake City, Live Oak, Madison, Mayo, Jasper, Perry, 
Monticello, and Gainesville, all in the State of Florida; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 971) to require the Secretary of War to 
cause to be made a survey for a canal from Cumberland Sound 
to or near the mouth of the Mississippi River, and to make full 
and complete report to Congress of the most feasible route and 
oe cost of construction; to the Committee on Railways and 

nals. 
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By Mr. CLARKE of New York: A bill (H. R. 972) granting 
a pension to Frank L. Norton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 973) granting a pension to Maria E. Ross; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 974) granting a pension to Maggie Riphen- 
burgh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 975) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jennie S. Bigelow; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 976) granting a pension to Clara A. 
Kinley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 977) granting a pension to Minerva B. 
Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 978) granting a pension to Ada G. Sher- 
wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 979) for the relief of 
Lewis D. Stockton; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Boardman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 981) granting an increase of pension to 
Lula Reeder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 982) granting an increase of pension to 
Susanna Durfey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 983) granting a pension to Lucena Brown; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 984) granting a pension to Adam J. Sher- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 985) granting a pension to Margaret J. 
DeWitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) granting a pension to John Hall; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 987) granting a pension to Angeline Insley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) granting a pension to John Keller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 989) granting a pension to Lulu Moore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 990) granting a pension to Allie Powell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 991) granting a pension to Charles O. 
Rider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 992) granting a pension to Sallie Belle 
Stoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 993) for the relief of Oswald 
H. Halford, Hunter M. Henry, William C. Horne, Rupert R. 
Johnson, David L. Lacey, William Z. Lee, Fenton F. Rodgers, 
Henry Freeman Seale, Felix M. Smith, Edwin C. Smith, Robert 
8 1 and Charles G. Ventress; to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 994) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Rounceville; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Sabina Kearins; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 996) granting a pension to Ellen McGarry; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 997), granting a pension to Nellie L. 
Grady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 998) 
granting a pension to James Donnelly; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 999) to correct the naval record of Thomas 
A. Mechin; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1000) for the relief of Harry Coventry; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1001) for the relief of Walter R. Smith; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1002) for the relief of Dommick Tahney 
and John W. Mortimer; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1003) for the relief of Joseph W. Skill; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1004) for the relief of Francis A. Grennen ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1005) for the relief of Morris Dietrich; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 1006) granting a pension to 
Emily J. Hormel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1007) granting a 
pension to Lottie Kyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1008) for the 
relief of the Home for the Friendless, of Chicago, III.; the Silas 
Bronson Library, of Waterbury, Conn.; the Gettysburg College 
(formerly Pennsylvania College), of Gettysburg, Pa.; the Pres- 
byterian Church, of Bardstown, Ky.; the Taylor Orphan Asy- 
lum, of Racine, Wis.; the Union Industrial Home for Desti- 
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tute Children and the Widows’ and Single Women’s Home, of 
Trenton, N. J.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CORNING: A bill (H. R. 1009) for the relief of 
William S. Graham; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1010) for the rellef of Walter F. Walsh, 
jr.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1011) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. 
Atkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1012) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Atherton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1013) for the relief of William McDonnell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1014) authorizing the aceounting officers 
of the General Accounting Office to settle the accounts of C. M. 
Omohundro; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Charles Springer; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) for the relief of Ollie Keeley; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1017) granting a pension to Emma J. 
Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1018) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy, in his descretion, to deliver to the custody of the Albany 
Institute and Historical and Art Society of the city of Albany, 
N. Y., the silver service which was presented to the U. 8. 
cruiser Albany by citizens of Albany, N. Y.; to the Committee 
on Nayal Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1019) granting a pension to Frank Mor- 
row; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1020) for the relief of Emma B. McOmber ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 1021) granting a pension to 
Jennie E. Buckley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1022) granting a pension to Elida G. 
Cusick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1023) for the relief of John A. Douglas; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Tamar Er- 
vin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1025) for the retief of Eleazer I. Hatha- 
way; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1026) granting a pension to Silas H. Jack- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1027) for the relief of Edith Kreger; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) granting a pension to Mary A. Stur- 
tevant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of 
John Dzikowicz; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1030) to correct the military record of 
John MeNickle; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1031) for the relief of Lee M. Allen; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1032) granting a pension to Cornelia de C. 
Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1083) granting a pension to Lester W. 
Stoddart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1034) granting a pension to Nancy C. 
Countryman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1035) granting a pension to Carlton O. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1036) granting a pension to Rebecca Robb 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1037) granting a pension to Anna Lawton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1038) granting a pension to Isabella J. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1039) granting a pension to Amanda L. 
Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1040) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Brower; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1041) granting a pension to Gregory Bird; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) granting a pension to Elmira Bauer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLEN: A bill (H. R. 1043) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Nolan; to the Committee on Clalms, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1044) for the relief of the Moran Towing & 
Transportation Co.; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 1045) granting a pension 
to David C. Preston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1046) for the relief of Florence E. Bulley; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1047) for the relief of Carl G. Linstrom; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1048) granting a pension to Carrie A. 
Cunningham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1049) granting a pension to James Barry; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1050) granting a pension to Ellen Sampson 
Hayes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 1051) granting an increase 
of pension to L. Ethel Bolton; to the Committee on Invalld 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1052) for the relief of George A. Henning; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bin (H. R. 1053) granting a 
pension to Ellen A. Mealia; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1054) granting an inerease of pension to 
Edmund F. Laible; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1055) granting a pension to William W. 
Kinne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1056) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Dorsey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1057) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Cleveland, State of Minnesota, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1058) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Faribault, State of Minnesota, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1059) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Farmington, State of Minnesota, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1060) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Fort Ridgely, State of Minnesota. two German can- 
nous or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1061) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Gaylord, State of Minnesota, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1062) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Henderson, State of Minnesota, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1063) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Hutchinson, State of Minnesota, two 
Sermon cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1064) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lakeville, State of Minnesota, one 
7 cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1065) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Marine on St. Croix, State of Min- 
nesota, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1066) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of New Prague, State of Minnesota, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1067) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of St. Peter, State of Minnesota, two 
German eannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1068) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Northfield, State of Minnesota, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1069) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Zumbrota, State of Minnesota, two German 
cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Military Affairs. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1070) for the relief of Anton H. Burg; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1071) for the relief of J. P. J. Johnston; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1072) for the relief of William E. Jones; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1073) for the relief of Fred Klossner; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1074) for the relief of Edward J. Klossner ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 1075) granting a 
pension to R. B. Hendrickson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1076) for the relief of the State Bank & 
Trust Co., of Fayetteville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1077) granting an increase of Pension to 
Edmond D. Judkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 1078) for the relief of the 
Fred E. Jones Dredging Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1079) for the relief of the Eastern Trans- 
portation Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1080) for the relief of Willis-Smith-Crall 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) for the relief of W. Bernard Duke, 
W. B. W. Mann, Joseph J. Hock, Timothy J. Hooper, B. R. 
Haggett, and the Arundel Corporation; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) for the relief of Henry A. Kessel 
Co. (Inc.); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 1083) granting a pension 
to Effie Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Cynthia 
Luttrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1085) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet Wicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 1086) granting a pension to 
Lillian Ensminger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1087) granting a pension to Melissa J. 
Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) granting a pension to Laura I. 
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) granting a pension to Hannah K. 
Hallowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1090), granting a pension to Salina A. 
Julius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) granting a pension to Robert David 
Wiley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1092) granting an increase of pension to 
Dora Coffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1093) granting a pension to Orilla J. 
Hainline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOYLE: A bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to 
Michael Quinlan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1095) for the relief of William Knourek ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1096) for the relief of John Marks; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1097) for the relief of Contes Bros.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1098) for the relief of Pietro Lococo; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1099) authorizing the President to ap- 
point Richard Raymond Notter to the position and rank of 
lieutenant, Cavalry, in the United States Army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


1923. 


By Mr. DRIVER: A bill (H. R. 1100) granting a pension to 


Martha Jane Gore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 1101) granting a pension to 
Clara D. Rehrer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRIVER: A bill (H. R. 1102) for the relief of 
James B. Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1103) granting an increase of pension to 
©. W. Kerlee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda C. Musgrove; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) granting a pension to Katie Fergu- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1106) granting a pension to Charles 
Hampton, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1107) granting a pension to Eliza Hill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Helena, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fieidpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1109) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Corning, State of Arkansas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the American Legion of Woodruff County, State 
of Arkansas, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1111) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Osceola, State of Arkansas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1112) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Marion, State of Arkansas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1113) authorizing the Secretary of War 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jonesboro, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1115) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Marvell, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1116) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Harrisburg, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1117) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Piggott, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Luxora, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1119) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Forrest City, State of Arkansas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1120) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lake City, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1121) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Wynne, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1122) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Leachville, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1123) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Paragould, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1124) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Marianna, State of Arkansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1125) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Rector, State of Arkansas, one German 
| cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1126) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Earl, State of Arkansas, one German 
| cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 1127) authorizing the Secretary of War 
| to donate to the city of Marked Tree, State of Arkansas, one 
| German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1128) for the relief of Charles H. Bir- 
mingham; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 1129) for the relief of M. W. 
Salomon & Son (Inc.); to the Cemmittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1130) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the heirs 
of Isabella Ann Fluker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1131) for the relief of Louise St. Gez, 
| executrix of Auguste Ferré, deceased, surviving partner of 
Lapene & Ferré; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1132) for the relief of George M. Leahy, 
receiver of the New Orleans Mechanies’ Society, of New Orleans, 
La.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EAGAN: A bill (H. R. 1133) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Cline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1134) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Antoni; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 1135) granting a pension to 
Agnes Hess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 1136) granting a pension 
to Susan V. Payne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1137) granting a pension to Mary Burdick; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) to correct the military record of 
Richard Brannon and grant him an honorable discharge; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to Catherine E. 
Steward; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1140) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Howe School, Howe, Ind., one fieldpiece for the 
purpose of firing salutes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1141) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to each of the cities, 
towns, and corporations named; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FAUST: A bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension to 
Isabelle Barnett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1143) granting a pension to Malinda C. 


to donate to the city of Blytheville, State of Arkansas, one | Garwood; to the Committee on Pensions, 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1144) granting a pension to Rachel Bledso; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1145) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Medley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1146) granting a pension to Charles M. 
Cornelius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1147) granting a pension to Catherine 
Hogan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) granting a pension to Marle L. 
Fagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1149) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Lowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1150) granting a pension to David Housel; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1151) granting a pension to Emma Wilson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1152) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1153) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine S. Artlip; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1154) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Alvord; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1155) granting an increase of pension to 
Sue A. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1156) granting a pension to Mary Ellen 
Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1157) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha E. Vermillion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 1158) granting an increase of 
pension to James A. Carver; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1159) granting a pension to John E. Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1160) granting a pension to Meairda Mul- 
lins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1161) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1162) granting a pension to Margaret Well- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1168) granting a pension to Lucy Stevens 
Wilson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1164) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy J. Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1165) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Moody; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 1106) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Berard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bell (H. R. 1167) for the relief of Nicholas Amoroso; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1168) for the relief of Philip Hager; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1160) for the relief of George J. Covert; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bel (H. R. 1170) providing for an examination and 
survey of a rock in the Hudson River at the city of Pough- 
keepsie, State of New York; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 1171) for the relief of 
ma estate of Elijah Abbott, deceased; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. N. 1172) granting a pension to George A. 
Atkinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1178) granting a pension to August J. 
Block; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1174) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Bousman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1175) granting a pension to Phoebe Car- 
roll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bil (H. R. 1176) granting a pension to Ella H. 
Candy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1177) granting a pension to William J. 
Chester; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1178) granting a pension to Julia B. 
Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1179) granting a pension to William 
Croft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Dennis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1181) for the relief of Joe D. Donisi; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1182) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) granting a pension to Sarah Ervin; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1184) granting a pension to Samuel 
L. Fiste; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Abigail J, 
Gardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1186). granting a pension to Naomi Gar- 
wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1187) granting a pension to Percy Grim- 
shaw; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R, 1188) granting a pension to Anna Hagans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1189) granting a pension to Edith Hampel; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1190) granting a pension to Thomas 
Hanna; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1191) granting a pension to Lina J. Har- 
court; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1192) granting an Increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Haslett; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1193) granting a pension to Mary I. 
Hidy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1194) granting a pension to Dennis Hig- 
gins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1195) for the relief of Dock Leach; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1196) granting a pension to Louisa Logan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1197) granting a pension to John Long; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1198) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry W. McCammon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1199) granting a pension to Carrie Arnold 
McCann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1200) ta reimburse Hugh J. McKane for 
property destroyed by fire in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1201) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
MeNair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1202) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Mahan; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1203) for the relief of Garrett M. Mar- 
tin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1204) granting a pension to Arthur L. 
Massie; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1205) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Morgan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1206) granting a pension to Susan 8. 
Mote; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1207) granting a pension to George Price; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1208) granting a pension to Peter J. H. 
Reiff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1209) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruben Riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1210) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Ritter; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1211) granting a pension to Mary Etta 
Rowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1212) for the relief of Maj. Martin F. 
Scanlon, Lieut. Courtney Whitney, and Lieut. Alfred B. Baker; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1213) granting a pension to Jacob Shoup; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1214) granting a pension to Mary E. Swan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 1215) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Tritten; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1216) granting a pension to Herman 
Wagner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1217) granting an increase of pension to 
Cora D. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1218) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1219) granting a pension to Garner A. 
Wood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1220) granting a pension to Dudley H. 
Wright; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1221) granting à pension to Jacob Wysong; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1222) granting a pension to John Corbin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 1223) making provisions 
for the erection of a monument to the memory of Robert 
Morris, to be located in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1224) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert C. Roach; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1225) for the relief of Franklin Luckadoo; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1226) for the relief of George Penrod; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1227) granting a pension to Cora Campbell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 1228) granting a pension to M. Lavina 
Porter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a Dill (H. R. 1229) granting a pension to Ella Knowlton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1230) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha E. Leach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1231) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan R. Vititoe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1232) granting a pension to Margaret J. 
Essex; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1233) granting a pension to Sarah F. 
Champlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Mary A. Mor- 
ris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1285) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICKS: A bill (H. R. 1286) for the relief of 
Gertrude Storm; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1287) for the relief of Albert Miller; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1238) for the relief of Jeremiah F. Ma- 
honey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1289) for the relief of David Barker; to 
the Committee on Milltary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1240) for the relief of George Davis Ved- 
der; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1241) for the relief of Arthur D. Moore; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1242) granting a pension to Caroline C. 
Leach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1243) granting a pension to Libbie M. 
Ryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1244) granting a pension to Michael Swee- 
ney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1245) granting back pension to Samuel T. 
Ferrier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to Eliza A. 
LaRock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1247) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarence J. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1248) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Dilts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1249) granting a pension to James D. Me- 
Fadden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1250) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrier Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1251) granting a pension to Remigia J. 
Meacham; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1252) granting an Increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Hauser; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1258) granting a pension to George Patter- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1254) granting a pension to Theresa Hess; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1255) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael J. Haggerty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1256) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Crofoot; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1257) granting a pension to Frank D. 
Yandes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1258) granting an increase of pension to 
William Merritt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1259) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Shannon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1260) granting a pension to Joseph Me. 
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1261) granting a pension to William 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 1262) granting a pension to 
Hester E. Aldrich; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1263) granting a pension to Louisa Gray; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1264) granting a pension to Mrs. David 
Urquhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1265) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Olinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1266) granting a pension to Jennie A. 
Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1267) granting a pension to Henry Snider; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1268) granting a pension to Mary L. Tal- 
bott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1269) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert E. Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1270) granting a pension to Ruth E. 
Vann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1271) granting a pension to Commodore 
Howell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1272) granting a pension to Aaron L. 
Kelly; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1278) granting a pension to Leyi T. Miller; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1274) granting a pension to George 8. 
Montgomery; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1275) granting a pension to Milton F. 
Morgan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1276) granting a pension to B. F. Morrow; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 5 

Also, a bil (H. R. 1277) granting a pension to Thomas 
Camillus Moxley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1278) granting a pension to Jacob Munden; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Albert W. 
Ostner; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1280) granting a pensior to I. N. Paynter; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 1281) granting a pension to George 
Pierce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1282) granting a pension to Mrs. Jonathan 
L. Powell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1283) granting a pension to Willlam Rode; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Chris H. 
Schmadeka ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1285) granting a pension to Robert 
Schleicher; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1286) granting a pension to James P. 
Shaw; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1287) granting a pension to George D. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1288) granting a pension to Werner Snow; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1289) granting an increase of pension to 
E. J. Van ‘Court; to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Also, a bil (H., R. 1290) granting a pension to Joseph 
Vicory; to the Committee on Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1291) granting a pension to Louis Web- 
ber; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to John G. 
Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1293) granting a pension to Elizabeth G. 
Wood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1294) granting pension to members of 
Captain Greenstreet’s company, Washington Volunteers, Nez 
Perce Indian wars; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1295) granting pension to members of 
Capt. Thomas C. Galloway’s Company E, First Idaho Volun- 
teers, Weiser Home Guard, Nez Perce Indian wars; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1296) granting a pension to Homer 
Bounds; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1297) granting a pension to Charles P. 
Cone; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1298) granting a pension to Anderson N. 
Cox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1299) granting a pension to Dan B. Dun- 
well; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1300) for the relief of James L. Cardwell; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1301) for the relief of O. H. Lipps; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1802) for the relief of W. F. Morgareidge; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1303) for the relief of Sam Tilden; to the 
Committee on Clatms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1804) granting a patent to Joseph Robi- 
cheau; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1805) for the relief of Lyn Lundquist; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1306) for the relief of Henry McGuire; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1307) for the relief of William A. Glasson; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 1308) granting an increase 
of pension to Rosamond Barker; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1809) granting an increase of pension to 
Leona May Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1810) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Lighthart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1311) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia M. Bowles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1312) granting an increase of pension to 
Rosamond Barker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1313) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia M. Bowles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1314) granting an increase of pension to 
Leona May Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1315) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Lighthart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 1316) for the relief of Wil- 
liam R. Bradley, former acting collector of internal revenue for 
South Carolina; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FUNK: A bill (H. R. 1817) granting a pension to 
Charles C. Sterling; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) granting a pension to James Too- 
hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1319) for the 
relief of the Houston, Tex., Chamber of Commerce and the 
Hermann Hospital estate, and Bertha E. Roy and Max A. 
Roy; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 1820) granting a pension 
to Mahala E. Broadbent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1321) granting a pension to Jennie 
Darling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 1322) granting an increase 
of pension to Malinda R. Cotton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1323) for the relief of J. W. Brookshire; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1324) granting a pension to Isaac C. 
Livingston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1325) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Grayson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1326) for the relief of Clara T. Black; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of Bernard D. Kalten- 
bacher; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 1328) for the 
relief of the Charlestown Sand & Stone Co., of Elkton, Md.; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) for the relief of the Tilghman Can- 
ning Co.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1330) for the relief of Roland Webster; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 1331) granting a pension to 
Catherine Kennedy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1332) for the relief of Dennis Shevlin; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1333) for the relief of Joseph P. Ryan; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1334) for the relief of Thomas F. Kenny; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1335) for the relief of the next of kin of 
Maria Consiglia Porforio; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1336) for the relief of Esther Freeman; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 1337) granting an increase 
of pension to Roger F. B. Edmunds; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1338) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 1339) for the relief of C. M. 
Perkins; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1340) for the relief of Mary Neaf; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1341) for the relief of Edward Flanagan; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1342) to enroll certain persons with the 
Osage Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1343) for the relief of Edward A. Grimes; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) granting a pension to Bertha Rein- 
hart; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1345) granting a pension to Kate Warren; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1346) granting a pension to Julia Beckley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1347) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1348) granting an increase of pension to 
Augusta Seubert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) granting a pension to Emilia 
Rueppel ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1350) granting a pension to Mary Koch; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1351) granting a pension to Lucy May 
Raymond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1352) granting an increase of pension to 
Rodney William Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1353) granting an increase of pension to 
John Weidemann ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 1354) for the relief of 
Francis M. Myers, or Francis Meyer; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1355) for the relief of Amos Dahuff; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1356) for the relief of Henry N. Penfield; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) for the relief of Louis Southworth; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1358) for the relief of John Clark; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1359) for the relief of J. W. La Bare; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1360) granting a pension to Rebecca Mel- 
vina Elliff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 1361) for the relief of Rezin Franklin 
Neves; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1362) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet M. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1363) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Jackson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1364) for the relief of Marion F. Wade; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1365) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry E. Kiste; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1366) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1867) granting a pension to Lilly Hudson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1368) for the relief of Alvin Harder; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1369) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah B. Thomson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1370) granting an increase of pension to 
Minerva J. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1371) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza M. Trayler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1872) granting a pension to Louise P. 
Glaze; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1373) granting a pension to John Berg- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) for the relief of Willlam H. Night- 
ingale; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1375) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Hull; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1376) granting a pension to Ida S. Ross; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1377) granting a pension to Martha A, 
Greenough ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1378) granting a pension to Wilson White; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 1379) for the relief of John 
W. Adair; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1380) for the relief of Agnes J. Bowling; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1381) for the relief of Selma J. Grone- 
wald; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1382) for the relief of Charles E. Hunter; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1383) for the relief of Emilie K. Twitty; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1884) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
J. Blakeney; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1385) granting a pension to Oh Wan, alias 
Katok; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1386) granting a pension to Moh Ush, alias 
Mosak; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1387) granting a pension to Cochino Achuk, 
alias Coche Aar; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1388) granting a pension to Wamett Shom, 
alias Ramon White; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1389) granting a pension to Machie Gulack, 
alias Pantaloon; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1390) granting a pension to Choor Aguisse, 
alias Cheroquis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Ambatt Haego, 
alias Agert Hugo; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1392) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A, Radell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1393) authorizing a preliminary examina- 
tion of the Colorado River with a view to the control of its 
floods; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 1394) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Caribou, State of Maine, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.1395) authorizing the Secretary of War te 
donate to the town of Dexter, State of Maine, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 1896) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Dover, State of Maine, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1397) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Fort Fairfield, State of Maine, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1398) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Houlton, State of Maine, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1399) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Island Falls, State of Maine, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1400) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Madawaska, State of Maine, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1401) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Milo, State of Maine, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1402) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Presque Isle, State of Maine, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1403) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank D. Blake; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 1404) for the relief of Clara 
Perey; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1405) for the relief of the First National 
Bank of New Carlisle, Ind.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to James C. Bean; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1407) granting a pension to Olive Bos- 
worth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1408) granting a pension to Catharine 
Hand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1409) granting a pension to James N. 
Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1410) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Wolfe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1411) to renew and extend certain letters 
patent; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr, HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1412) providing for 
the retirement of Letitia Christian Tyler; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1413) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to reimburse Capt. George G. Seibels, United States 
Navy, the sum of 8170, money stolen belonging to the United 
States from the said Capt. George G. Seibels while in the dis- 
charge of his duties and paid into the Treasury of the United 
States by him; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1414) to author- 
ize the payment of certain taxes to Stevens and Ferry Counties, 
in the State of Washington, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 1415) for the 
relief of Josiah Frederick Dose; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1416) for the relief of William Sheldon; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1417) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Yeates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1418) for the relief of Jennie May Lee; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1419) conferring jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to hear, consider, and adjudicate claims which 
the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole In- 
dians may have against the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1420) granting an increase of pension to 
Homer E. Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 1421) granting a 
pension to Carrie M. Allison; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1422) granting a pension to William 


‘Lanier; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1423) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Woods; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1424) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Tyler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1425) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wells; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 1426) granting a pension to 
Martha White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1427) granting a pension to Martha L. 
Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1428) granting a pension to George H. 
Burton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1429) granting a pension to Jennie Whit- 
ney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1430) granting a pension to Sallie M. 
Seaman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1431) granting a pension to August L. 
Gertz; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1482) for the relief of 
Katherine Abel; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1483) for the relief of E. C. Adams; to 
the Committee on Clatms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1434) for the relief of John Albright; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1435) for the relief of George A. Cum- 
mings; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) granting a pension to Anna Gan- 
derup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1437) for the relief of Robert W. Vail; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JARRETT: A bill (H. R. 1488) for the relief of 
D. H. MacAdam; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1489) to 
provide an examination and survey of the Columbia River at 
Kalama, Wash.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1440) to provide an examination and sur- 
vey of Grays River, Wash.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1441) to provide a preliminary survey of 
Columbia River between the mouth of Lewis River and Martins 
Bluff, Wash., with a view to the control of its floods; to the 
Committee on Flood Control. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1442) authorizing issuance of patent to 
Charles Swanson; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1443) to validate the war-risk insurance 
of Warren O. Grimm, Ernest Dale Hubbard, Arthur McElfresh, 
and Ben Casagranda, who were murdered while parading in 
the uniform of the United States Army at Centralia, Wash., 
November 11, 1919; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1444) granting a pension to Alva C. 
Cooper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1445) to change the retired status of Chief 
Pay Clerk R. E. Ames, United States Navy, retired; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1446) for the relief of Charles W. Gibson, 
alias Charles J. McGibb; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1447) for the relief of Lon Lewis, allas 
Alonzo E. Schneider; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1448) for the relief of Joe F. Jenkins; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1449) for the relief of Augustus Sipple; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1450) for the relief of William McCutcheon ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1451) for the relfef of Anton Anderson; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1452) for the relief of Charles H. Fuller- 
ton; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1453) for the relief of George F. Weaver; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1454) for the relief of John A. Olson; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1455) for the relief of Henry S. Royce; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1456) for the relief of Annie M. Lizenby; 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1457) granting a pension to Phillipa 
Drake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1458) granting a pension to Sally S. Cole; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1459) granting a pension to Eva R. Hunt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1460) granting a pension to Sarah Parker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1461) granting a pension to Ella Clark 
Shoecraft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1462) granting a pension to Mary J. Mar- 
shall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1463) granting a pension to Georglanna J. 
King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1464) granting a pension to Emma Gwinn; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1465) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1466) granting an increase of pension to 
Anson B. Countryman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1467) for the relief of the legal representa- 
nei of Robert Dillon, deceased; to the Committee on War 

lalms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1468) to increase the salary of the warden 
of the United States penitentiary at McNeil Island, Wash. ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 7 

Also, a bili (H. R. 1469) for the relief of Finch R. Archer; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 1470) for the relief of Joseph 
A. McCarthy; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1471) for the relief of Anna L. Meyers; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1472) for the relief of Wong Wing, also 
known as Wong Wai; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1473) for the relief of Ellen B. Monahan; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1474) for the relief of Palmer & McBryde; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1475) for the relief of Luke Ratigan; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1476) for the relief of Charles Hellyer; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1477) for the relief of Peter Boragni; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1478) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Owen Thorne, deceased; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1479) for the relief of Florence Proud; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) granting a pension to Richard 
Burns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Hilbpisch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) to allow and credit the accounts of 
John Schmid, formerly captain, Quartermaster Corps, United 
States Army, the sum of $280.89, disallowed by the Comptroller 
General, United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 1483) granting a pension 
to Esta Abbott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1484) granting a pension to Uri T. Brock; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1485) granting a pension to John F. 
Burbage; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) granting a pension to Harry M. 
Davis; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1487) granting an increase of pension 
to John Dudley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) granting a pension to John S. 
Schooler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) granting an increase of pension to 
Azubath Srofe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1490) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Reeves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1491) granting a pension to James John- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1492) granting a pension to Stella B. 
Irwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1498) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy A. Stratton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1494) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Pitzer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1495) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha J. ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1496) granting a pension to Clara B. 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1497) granting a pension to Harriett H. 
Kilgore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1498) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1499) granting a pension to Martha M, 
Merchant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to Florence 8. 
Bradbury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1501) granting an increase of pension fo 
Mary Allison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1502) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret A. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1503) granting an increase of pension to 
Lide E. Stacy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1504) granting a pension to Lena Castor; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to Matilda Hen- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. N 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1506) granting a pension to Margaret 
Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1507) granting a pension to Caroline Day; 
to.the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1508) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Kurtz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1509) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Demaris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1510) granting a pension to Lewvina 
Hoffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1511) granting a pension to John O. 
Herin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1512) granting a pension to David Bell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KELLER: A bill (H. R. 1513) for the relief of 
Mathew Baker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1514) for the relief of Anna G. Clayton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1515) for the relief of John Adolph 
Danielson; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1516) for the relief of Charles L. Dox- 
tator; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1517) for the relief of John Oberschmid; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) for the relief of F. A. Maron; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 1519) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Henry; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1520) granting a pension to Joseph R. 
Berg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1521) granting a pension to Lucinda Bitt- 
ner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1522) granting a pension to Lydia Boyer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1523) granting a pension to Anna B. 
Eicher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1524) granting a pension to Charles John- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1525) granting a pension to Mary Mar- 
garet Lilley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1526) granting a pension to Jacob L. Mals- 
berry; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1527) granting a pension to Eunice A, 
Myers; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. McKinley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1529) granting a pension to Melzena 
Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1530) granting a pension to John B. Me- 
Mullen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1531) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Saner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1532) granting a pension to Deborah H. 
Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1533) granting a pension to Carrie Tissue} 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1534) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane L. Wagner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1535) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Wilderman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1536) granting a pension to Jonathan Witt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 1537) granting a pension to 
Julia A. Hoffner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1588) granting a pension to Bella O’Don- 
nell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1539) for the relief of Caleb Aber; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1540) granting a pension to Elanora Hum- 
mel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1541) granting a pension to John Hayes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 1542) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary D. Bilbay; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1543) granting a pension to Mary O. 
Wertley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1544) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward H. Dalton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1545) for the relief of the heirs of George 
H. Hitchcock; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1546) for the relief of John A. Odell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1547) for the relief of Ashley H. Short; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1548) for the relief of Bernhard Steuber; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1549) to correct the military record of 
John S. Miller; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1550) for the relief of Peter J. Hill; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1551) for the relief of Ephriam M. Beach; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1552) to correct the military record of 
Alfred Coffin ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1553) to correct the military record of 
Edward Hilsher, alias Edward Holmes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1554) to correct the military records of 
the United States Army as to muster-in service of John A. 
Brimmer ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1555) granting a pension to Frank Linton; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1556) granting a pension to Edgar P. 
Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1557) granting an increase of pension to 
Sophia Wren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 1558) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P. Prowse; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1559) granting a pension to Eliza J. 
Dunkerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1560) granting a pension to Kate L. 
Littlepage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1561) granting a pension to Loretto F. 
Qualls; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINDRED: A bill (H. R. 1562) granting back pen- 
sion due to John J. Haggerty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1563) for the relief of Annie Piquet; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 1564) granting an increase 
of pension to Helena Bunt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1565) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace G. Butterfield; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1566) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ann Cross; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1567) granting compensation to Charles 
Fortier; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Levi Frost; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1569) for the relief of Andrew A. Gieriet ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1570) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvinn Glidden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1571) for the relief of A. C. Goddard; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1572) granting a pension to Cora E. 
La Page; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1573) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth M. Sage; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1574) to pay to Mike Setula $2,600 for 
injuries received at the hands of a Government employee; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1575) granting a pension to Adaline M. 
Shaub; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1576) granting a pension to Joseph D. 
Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1577) granting an increase of pension to 
Lambert Weiss; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1578) granting a pension to George W. 
Hook; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1579) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey patent to a certain parcel of land to Mary 
Snetsinger; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 1580) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Robinette; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 1581) for the relief of 
Theresa Scherer; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1582) to remove the charge of desertion 
peat Joseph Scharbonaugh; to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, : 

Also, à bill (H. R. 1588) for the relief of Frank Mand{ 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1584) granting a pension to Emma Hank- 
witz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1585) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Wynn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1586) granting a pension to Samuel G. 
Gothompson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1587) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Van Name; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1588) granting a pension to Flora 
Turcott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1589) granting an increase of pension to 
La Barron T. Marshall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1590) granting a pension to William J. 
Mickel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1591) granting a pension to Robert H. 
Walsh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1592) granting a pension te Augusta 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1593) granting an increase of pension to 
Grace E. Ash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1594) granting a pension to Emelia Ret- 
zer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1595) granting an increase of pension to 
Betsy Ann Booth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1596) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Kelsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1597) granting a pension to Eva R. Mur- 
ray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1598) granting a pension to Theresa 
Gerughty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1599) granting an increase of pension to 
Natalia Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1600) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgia M. Sabin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1601) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1602) granting a pension to Matilda J. 
Hatch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Bandell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1604) granting a pension to Nancy J. 
Cady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1605) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Barton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 1606) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Eliza Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1607) authorizing the President to ap- 
point Adolf J. Schliesser an additional chaplain in the Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) authorizing a preliminary examina- 
tion or survey of Two Rivers Harbor, Wis.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1609) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Mottl; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1610) granting a pension to William F. 
Bamforth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1611) to correct the military record of 
Frank Fowler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1612) for the examination and survey of 
Higheliff Harbor, Lake Winnebago, Wis.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 1613) granting an increase 
of pension to Dennis B. Conley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1614) granting a pension to George Dean; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1615) granting an increase of pension to 
Maywood Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1616) granting a pension to John S. Combs; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1617) granting a pension to Henry T. 
Hager; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1618) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Hurt; to the Committee on Pensions.” 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1619) granting a pension to Green Morris; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1620) granting an increase of pension to 
Emiline Rader; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1621) to restore to the pension roll the 
name of Isabel Sandlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1622) granting a pension to Samuel J. 
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1623) granting a pension to Claude L. 
Bonta; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1624) granting a pension to Dury M. 
Craft; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1625) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel E. Blevins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. -1626) granting a pension to Henry E. 
Booth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1627) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Arnett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1628) granting a pension to Sallie Gillispie; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 1629) authorizing the re- 
moval of the restrictions from 40 acres of the allotment 
of Issac Jack, a Seneca Indian, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1630) for the relief of C. L. Hampton; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1631) for the relief of O. P. McManus; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1632) granting a pension to John J. Camp- 
bell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1633) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Shadle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of the 
legal representative of the estate of Alphonse Desmare, de- 
ceased, and others; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 1635) for the relief of J. W. 
Cook; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1636) granting a pension to Jennie E. 
Corson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1637) granting a pension to Etta L. 
Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1638) granting a pension to Richard H. 
Murch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 1639) for the rellef of 
Rudolph Ponevace; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1640) for the relief of Maj. Arthur A. 
Padmore; to the Committee on Military Affairs. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1641) granting a pension to Emma W. 
Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1642) granting a pension to Phoebe J. 
Sweeney ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) granting a pension to Edmond L. 
Klamroth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1644) granting a pension to Melissa Jean 
Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1645) granting a pension to Angeline 
Preston; to the Committee on Invalid Penslons. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1646) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary V. Scriven; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1647) granting a pension to Rebecca V. 
Mogle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) granting a pension to Margaret J. 
Cuthbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, bill (H. R. 1649) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Gilmore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1650) granting a pension to Julia I. Foster 
Stuart; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1651) granting a pension to Herman F. E. 
Schroer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

„Also, a bill (H. R. 1652) granting a pension to Unity P. 
Spencer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1653) granting an increase of pension to 
Belle Bair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1654) granting an increase of pension to 
Margarett Davy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1655) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Harris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1656) granting a pension to Charity I. 
Haskell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1657) granting a pension to Jane Oliver; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1658) granting a pension to Frances 
Conner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1659) granting a pension to Mary J. Tosh; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1660) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Tomlinson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1661) granting a pension to Laura B. 
Perley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A Dill (H. R. 1662) to provide for the 
examination and survey of the harbor of Baltimore and the 
entrance channel thereto through the Chesapeake Bay and 
Patapsco River with a view to deepening the same to a depth 
of 40 feet; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1663) for the relief of Harry B. Shaw; to 
nie cane on Claims. 

a (H. R. 1664) granting an increase of pension to 
8 M. Burroughs; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

By Mr. LITTLH: A bin (H. R. 1665) to reimburse E. C. 
Williamson, railway postal clerk; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1666) granting a pension to Samuel D. 
Jarman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1667) granting a pension to Levi Mott; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1668) granting a pension to William H. 
Stark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1669) granting an increase of pension to 
William James Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1670) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Walden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1671) for the relief of Adaline White; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1672) granting a pension to Rhoda Mercer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1673) for the relief of Thomas J. Temple; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 1674) granting a pension to 
Peter M. F. Gallant; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LYON: A bill (H. R. 1675) granting a pension to 
Oscar Sorensen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1676) granting a pension to H. E. O. 
Mintz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1677) granting a pension to Crawford 
W. Watts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1678) granting a pension to D. W. 
Fulcher; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1679) granting a pension to James H. 
Brittain ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1680) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert H. Cowan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief of the widow of Hugh 
D. Ward; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1682) for the relief of the Stone Towing 
Line; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1683) for the relief of Josie N. Styron; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1684) for the relief of Ethel A. Fullwood; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: a bill (H. R. 1685) for the relief of Ray 
Wilson; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 1686) granting a pension to 
Clint T. Littlefield; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1687) granting a pension to Benjamin L. 
Greer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 1688) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
William A. Tozer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1689) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph W. Jones; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1690) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Brown; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1691) for the relief of Charles F. Getchell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1692) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James F. Cole; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1693) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Robbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1694) granting a pension to Caroline 
Hazen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 1695) granting a pension to Clarissa A. 
Grover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1696) granting a pension to Margaret 
Donahue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1697) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Ann Stoddard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1698) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah E. Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1699) for the relief of B. G. Oosterbaan ; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1700) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Lemuel C. Canfield; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Priscilla 
Chandler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 1702) 
granting a pension to Sarah H. Y. Barber; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1708) for the relief of Fairbury Lodge, No. 
1208, Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1704) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline W. Kinsloe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 1705) granting a pension to Bridget 
Stapleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McREYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 1706) granting six 
months’ pay to Elizabeth Walter Bostrom; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 1707) for the relief of 
Peter K. McCully; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1708) for the relief of Henrietta Green, 
E. G. Green, and others; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1709) for the relief of Wade H. Plumley; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1710) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Marion Cooper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1711) granting a pension to Thomas H. 
Emory; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 1712) granting a pen- 
sion to George H. Klein; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1713) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Hoherst; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1714) granting a pension to Amy Keele: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1715) granting a pension to Mark Mitchell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1716) granting an increase of pension to 
John Maxwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.1717) authorizing the payment of an 
amount equal to six months’ pay to Joseph J. Martin; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1718) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth B. Payne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1719) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Jodd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1720) granting a pension to Calvin E. 
Champlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1721) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry W. Feldman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1722) granting a pension to Ellen Hanour; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1723) granting a pension to Mary L. Har- 
vey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1724) granting a pension to Margaret 
Heid; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1725) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank A. Klein; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1726) granting a pension to Julia Murphy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1727) granting a pension to Mary Wood- 
ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1728) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to reimburse the International Brewing Co., of 
Buffalo, N. Y., for the loss of revenue stamps for fermented 
liquor; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1729) granting a pension to Laura Briggs; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1730) granting an increase of pension to 
Otis Henry Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1731) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances Schoen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1732) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 1733) granting an increase 
of pension to Allen A. Wesley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1734) granting a pension to Hattie E. 
Chavis; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1735) for the relief of H. L. Myers; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1736) for the relief of the heirs of An- 
drew Allmann; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) granting a pension to Kitty Lyons; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1738) grant- 
ing a pension to Andrew Stoner; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1739) granting an 
increase of pension to Henrietta Geiger; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 1740) granting a pension to 
Susie Baushke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1741) granting a pension to John Bern- 
hardt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1742) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Brisbin ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) granting a pension to William Bron- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1744) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1745) granting a pension to Elijah Burt; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1746) granting a pension to John By- 
water; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1747) granting a pension to Israel Cave; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) granting a pension to Elisha M. 
Chilson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1749) granting a pension to Harry W. 
Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1750) granting a pension to Milton Clark; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1751) granting a pension to Phebe Clark; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1752) granting a pension to Michael Co- 
yain alias Michael Dowling; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1753) granane an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Covey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1754) granting a pension to Cornelia M. 
Diamond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1755) granting a pension to M. Adda 
Dustan ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1756) granting a pension to Cynthia Ear- 
nest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1757) granting a pension to May Edgeler; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1758) granting a pension to Joseph D. 
Emerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Frederic 
Eugene Ferrand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1760) granting a pension to Clyde Foskett; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1761) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Halbert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1762) granting a pension to John Hal- 
pine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1768) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Esther Hammond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1764) granting a pension to Louis U. 
Hilton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1765) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Kape; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1766) granting a pension to James E. 
Moran; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1767) granting a pension to Emma Pal- 
meter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1768) granting a pension to Abigail Snay; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1769) granting a pension to Nancy A. 
Southwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1770) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter S. Swanger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1771) granting a pension to Frances A, 
Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1772) granting a pension to Matthew 
Henry Udell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1773) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert T. White; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1774) granting a pension to Sophia Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 1775) granting a pension to 
Joseph Bauer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1776) to authorize the purchase by the 
city of Medford, Oreg., of certain lands formerly embraced In 
the grant to the Oregon & California Railroad Co. and revested 
in the United States by the act approved June 9, 1916; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 1777) for the relief of John 
Heinzenberger ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) for the relief of John Wesley Jones; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1779) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1780) granting a pension to Josephine 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1781) granting a pension to Jeanette 
Goslin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 1782) granting a pension to Katherine 
Timlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1783) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Thompson; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to Menora Sweet- 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) granting a pension to Amanda T. 
Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Collins; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) granting a pension to Joseph H. 
Bugman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) granting a pension to Michael Bitt- 
ner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Barnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1790) granting a pension to Jane N. 
Ashley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1791) granting a pension to Caroline 
Murfitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1792) for the relief of William J. Wilson; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 1798) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to certain towns in the State of Con- 
necticut German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1794) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Georgetown, State of Connecticut, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1795) for the relief of Charles A. Frid; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1796) for the relief of George Rutherford; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1797) for the relief of Francis M. John- 
ston; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1798) for the relief of Ida M. Almstaedt; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1799) granting a pension to Ellen Elizabeth 
Bechtel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1800) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate M. Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1801) granting a pension to Elanor Gor- 
don Tiffany; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1802) granting a pension to Robert S. 
Kelley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1803) granting a pension to Henry M. 
Conlin; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1804) granting an Increase of pension to 
John Lamson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1805) granting a pension to Sarah B. 
Bevans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of Lina S. Eastick; to 
the Committee on Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1807) granting an increase of pension to | 


Edward F. La Rock; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1808) granting a pension to William Frank | 


De Forest; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MICHAELSON: A bill (H. R. 1809) for the relief of 
John C. Carlson; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MICHENER: A bill (H. R. 1810) for the relief of 
Abraham M. Auten; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1811) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Myron ©. Bond, Guy M. Claflin, 
and Edwin A. Wells; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1812) granting a pension to Thirza C. 
Gifford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1813) for the relief of Abram H. Johnson; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1814) granting a pension to Charles Curtis 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1815) for the relief of Ralph W. Neclands; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1816) granting a pension to Lucy Ann 
Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1817) granting a pension to Nellie Pettit; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) granting a pension to Kittie C. 
Simpson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1819) for the relief of Melville Van Auker; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1820) granting a pension to John Wilkin- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) granting a pension to Mabel A. 
Swarthout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 1822) for the relief of the 
owners of the steamship Lerington; to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1823) for the relief of the owners of the 
Long Island Railroad Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1824) for the relief of the estate of Anne C. 
Shymer; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1825) for the relief of Flora Yost Klinow- 
ski; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 1826) for the relief of 
Stuart Circle Hospital; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1827) for the relief of Lieut. James Floyd 
Terrell, Medical Corps, United States Navy; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1828) for the relief of Mrs. W. H. ReMine; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) for the relief of George E. Taylor; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1830) for the refund of income tax erro- 
neously collected; to the Committee on Claims. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1831) to loan to the College of William and 
Mary in Virginia two of the cannons surrendered by the British 
175 3 on October 19, 1781; to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1832) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Douglas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1833) granting an 
increase of pension to Theodore. T. Bruce; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1834) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Gantz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1835) granting a pension to. Mamie Wat- 
ters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1836) granting a pension to Candace A. 
Kain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1837) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1838) granting a pension to Fannie Gard- 
ner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1839) granting a pension to Eliza C. 


| Maher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Nellie A. 
Farley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) granting a pension to John D. 
Hadley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1842) granting an 
increase of pension to Antoinette McMacken; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 1843) granting an increase of pension to 
Ollie F. Ryan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank G. Himes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1845) granting a pension to Nettie Camp- 
bell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1846) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate M. Grein; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1847) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1848) granting a pension to Ida M. Knox; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia J. Leroy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1850) granting a pension to John M. Bar- 
rick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1851) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan S. Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1852) granting a pension to Anna Dani- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1853) granting a pension to Rodia A. 
Dunifer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1854) granting a pension to James Beck- 
with; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1855) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to W. Z. 
Swift insurance due on account of the policy held by Harold 
Rogis; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1856) to extend the benefits of the em- 
ployers’ liability act of September 7, 1916, to Daniel S. Glover; 
to the Committee on Education, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1857) for the relief of Walter S. Warner; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1858) for the relief of the widow of W. J. S. 
Stewart; to the Committee on Claims, F 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1859) for the relief of Julia A. Reid; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1860) for the relief of Fannie M. Higgins; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1861) granting a pension to Anna R. 
Little; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1862) for the relief of Asbury Scrivener ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 1863) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Hickey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1864) granting a pension to Eloise P. 
Stevens; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1865) granting a pension to Lillie M. 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 1866) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward F. Pulver; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1867) granting a pension to Margaret 
Gerber; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1868) granting a pension to Clara A. 
Short; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1869) for the incorporation of the Grand 
Army of the Republic; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 1870) granting a pension 
to Adelaide Thacker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1871) granting a pension to James H. 
Laflin; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1872) granting a pension to Emma Stiter; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1873) granting a pension to Amella 
Mathena; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy A. Felton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 187C) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Pinkley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) granting a pension to Anna R. H. 
Beach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (EL R. 1877) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Belt; to the Committe: on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) granting an increase of pension to 
Ida May Pierson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1879) granting an increase of pension to 
Pearl L. Rounds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1880) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 1881) for the relief of A. S. 
Guffey; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1882) to reimburse Louis Schultz for 
damages done property by a Government-owned motor truck; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) to reimburse Michael F. Callaghan 
for injuries sustained in an accident with a Government- 
owned motor truck; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 1884) for the relief of Sig- 
mund Lindauer; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1885) for the relief of J. H. Toulouse; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) for the relief of Ellen B. Walker; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1887) granting a pension to Etta W. Cass; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1888) for the relief of Reuben R. Hunter; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1889) for the relief of Nelly McCanna, 
residuary legatee and devisee under the last will and testament 
of P. F. McCanna, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1890) for the relief of sufferers in New 
Mexico from the flood due to the overflow of the Rio Grande 
and its tributaries; to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1891) for the relief of the city of Raton, 
N. Mex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NELSON of Maine: A bill (H. R. 1892) for the relief 
of Walter Dickey; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1893) granting a pension to Georgianna 
Shea; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1894) granting a pension to Thomas C. 
Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1895) granting a pension to Annie L. 
Durham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1890) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah M. Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1897) to 
extend the benefits of the employers’ lability act of September 
7, 1916, to Florence E. Blanks, a former employee of the post 
office in St. Louis, Mo.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1898) to compensate the firm of Rothwell 
Bros, for repair work for the United States at Jefferson 
Barracks; to the Committee on Claims. * 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1899) to correct the military record of 
William Kern; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1900) granting a pension to Emma 
Slattery; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1901) granting a pension to Ida H. Byrd; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1902) granting a pension to Ellen Knefler 
Taussig; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1903) for the relief of Gertrude Becherer ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1904) for the relief of Charles T. Grady; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1905) for the relief of Frieda Hoermann ; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1906) for the relief of Louis F. Kestler; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1907) for the relief of Lena Schmieder; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1908) for the relief of Eugene Henry 
Lever; to the Committee on Claims. í 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1909) for the relief of Irene Gillespie; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1910) for the relief of the owner of the 
lighter Eastman No. 14; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1911) for the relief of the owners of the 
barge Anode; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1912) for the relief of Philip Osburg; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1913) for the relief of George W. Gilmore; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1914) for the relief of Walter E. Holden; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1915) for the relief of George Voeltz; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1916) for the relief of Ellen Moore; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1917) for the relief of Dr. O. H. Tittmann, 
former superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1918) for the relief of O. W. Struckmeyer; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 1919) for the 
relief of Silas Overmire; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1920) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
H. Johnson: to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1921) for the relief of Jerome May; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R 1922) granting a pension to Ardella M. 
Farnsworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1923) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1924) granting a pension to William H. 
Turnbull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1925) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Fortier; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: A bill (H. R. 1926) 
granting a pension to John Teraz; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1927) granting a pension to Ernest W. 
Larkin; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1928) granting a pension to Henry F. W. 
Von Sellen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1929) for the relief of Charles J. Eisen- 
hauer; to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1930) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay certain moneys to James McCann; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1931) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the Woodhaven Post, American Legion, of Wood- 
haven, State of New York, one German cannon or fleldpiece; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1932) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, for 
Irving Square Park, cannons or fleldpieces, with carriages and 
suitable complements of projectiles; to the Committee on Mill- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1933) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Borough of Queens, city of New York, for Forest 
Park and Richmond Hill Library Square, cannons or field- 
pieces, with carriages and suitable complements of projectiles; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4934) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, for 
Highland Park, cannons or fieldpieces, with carriages and suit- 
able complements of projectiles; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1935) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Richmond Hill section of Greater City of New 
York, N. X., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1986) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Morris Park, Long Island, State of 
New York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1937) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Woodhaven, State of New York, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1938) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Bushwick section of Brooklyn, State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1939) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to place the name of Charles Allen, former lieutenant, 
United States Navy, on the retired list with proper rating; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 1940) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Young; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1941) granting a pension to James E. 
McAlexander; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1942) granting a pension to William D. 
Gibson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1943) granting a pension to Mace M. 
Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1944) granting a pension to Nancy Jane 
Nelson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1945) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Robinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1946) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth F. Hampton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1947) granting a pension to Joycy Waits; 
to the Committee on Pensions. f 

By Mr. OLIVER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1948) for the 
relief of Samuel Friedman, as trustee for the heirs and de- 
visees of B. Friedman and Henry Mills, and as trustee for 
the heirs and devisees of Emanuel Loveman, deceased; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 1949) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ellen Thompson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1950) for the relief of Ella E. Horner; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 1951) granting a pension 
to Eugene S. Nash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1952) granting a pension to Nathan E. 
Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 1953) for the relief of 
James A. Ashba; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1954) for the relief of Harry H. Burris; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1955) for the relief of Michael Marley; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1956) to pay John E. Bolden for services 
rendered the United States Army from April 4, 1865, to and 
including July 15, 1865; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1957) for the relief of William T. Seward; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1958) for the relief of Frederick Sparks; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1959) for the relief of Randolph Foster 
Williamson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1960) for the relief of Willard Thompson; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1961) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Frank T. Foster; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1962) for the relief of Thomas J. Gardner; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1963) granting a pension to Emma V. 
Wilkerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1964) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Ramsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1965) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Veatch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1966) granting an increase of pension to 
Permelia McDonald; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1967) granting an increase of pension to 
ie W. Hershberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1968) granting a pension to Margaret J. 
Gano; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1969) granting a pension to Charles 8. 
Francis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1970) granting an increase of pension to 
Ella Watts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1971) granting a pension to Lennie White- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1972) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Jordan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1973) granting a pension to Mary J. Lake; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1974) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie McQuade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1975) granting a pension to Cora May 
Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1976) granting a pension to Sarah M. 
Lyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1977) granting an increase of pension to 
Grover Colter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1978) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Hauk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1979) granting an increase of pension to 
Flora B. Warren; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1980) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Elkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1981) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Deakyne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1982) granting a pension to Nancy J. 
Crum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1983) granting an increase of pension to 
Celesta Lamme; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1984) granting a pension to Kate Cobb; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1985) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret C. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1986) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Grady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1987) granting a pension to Rachel E. 
Diehl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1988) granting a pension to Mary J. 
McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1989) granting a pension to Charles Fre- 
mont Kuntz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1990) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1991) granting a pension to Nellie Louise 
Atkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1992) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Fry; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1993) granting a pension to Lavina H. 
Etnire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1994) granting a pension to Jesse Wil- 
cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1995) granting an increase of pension to 
Samantha J. Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1996) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha E. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1997) granting an increase of pension to 
Emil T. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1998) granting an increase of pension to 
Florence Doherty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 1999) for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Alturas, State of California, and 
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appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2000) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Susanville, State-of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2001) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Yreka, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2002) for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Auburn, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2003) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Redding, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2004) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Placerville, State of California, and appropriat- 
ag money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R.2005) for the relief of William J. McGee; 
tc the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2006) for the relief of James Diamond for 
horse lost while hired by the United States Forest Service; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2007) for the rellef of William B. Fowler; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2008) for the relief of Mrs. M. P. Rodgers; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2009) granting a pension to George W. 
Keenan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2010) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Blair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2011) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward S. Atkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2012) granting a pension to Emma Jane 
Mooers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2013) granting a pension to Eva A. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2014) granting a pension to Francis A. 
Baxter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2015) granting a pension to Marie 
Schneider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2016) for the relief of William M. Phillip- 
son; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2017) for the relief of A. S. Conner; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2018) for the relief of Peter Bur; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2019) for the relief of John C. Howard; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2020) for the relief of Andrew M. Dun- 
lop; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2021) for the relief of W. S. Curless; to 
the Committee on Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) for the relief of the Indian Valley 
Railroad Co.; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2023) for the relief of J. A. Perry; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2024) for the relief of W. F. Peck and 
M. B. Gott; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 2025) for the relief of James W. Creighton, 
as postmaster at Camino, El Dorado County, Calif., for money 
(gold coin) lost in transit after remittance left the Camino post 
office; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2026) for the relief of Evelyn Browne; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2027) for the relief of Maurice B. Browne; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2028) for the relief of Mande Browne 
Matkins, formerly Maude Browne; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2029) for the relief of Thomas A. Winn; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2030) for the relief of Anna W. Newman; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2031) to correct the military record of 
James M. Wiley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2032) to correct the military record of 
Daniel Schneider; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2033) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the Preston School of Industry, of Waterman, 
State of California, two German cannons or fleldpieces; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Colfax, State of California, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2035) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Roseville, State of California, two 
Pei cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2036) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lincoln, State of California, two 
2 cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sutter Creek, State of California, two 
Serman cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2038) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jamestown, State of California, two Ger- 
men cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2039) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Corning, State of California, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2040) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Downieville, State of California, two Ger- 
ma cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2041) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Dunsmuir, State of California, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2042) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Adin, State of California, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2043) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Angels Camp, State of California, two 
oo cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2044) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Anderson, State of California, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2045) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Weaverville, State of California, two 
German e&nnons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2046) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Portola, State of California, two Ger- 
man cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2047) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cedarville, State of California, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2048) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Susanville, State of California, two Ger- 
man cabnons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2049) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cottonwood, State of California, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2050) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Greenville, State of California, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2051) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jackson, State of California, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2052) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Quincy, State of California; two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2053) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Mariposa, State of California, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2054) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Auburn, State of California, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2055) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Westwood, State of California, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2056) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Grass Valley, State of California, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2057) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Markleeville, State of California, two 
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German cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Sonora, State of California, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2059) authorizing the Secretary of War 
te donate to the city of Redding, State of California, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2060) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Alturas, State of California, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2061) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Nevada City, State of California, two 
German cannous or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2062) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of San Andreas, State of California, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2063) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Yreka, State of California, two German 
cannons or fieldpieges; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2064) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Red Bluff, State of California, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2065) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Placerville, State of California, two 
German cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 2066) granting a pension 
to William E. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2967) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Searcy; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Graft; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2069) granting an Increase of pension to 
Edward H. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2070) granting an increase of pension to 
Surah E. Knight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2071) granting a pension to Hannah 
Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2072) granting an increase of pension to 
Ella Broderick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2073) granting a pension to Sarah Beason; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2074) granting a pension to Ed Colins; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2075) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Fenner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2076) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Nickel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2077) granting a pension to Hettie Jane 
Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2078) for the relief of Purdy Trager; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2079) to correct the military record of 
John W. Terry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

«Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of New Sharon, State of Iowa, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2081) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Albia, State of Iowa, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the- town of Oskaloosa, State of Iowa, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2083) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of What Cheer, State of Iowa, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sigourney, State of Iowa, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Montezuma, State of Iowa, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2086) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Newton, State of Iowa, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) granting an increase of pension to 
Elmira Colins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 2088) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Vaughn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2089) granting an increase of pension to 
Ulysses Drinnon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2090) granting a pension to Hiram G. 
Price; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2091) granting a pension to Barsha Story; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2092) granting a pension to Frances E. 
Griffin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2093) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2094) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2095) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachael M. Goin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2096) granting a pension to Merico E. 
Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2097) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Blevins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 2008) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Gaby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2089) granting a pension to Lelia Cox; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to Ollie Frazier; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) granting a pension to William 
Woodby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) granting a pension to Isabella L. 
Williamson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2103) granting an increase of pension to 
William Estes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) granting an increase of pension to 
Ardil Drinon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 2105) for the 
relief of Milton M. Fenner; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2106) for the relief of Willet Pierce: to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2107) for the rellef of Orrin F. Strick- 
land; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2108) granting an increase of pension to 
Lima Mabie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2109) granting an increase of pension to 
Edith C. Oakley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2110) for the 
relief of Wilson Jones; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2111) for the relief of William T. Rifle; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2112) granting an increase of pensicn to 
William T. Marshall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2113) granting a pension to Rebecca T. 
Alexander; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2114) granting a pension to Sophia Mul- 
lenax; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2115) granting a pension to Jossie Laffin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) granting a pension to Sarah J. Kel- 
lison ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2118) granting a pension to Martha High- 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Penslons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2119) granting an increase of pension to 
Elsie Jenkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2120) granting a pension to Joanna Manear; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2121) granting an increase of penslon to 
Sarah E. McKeever; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2122) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob P. Marling; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROACH: A bill (H. R. 2128) for the relief of the 
Thompson-Vache Boat Co., of Bonnots Mill, Mo.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2124) for the relief of Alfred Mason; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2125) for the relief of Chancey F. Bar- 
tholomew; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) for the relief of C. C. Carson; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2127) granting a pension to Eliza Cos- 
lett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2128) granting a pension to Latitia Fer- 
guson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2129) granting an increase of pension to 
Abbie Hager; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2130) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Griffith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2131) granting a pension to Fannie Till- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2132) granting a pension te Nancy J. 
Whitman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2133) granting a pension to Rebecca J. 
Gouge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2134) granting a pension to Samuel G. 
Riggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2135) authorizing the Secretary of Labor 
to permanently admit, under suitable regulations and require- 
ments to be prescribed by him, Jacob Kalaf, son of N. J. Kalaf, 
a citizen of the United States; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. $ 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2136) granting an 
increase of pension to Bertram B. Soper; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2137) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Lavery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2138) granting 
an increase of pension to Vina Hacker; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2139) granting an increase of pension to 
Lovina Craig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2140) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2141) granting a pension to Nancy J. 
Grider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2142) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha J. Starnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2143) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper N. Stanfill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2144) granting a pension to Louis Winkler; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2145) granting a pension to Grant Combs ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2146) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Harlan; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2147) granting a pension to Lee T. Phil- 
pot; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. McFarland; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a hill (H. R. 2149) granting a pension to John Johnson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2150) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2151) granting a pension to Howard Hines; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2152) granting an increase of pension to 
Chester A. Herd; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2153) granting an increase of pension te 
Elijah Forman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2154) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles N. Cannon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 2155) granting a pension to Silas G. 
Burkett; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2156) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Arnold; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2157) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Abston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) granting a pension to Edward Hail; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2159) granting a pension to Floyd Lax- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2160) granting a pension to Jesse Gibson ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2161) granting a pension to Henry Carter; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2162) granting a pension to George Baker; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2163) granting an increase of pension to 
G. A. Settle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2164) granting a pension to Mournin 
Scott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2165) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Whitley; to the Committee on Pensions.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2166) granting a pension to David 
Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2167) granting a pension to Isaac Town- 
send; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2168) granting a pension to Daniel W. 
Higginbotham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2169) granting a pension to William C. 
Wooton ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2170) granting a pension to Joe Woods; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2171) granting a pension to William H. 
Stanberry ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2172) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Jones; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of John Clay Colson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2174) for the relief of Emily J. Mullins; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2175) granting a pension to Henry Dyer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Nellie A. Hope; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2177) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Lee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Childers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2179) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2180) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy Centers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred D. Warde; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2182) granting an increase of pension to 
Anderson Downey: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Wray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2184) granting a pension to Lafayette R. 
Kincaid; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) granting an increase of pension to 
Ben B. Sell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2186) granting an increase of pension to 
Tempie Dyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2187) granting a pension to Mary Hub- 
bard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2188) granting a pension to William 
Napier; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to Mike Grubb; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2190) granting a pension to Ruth V. 
Hutchens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2191) granting a pension to William C. 
Knuckles; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2192) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Brewer: to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Charles 
Burch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2194) for 
the relief of Arthur H. Bagshaw; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2195) for the relief of D. Murray Cum- 
mings; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2196) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Byam; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 2197) granting an increase of pension to 
Angus J. MacDonald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) granting an increase of pension to 
Gertrude Meloy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 2199) for the relief of Marion 
Banta; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2200) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Trimble County, State of Kentucky, four German 
eannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2201) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Carroll County, State of Kentucky, four German 
cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2202) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Gallatin County, State of Kentucky, four German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2203) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Boone County, State of Kentucky, four German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2204) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Grant County, State of Kentucky, four Ger- 
man cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2205) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Kenton County, State of Kentucky, six German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2206) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Pendleton County, State of Kentucky, four German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2207) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Campbell County, State of Kentucky, six German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: A bill (H. R. 2208) grant- 
ing a pension to Rosalia M. Burroughs; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2209) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Parks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) granting a pension to Emma J. Phil- 
hower; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2211) granting an increase of pension to 
Arminda Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2212) for the relief of James P. Cornes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2213) granting 
a pension to Rose Davidson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2214) for the relief of Earl Mankin; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2215) for the relief of George W. Woodall; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2216) granting a pension to Martin L. 
Stokesberry: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2217) granting a pension to Jennie Alex- 
ander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2218) granting a pension to Oscar Okes; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2219) granting a pension to William M. 
Keen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2220) granting a pension to Samira E. 
Cooprider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2221) granting a pension to Mary E. Gates; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2222) to correct the military record of 
John C. Cummins; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2223) to correct the military record of 
John W. Gulley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2224) for the relief of James McD. Hays; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2225) to correct the military record of 
Thornton Jackson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2226) for the relief of John W. Baker; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2227) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Rockville, Park County, State of In- 
diana, four German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2228) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Coatesville, Hendricks County, State 
of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2229) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Greencastle, Putnam County, State of 
Indiana, four German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2230) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Newport, Vermilion County, State of 
Indiana, four German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2231) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Brazil, Clay County, State of Indiana, 
four German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2232) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Danville, Hendricks County, State of 
Indiana, four German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2233) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Terre Haute, Vigo County, State of 
Indiana, four German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2234) for the re- 
lief of the parents of Charles James Crow, deceased; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SANDLIN: A bill (H. R. 2235) for the relief of 
Augusta C. Todd and the heirs of T. Alonzo Walker; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2236) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
A. Wolfson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill 1H. R. 2237) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lena Campbell; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2238) granting a pension to Mary Sanders; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2239) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2240) granting an incrense of pension to 
Edith L. Honland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2241) granting a 
pension to Clara S. Schuler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Peusions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2242) granting a pension to Bertha Mann; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 2243) for the relief of Florence M. Beck- 
sted; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2244) for the relief of H. B. Stout; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2245) for the relief of the Columbia Steam 
Laundry; to the Committee on Claims. > : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2246) for the relief of Warren & Cribbs; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2247) for the relief of the Carroll Motor 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2248) for the relief of Emma LaMee; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2249) granting a pension to Pet Floyd; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2250) for the relief of Jessie M. White; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2251) for the relief of Archibald L. Mac- 
nair; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 2252) granting a pension to 
Ella Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2253) granting an increase of pension to 
Vesta M. Leet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2254) granting a pension to Jane Platner; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2255) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus C. Hartel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2256) granting a pension to Sophia Hub- 
bard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2257) granting a pension to Alice Z. 
Sherwin; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (II. R. 2258) for the relief of James 
J. McAllister; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITHWICK: A bill (H. R. 2259) for the purchase 
of a site for and the erection of a post-office bullding at 
Quincy, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2260) increasing the limit of cost for a 
Federal building at Marianna, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2261) to acquire a site for a public building 
at Panama City, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2262) for the erection of a public post-office 
building at De Funiak Springs, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2263) for the relief of the receiver of the 
Gulf, Florida & Alabama Railway Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2264) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to equitably determine and confirm by patent the title 
to lots in the city of Pensacola, Fla.; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2265) for the relief of occupants of certain 
premises within the naval station at Pensacola, Fla.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2266) for the relief of Fannie Langley; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2267) granting a pension to Jerome B. 
Butler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2268) granting a pension to Angie Scanks; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2269) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza F. Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 2270) granting a pension to 
Julia Conger; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2271) granting a pension to Mariah C. 
Kent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2272) granting a pensiun to Emma Page; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2273) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 2274) granting a pension to Mary R. Hep- 
burn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2275) granting a pension to Mary Russell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2276) granting a pension to Addie Gratton ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2277) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarissa G. Antiss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2278) granting a pension to Edith Doty; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Phanettie 
Ormsbee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2280) granting a pension to Elmira 
Pariseaux; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2281) granting a pension to Julia Laroue; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2282) granting a 
pension to Marguerite B. Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2283) granting a pension to George Arthur 
Johnstone; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2284) granting a pension to Susie F. 
Austin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2285) granting a pension to Anna Lee 
McCornack ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2286) to correct the military record of 
Sylvester De Forest; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2287) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of William M. De Hart; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2288) for the relief of John J. Beattie; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2289) for the relief of the heirs of Garrett 
Walsh, sr.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2290) for the relief of Nellie Hickey; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2291) for the relief of Charles C. Hughes; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: A bill (H. R. 2292) for the relief of 
Joel C. Clore; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 2293) for the 
relief of Harvey H. Padgett; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2294) grant- 
ing a pension to Josephine Albert; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2295) granting a pension to Rhoda P. 
Eiselman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2296) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Drenning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2297) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria ©. Faloon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) granting an increase of pension to 
Juliann Fyock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2299) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Higley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2300) granting a pension to William G. 
McEthaney, alias William G. McElharney ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2301) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2302) granting a pension to Mabel Ortz; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2303) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Shirley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2304) granting a pension to Margaret C. 
Spealman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2305) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Thorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2306) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara J. Gillespie: to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2307) granting a pension to Joseph Serra; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2308) for the relief of Artemus W. Pentz; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Robert Laird, sr.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2310) to correct the military record of 
Harrison H. Hollowell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2311) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2312) granting an increase of pension to 
Roxanna Fleming; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 2313) authorizing 
the issuance of a patent to William Brown; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 


By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 2314) granting a national 
charter to organize and maintain subordinate chapters of the 
Kül Delta Omega fraternities; to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2315) for the relief of Morris S. Baker; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2316) for the relief of W. J. Berry; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2317) for the relief of Arthur Frost; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2818) for the relief of John Mehan; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2319) for the relief of John H. MeAtee; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2320) for the relief of Beryl M. McHam; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2321) for the relief of Ruthie J. Nance, 
widow of Isaac N. Nance; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2322) for the relief of Seth A. Welch; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2328) granting a pension to James H. 
Johns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2324) granting a pension to Anna P. Me- 
Croskey ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2325) granting a pension to James A. Me- 
Guire; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Emma Moore; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2327) granting a pension to Edward Shaw; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2328) granting a pension to Louis Win- 
bray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2329) granting a pension to F. M. Snider; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2330) granting a pension to Frederick 
Dose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2331) grantin- a pension to Frank 
Warden ; to the Committee on Invalid : ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2332) granting a rension to Emma Jane 
Daugherty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2333) for the relief of George H. Holman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 2334) for the relief of the heirs 
of Simon M. Preston; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2335) for the relief of J. Jessop & Sons; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2336) for the relief of F. J. Belcher, jr., 
trustee for Ed Fletcher; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2337) granti + a pension to Jennie G. 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2338) granting a pension to Rosamond G. 
Dailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2339) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine C. Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Henry E. 
Rubendall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2341) for the relief of Henry J. Corcoran; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2342) for the relief of Gordon G. Mac- 
Donald; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SWOOPE: A bill (H. R. 2343) for the relief of 
George Valentine; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Zora B. Custer; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. + 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2345) granting a pension to Lydia S. Dun- 
lap; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2346) granting a pension to Priscilla Alli- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2347) granting a pension to Margaret Daw- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) granting an increase of pension to 
Priscilla A. Pinney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2349) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2350) granting a pension to Martha R. 
Potts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2351) granting a pension to Hattie M. 
Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2352) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Haines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2353) granting a pension to George 


Gram; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2354) granting a pension to Henry Heil- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (II. R. 2355) granting a pension to Hannah 
Truby; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 2356) granting a pension to 
Emma A. Curl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2357) granting a pension to Sarah 
Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2338) granting a pension to Esther A. 
Deyo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2359) granting a pension to Ellen L. Cur- 
ran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2360) granting a peasion to Perry Wil- 
liams, alias David Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2361) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Hoxie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 2362) granting an increase of 
pension to John Carroll; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2363) granting a pension to Seth P. Eames; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2364) granting a pension to John A. 
McNeil; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2365) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. P. Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 2366) granting 
a pension to Dorthula E. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: A bil (H. R. 2367) granting a pension 
to Kate Clear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2368) granting à pension to Lizzie C. 
Masters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, d bill (H. R. 2369) granting a pension to Russell De- 
walt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THATCHER: A bill (H. R. 2370) granting a pension 
to William Henry Bush; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2371) for the relief of Lewis H. Francke 
and Blanche F. Shelley, sole legal heirs of Ralph K. Warring- 
ton; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2372) for the relief of Albert Neurath 
and W. R. Milward; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2378) for the relief of the Standard Oil 
Co, at Savannah Ga.; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2874) for the relief of William Koop; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2375) for the relief of Christine Bren- 
zinger; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2376) granting 
un increase of pension to Percy H. Allen; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) for the relief of the county court of 
Allen County, Ky.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2378) granting an inerease of pension to 
Jolin Adkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2379) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances W. Blakey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2380) for the relief of Dr. John H. Black- 
burn; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2381) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Bird; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2382) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Hampton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2383) granting an increase of pension to 
Filen Whalin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2384) for the relief of John H. Wing- 
field ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Gillis W. 
Webb; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2386) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward R. Roll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2387) granting an increase of pension to 
Mattie Roberts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2388) granting a pension to Nancy B. 
Raney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2389) granting a pension to William P. 
Raney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2390) granting a pension to Roy Gann; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to Florence 
Maxey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2392) granting a pension to Decatur D. 
Kinser; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2393) to provide for the granting of pen- 
sions to survivors of certain battalions of Kentucky Militia; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2394) granting a pension to Eugene Key; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2395) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2396) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Joseph B. Harris; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to J. W. Gossett; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2398) granting a pension to Martha Flener; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2399) for the relief of Dr. W. M. Ewing; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2400) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Dockery; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2401) granting an increase of pension to 
John Coombs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2402) for the relief of C. M. Cole; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2403) for the erection of a public building 
at Central City, Muhlenberg County, Ky.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2404) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Coats; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2405) granting an increase of pension to 
James Carey; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2406) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Anderson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2407) granting an increase of pension to 
Willis M. Haynes; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2408) granting an increase of pension to 
Effa Jane Hancock; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2409) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine Richards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2410) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Adairville, Ky., one German cannon or 
fleldplece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2411) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Russellville, county of Logan, State of 
Kentucky, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2412) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Glasgow, county of Barren, State of Ken- 
tucky, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to 
Arthur R. Blakeslee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2414) granting a pension to John T. 
O'Neil; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2415) to correct the military record of 
Robert E. A. Landauer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 2416) for the relief of F. Joseph Chatter- 
ton; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 2417) for the rellef of 
atom of Jarib L. Sanderson, deceased ; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2418) for the relief of Russell H. Lindsay; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2419) for the relief of Michael Curran; 
to the committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2420) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Warren R. Reed; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2421) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Matthew Thomas; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. M 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2422) granting a pension to Ludwig Zug- 
ner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 2423) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Longstaff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Jennie Gil- 
lick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2425) granting a pension to Victoria M. 
Ray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) granting a pension to Louis Weiss; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to William H. 
Goodman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to William II. 
Petitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 2429) for the relief of 
Rosa E. Plummer; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2430) for the relief of Richard M. Fisher; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2431) for the relief of Blanche Winters; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2432) granting an Increase of pension to 
Brother Buis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2433) granting a pension to Visa A. 
Moser Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2434) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret F. Freeman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2435) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Jenkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2436) granting a pension to Ernestine 
Romeiser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2437) granting an increase of pension to 
Zula A. Springer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2438) granting a pension to Sophia Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2439) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Anthony, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2440) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Arlington, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2441) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Ashland, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2442) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Attica, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Milltary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2443) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Cimarron, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2444) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Coldwater, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2445) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Dighton, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2446) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Dodge City, State of Kansas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2447) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Elkhart, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2448) authorizing the Secretary of War 


to donate to the city of Garden City, State of Kansas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2449) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Garfield, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2450) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Harper, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2451) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Great Bend, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2452) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Greensburg, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2453) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Kingman, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2454) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


donate to the city of Hugoton, State of Kansas, one German | 


cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2455) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Hutchinson, State of Kansas, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2456) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Johnson, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2457) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Kinsley, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2458) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Jetmore, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2459) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of La Crosse, State of Kansas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2460) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lakin, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2461) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Larned, State of Kansas, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2462) authorizing the Secretary of War tò 
donate to the city of Leoti, State of Kansas, one German can- 
non or, fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2463) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lewis, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2464) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Liberal, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2465) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lyons, State of Kansas, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2466) authorizing the Secretary of War ‘to 
donate to the city of Meade, State of Kansas, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2467) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Medicine Lodge, State of Kansas, 
ne 8 cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2468) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Ness City, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2469) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Pratt, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2470) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of St. John, State of Kansas, one 
German cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2471) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Scott City, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2472) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Stafford, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2473) authorizing the Secretary of War 
| to donate to the city of Sterling, State of Kansas, one German 
| cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H., R. 2474) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Syracuse, State of Kansas. one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2475) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
| donate to the city of Tribune, State of Kansas, one German 
| cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2476) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ulysses, State of Kansas, one German 
| cannon or fieldpiece: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2477) granting a pension to James M. 
Cline; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 2478) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alice A. Sweet; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2479) granting a pension to Carrie E. 
Sparks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2480) granting an increase of pension 
Fannie L. Potter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bll (H. R. 2481) granting an increase of pension 
Jennie E. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2482) granting an increase of pension 
| Margaret M. Luce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2483) granting an increase of pension 
Esther E. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2484) granting an increase of pension 
Roxana Delamarter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2485) granting a pension to Margaret 
Devlin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2486) granting a pension to Mary L. Dill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2487) granting an increase of pension 
Ellen Cranston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2488) granting an increase of penston 
Rose E. Cain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2489) granting an increase of pension 
Margaret A. Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2490) granting an increase of pension 
Emma Button; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2491) granting an increase of pension 
Harriet ©. Bristol; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2492) granting an increase of pension 
Clara E. Brass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2493) granting a pension to Ency A. Harris 
Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 2494) for the relief of 
the owner of the steamer Norfolk; to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 
harge Consolidation 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 


2495) for the relief of the owners of the 
Coastwise No. 24; to the Committee on 


2496) for the relief of the Staples Trans- 
portation Co., of Fall River, Mass.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2497) for the relief of the owners of the 
steam tug Juno; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2498) for the relief of the East LaHave 
Transportation Co. (Ltd.), owner, A. Picard & Co., owner of 
cargo, and George H. Corkum, Leopold S. Conrad, Wilson Zinck, 
Freeman Beck, Sidney Knickle, and Norman E. LeGay, crew 
of the schooner Con Rein, sunk by U. S. submarine KA, to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2499) for the relief of John F. O'Neil; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2500) for the relief of George C. Hussey; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2501) for the relief of Frank Williams; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2502) for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner 7’. K. Bentley; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of Francis M. Roberts; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 2504) for the relief of C. W. 
Shumate; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2505) for the relief of the widow of John 
Curtis Staton; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2506) for the relief of the parents of 
Jeanette Smith; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2507) for the relief of Ella Edmondson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2508) for the relief of Ethel Williams; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2509) for the relief of John Wesley Clark; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2510) making an appropriation to pay an 
award in favor of the Silver Lake Park Co.; to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 2511) granting a pension to 
Minnie E. Shipler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2512) for the relief of Roger Lewis Hal- 
den; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2513) for the relief of Francis Koontz; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2514) for the relief of John Doyle, alias 
Jolin Geary; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2515) for the relief of Edward H. Lock- 
wood; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2516) granting a pension to Raymond A, 
Zehnder; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2517) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in case of Eugene C. Wilson: to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2518) for the relief of Elizabeth T. Wells; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2519) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Tower; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2520) for the relief of John B. Sanford; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2521) for the relief of Mark A. Skinner; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2522) for the relief of Richard A. Schwab; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2523) for the relief of Samuel Charles 
Hampton; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2524) fixing the term of service of Elijah 
©, Putnam during the Civil War; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2525) for the relief of Philippine Scouts 
officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2526) to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint Homer A. Berger an officer of the 
Navy and to place him on the retired list; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2527) for the relief of Samuel Charles 
Hampton; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2528) for the relief of Hannah Parker; 
to the Committee on Military Affuirs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2529) for the relief of Samuel J. Morgan; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2530) granting a pension to William 


Muguire; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2531) for the relief of Maj. Dean Mona- 
han; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2532) authorizing the President to appoint 
Thomas F. Long a lieutenant (senior grade) in the United 
States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2533) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard C. Kimbrough; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2534) granting an increase of pension to 
David M. Hammond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2535) granting an increase of pension to 
Eyerill J. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2536) granting an increase of pension to 
Julla E. Hoadley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) granting a pension to Ben K. 
Duffy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2538) granting a pension to Thomas 
Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2539) granting a pension to Clara ©. 
Parker; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2540) granting a pension to W. S. Coburn: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2541) for the relief of Sarah T. Chamber- 
lain; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2542) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary S. Bisco; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. VARE: A bin (II. R. 2543) granting pensions to 
the survivors of the Samoan disaster; to the Committee on 
Pensions 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 2544) granting a pension 
to Pheby Houck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2545) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Limes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2546) granting a pension to Agatha M. 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2547) granting a pension to Adaline 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2548) granting a pension to Sarah E. Ford; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2549) granting a pension to Mary Cath- 
erine Brandyberry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2550) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Gill; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2551) granting an increase of pension to 
Mattie E. Prewitt: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2552) granting a pension to Esther M. 
Huffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2553) granting an increase of pension to 
Orpha Young; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2554) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Conner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2555) granting a pension to John B. Mills; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2556) granting an increase of pension to 
Russell F. Oliver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2557) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward F. Reed; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2558) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Whitehead; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2559) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Yelle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2560) granting a pension to Parthine 
Curtis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2561) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilber ©, Gahret; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2562) granting an increase of pension to 
Cora Booram; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2568) granting an increase of pension to 
William Richey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2564) granting a pension to Florence 

sirton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2565) granting a pension to Armilda Bur- 
reaughs; to the Committee on Pensions, 
` By Mr. WARD of New York: A bill (H. R. 2566) granting 
a pension to Edward Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) granting an increase of pension to 
Celynda Werner Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATRES: A bill (H. R. 2568) for the relief of 
Patrick J. Langan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2569) granting a pension to Americo 
Furiosi; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2570) granting an increase of pension to 
August F. Getz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2571) granting a pension to James K. 
Harvey; to the Committee on Pensioris. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2572) granting a pension to Cora I. Fisher; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2573) granting a pension to Alvira M. 
Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2574) granting a pension to Nellie Roche 
McAndrew; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 2575) granting a pension to 
James Mullen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2576) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel Hubbard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2577) granting a pension to Ellen J. 
Kramer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2578) granting a pension to Mary H. 
Pennypacker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2579) granting a pension to Anna D. Trace; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLER: A bill (H. R. 2580) granting a pension to 
Fannie Lyon; to the Commitiee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2581) granting a pension to Eliza H. Lock- 
wood; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2582) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Creighton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WELSH: A bill (H. R. 2583) granting a pension to 
Patrick O’Donald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2584) granting a pension to Mary L. Reese; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 2585) for the relief 
of I. L. Snow Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2586) to correct the military record of 
James Burke; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) granting a pension to Patrick F. 
Dwyer; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2588) granting a pension to Fannie F. 
Lermond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2589) granting a pension to Almedia M. 
Flanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2590) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice E. Holland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2591) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara J. Emerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2592) granting a pension to Madora A. 
Lander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2593) granting a pension to Angie H. 
Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2594) granting a pension to Lelia E. 
Bowley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2595) granting a pension to Lizzie J. 
Levensaler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 2596) grant- 
ing a pension to Alice Loree; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2597) granting a pension to Mary D. 
Griffith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 2598) to quiet 
title to the lands embraced in the Hot Springs Reservation in 
Arkansas and for the relief of the estate of Juan Filhiol; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2599) for the 
relief of Frank Schultz; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2600) granting an increase of pension to 
Dora Alice Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2601) granting a pension to Mary Frank; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2602) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. McMillan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2603) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Dukate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2604) granting an increase of pension to 
Willard D. Cook; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2605) granting a pension to Annie M. 
Fay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2606) granting a pension to Caroline 
Dunaway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 2607) for the relief of Jesse 
L. Meeks; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2608) for the relief of James M. Wright; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2609) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Reeves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2610) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Lee; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2611) to provide for the interment of 
Capt. Edward William Benjamin Nowland in the national 
28 at Fort Smith, Ark.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2612) granting a pension to Cloe Jones; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2613) granting a pension to Minnie Bris- 
coe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 2614) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Clifford; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 2615) granting a pension to 
William G. Glasgow; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2616) for the relief of John F. White and 
Mary L. White; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 2617) granting an increase of 
pension to Lawson Ellsworth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2618) granting an increase of pension to 
Claude S. Kellogg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2619) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Lunau; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2620) granting an increase of pension to 
Stanley Hallman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2621) granting an increase of pension to 
L. Anna Mavity; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2622) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2623) granting a pension to Annah A. 
Parsons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2624) granting a pension to Anna E. 
Pagett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2625) granting an increase of pension t 
Charlotte Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2626) granting a pension to Sarah 8. 
Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2627) to correct the military record of 
Francis B. Cornell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2628) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Spurrier; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2629) to correct the military record of 
Patterson Mehaffie; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2630) to correct the military record of 
Daniel C. Darroch; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) to correct the military record of 
G. W. Gilkison; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. R. 2632) granting a pension 
to Gilbert J. Lalonde; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2633) for the relief of Francis Forbes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2634) for the relief of George H. Gilbert; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2635) for the relief of George H. Gilbert; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2686) for the relief of Harold Holst; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of John Winton; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2638) granting a pension to Emeline Bur- 
ley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2639) granting a pension to Sarah 
Blakely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2640) granting a pension to Wililam L. 
Delow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2641) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Guthrie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2642) granting a pension to William F. 
Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2643) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2644) granting a pension to William R. 
Plessner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2645) for the relief of Ethel Proctor; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R 2646) for the relief of 
Ida Fey; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2647) for the relief of Lena Garagnon 
Owens; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2648) granting a pension to Thomas F. 
Bailey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2649) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Hermann; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2650) granting a pension to C. M. Middle- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2651) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Porter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2652) granting a pension to Lina Real; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2653) granting an Increase of pension to 
Mary E. Trask; to the Committee on Pensions. 


72 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—- HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 5, 


Also, a bell (H. R. 2654) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary S. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2655) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 2656) to permit the cor- 
rection of the general account of Robert G. Hilton, former 
Assistant Treasurer of the United States; to the Committee on 
Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

1. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Gobierno 
Municipal De Talisay Provincia De Negros Occidental, I. F., 
favoring the independence of the Philippine Islands; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

2. Also (by request), petition of the board of managers of 
the Washington Academy of Sciences, urging the President and 
Congress to give the welfare of science in the United States 
their consideration and assistance; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, 

3. Also (by request), petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
in the Wells Memorial Church, requesting the President to 
pardon Comptroller Craig, of New York City, and that Congress 
enact legislation affecting sentence for contempt; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

4. Also (by request), petition of the mayor, council, business 
men's associations, and clubs of Sheboygan, Wis., requesting 
Congress to provide money for the erection of a new post-office 
building at Sheboygan, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

5. Also (by request), petition of the Rev. W. S. Hayward, 
Syracuse, N. V., to amend the Constitution to read “by recog- 
nizing the authority and law of Jesus Christ”; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

6. Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of West- 
minster, Mass., requesting the creation of some agency of the 
Federal Government which shall have power to fix a maximum 
price on coal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

7. Also (by request), petition of a mass meeting of citizens 
of Rowley, Mass., requesting the creation of an agency of 
the Federal Government which shall have all the powers to 
fix a maximum price on coal; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

8. Also (by request), petition of Grand Parlor, Native Sons of 
the Golden West, San Francisco, Calif., favoring the exclusion 
of aliens ineligible to citizenship, also barring citizenship to 
children born in this country to parents ineligible; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

9. Also (by request), petition of the board of supervisors of 
Greenlee County, Ariz., that appropriations be made for the 
construction and maintenance of highways on Indian reserva- 

tions in Arizona; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

10, Also (by request), petition of the board of supervisors 
of Pima County, Ariz, that appropriations be made for the 
construction and maintenance of highways on Indian reserva- 
tions in Pima County, Ariz.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

11. Also (by request), petition of the Society of the Third 
Division, Philadelphia, Pa., advocating that the Volstead Act 
be amended to permit of the manufacture of light wines and 
beer of a reasonable alcoholic content; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

12. Also (by request), petition of the Society of the Third 
Division, Philadelphia, Pa., that every alien now in the United 
States not a citizen be required to register at the nearest police 
station; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

13. Also (by request), petition of the Society of the Third 
Division, Philadelphia, Pa., recommending that our Military 
and Naval Establishments be in no way diminished from that 
which it stands to-day; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

14. Also (by request), petition of David Larkin and 240 other 
citizens of Chicago, III., to so change the law as to permit the 
sale of wine and beer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

15. Also (by request), petition of the Greeters of Florida, to 
establish a bureau of publicity to advertise“ See America first“ 
under the direction of the Department of the Interior for our 
States and Territories and the Provinces of Canada; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

16. Also (by request), petition of the citizens and residents 
of San Antonio, indorsing a uniform and equal standard for 
rating all United States war veterans with disabilities of serv- 
ice origin; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 


17, Also (by request), petition of Assoclation of Governmental 
Labor Officials of the United States and Canada, favoring the 
adoption of a constitutional amendment to standardize the 
hours of labor for women employed in manufacturing establish- 
ments; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

18. Also (by request), petition of Filipinos in Hawaii, up- 
holding the action of the Legislature of the Philippines request- 
ing the National Government and the President to remove 
Leonard Wood as Governor General of the Philippines; to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

19. Also (by request), petition of the council of the city 
of Lebanon, Pa., protesting against the absorption of the 
Philadelphia & Reading Railway Co. in whole or in part with 
either the New York Central or Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
systems; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

20. Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of the 
town of Somerset, requesting the creation of an agency of the 
Federal Government which shall have the power to fix a maxi- 
mum price for coal; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. r 

21. Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of the 
town. of Sandwich, requesting the creation of an agency of 
the Federal Goyernment which shall have the power to fix a 
maximum price for coal; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

22. Also (by request), petition of the Rev. M. Einkest, New 
York City, Seaman’s Mission Church, to amend the Constitu- 
tion to read “by recognizing the authority and law of Jesus 
Christ“; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

23. Also (by request), petition of A. F. Hamacek, Chicago, 
III., requesting an appropriation to build a ship of an Improved 
design or rebuild some of the ships now on hand; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

24. By Mr. BEERS: Papers to accompany H. R. 812, grant- 
ing a pension to Clara Irene Willis; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

25. By Mr. BRIGGS: Petition of Mr. Richard R. Baker, jr., 
of Austin, Tex., regarding allowances, etc., to Army officers who 
were discharged from the Regular Establishment last year: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

26. Also, petition of J. H. Stamps and others, Fort Worth, 
Tex., regarding increase in salary for postal employees; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

27. Also, petition of the Galveston Commercial Association 
indersing proposed project of the intracoastal canal with a 
minimum depth of 9 feet and width of 100 feet; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

28. Also, petition of the mayor and commissioners of Texas 
City, indorsing proposed project of the intracoastal canal with 
a minimum depth of 9 feet and width of 100 feet; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

29. Also, petition of Mr. S. M. Wilcox and others, advocating 
amendment of retirement act; to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

30. Also, petition of Mr. E. D. Stevenson, Liberty, Tex., in- 
dorsing bill for relief of rural mail carriers; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

31. By Mr. BURTON: Petition of B’nai Jeshurun Sisterhood, 
of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against proposed legislation tend- 
ing to exclude Hebrew, Slavic, and Latin peoples, and a further 
opening of the doors to British, German, and Seandinavian im- 
migrants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

32. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of Central Trades and Labo- 
Council of Greater New York and vicinity to Congress that 
they inquire into the causes leading up to the sentence of Comp- 
troller Charles L. Craig, of New York City, and determine 
whether impeachment proceedings are necessary against the 
Federal judge who pronounced such sentence, and recommend- 
ing that our Federal and State laws be so amended as to re- 
quire the election of judges by the people in whatever courts; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

33. By Mr. DARROW: Petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade urging reduction in the rates of taxation; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

34. By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of F. H. Taylor and other 
citizens of Indiana opposing any legislation which would pro- 
hibit the manufacture and sale of the pistol and revolver; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

85. By Mr. FISH: Petition of A. C. Dutton Lumber Corpora- 
tion, Poughkeepsie, N. Y., asking for an examination and survey 
of a rock in the Hudson River at the city of Poughkeepsie, N. 
J.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

36. By Mr. FRENCH: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Idaho, favoring an amendment to the Constitution tu 
tax securities; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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37. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of the Presi- 
dent's Council of Women's Organizations of Tacoma, Wash., 
protesting enactment of any bill containing a statute of limita- 
tion running against the wards of the Government; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

38. By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of the board of directors 
of Associated Industries of New York State, requesting the 
Representatives of New York in Congress to use their influ- 
ence to maintain the transportation act of 1920; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

39. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of George 
Gaar Henry Post, New York City, opposing any legislation of a 
national character which would pay a bonus to able-bodied 
yeterans; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

40. Also, petition of the board of directors of the Fifth 
Avenue Association (Inc.), New York City, approving the pro- 
posed plan of the Secretary of the Treasury for a reduction 
of taxes, and protesting against the adoption of the proposed 
bonus measure which would defeat this plan; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

41. Also, petition of New York Employing Printers’ Associa- 
tion (Inc.), approying the tax-reduction program advocated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

42. Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, 
favoring a reduction of taxes by the Sixty-eighth Congress; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

43. Also, petition of the board of managers of the children’s 
hospital, protesting against the classification of nurses other 
than professional; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

44. Also, petition of Richmond Hill Republican Club, favor- 
ing the manufacture and sale of light wines and beer; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

45. Also, petition of Third National Convention Military 
Order of the World War, supporting vigorous development of 
the Air Service in all branches; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

46. Also, petition of third national convention Military Order 
of the World War, indorsing legislation for the retirement of 
disabled emergency Army officers; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

47. Also, petition of Third National Convention Military 
Order of the World War, demanding support of adequate 
appropriation for the Army of the United States in all its 
component parts; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

48. Also, petition of Theo. Tiedemanns & Sons (Inc.), favor- 
ing u reduction of taxes and opposing the present bonus plan; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

49. Also, petition of chairman of the training-school commit- 
tee of the Samaritan Hospital, Troy, N. Y., protesting against 
the action of the personnel reclassification board in placing 
nurses in the nonprofessional or subprofessional group; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

50. Also, petition of Long Island Wood Co., Brooklyn, N. V., 
favoring reduction of taxes and opposing the enactment of a 
bonus law for able-bodied veterans; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

51, Also, petition of the Federation of Polish Hebrews of 
America, favoring a modification of the immigration law; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

52. Also, petition of the Pictorial Review Co., of New York 
City, favoring the Secretary of the Treasury’s tax-reduction 
program; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

53. Also, petition of New York State College of Agriculture 
at Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., urging the enactment of 
House bill 2243, Sixty-seventh Congress, If introduced in the 
Sixty-eighth Congress; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

54. Also, petition of Fort Bayard Chapter No. 1, Disabled 
American Veterans of the World War, protesting against Hos- 
pital Orders No. 18 and No, 18-A, in force at the United States 
Veterans’ Hospital No. 55, Fort Bayard, N. Mex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

55. Also, petition of the Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of 
the United States and Canada, Branch No. 3, favoring a modi- 
fication of the Volstead enforcement law; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

56. Also, petition of Brown & Seward, patent attorneys, New 
York City, N. Y., favoring a modification of the income tax law 
as well as a modification of the present prohibition law; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. - 

57. Also, petition of the Consumers’ League of New York, 
opposing the equal rights amendment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


58. Also, petition of Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, Brook- 
lyn, N. X., approving Secretary of Treasury Mellon’s tax re- 
duction plan; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

59. Also, petition of M. Hartranft, a citizen of New York 
City, favoring tax reduction by the Sixty-eighth Congress; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

60. Also, petition of Third National Convention Military 
Order of the World War, opposing any reduction in the present 
strength of the Regular Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

61. Also, petition of Third National Convention Military Order 
of the World War, favoring the organization and maintenance 
of an efficient nayal and marine corps; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

62. Also, petition of Trop Chocolate Corporation, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favoring the repeal of the excise tax; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

63. Also, petition of the combined councils of Hamilton 
County, American Association for the Recognition of the Irish 
Republic, Hamilton County, Ohio, protesting against the arrest 
and imprisonment of Hon. Eamon De Valera; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

64. Also, petition of board of directors of the Associated In- 
dustries of New York State (Inc.), Buffalo, N. Y., opposing 
any substantive change of the transportation act for two years 
or more; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

65. By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany 
House bill granting a pension to Gertrude Meloy; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

66. By Mr. SMITH: Petition of the joint irrigation com- 
mittee of the Canyon and Ada County Pomona Granges, 
Nampa, Idaho, urging specific relief for settlers residing on 
n projects; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
wands, 

67. Also, petition of Lewiston (Idaho) Commercial Club, urg- 
ing that the United States Navy be maintained at its full 
strength and effectiveness under the disarmament treaty; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

68. Also, petition of Idaho Falls, Idaho, Chamber of Com- 
merce, urging that the United States Navy be maintained at 
its full strength and effectiveness under the disarmament 
treaty ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

69. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of a great number of resi- 
dents of Washington County, Pa., protesting against the con- 
tinuance of tax on ammunition and firearms; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

70. By Mr. WATSON: Petition of the fall general confer- 
ence of the Schwenfelder Church, commending the efforts of 
President Coolidge and others in upholding the Jaw, safeguard- 
ing citizens, and fostering the welfare of American posterity; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 6, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rey, J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

O God, our Lord and Father, we bless Thee that Thou art 
such an accessible God. The weary, the worn, the sad, the 
broken-hearted, and even the wandering and wayward, can find 
access to Thy presence. And we rejoice that there is for us all 
the assurance that Thy guidance can be had always in every 
crisis of life. Thy leadership is assured unto us also where we 
falter and hesitate, so that when our convictions may weaker 
Thou canst give us strength fo realize the stalwartness of a 
great purpose, and to be moved upon by the energy of Thy 
Spirit. So give us Thy presence and guidance this day. 
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 
day’s proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Curtis and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it stand adjourned until 
Monday next at 12 o'clock noon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it shall stand adjourned until Monday next at 12 o'clock. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that a quorum of the House of 
Representatives had assembled; that Frepsrick H. GILLETT, a 
Representative from the State of Massachusetts, had been 
elected Speaker; that William Tyler Page, a citizen of the 
State of Maryland, had been elected Clerk; and that the House 
was ready for business. 

The message also announced that a committee of three were 
appointed by the Speaker on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to join with the committee on the part of the Senate 
to wait on the President of the United States and to notify him 
that a quorum of the two Houses bad assembled and that Con- 
gress was ready to receive any communication that he might 
be pleased to make, and that Mr. LoneworrH, Mr. Green of 
Iowa, and Mr. Garrerr cf Tennessee were appointed members 
of the committee on the part of the House. 

The message further communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. CLAUDE Kircum, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of North Carolina, and transmitted the 
resolutions of the House thereon. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. Dante J. Rrorpan, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of New York, and transmitted the 
resolutions of the House thereon. 

The message further communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. James V. Ganty, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of New York, and transmitted the resolu- 
tions of the House thereon. 

The message also communicated to the Senate tlie intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. Joun W. Rarney, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Illinois, and transmitted the reso- 
lutions of the House thereon. 

The message further communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. James C. CANTRILL, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Kentucky, and transmitted the reso- 
lutions of the House thereon. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. Bensamin G. HUMPAREYS, late a 
Representative from the State of Mississippi, and transmitted 
the resolutions of the House thereon. 

The message further communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. LurHer W. Morr, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of New York, and transmitted the resolu- 
tions of the House thereon. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. Joun M. C. Saar, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Michigan, and transmitted the 
resolutions of the House thereon. 

The message further communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. JoRN R. Tyson, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Alabama, and transmitted the resolu- 
tions of the House thereon, 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelli- 
gence of the death of Hon. L. E. Sawyer, late a Representative 
from the State of Arkansas, and transmitted the resolutions 
of the House thereon. 

The message further communicated to the Senate the resolu- 
tions of the House unanimously adopted as a tribute to the 
memory of Hon. Knute Netson, late a Senator from the State 
of Minnesota. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the resolutions 
of the House unanimously adopted as a tribute to the memory 
of Hon. Warns P. DILLINGHAM, late a Senator from the State 
of Vermont. i 

The message further communicated to the Senate the resolu- 
tions of the House unanimously adopted as a tribute to the 
memory of Hon. Samuet D. NIcHorson, late a Senator from 
the State of Colorado, k 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. LODGE and Mr. ROBINSON appeared, and 

Mr. LODGE said: Mr. President, the committee appointed 
by the Chair to notify the President have, with a similar com- 
mittee on the part of the House, attended to that duty. We saw 
the President and informed him that Congress is organized. 
The President said it is his intention to address the two 
Houses to-day at half past 12 o’clock in the Hall of the House 
of Representatives. 


RURAL CREDITS ABROAD, 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I desire to have inserted 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recoxp statements which I send to the 
desk, covering the final report of the financial transactions and 
accounts of the United States Commission to Investigate Rural 
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Credits Abroad, 
third Congress. 

In justice to the commission, as well as to myself as chair- 
man and special disbursing officer, I feel that this closing chap- 
ter respecting the use of the appropriation of $25,000 for the 
expenses of that commission should appear in the Reconp, 
showing, as it does, that instead of calling for further appro- 
priations, the commission was able to turn back {nto the 
Treasury the unused portion of the appropriation, to wit, 
$1,267.73. 

Perhaps I should have placed this report in the Recorp at 
the time and dates shown; but I hesitated at that time, feeling 
that it might be regarded as in a measure sounding the praises 
of the commission. However, I consider now that this material 
pastes) appear in the permanent records, where it will be pre- 
serv 

The information collected by this commission was made avail- 
able for general use in various public documents, but especially 
in the commission reports, Senate Documents Nos. 214, 210, 
and 380, of the Sixty-third Congress. Other works of the com- 
mission appear in hearings before the Senate and House com- 
mittees, finally culminating in the Federal farm loan act of 
July 17, 1918. 

I attach to the financial statement letters from three of the 
commissioners residing out of Washington at that time, and 
ask that the whole be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MOSES. May I ask the Senator what is the document? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I simply ask to have inserted in the REC- 
orp a statement of the accounts, showing that they have been 
audited. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Florida? The Chair hears none, 

The statement is as follows: 


as provided for in Public Law No. 293, Sixty- 


Jorx 18, 1916, 
TEEASURER OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Treasury Department. 


Dran Me. TREASURER: As temporary special disbursing officer for 
the United States Commission on Rural Credits, I inclose herewith my 
check for $1,267.73, the unexpended balance remaining to the credit 
of the appropriation for the expenses of the United States Commission 
to Investigate Rural Credits Abroad, as provided for in Public Act No. 
293, Sixty-third Congress. 

Kindly send me certificate covering this deposit at your earliest 
convenience that I may close my accounts as temporary special dis- 
bursing officer for the commission and make proper settlement thereof 
with the Auditor for the State and Other Departments. 

Respectfully yours, 
Douxcan U. FLETCHER, 
Temporary Special Disbursing Officer. 
Address: United States Senate. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OP THE TREASURER OF THR UXITED STATES, 
Washington, D. O., July 19, 1916. 

I certify that Duncan U. FLETCHER, temporary special disbursing 
officer, United States Senate, has this day deposited to the credit of the 
United States $1,267.73 on account of Uxited States Commission to 
Investigate Rural Credits Abroad—repayment, for which I have signed 
duplicate receipts. 

GEO. Fort, Assistant Treasurer United States. 


Avoevusr 1, 1910. 
Hon. Epwarp D. HEARNE, 
Auditor for State and Other Departments, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sm: I inclose herewith abstract for vouchers for disbursementa 
which I bave made as temporary disbursing officer for the United 
States Commission to Investigate Rural Credits Abroad, from February 
29, 1916, to July 1, 1916, amounting to $36.94. This completes the 
disbursements for the United States commission from its appropriation 
of $25,000, as authorized by the act of March 4, 1913, and continued 
by the act approved March 4, 1915. The disbursements in all amounted 
to $°%,732.27, for which detafled statements, receipts, and vouchers 
have been filed with your office as required by law. The unexpended 
balance of $1,267.73 has been deposited with the Treasurer of the 
United States, as shown by the Treasurer’s receipt No. 7824, dated 
July 19, 1916. 

This statement, I believe, completes my accounting for the entire 
appropriation intrusted to me as temporary special disbursing officer for 
the commission, and I will appreciate it, therefore, if you will give final 
approval to the same and release me and my bond from further obliga- 
tion thereunder, masmuch as every cent of the appropriation has been 
properly accounted for as required by law. 

Respectfully yours, 


Dencayn U. Freun, Chairman. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR FOR THE STATH AND 
OTHER DEPARTMENTS, 
Washington, D. O., August 3, 1916. 


To the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY 
(Division of Bookkeeping and Warrants): 


I certify that I have examined and settled the account of Duncan V. 
FLETCHER, temporary special disbursing agent, United States Senate, 
with the United States, from March 1, 1916, to June 30, 1916, under 
his official bond dated April 17, 1913, and find a balance due the 
United States of no dollars, as stated above. 

E. D. Hearne, Auditor. 

Entered in ledger No, —, page —. 

Date ——, 191—. 


MASSACHUSETTS AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Amherst, October 11, 1916. 
Hon. DUNCAN U. FLETCHER, 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dran Senator: I have your letter of October 5 and of the mem- 
bers of the United States commission. I feel very proud of my mem- 
bership on the commission, and only wish that I could have been of 
more real use in its deliberation. I think it did a very important 
piece of work and did it well. 

Yours very truly, Kenyon L. BUTTERFIELD, 
President. 


West VIRGINIA UNIVERSITY, 
COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE AND AGRICULTURAL 
EXPERIMENT STATION, 
Morgantown, W. Va. 
Senator DUNCAN U. FLETCHER, 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dran Szxaron: This morning’s mail brought me your letter of 
October 5, together with inclosures, and I hasten to acknowledge re- 
ceipt and at the same time extend to you my heartiest congratulations 
on carrying through this whole movement to such successful conclusion. 
I also wish to congratulate you on holding down the expenses to a 
point where you were able to refund 5 per cent of the original appro- 
priation. I believe this will go down in history as a unique commis- 
sion in many respects. First, at least the major part of the commis- 
sion was appointed because of their interest in as well as qualifica- 
tions for carrying on the work of the commission. (So many com- 
missions are appointed for political or personal reasons.) Second, the 
amount appropriated for the use of the commission was wonderfully 
small. Third, the commission made one of the most extended tours of 
investigation and compiled one of the most complete reports ever pre- 
sented by any such body. Fourth, the commission served without com- 
plaint for a wonderfully iong period of time without any personal com- 
pensation or remuneration, and finally the body was so free from graft 
or the desire for personal gain that 5 per cent of the appropriation was 
refunded to the Government. Finally, within a very short period of 
time the people of the entire United States were converted and the 
Congress of the United States and the President of the United States 
and his Cabinet joined in the movement and produced a very important 
piece of constructive legislation. 

If you had not accomplished any other thing during your entire 
period of service in the United States Senate you might retire with the 
positive knowledge and feeling of confidence that you had served the 
great Nation of which you are a citizen as fully as most statesmen 
serve it in a much longer period of time. 

With best personal regards, I am 

Very sincerely yours, Joux LEE COULTER, 
Dean and Director. 


ELMwoop LIVESTOCK FARM, 
Monticello, Ga., October 9, 1916. 
Hon. Duncan U. FLETCHER, 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dran Senator: I have your favor inclosing me copies of letters 
from United States Treasury Department in which all of your accounts 
with the Government as disbursing officer for the United States com- 
mission have been satisfactorily closed up. The enormous amount of 
detail in connection with the work has I know been most arduous 
to you, and it must be very gratifying to know that at the end you 
have a clean balance of the entire account satisfactorily adjusted. 

You have as chairman and disbursing officer of the commission 
rendered signal service, and I know that every member joins with me 
in expressing to you their full appreciation of your valued services. 

I believe that the Federal farm loan act is destined to become one 


of the most valued pieces of legis:ation ever rendered in behalf of. 


American farmers by this Government. 
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I note that the next meeting of the commercial congress will be 
held at Norfolk December 11-14. I am making my plans to be present 
this year, as I was unable to attend the last two meetings, much to 
my regret. 

With personal regards and best wishes, I remain, 

Yours very truly, 
HARVIE JORDAN. 
GOVERNMENT OPERATION OF SHIPS. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President, I also desire to have in- 
serted in the Recorp an opinion given by Hon. George E. 
Chamberlain, commissioner to the United States Shipping 
Board, on the subject of the Government operation of ships 
under the proposed new policy of the board. It is a very 
important opinion and I ask that it may be inserted in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
request of the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I would like to know to whom 
the opinion was rendered. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It was rendered to the board. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. At the request of the board? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. And it relates to what? 

Mr. FLETCHER. It relates to the authority of the board to 
operate ships, 

Mr. SMOOT. Does not the board itself print this opinion? 

Mr. FLETCHER. No; the board has not printed it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Is it not the duty of the board to print it? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do not know that it is. It is an opinion 
rendered by one of the members of the board to the board 
upon the authority of the board under the law to operate ships. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not any doubt that the commission has 
a perfect right and power to print it. If we begin the print- 
ing of reports of commissions—— 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is not a report. 

Mr. SMOOT. They can send them out as public documents 
and Congress has to appropriate the money. The appropri- 
ation for the Shipping Board carries a certain amount for 
printing, and the board ought to do this printing out of that 
fund and not come to Congress and ask that it be printed as a 
public document. 

Mr. FLETCHER. 
report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Utah object? 

Mr. SMOOT. I object until I can look over the document. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator will not gain by an objec- 
tion, because I propose to read it into the RECORD. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all right. If the Senator does not want 
to give me time to look it over and see what it is, he has a 
perfect right to read it into the RECORD. a 

Mr. FLETCHER. I want the whole country to have an 
opportunity to read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the 
request of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. SMOOT subsequently said: Mr. President, the senior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] asked that a certain 
opinion written by George E. Chamberlain, commissioner, on 
the Government operation of ships under the proposed policy 
of the Shipping Board, be printed in the Record. I find that 
it is not a decision of the commission itself, but of George E. 
Chamberlain, and therefore I have no objection to its being 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Florida that the matter referred 
to be printed in the RECORD? 

There being no objection, the opinion was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD, 
Washington, April 23, 1923. 
From: George E. Chamberlain, commissioner. 
To: The United States Shipping Board. 
Subject: Government operation under the proposed new policy of the 
board. 


In common with other commissioners, I have received from Commis- 
sioner Lissner an opinion, dated April 19, 1923, signed by General 
Counsel Freund and Parker and also by Special Counsel Beecher, in 
whieh the right of the Shipping Board to operate vessels, as proposed 
in the recently announced policy of the board, concurred in by the 
President, is challenged. 

At another time I will comment as a commissioner of the board on 
the course taken which has resulted in this opinion from the general 
counsel. At present I wish to comment on the legal aspects of the 
opinion, the conclusions of which I believe to be wholly erroneous, and 
should therefore be rejected by the board. 


Is there objection to the 


It is not a part of the commission's 


Does the Senator from 
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1. THE APPARENT BASIS OF THE OPINION, 


The opinion states that the board “may not arbitrarily take the 
position that it will sell none of the rontes unless,” etc, The purpose 
of adopting as a hypothesis the possibility of the board "arbitrarily ” 
taking a position in any matter is not apparent unless it be that with- 
out such an assumption the argument wholly fails, for the implication 
of the opinion itself is that, if the position is not an arbitrary one, 
then its conclusions fall, 

A position arbitrarily taken is one “not governed by any fixed rules 
or standard“; it is one “ exercised according to, or based upon, one's 
own will or caprice”; it is one often conveying a notion of a tend- 
ency to abuse the possession of power”; it is one which is “ despotic; 
absolute in power; bound by no law; tyrannical.” (Webster.) 

Should the Shipping Board “ take the position that it will sell none 
of the routes unless it can sell a substantial number or a major portion 
of the routes offered,” that position of the board will of course not be 
adopted arbitrarily; it will be adopted because in the judgment of the 
board that course is necessary (a) for the development and encour- 
agement of our merchant marine, (b) for the proper promotion of our 
foreign and domestic commerce, and (c) for our national defense. If 
the board was convinced it should take the position mentioned, and yet 
yielded to an alternate course which would prejudice the upbuilding of 
our merchant marine, it would not only violate its conscience and best 
judgment, but it would grossly violate the mandates of existing law. 


II. THE SHIPPING ACT, 1018. 


The plenary powers under the merchant marine act, 1920, need not 
necessarily be invoked, for the President concurs with the Shipping 
Board. Under section 11 of the shipping act, 1916, the board was 
authorized to create the Emergency Fleet Corporation and to use it in 
the “operation of merchant vessels in the commerce of the United 
States.“ It is instructed by that section to make a “bona fide” effort 
to sell its vessels on terms and conditions it may prescribe, and, failing 
this, it may then operate them. The section expressly provides, how- 
ever, that so far as its powers are dependent on the shipping act, 1916, 
as distinguished from powers under the merchant marine act, 1920, the 
board may not engage in the operation of vessels unless it make a 
“full report to the President, who shall examine such report, and if he 
shall approve the same he shall make an order declaring that the condi- 
tions have been found to exist which justify the operation.” 

The entry of such an order by the President settles all question as to 
whether preliminary requirements have been met, and they are then not 
subject even to judicial review by the courts, unless, perhaps, fraud and 
corruption are charged—but the possibility of a charge of this nature 
we decline to anticipate or discuss. That the efforts of the Shipping 
Board to sell the vessels under its control haye been bona fide will 
hardly be challenged. Whether, for the purposes of section 9 of the 
shipping act, 1916, they have been adequate might be a question for the 
President to consider before he signed an order, but the order being once 
issued the sufficiency of those efforts would no longer be open to review, 
not even by the courts. 

Ii the right of Congress to enact section 11 of the shipping act 
should be challenged, its constitutionality would be sustained under any 
one of several powers granted by section 8 of Article I of the Constitu- 
tion. 

Ill. SECTION 1, MERCHANT MARINE ACT, 1920. 


When the shipping act was passed in 1916 Congress had not fully 
embarked on the upbuilding of an American merchant marine, hence the 
hesitation and caution revealed by section 11 of that act in bestowing on 
the United States Shipping Board power to operate vessels. With the 
merchant marine act, 1920, it determined without reserve “ to do what- 
ever may be necessary to develop and encourage the maintenance of 
an adequate merchant marine under the American flag. 

It is not only a part of the legislative plan, but it has been the evt 
dent policy of the board, to have the vessels ultimately“ owncd and 
operated by private citizens. Private ownership, however, is contem- 
plated only as an instrument which may, under proper circumstances 
and at the proper time, be more effective for the attainment of the 
main purpose; the plan is not primarily for the purpose of enriching 
private owners or operators, but, primarily, it is for the national de- 
fense and for the proper growth of our foreign and domestic commerce. 
The provision of section 1 that ultimately“ it may be proper and for 
the best interests of the merchant marine to transfer ownership and 
operation to private citizens of the United States is incidental only. 
This word ultimately“ has been largely ignored in the opinion sub- 
mitted. No word in the English language could bestow on the board 
greater latitude with reference to the time when it might feel impelled 
to transfer operations to private companies. “ Ultimate,” as defined by 
Webster, means “ farthest; most remote in space or time; extreme; 
last; final” And also, last in a train of progression or consequence, 
tended toward by all that precedes; arrived at as the last result.” 
“Ultimately,” the adverbial form, means “finally; at last; m the 
end.” 

The policy and the express provisions of the merchant marine act make 
it clear that the transfer to private hands is incidental ; it is not the goal. 


In the administration of the shipping laws the board is expressly di- 
rected (section 1) “ to keep also in view this purpose and object as the 


primary end to be obtained.” What purpose and object? There is no 
room for doubt. The statement clearly relates to the sentence reading: 
It is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States tu do 
whatever may be necessary to develop” the merchant marine. “The 
primary end to be obtained,” therefore, is not private ownership, but 
the maintenance of an American merchant marine; and the Shipping 
Board, as an agency through which the policy is to be given effect, 18 
expressly directed “to do whatever may be necessary to that end. 
If in the judgment of the board private operation will best serve the 
purpose, it has power to arrange for private operation; if Government 
operation will best serve the purpose, it has ample power to operate 
vessels for the Government, notwithstanding through the period of 
such Government operation it may have in mind “ ultimately“ to in- 
augurate private ownership exclusively, when in the judgment of the 
board that step may be taken without prejudice to the main purpose. 
No legislation in recent years has presented the legislative intent more 
clearly. Congress has mapped out a “policy” and has bestowed on 
the United States Shipping Board large discretion and power for the 
attainment of the end. 


IV. SECTION 5, MERCHANT MARINE ACT, 1020. 


The opinion cites section 5 of the merchant marine act, 1920, in 
support of its statement that that act “is clearly opposed to Gov- 
ernment ownership and operation of vessels.” There is nothing 
in section 5 which conflicts with the interpretation of section 1 as 
given above. The sole reference in section 1 to private ownership 
relates only to the authority of the board to “ultimately” sell to 
private persons, at some indefinite period of time in the future, when, 
in the judgment of the board, it can be done without prejudice to 
the main purpose of the act. So far as section 1 creates authority 
to sell, it is by implication; hence section 5 was added to expressly 
provide such power of sale. 

The power to sell, as bestowed by section 5, however, is subject 
to very definite limitations, both with respect to the business prin- 
ciples to be applied and with respect to the subordination of any 
sales plan to the main purposes of the act. Under that section the 
right to sell exists only when a sale is “consistent with * * * 
the objects and purposes to be attained by this act.“ Obviously, 
selling to private operators is not one of the “objects and purposes“ 
of the act, for those objects and purposes” are stated as something 
apart from a proposed sale, and as things having precedence over 
any such sale; to these objects and purposes, therefore, any proposed 
sale must be subordinate. This provision in the fourth and fifth 
lines of section 5 reveals the true interpretation to be given the 
first lines of that section; it shows that a sale under section 5 
would be lawful only when the sale, in the judgment of the board, 
is essential “ to accomplish the declared purposes of this act, and to 
carry out the policy declared in section 1.“ Section 1, as we have 
seen, leayes no doubt as to the policy therein declared. 

It will be noticed that under section 5 sales can not be made to 
aliens. Sales in certain cases, however, may be made to aliens un- 
der section 6; but in section 6 we again find the restraining hand 
imposed by Congress that only vessels can be sold which the board 
may “deem unnecessary to the promotion and maintenance of an 
efficient American merchant marine.” 

The accuracy of our interpretation is further shown by that pro- 
vision of section 5 which directs the board, when negotiating a sale, 
to maintain the attitude of one who “is not forced to sell.” 

The opinion is not an argument addressed to the conscience or good 
judgment of the board in support of a proposal that the fleet should 
be sold to private operators as the wisest course on business grounds; 
on the contrary it seeks to shackle the exercise of the board's best 
judgment by claiming that the board by law is “forced to sell,” 
even though it should appear that for the present Government 
ownership and operation would better promote the welfare of the 
merchant marine. 

We think the reasoning by which the conclusion is reached is false, 
and the conclusion itself wholly wrong. It is true that the board may 
not substitute its judgment for that of Congress; hence we hold that 
it fs the imperative duty of the board, irrespective of the personal 
preferences of its commissioners, to operate the vessels for Government 
account, ratber than sacrifice them to private interests, if thereby the 
best interests of the American merchant marine are advanced. 

The attitude of Congress has been revealed in many ways, by the 
express and direct provisions of the act, and also indirectly; for in- 
stance: Realizing the indefiniteness of the period through which Gov- 
ernment operation might continue, under the terms of the merchant 
marine act, 1920, it provided. by section 12 of that act for an exten- 
sion of the time, which until then was limited to five years from the 
proclamation of peace. But now, under section 12, merchant marine 
act, 1920, the Emergency Fleet Corporation may continue to exist and 
may continue to operate vessels for Government account, not only 


aur till all vessels are sold,” but until they are sold “In accordance 
with the provisions of this act.” 

Section 14, merchant marine act, 1920, also recognizes the indefi- 
niteness of the period through which Government operation may con- 
tinue, for Its provisions recognize that Congress would “annually” pro- 
vide “operating capital.” Furthermore, many indications were given 
by Members of Congress who opposed the recent subsidy bill that 
they adyocated Government. operation in preference to subsidizing pri- 
yately operated vessels. 

v. SECTION 12, MERCHANT MARINE ACT, 1920. 


Section 12 of the merchant marine act, 1920, is also cited in support 
of the opinion. The main purpose of section 12 is to authorize the 
board to expend Government funds to recondition vessels and to keep 
them in suitable repair. Notwithstanding such was its purpose, Con- 
gress nevertheless again shows its zeal in behalf of the merchant 
marine by the proviso of this section that until sold the vessels “ shall 
be managed and operated by the board * * * for the promotion and 
maintenance of an efficient merchant marine, pursuant to the policy 
and purposes declared in sections 1 and 5 of this act.” The right to 
sell is implied. The right is also given to the board, in its discretion, 
and as an alternative to direct operations by the board, to charter or 
lease its vessels, but only when that course, in the judgment of 
the board, will be “for the promotion and maintenance of an efficient 
merchant marine“; and only when that course will, in the judgment 
of the board, give effect “to the policy and purposes declared in sec- 
tions 1 and 5 of this get.“ (Merchant marine act, 1920.) 

It will be observed, furthermore, that the “terms and conditions” 
for such a charter shall be such “as the board shall deem wise“; the 
wisdom of the terms to be tested, not by a possible desire to sell, but 
solely with respect to whether the charter or lease involved will be 
“for the promotion and maintenance of an efficient merchant marine,” 
and will further “the policy and purposes declared in sections 1 
and 5.” 

The persistence of Congress throughout this legislation in empha- 
sizing that all powers granted and directions issued shail be sub- 
ordinated in all cases to “the purposes of this act“ is worthy of 
note. 

VI. SECTION 7, MERCHANT MARINE ACT, 1020. 


While ample power to operate vessels exists, not only under section 
0, shipping act, 1916. but also under sections of the merchant marine 
act, 1920, other than section 7, nevertheless Congress deals with the 
subject in section 7 in combination with positive directions to the 
Shipping Board to establish new routes, 

Three aspects of this section deserve comment: 

(a) The board is expressly directed “to investigate and determine 
What steamship lines should be established and put in opera- 
tion e as in its judgment are desirable for the promotion, 
development, extension, and maintenance of the foreign and coastwise 
trade of the United States and an adequate Postal Service." It 
thus has a very positive duty to investigate and determine what lines 
should exist, (b) Having determined in favor of particular lines, the 
board is authorized,” but it is not directed, to sell or to charter vessels to 
private operators who agree to establish and maintain such lines upon 
such terms of payment and other conditions as the board may deem 
just and necessary to secure and maintain the service desired.” (e) 
When it comes to the operation of these vessels by the Government, it 
will be observed that section 7 not merely authorizes such operation, 
but the language used is the board shall operate“ such vessels. 

Items which the board is required to include in the “ conditions” 
annexed to a sale or charter of vessels, to be used on a particular 
line, are prescribed by the section itself, which requires the board, not 
only “to determine the type, size, speed, and other requirements of 
the vessels to be employed on such lines,” items covered by the fact 
that the board itself supplies the vessel, but also it must prescribe 
“the frequency and regularity of their sailings with a view to furnish- 
ing adequate, regular, certain, and permanent service.” It is obvi- 
ously not a question of selling vessels at world market or other rates 
as mere sales transactions; it is a question for the board whether pri- 
vate capital would be able to stand the test of depressed conditions, 
and therefore whether the trade route has been developed to a point 
that its permanent and normal growth under existing world conditions 
wiil be possible under private ownership. 

Section 7 provides, operation haying been undertaken by the Gov- 
ernment, that it shall continue “until the business is developed so 
that such vessels may be sold on satisfactory terms and the service 
maintained, or unless it shall appear within a reasonable time that 
such line can not be made self-sustaining.” This mandate creates a 
duty rather than a limitation. To guard against the board abandon- 
ing operations on a route that does not pay, it is instructed to per- 
severe, notwithstanding it does not pay; and to guard against a 
premature conclusion that it can not be made self-sustaining, it is re- 
quired to persevere for “a reasonable time.” 

The term reasonable time is one of great elasticity. A reason- 
able time to test out an enterprise when commercial conditions are 
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normal is a very different time from a “reasonable time“ when com- 
mercial conditions are abnormal. The past two years in the shipping 
business haye been extremely abnormal. They are no basis for 
determining the possibilities of transportation of our commerce in 
vessels under the American flag. Complex factors must be considered 
in determining whether “a reasonable time“ has passed in an effort 
to make a line self-sustaining. The decision is with the board, in itg 
discretion, and it is not subject to judicial review. 

Section 7 leaves no doubt that it is the duty of the Shipping Board 
to establish and put in operation lines from ports in the United 
States or any Territory, District, or possession thereof, to such world 
or domestic markets as in its Judgment are desirable for the promo- 
tion, development, expansion, and maintenance of the foreign and 
coastwise trade of the United States, and an adequate postal service.” 
The fact that the board may “ultimately transfer such lines to 
private operators has no bearing upon the performance of its present 
duty. When conditions exist which make possible the operation of 
such lines by private owners, without prejudice to the permanent 
interests of the American merchant marine, the transfer to privata 
ownership may be made, but until then it is not only the privilege 
but it is the duty of the board to operate the vessels, in proper cases, 
for Government account. 

We have shown that questions of fact would be settled by an order 
of the President should the board proceed under section 9 of the 
shipping act. If it proceeds exclusively under the merchant marine 
act, an order by the President is not a condition precedent, and the 
adequacy of the efforts of the board and its judgment on existing facts 
and conditions as justifying operation for Government account are 
wholly within the discretion of the board. No court would assume to 
control this discretion. 

I have not written at this length merely to point out that the board's 
action in these matters would be final and not subject to Judicial re- 
view; that fact is almost elemental. The decisions of our highest 
courts are quite uniform in their protection of action by boards, taken 
in good faith and based on their best judgment. 

I have analyzed the acts to demonstrate that the policy recently out- 
lined by the board will not only be above technical attack in the courta 
but obeys definite mandates of the merchant marine act, 1920, and 
also to demonstrate that the conclusions reached by the opinion sub- 
mitted to us by Commissioner Lissner are wholly unfounded. 

The American people have determined on having an adequate mer- 
chant marine, not merely as a commercial venture but because they 
know it is essential to their national life. This board has been created 
as the instrument of the Government to give effect to that purpose and 
“to do whatever may be necessary to attain the end. 

Very respectfully, 
Gro. E. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Commissioner in Charge of Bureau of Law, 
United States Shipping Board. 


ADDRESS BY HON. R. WALTON MOOBE ON THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. SWANSON, Mr. President, on last Saturday the Hon. R. 
Watton Moore, a very distinguished Member of Congress from 
Virginia, delivered at William and Mary College an eloquent 
and able address commemorative of the Monroe doctrine and on 
the life and character of President Monroe. It is a very fine 
historical document and very literary. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have it printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it Is so ordered, 

The address is as follows: 


ADDRESS OF REPRESENTATIVE R. WALTON Moore, OF VIRGINIA, AT 
WILLIAM AND Mary COLLEGE, VIRGINIA, SATURDAY, DECEMBER 
1, 1923. 7 


PRESIDENT MONROB AND HIS MESSAGE OF DECEMBER 2, 1823. 


On such an occasion we can not refrain from conjecturing what 
would bave been the political and social development of this country 
without the early transactions which took place in this locality and 
without the statesmen who received their training in this college. 
Jamestown was the place of the first settlement of our race in the 
New World, and there the institutions were founded and the prin- 
ciples determined which vitally influenced the entire future. Williams- 
burg, the capital of the colony, and later for # time the capital of 
the State, was also, in an unofficial sense, the capital of the Revolu- 
tionury movement, This was the environment where, as a student at 
William and Mary, James Monroe started on the course which will 
cause him to be always remembered. Born in 1758, he entered the 
college in 1774, when only 16 years of age. But he had already 
acquired the spirit which animated his father and his father’s friends, 
who have given bis home county of Westmoreland its lasting fame, 
among them the Washingtons and the Lees. Here he was near the 
spot where the (first jury trial was held and the first legislature in 
America assembled, and where the Virginians, anticipating a far- 
disiant battle cry, preclaimed that there was no power which could 
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subject them to taxation without representation—a principle an- 
nounced by Virginia four years in advance of the Petition of Right, 
which was the first announcement of that principle in England. And 
here there was fresh in the recollection of all the deflance of the royal 
authority in 1765 by the House of Burgesses, under the leadership of 
Henry, when that power was sought to be exerted, and of the many 
prophetic events marking the interyal between that year and the sepa- 


ration from the mother country. A few months before his matricula- 
tion, in May, 1774, the members of the House of Burgesses, which had 
been dissolved by Governor Dunmore, met in the Apollo room of the 
Raleigh Tavern and adopted a resolution recommending that an annual 
congress of all the Colonies be called to deliberate on those general 
measures which the united interests of America might from time to 
time require, and soon the Congress conyened. Listen to their indig- 
nant condemnation of the treatment of their Massachusetts brethren: 
“We find an act of the British Parliament, lately passed, for stopping 
the harbor and commerce of the town of Boston, in our sister Colony 
of Massachusetts Bay, until the people there submit to the payment 
of such unconstitutional taxes, and which act most violently and 
arbitrarily deprives them of their property, in wharves erected by 
private persons at their own great and proper expense, which act is, in 
our opinion, a most dangerous attempt to destroy the constitutional 
liberty and rights of all North America.” Two years later, in May, 
1776, just as the young student Jefferson had listened to the stamp- 
tax debate of 1765, Monroe doubtless witnessed the proceedings of the 
Virginia Convention which passed resolutions instructing the Virginia 
Delegates in the Congress to propose to that body to declare the 
United States free and independent States, absolved from all allegiance 
to and dependence upon the Crown or Parliament of Great Britain, 
instructions that were speedily carried out. That spring day was 
notable in the annals of Williamsburg. The “Union flag of the 
American States" (that was its designation) was unfuried over the 
capitol; there was a military parade; the resolutions were read to 
the soldiers, and at night the town was illuminated. The same con- 
vention adopted the Virginia Bill of Rights and Constitution, the 
first complete written instrument of government ever put in force. 
It would take hours to narrate all that occurred at Williamsburg lead- 
ing up to the Revolution and giving it definite direction in the decade 
that followed Henry's matchless speech, which raised against him the 
ery of treason, and of all that swiftly followed during Monroe's 
student days. A scientist has stated that a shadow never falls upon 
a surface without leaving a permanent trace, a trace which might be 
made visible by resort to proper processes. What a picture would be 
presented if there could be reproduced the forms of those who day by 
day passed before the eyes of the young student and inspired his life 
of service to his country! 

Monroe began his first term as President on March 4, 1817. Behind 
him were long years of almost continuous activity in public affairs, 
beginning with his service in the Revolution. He left the college as a 
soldier and went into the northern campaign as a lieutenant in the 
regiment commanded by Col. William Washington. It is said that he 
was the first to cross the Delaware River in the attack on Trenton. 
It is certain that, with his commanding officer, he was at the very 
front at the critical moment of the assault. The bullet which inflicted 
the severe wound which he then suffered he carried in his body to the 
day of his death. No one has ever questioned his courage as a soldier. 
No one, so far as I know, has questioned the skill he showed as a 
very useful soldier in the Army of the Reyolution, except Aaron Burr, 
who is quoted with apparent satisfaction by one group of compara- 
tively recent writers who have sought to belittle not only Monroe but 
the great Virginians with whose names his will always be associated. 
But whatever has been written by those who disparage him, it is 
incredible that anyone not possessing great qualities of intellect and 
character could throughout his life have held the confidence and sup- 
port of his own people in the age when Virginia statesmanship was 
predominant. Glance at the record. Before he was 30 years old he 
was military commissioner from Virginia to the southern Army, a 
member of the Virginia Legislature and of the State executive council, 
and a conspicuous Member from Virginia of the Continental Congress, 
and again a member of the legislature. Before he was 35 years old 


he was a member of the State constitutional convention and United | 


States Senator from Virginia. Subsequently he was a third time 
elected to the Virginia Legislature and four times at intervals elected 
to the governorship of the State. This is not the time to discuss his 
diplomatic career, but it is also incredible that a man not deemed to 
possess great qualities would have been commissioned to represent his 
country in dealing with matters of extraordinary importance in France, 
Spain, and England. During most of Madison's administration he 
was Secretary of State, and for several months while the war with 
England was in progress he was likewise Secretary of War, and there 
is no question as to how he was regarded by his chief and by Congress 
in those years which, far from being tranquil, tested bis capacity and 
fitness for the higher office he was soon to fill. As Jefferson, who loved 
him, had rejoiced at the election of Madison as his successor in the 
Presidency, so he rejoiced at the election of Monroe to succeed Madison, 


His friendship for Monroe, his confidence in Monroe’s ability and un- 
selfish patriotism, notwithstanding they sometimes differed, as with 
respect to the treaty of 1806 with Great Britain, which Monroe 
assisted in negotiating and which Jefferson disapproved, was never 
shaken from the time when Monroe, Jefferson's junior by some 15 
years, was a student in the latter’s law office. Jefferson in a letter 
about another said: “For honesty he is like our friend Monroe; turn 
his soul wrong side outwards and there is not a speck on it,” 
Monroe’s freedom from sectional prejudice or undue partiality to his 
own State is shown by his decision to appoint a northern man as 
Secretary of State. He wished, as he wrote to some of his friends 
before his inauguration, to remove the mistaken idea that the South 
was making unreasonable claims and that Virginia was seeking to 
retain the chief office in the Cabinet as a stepping-stone to the presl- 
dential succession. His choice fell upon John Quincy Adams, then 
minister to England, whose ability and experience were unquestioned. 
Another Massachusetts man, who had served Madison as Secretary of 
the Navy, he chose for that office. The three other Cabinet positions 
were filled by men of unusual strength, Crawford of Georgia as Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, Calhoun of South Carolina as Secretary of War, 
and Wirt of Virginia as Attorney General. Considering what has been 
the not uncommon fate of our Presidents, it is nearly an exceptional 
tribute to Monroe that those who gathered about his council table were 
from first to last not only his zealous supporters but his friends and 
admirers. There is, I believe, not a word of really adverse criticism 
from any of them. On the other hand, there are numberless expres- 
sions lauding his wisdom, firmness, and devotion to the country. 
Shortly after Monroe's death, at the invitation of the authorities of 
Boston, his Secretary of State, who had a better opportunity than any 
other of estimating Monroe, delivered an address on his life and 
character at the Old South Church in that city, In that address 
Adams, who was in contact with Monroe day by day for years, working 
with him to solve problems of gravest importance, described him as 
always honest, sincere, and pure in his purposes and intentions. He 
spoke of his “labors outlasting the daily circuit of the sun and out- 
watching the vigil of the night,” a point stressed in the Adams 
Diary, which mentions how often the Secretary saw the light shining 
in the President's office after midnight. His, said Adams, was “4 mind 
anxious and unwearied in the pursuit of truth and right; patient of 
inquiry ; patient on contradiction ; courteous even in collision of senti- 
ment; sound in its ultimate judgments; and firm in its final conclu- 
sions.” Calhoun wrote of him, “He had a wonderful intellectual 
patience, and could above all the men I ever knew, when called upon to 
decide an important matter, hold the subject immovably fixed under 
his attention until he had mastered it in all its relations. It was 
mainly to this admirable quality that he owed his highly accurate 
judgment. I have known many men much more rapid in reaching a 
conclusion, but very few with a certainty so unerring.” Reading these 
comments, there come to mind the words of Halifax, that the man who 
is master of patience is master of everything. No President escapes 
criticism, often as severe when undeserved as when deserved. Monroe 
did not escape, but it is remarkable to what extent the opinion of him 
entertained by the members of his Cabinet was echoed by most of those 
who surveyed his career within the more than a generation following 
his death. For example, in the life of John Quincy Adams by William 
H. Seward, there is the same picture of Monroe as given by Adams and 
Calhoun, Says Seward, “ He was emphatically a great and good man.” 
It was at a late date, much after the Civil War, that the opinion of 
those connected with Monroe's administration and of such detached 
investigators as Seward began to be decried by certain writers whose 
attitude toward Jefferson and Madison, as well as Monroe, represents 
a substantlally new conception of what they were and what they did. 
It is rather surprising that several of these writers, who are bent 
upon reversing the considered views and judgments of the past, are 
Massachusetts men, when it is remembered, so far as Monroe was con- 
cerned, that he was acclaimed by the people of no other State more 
heartily on his northern tour in 1817, and that Massachusetts joined 
all of the other States in favoring his reelection. Some of them are 
members of the very distinguished family to which the Secretary of 
State belonged, who seem to forget that to disparage Monroe is to 
discredit Adams. Edward Everett Hale, whose book was published in 
1902, derisively speaks of the Presidents between 1801 and 1825 as the 
“Virginia dynasty, their failures and follies, their fuss and feathers, 
and folderol,” claiming that the authentic history of that period 
“never got itself written down until 12 years ago,“ that is to say, 
until 1890, when a true historian appeared to take the place of the 
“ chattering crickets” who had preceded him, and only then the world 
was enabled to see what a wretched performance was staged by the 
Virginia dynasty; that Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe were most 
inferior actors; that the audience which applauded should have 
hissed, and that those who, looking back and revlewing, had agreed 
with the audience were completely deluded, All of which is quite as 
absurd as it would be to try to obscure the fact that Massachusetts 
had a great part in the Revolution, and in creating and carrying on 
the Government, and developing the life of the Republic, and has, in 
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every era, contributed ustrious names to the roll of American leader- 
ship, As her renown is established beyond the chance of obliteration, 
so no writer or set of writers can obliterate the achievements of the 
Virginia dynasty. What are some of the outstanding facts? When 
Jefferson became President we had 827,000 square miles of territory 
and 17 States had been organized, none of them beyond the Mississippi 
River. When Monroe left the Presidency, the area was 2,000,000 
square miles, and there had been added to the list of States Maine, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Indiana, Missouri, and Ulinols. In 
the period of 24 years the arca was more than doubled, the west- 
ward movement was well under way, and at the end there were 24 
stars on the flag. The population increased from about 5,000,000 at 
the beginning of Jefferson's first term to about 10,000,000 at the end 
of Monroe's second term, Correspondingly, industries expanded, domes- 
tie and foreign commerce grew, and in every field of intellectual and 
moral effort there was unexampled activity and progress. With re- 
spect to the one matter of spreading the advantages of education, a 
little incident illustrates the personal interest in that subject of those 
who composed the Virginia dynasty. I have read the minutes of a 
meeting of the board of visitors of our university, signed by Jefferson 
and Madison, who were in retirement near Charlottesville, and by 
Monroe, then President, who had made the trip from Washington to 
join in doing whatever might be possible to promote the success of the 
dnstitution which was then struggling forward. It is not to be over- 
looked how the principles of democracy were extended and the demo- 
cratic spirit fostered. This was mo weakening process. Before the 
dynasty left the scene, the Government which it had striven to make 
not simply a Government for the people but more of a Government 
by the people, felt itself sufficiently strong to challenge the combined 
power of the monarchies of continental Europe. In the Adams address 
ds a bare summary of what was accomplished in the Monroe adminis- 
tration. He speaks of him as “strengthening his country for defense 
by a system of combined fortifications, military and naval, sustaining 
her rights, ber dignity, and honor abroad; soothing her dissensions, 
and conciliating her acerbities at home; controlling by a firm, though 
peaceful, policy the hostile spirit of the Buropean alliance against 
republican South America; extorting by the mild compulsion of rea- 
son the shores of the Pacific from the stipulated acknowledgment of 
Spain; and leading back the imperial autocrat of the north to his 
lawful boundaries, from his hastily asserted dominion over the 
southern ocean.” 

The extract just quoted gives the only allusion in the address to the 
most memorable act of Monroe's career, the statement of national 
policy contained in his message, the one hundredth anniversary of 
which occurs to-morrow. One of the immediate causes leading to that 
statement was a controversy with Russia, relative to her claims in 
the Northwest, as to which it is enough to say that she had already 
been notified that the United States would contest the right of Russia 
or any other European nation to establish any new colony on this 
continent. The other cause was connected with events that had taken 
place following the close of the Napoleonic wars. There bad come 
about a general recrudescence of absolutism in continental Europe, 
while, at the same time, the Latin-American communities were en- 
deavoring to free themselves from Spanish domination. In September, 
1815, the sovereigns of Austria, Prussia, and Russia signed a document 
in which, asserting that they were discharging their religions duty, 
they agreed to cooperate with each other on all occasions and dn all 
places, and invited other nations to unite with them. In November 
of the same year, England, having accepted the invitation, the four 
mations entered into a treaty binding themselves to work together in 
restoring France and managing Buropean affairs, and three years later 
France became the fifth member of the Holy Alliance, which was re- 
lentlessly dominating Europe. For instance, in 1821, the allies an- 
nounced that they had teken Eurepe into their holy keeping, and any 
‘changes in legislation and administration of the States must emanate 
alone from the free will, the reflected and enlightened impulse of those 
whom God had rendered responsible for power. Bngland withdrew 
from the alliance, unwilling to sign the new treaty framed in Novem- 
ber, 1822, at Verona, which provided for upholding the principle of 
divine right, and putting an end to any system of representative 
government, for the suppression of the liberty of the press, and for 
the support of religious establishments, Spain had erected a consti- 
tutional government, and after England's withdrawal from the alli 
ance, and in spite of her protest that country was invaded, her Gov- 
ernment overthrown, and the “legitimate sovereign” installed. The 
menace to the Latin-American States was obvious. They faced the 
probability that the powerful combination that had worked its will ou 
Spain would attempt to subject them again to Spanish dominion. The 
sympathy of the people of this country fer those States was due to 
most of them having set up republican governments, and to the con- 
viction that the designs of the alliance could not be executed without 
ultimate peril to ourselves. Our Government was deeply concerned. 
Its concern was shown in many ways, including the appointment dur- 
ing the latter part of Madison’s administration, and from time to time 
in Monroe's administration, of commissions and agents to ascertain 


and report upon conditions in the south. Monroe, engrossed with 
the subject, was full of anxiety. Adams did not reach Washington 
until the autumn of the year of the inauguration. On September 20, 
1817, two days before taking the oath of office as Secretary of State, 
Adams called on the President, who at once directed the conversation 
to affairs in South America. 

This is noted in the Adams Diary, which also tells how that topic was 
invariably given prominence in his conferences with the President and 
at Cabinet meetings. The expediency of recognizing the independence 
of the southern governments was heatedly discussed in Congress and 
in the newspapers. The Diary relates a conversation in March, 1822, 
between Adams and Henry Clay, who was an insistent advocate of 
recognition. Adams held off largely because of bis lack of faith in the 
stability of the new governments. Finally, he remarked to Clay that 
while he never doubted that the outcome would be their entire inde- 
pendence of Spain he beliéved it to be equally clear that it was our 
true policy and duty to take no part in the contest, In that year the 
problem was dealt with by recognition of the independence of the States 
which had been under Spanish rule, and of Brazil, which had thrown 
off the Portuguese yoke, and in a short time the administration, with 
the full and active concurrence of the Secretary of State, was to take a 
very definite and decisive step touching the threatened contest. After 
the act of recognition by the United States George Canning, the British 
Prime Minister, several times indicated to Richard Rush, our minister 
at London, the willingness of his Government to enter into an agree- 
ment for resisting any attempt of the Holy Alllance to intervene in 
South America, and Rush kept the administration advised of his con- 
versations and correspondence with Canning. Monroe wrote Jefferson, 
and Jefferson replied that the question presented was “the most mo- 
mentous which has ever been offered to my contemplation since that of 
independence. That made us a Nation; this sets our compass and points 
out the course which we are to steer through the ocean of time opening 
on us.” 

Back of all that had reference to Russia and the Latin-American 
communities, most of our statesmen had from the beginning perceived 
the importance of strengthening and insuring the territorial integrity 
of the United States as indispensable to insuring the well-being and 
permanence of the Government. When the Revolution was over, bor- 
dering on the comparatively small part of North America which fell to 
the ownership of the United States under the confederation and under 
the Constitution, were the vast possessions on this continent of the 
European powers, whose possessions also covered South America, Mon- 
roe was one of those most solicitous to decrease the danger of Euro- 
pean aggression in this hemisphere by improving our territorial situa- 
tion. As a member of the Continental Congress he evinced a keen inter- 
est In the failure of the British to evacuate territory which the treaty 
of peace had conceded to the United States, and he made a trip to the 
Northwest, one of the objects of which was to obtain reliable informa- 
tion as to the meaning of the delay. Along with Livingston, he con- 
ducted the negotiations and signed the treaty for the Louisiana Pur- 
chase. As Secretary of State, he held out against the contention of 
Spain for the ownership of a portion of that purchase, and during his 
administration Fiorlda was acquired. ‘The boundary dispute with Great 
Britain was left to be settled by a future administration, but it was in 
his administration that the agreement assuring the neutrality of the 
Great Lakes was reached, which was the first effective disarmament 
proposition. Here we can not fail to remember that in the adminis- 
tration of John Tyler, another honored son of this college, a treaty 
with Great Britain satisfactorily disposed of many, but not all, of the 
claims of that nation to territory in the Northwest; that a firm stand 
was taken on the Oregon question; and that the resolution was adopted 
which authorized the annexation of Texas. To what was said a mo- 
ment ago about the comparatively small area of the United States prior 
to the advent of the Virginia dynasty, namely, 827,000 square miles, L 
may add that the total area is now three and one-half million square 
miles, exclusive of our island possessions. Adams, in his address, look- 
ing at the map of the United States as it was in 1783 and the map 
as it was at the time he was speaking, declared with unmistakable em- 
phasis that the change more than of any other man living or dead 
was the work of James Monroe.” 

Monroe's message of December 2, 1823, written by his own hand, was 
not delivered in person, but was read in each House of Congress. It 
will interest you to know that one of the Virginia Senators and eight 
of the Virginia Representatives in that Congress were men who had 
been educated at William and Mary. It was a lengthy document, and 
the paragraphs embracing the statement of a national policy which 
from that day to this the United States has cherished and been ready to 
defend, are widely separated from each other in the context. Here are 
the essential portions of the clauses that proposed the policy which 
through a century has enormously affected the destiny of the world 
and been the theme of almost endless discussion, friendly and unfriendly, 
as evidenced by innumerable official utterances; by the publication of 
some 50 books treating of it specifically, and by a great additional mass 
of essays and addresses representing nearly every civilized country and 
almost every language. Referring to the Russian claims, Monroe sald: 
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In the discussions to which this interest has given rise, and in the 
arrangements by which they may terminate, the occasion has been 
judged proper for asserting as a principle in which the rights and in- 
terests of the United States are involved, that the American Continents, 
by the free and independent condition which they haye assumed and 
maintained, are henceforth not to be considered as subjects for future 
colonization by any European powers.” 

Referring to conditions in the south, he said: 

“We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations exist- 
ing between the United States and those powers to declare that we 
should consider any attempt on their part to extend their system to any 
portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. With 
the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we have 
not interfered and shall not interfere. But with the governments who 
have declared their independence and have maintained it, and whose 
Independence we have, on great consideration avd on just principles, 
acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose of 
oppressing them or controlling in any other manner their destiny, by any 
European power, in any other light than as the manifestation of an 
unfriendly disposition toward the United States.” 

What name is given to the statement Is of little consequence. No 
name was given it by Monroe himself. In the long debate of 1826 in 
the House of Representatives, on the Panama mission, it was praised 
by Webster, Buchanan, McDuffie, and others as “ Mr. Monroe's declara- 
tion.” It was referred to by President Polk as “ The principle avowed 
by Mr. Monroe.“ When or by whom it was originally called the 
Monroe doctrine a search has not disclosed, but that precise term, 
though it had long since come to be officially and popularly used, no 
President seems to have used in addressing Congress until President 
Grant's special message on the “Annexation of the Dominican Republic.” 

Any impression that the importance of the message was not quickly 
appreciated is dispelled by examining the newspapers of the time. So 
far as I can discover all of the American papers stressed its significance 
and, with a single exception, gave it their approval. The English press, 
headed by the London Times, was almost as unanimous to the same 
effect. Across the channel, as might be expected, in the main it met 
with severe ridicule and criticism. It was enthusiastically welcomed in 
South America. 

Some have credited the message to Canning, notably Charles Sum- 
ner, who wrote in his Prophetic Voices “The Monroe doctrine as now 
familiarly called proceeded from Canning. He was its inventor, pro- 
moter, and champion, so far as it was against intervention in American 
affairs." The opposition of the English people to the despotic aims of 
the Holy Alliance and the strengthening influence of the general atti- 
tude of the English Government, of which our Government was ad- 
vised by Rush, must always be accorded the weight to which they are 
entitled, and which is not diminished because the time arrived in 
Cleveland's administration when the doctrine had to be enforced against 
England herself in the Venezuelan dispute. But it is plainly shown by 
a letter from Canning to Bagot, the British minister to Russia, not 
long ago brought to light, that the message gave Canning no satis- 
faction. He could not know, he writes, how far “that part of the 
speech of the President which relates to Spanish America may * * + 
have been prompted by a knowledge of the sentiments of His Majesty's 
Government upon that subject.” But, he continues, if the message “is 
to be construed as objecting to an attempt to recover her dominions on 
the part of Spain, there is again an important difference between his 
view of the subject and ours as it ts possible to conceive,” and further, 
“it is hardly necessary for me to add that the principle (if principle it 
may be called) prohibiting all further colonization of the continents 
of America is as new to this Government as to that of France,” He 
was also displeased that the United States had acted alone instead of 
in conjunction with the British Government. 

Some have given the entire credit to Adams. It is true that the 
Secretary of State urged that the United States should independently 
of England announce its opposition to any interference with the Latin- 
American States. On that question at the start there was a division 
of opinion in the Cabinet. Wirt doubted and hesitated, and Adams 
asked the President to consider carefully the Attorney General's appre- 
hension that throwing down the gauntlet to the Holy Alliance might 
precipitate a war which this country might have to fight single handed, 
The conclusion of the President was arrived at after protracted con- 
sultations with his Cabinet, and it was his own conclusion reached with 
full knowledge of the entire situation and upon a consideration of 
every fact and argument. It may be that Calhoun’s recollection was 
accurate when he said, 25 years after the event, that the colonization 
proposition was not considered at a Cabinet meeting, but, of course, it 
represented the President's own deliberate conclusion. 

The answer to those who decline to attribute anything of initiative 
und leadership to Monroe is that he alone was in authority and capable 
of final decision and action on a subject of supreme importance which 
hung in a trembling and perilous balance, and that his alone was the 
responsibility for boldly proclaiming, as the Chief Magistrate of the 
Nation and the leader of the people, a policy which was certain to 
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encounter formidable antagonism and might involve the country in a 
war or a series of wars. Had an armed conflict occurred and the 
commerce of the country been seriously involved, can it be doubted 
that Monroe would have been the victim of the same sort of bitter 
attack and by the same interests which was directed against Madison 
and himself in connection with the War of 1812? Anyone who wishes 
to know of the effort at its flood to exalt Adams at the expense of 
Monroe should read the address of the historian, Ford, before the 
Massachusetts Historical Society at its meeting in January, 1902, and 
the remarks made at the close of the address by the president of the 
society, himself an Adams. F 

The latter said that it was apparent that the Monroe doctrine 
had “ originated almost verbatim, literatim, et punctuatim, as well 
as in scope and spirit, with Monroe’s Secretary of State.” Not 
content with that sweeping asseveration, he proceeded to say: “As 
to President Lincoln's Proclamation of Emancipation, the socond 
most memorable presidential address of a century, it is a fact, though 
one which has not yet found its fully recognized place in history, 
that Monroe's Secretary of State was hardly less closely identified 
with it than with the hardly less memorable and famous address of 
40 years previous.“ Thus, though John Quincy Adams was dead, his 
Voice sounded down through the years to Lincoln and proyed con- 
vincing. At that meeting nothing further seems to have been claimed 
on behalf of Adams. On the other side is the very dignified and 
satisfactory reply to the Ford address made before the American 
Historical Society at Washington in 1905 by the historian, Schouler, 
a native of Massachusetts who was educated at Harvard. Hear the 
last paragraph of that address: “In short, as history may in fairness 
conclude, the United States at this time had a President who held 
up no trumpet for his Secretary of State or any other member of 
his Cabinet to blow into, but sounded his own sufficient blast and 
flung out his challenge, as a self-poised and self-respecting head of 
this Nation, whose simple word carried the weight of world-wide 
reputation, and who, in talents, public experience, and nobility of 
character, was the peer of any crowned monarch of bis time in all 
Europe,” 

The meaning of the Monroe doctrine was recently set forth with 
characteristic precision and clearness by Secretary Hughes. Prop- 
erly understood,” he said, “it is opposed (1) to any un-American 
action encroaching upon the political independence of American 
States under any guise, and (2) to the acquisition in any manner of 
the control of additional territory in this hemisphere by any un- 
American power.” Considering the intent of the message, and that 
it bas been, and must be, interpreted in the light of changing cir- 
cumstances and conditions, I do not believe that the correctness 
of Mr. Hughes's definition can be disputed. On the point that the 
spirit and not simply the letter is to be regarded, take two illus- 
trations: President Grant, in his San Domingo message, presenting 
a view previously stated by other Presidents, said it was now proper 
to assert the equally important principle that hereafter no territory 
on this continent shall be regarded as subject to transfer to any 
other European power. But this, in the opinion of Mr. Root and 
others, Is but a corollary of the policy as originally announced. 
Again, at the date of the message, there was no prospect that any 
nation of Asia might attempt in America what was forbidden to 
the nations of Europe, but that prospect having arisen, the policy 
becomes as applicable to Asia as to Europe, and has been so held 
by our Government, 

By the doctrine, the United States voluntarily fixed a rule of 
conduct for itself, which affects all other nations without regard 
to whether they approve or disapprove. It is an affirmative decla- 
ration of a continuing purpose, by the use of such force as may he 
essential, to prevent Old World powers from action in this hemis- 
phere which might lessen and might finally even destroy the terri- 
torial and political safety of the United States. Its validity and 
strength spring from the fact that it represents an exercise of the 
natural right of self-protection and for that reason has the un- 
divided support of all the people. It links with the older declara- 
tion in proclaiming a method by which independence is to be guar- 
anteed and maintained, and the country will never turn away from 
the policy announced by Monroe in 1823 unless it should become so 
helpless and hopeless as to turn away from what was declared in 
1776. 

The doctrine is not written in the Constitution, but it is more funda- 
mental than the Constitution itself. It has never been thrown into the 
form of a statute, though something of that sort was unsuccessfully 
attempted as early as January, 1824; but no statute is so authorita- 
tive and enduring. It is not intercontinental law, as Clay called it, but 
a unilateral policy applicable to two continents. It is not interna- 
tional law, since it does not depend upon the consent of any nation of 
the Old World, to all of whom it says, Thou shalt not,“ or any of 
the other nations of this hemisphere; and it is not given the character 
of international law, because of having been expressly accepted by all 
of the powers that are members of the League of Nations. It carries 
no thought of suzerainty or overlordship and is devoid of any ambition 
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inconsistent with the rights and interests of other American nations. 
While it does not threaten them, it promises them nothing. If the 
United States should eyer attempt to seize by force, whether wisely or 
unjustly and foolishly, any American territory not now under our flag, 
the Monroe doctrine would have no bearing upon the issue. The 
transaction would not be chargeable to the doctrine. It would be 
altogether outside the field in which the doctrine operates. 

There is no opportunity to enter into the controversies, often at- 
tended by the utmost confusion of thought as to its real meaning, which 
have arisen as to the interpretation of the doctrine, or even to enumer- 
ate the occasions when its practical value has been demonstrated, for 
that would require details that are now impossible, I may, however, 
mention one episode, not important but interesting. It is reliably 
stated that in the last year of our Civil War and preliminary to the 
Hampton Roads conference it was seriously proposed that the settle- 
ment of the differences responsible for the war should be postponed, 
with the prospect that they would later be satisfactorily disposed of, 
so that the armies of the two sections might unite in vindicating the 
Monroe doctrine by expelling Maximillian from Mexico. 

It may be worth while to refer to the persistent contention that by 
the Monroe doctrine the United States is pledged not to participate in 
the political affairs of foreign nations. Only a few weeks ago a Lon- 
don audience was informed that such is the case. To use the language 
of the speaker, the doctrine means, among other things, no participa- 
tion by the United States in the political broils of Europe.” It is true 
that Monroe in his message reiterated what had been stated by Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, and others relative to the disposition of the United 
States not to involve itself unnecessarily in the concerns of European 
nations. But there was no suggestion by any of them that our Govern- 
ment should subject itself to a perpetual restriction, regerdless of any 
and all changes that might occur, and there has been no promise to 
that effect made to ourselves or other nations. The Monroe doctrine 
is a single, comprehensive inhibition under which the United States has 
placed the nations of the Old World, while leaving itself complete free- 
dom in any contingency that may arise to decide whether it will or 
will not relate itself to their affairs. This could not be otherwise, 
because the thing described as participation or nonparticipation is in- 
capable of definition or limitation. This was clearly the view of Monroe, 
for in the message itself he took a positive stand on the contest then 
in progress to establish a revolutionary government in Greece. It was 
the view of Webster, who, in January, 1824, made his first great speech 
in Congress, advocating the recognition of Greek independence and the 
appointment of an agent or commission to that country. 

Webster referred to the theory of nonparticipation. “ As it is never 
difficult,” he said, “to recite commonplace remarks or trite aphorisms, 
so it may be easy, I am aware on this occasion, to remind me of the 
wisdom which dictates to men a care of their own affairs and ad- 
monishes them, instead of searching for adventure abroad, to leave 
other men’s concerns to their own hands * +, All this and 
more may be readily said; but all this and more will not be allowed 
to fix a character upon this proceeding * . Let it be first 
shown that in this question there is nothing which can affect the 
interest, the character, or the duty of this country.” The view thus 
long ago intimated by Monroe and expounded by Webster has repeat- 
edly governed the action of the United States, and in each instance 
the transaction was outside the scope of the Monroe doctrine. Ac- 
quiring and holding the Philippines is participation in the political 
affairs of Asia. For the sake of assuring humanity everywhere, if 
possible, a more peaceful existence, the United States has become a 
party to treaties which immediately affect the political affairs of 
both Asia and Europe. But whatever the opinion of some as to the 
expediency of all this, there has at least been no violation of the 
Monroe doctrine. Nor was it violated when we entered the World 
War, And, in passing, let me say that we were not then influenced 
by a mere conception that our material interests were in peril and 
must be protected. Who can forget how Roosevelt, urging that we 
embark in the struggle at its commencement, cried out that the Na- 
tion might lose its very soul by failing to perform what seemed to 
him its imperative duty? And will not the lamp of history ever- 
lastingly illuminate that scene on the evening of April 2, 1917, in the 
Capitol at Washington, when President Wilson proclaimed to Con- 
gress the reasons why the United States should take part in the 
awful conflict then raging across the ocean? He was not unmindful 
of protecting our own security, but, like Webster and Roosevelt, his 
thought went far beyond that and he spoke of the preservation of 
popular liberty, of the vindication of the principles of peace and jus- 
tice, and of such “a concert of purpose and action as will hereafter 
insure the observance of those principles.“ Nor was the issue with 
respect to the League of Nations within the scope of the Monroe doc- 
trine, as accurately defined by Secretary Hughes. He and Mr. Root, 
two of the ablest men who have held the portfolio of State, believed, 
as they informed the country, that the active and constant partici- 
pation of the United States in the political affairs of other nations, 
which membership In the League of Nations would have made in- 
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evitable, would be wise, with an explicit acknowledgment of the per- 
manence of the Monroe doctrine, which was conceded, and with cer- 
tain reservations not intended to avoid participation but to guard 
its extent. They were not deterred, as Webster was not, by “ trite 
aphorisms,” nor have they been deterred from recommending that the 
United States should become identified with the Permanent Court of 
International Justice because of the fact that thereby our country 
would be drawn closer to other countries and their political affairs. 

I have detained you too long, but may be permitted, in conclusion, 
a further reference to Monroe. Having gone into retirement, he re- 
celved from the people of Virginia, who had already so lavishly hon- 
ored him, one further mark of their confidence and affection. He was 
elected president of the constitutional convention of 1829-30, in 
which served the most eminent men of the Commonwealth, which then 
extended to the Ohio River. James Madison placed him in nomina- 
tion and John Marshall and Madison escorted him to the chalr—a 
great triumvirate. 

But his health and strength had then waned and the shadows were 
gathering about him. His talents, his time, and his means had been 
so completely expended in the public service that nothing was left 
him as he neared the end, which came on July 4, 1831, except a 
record which had won him the general and deep respect of his coun- 
trymen. Without exaggeration there might be applied to him the in- 
scription over the grave of another Virginian, who rests yonder at 
Yorktown, “ He gave all for liberty.” 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PHIPPS presented resolutions adopted by the Fort 
Collins (Colo.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring a fair and 
impartial trial of the present policies of the railroads under 
existing legislation, and averring that the railroads generally 
are making an honest effort to rehabilitate their lines and ren- 
der adequate service to the public, which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of direc- 
tors of the Trinidad-Las Animas County Chamber of Commerce, 
Colo., fayoring the passage of legislation repealing the tax on 
telegraph messages, which were referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

He also presented a resolution unanimously adopted by the 
legislative committee of the Denver Real Estate Exchange, of 
Denver, Colo., favoring the passage of legislation to prevent 
further issuance of tax-exempt securities, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LADD presented the petition of Mrs. Marty and 29 other 
citizens of Velva, MeCanna, and Larimore, all in the State of 
North Dakota, praying for the passage of the so-called Bursum 
pension bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of M. Brady and 181 other citi- 
zens of North Dakota, praying for an increase of 50 per cent 
in the tariff on wheat and wheat products and that no part 
of the products of wheat milled in bond from imported wheat 
mixed with domestic wheat be allowed to be sold in the United 
States, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of M. Brady and 174 other citi- 
zens of North Dakota, remonstrating against the passage of 
legislation reducing the tariff rates on flax, vegetable oils, and 
all substitutes for linseed oils, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Mrs. Elva D. Pehrson and 55 
other citizens of Alamo, Epping, Corinth, and Wildrose; of 
W. J. Cooper and 61 other citizens of Westhope; of Mrs. K. E. 
Campbell and 53 other citizens of Ryder, Minot, and Parshall; 
of O. F. Bryant and 57 other citizens of Fargo, Napoleon, and 
Braddock; of Mrs. E. B. Skamfer and 21 other citizens of Aber- 
erombie; of C. F. Maloney and 60 other citizens of Wheelock; 
and of P. W. Buttz and 65 other citizens of Tokio and Deyils 
Lake, all in the State of North Dakota, praying for the par- 
ticipation of the United States in the Permanent Court of 
Internatiorfal Justice, which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WARREN presented resolutions adopted by the board of 
directors of the Chamber of Commerce of Casper and the 
Laramie Lion's Club, of Laramie, both in the State of Wyoming, 
favoring the passage of legislation repealing the war tax on 
telegraphic messages, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Casper Unit, 
Wyoming Homesteader Protective Association, of Casper, Wyo., 
favoring the prompt construction of the proposed Casper irriga- 
tion project, which were referred to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation. 

He also presented a resolution of the Lincoln County Wool 
Growers’ Association, of Cokeville, Wyo., favoring the pas- 
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sage of legisiation relative to the method of computation of tax 
on incomes derived from the sheep and cattle industry, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Wyoming Stock 
Growers’ Association, of Cheyenne, Wyo., favoring the passage 
of legislation beneficial to the stock-growing interests, which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Gloucester, Mass., favoring the purchase of the Cape 
Cod Canal by the Federal Government, which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, ; 

He also presented resolutions of the board of aldermen of 
Chelsea, Mass., favoring the passage of a more liberal immi- 
gration law, which were referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by citizens of San 
Francisco, Calif., protesting against the policies of the Goyera- 
ment of the Irish Free State in connection with its treatment 
of political prisoners, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of alder- 
men of Chelsea, Mass., favoring the granting of a proper living 
wage to all postal employees, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the board of alder- 
men of Fail River, Mass., favoring the readjustment of salaries 
of the employees of the Fall River post offices, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of direc- 
tors of the Agricultural National Bank of Pittsfield, Mass., 
favoring reduction in taxes, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. - 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boston, 
Worcester, Southbridge, West Boylston, Spencer, Richmond, 
Lawrence, Belmont, Brookline, Hartford, and Cambridge, all 
in the State of Massachusetts, and of Troy, Ohio, favoring the 
participation of the United States in the Permanent Court of 
International Justice, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the World Alliance 
for International Friendship Through the Churches; the Brook- 
lyn Federation of Churches, of Brooklyn; the Hampshire Asso- 
ciation of Congregational Churches in Northampton; the Lend 
a Hand Society, of Boston; a mass meeting of citizens held on 
Boston Common; the eleventh annual meeting of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the United States; and the Massachusetts Fed- 
eration of Churches, in the State of Massachusetts, favoring the 


participation of the United States in the Permanent Court of 


International Justice, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. EDGE presented petitions of 130 citizens of Moorestown, 
75 citizens of Woodbury, 5 citizens of Almonesson, 6 citizens of 
Westville, 45 citizens of Haddonfield, 5 citizens of Mount Ephraim, 
8 citizens of Ashland, 70 citizens of Rutherford, 45 citizens of 
Nutley, 2 citizens of Passaic, and 55 citizens of Magnolia, all 
in the State of New Jersey, praying for the participation of the 
United States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KEYES presented petitions of members of the congrega- 
tion of the First Methodist Church of Manchester, N. H., pray- 
ing for the participation of the United States in the Permanent 
Court of International Justice, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented petitions of members of the Mis- 
sionary Guild of the Central Presbyterian Church, of Paris; 
members of the Manton Bible Class of the Central Presby- 
terian Sunday School, of Paris; members of the Lutus Club, of 
Paris; the committee representing the First Methodist Epis- 
copal Church South, of Georgetown; and sundry citizens of 
Paris, all in the State of Texas, praying that the United States 
participate in the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McLEAN presented resolutions adopted by the New 
Britain Chamber of Commerce; the New London Chamber of 
Commerce; the Manufacturers’ Association of Connecticut 
(Inc.), of Hartford; and the Chamber of Commerce of Hart- 
ford, all in the State of Connecticut, favoring the carrying into 
effect of Secretary Mellon’s proposed plan of tax reduction, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Norwalk Branch of the 
American Association of University Women, of Norwalk; the 
First Methodist Church of Bridgeport; the Congregational 
Church of North Woodbury; sundry citizens of Eastford and 
Canterbury; the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Middletown; the congregation of the Greenfield Hill 


Congregational Church, of Fairchild; the American Association 
of University Women of New Haven; the Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association of Bridgeport; the Plymouth Women's Federa- 
tlon of New Hayen; the Men's Club of Trinity Episcopal 
Church, of Norwich; the Connecticut Feceration of Churches, 
of Hartford; the congregation of Dwight Place Congregational 
Church, of New Hayen; the congregation of the Stanley Memo- 
rial Congregational Church, of New Britain; the congregation 
of the First Baptist Church of Bridgeport; sundry citizens of 
Meriden; the congregation of the Federated Church of Bloom- 
field; the faculty and students of Connecticut College for 
Women, of New London; Hartford Section, Council of Jewish 
Women, of Hartford; and sundry citizens of Hartford, all in the 
State of Connecticut, praying for the participation of the 
United States in a permanent court of international justice, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


EMPLOYMENT OF FEDERAL PRISONERS. 


Mr. OVERMAN, from the joint committee of the Senate and 
House of Representatives to determine what employment may 
be furnished Federal prisoners, submitted a report (Rept. No. 
1), which was ordered to be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


SALARIES OF CAPITOL EMPLOYEES (S. DOC. 3), 


Mr. WARREN. Under the order of reports of committees I 
ask that the President pro tempore may lay down the report 
of the joint committee on salaries, and so forth, of employees 
of the Capitol. It should be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is not on the 
desk at present, but an order may be entered that it be printed 
and so referred. The introduction of bills is next in order. 


PENSION TO FLORENCE KLING HARDING. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill, and if that consent shall be granted, I shall 
ask further consent for its immediate consideration. The bill 
is identical in form and substance with those which have here- 
tofore been passed on similar oceasions in the Nation’s history. 

The bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Florence Kling Harding 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 


Br it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name 
of Florence Kling Harding, widow of Warren G. Harding, late Presi- 
dent of the United States, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$5,000 per year from and after the passage of this act, 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill 
just read. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GRANT OF FRANKING PRIVILEGE TO FLORENCE KLING HARDING. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the introduction and present consideration of a companion bill 
to the one just passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read 
the bill. 

The bill (S. 2) granting a franking privilege to Florence 
Kling Harding was read the first time by its title and the sec- 
ond time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all mall matter sent by the post by Florence 
Kling Harding, widow of the late Warren G. Harding, under her 
written autograph signature, be conveyed free of postage during her 
natural life. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent for-the present consideration of the bill just 
read. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 
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By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 8) granting a pension to Otto Alt (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bill (S. 4) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
certify certain findings of fact, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A bill (S. 5) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil and Mexican Wars and 
to certain widows, former widows, minor children, and helpless 
children of said soldiers and sailors, and to widows of the War 
of 1812, and to certain Indian war veterans and widows; 

A bill (S. 6) granting a pension to Malcolm D. Lincoln; 

A bill (S. 7) granting a pension to Lillian H. Corcoran; 

A bill (S. 8) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth F. 


Long 

A “vm (S. 9) granting an increase of pension to Loise Wil- 
kinso 

A bill (S. 10) granting an ‘increase of pension to Cordelia F. 
Melnroe; 

A bill (8. 11) granting a pension to Frederick Muller; 

A bill (S. 12) granting a pension to Leandra Montoya de 
Pfeiffer ; 

A bill (S. 13) granting a pension to Nestor Alarcon ; 

A bill (S. 14) granting a pension to Bernard Higgins; 

A bill (S. 15) granting a pension to Fannie E. Hilton; 

. A bill (S. 16) granting an increase of pension to Edith B. 
Iacon; 

A bill (S. 17) granting a pension to Felipe Perata y Cisneros; 

A bill (S. 18) granting a pension to William H. Scott; 

A bill (S. 19) granting a pension to James Colson; 

A bill (S. 20) granting a pension to Anna M. All; 
ne bill (S. 21) granting a pension to Francisca Chavez 

ena; 

A bill (S. 22) granting a pension to Josefa Uriaste 
Lovato; 

A bill (S. 23) granting a pension to Nellie Wilkinson; 

A bill (S. 24) granting a pension to Vicente Fresquez; 

A bill (S. 25) granting a pension to Maria Maloney; 

A bill (S. 26) granting a pension to Nicholasita B. Speak- 
man; 

A bill (S. 27) granting a pension to Jose Montano; 

A bill (S. 28) granting a pension to Mary Dosch; 

A bill (S. 29) granting a pension to Jane Kane; 

A bill (S. 80) granting a pension to Agnes Kelso; 

A bill (S. 81) granting an increase of pension to Maria 
Anastacia Maes; and 

A bill (S. 32) granting an increase of pension to Francisca 
F. Chavez; to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (8. 33) making eligible for retirement under certain 
conditions officers of the Army of the United States, other 
than officers of the Regular Army, who incurred physical dis- 
ability in line of duty while in the service of the United States 
during the World War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 34) to prohibit the collection of a surcharge for 
the transportation of persons or baggage in connection with 
the payment for parlor or sleeping car accommodations; to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. LODGE: ° 

A bill (S. 85) to limit the immigration of aliens into the 
United States and to provide a system of selection in connec- 
tion therewith, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

A bill (S. 36) to reimburse the governors of States and 
Territories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the 
United States to raise, organize, and supply and equip armed 
forces of the United States in the late war with Germany 
and its allies, and to protect citizens of the United States in 
Mexico and on the Mexican border; and 

A bill (S. 37) for the relief of William H. Rounceville; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 38) for the relief of Paymaster Herbert Elliott 
Stevens, United States Navy; and 

A bill (S. 89) for the relief of John F. O'Neil; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 40) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and 
for other purposes,” approyed May 22, 1920; to the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service. 

A bill (S. 41) for the purchase of the Cape Cod Canal 
property, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 42) to amend section 13 of the river and harbor 
act. of March 3, 1899; to the Committee on Commerce. 


de 
de 


A bill (S. 43) for the reorganization and improvement of 
the foreign service of the United States, and for other pur- 


poses ; 

A bill (S. 44) to authorize the payment of indemnities to the 
Government of China for damages sustained by its nationals 
as a result of the negligent or unlawful acts of persons con- 
nected with the military or naval service of the United States; 


and 

A bill (S. 45) for the relief of contributors of the Ellen M. 
Stone ransom fund; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 46) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of George T. Sampson, survivor of the firm of 
George T. and Augustus Sampson, against the United States; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 47) to permit the correction of the general account 
E Charles B. Strecker, former Assistant Treasurer United 

tates ; 

A bill (S. 48) for the relief of Frederick M. Coughlan; 

A bill (S. 49) for the relief of Elizabeth H. Rice; 

A bill (S. 50) authorizing the payment to the administrator 
of the late Ephraim Perkins, captain, of the value of his three- 
quarters of brigantine Eliza and cargo, illegally captured vy the 
French, as ascertained by the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 51) for the relief of the owner of the schooner 
Itasca and her master and crew; 

A bill (S. 52) for the relief of Alice M. Durkee; 

A bill (S. 53) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of Velma C. Williams, administratrix of the estate 
of Paul Curtis, deceased, against the United States; 

A bill (S. 54) for the relief of Yvonne Therrien ; 

A bill (S. 55) making an appropriation to pay the State of 
Massachusetts for expenses incurred and paid at the request of 
the President in protecting the harbors and fortifying the coast 
during the Civil War, in accordance with the findings of the 
Court of Claims and Senate Report No. 764, Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress, third session; and 

A bill (S. 56) for the allowance of certain claims for in- 
demnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, as 
reported by the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 57) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Sage; 

A bill (S. 58) granting a pension to Helen G. Noyes; 

A bill (S. 59) granting a pension to Mary D. Jenness; 

A bill (S. 60) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
Tappan ; 

A bill (S. 61) granting a pension to Anna Mansfield Sherman; 

A bill (S. 62) granting a pension to Pierce O'Connell; 

A bill (S. 63) granting an increase of pension to Richard F. 
Murphy; 

A bill (S. 64) granting a pension to Florence A. Hill; 

A bill (S. 65) granting a pension to Juline B. Tripp; 

A bill (S. 66) granting a pension to Nathaniel Cunningham; 

A bill (S. 67) granting a pension to Margaret A. L. Pratt; 

A bill (S. 68) granting a pension to Jennie S. Emery; 

A bill (S. 69) granting a pension to Jennie M. Hichborn; 

A bill (S. 70) granting a pension to Adeline W. S. Parker; 

A bill (S. 71) granting a pension to Jennie A. Norton; and 

A bill (S. 72) granting a pension to James Percival; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 73) to prohibit the collection of a surcharge for the 
transportation of persons or baggage in connection with the 
payment for parlor or sleeping car accommodations; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 74) to amend the copyright law in order to permit 
the United States to enter the International Copyright Union; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HARRISON: 

A bill (S. 75) for the relief of the Cleveland State Bank, of 
Cleveland, Miss.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 76) to create a bureau of aeronautics in the 
Department of Commerce, to encourage and regulate the opera- 
tion of civil aircraft in interstate and foreign commerce, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 77) to provide for the equitable distribution of 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Territories 
of the United States and to the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 78) for the relief of the owners of the barge Anode; 

A bill (S. 79) for the relief of the owner of the lighter 
Eastman No. 14; 

A bill (S. 80) for the relief of the Long Island Railroad 


Co. ; 
A bill (S. 81) for the relief of the owners of the steamship 
Lewvington; 
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A bill (S. 82) for the relief of the owners of the steamship 
Comanche ; 

A bill (S. 83) for the relief of the Union Shipping & Trading 
Co. (Ltd.): 

A bill (S. 84) for the relief of the owners of the steamship 
Ceylon Maru; 

A bill (S. 85) to carry into effect the finding of the Court of 
Claims in the claim of Elizabeth B. Eddy; 

A bill (S. 86) for the relief of the owner of the lighter 
Lakeport ; 

A bill (S. 87) for the relief of the Near East Relief, Incor- 
porated; and 

A bill (S. 88) for the relief of Louis Leavitt; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 89) amending section 1 of the interstate commerce 


act; 

A bill (S. 90) to repeal paragraphs 4, 5, 6, and 8 of section 
407 of the transportation act, 1920; and 

A bill (S. 91) to amend the transportation act approved 
February 28, 1920 (41 Stat. L, 456), amending the act to 
regulate commerce as amended June 29, 1906 (34 Stat. L. 
596), and to repeal section 15a of said act as amended Feb- 
ruary 28, 1920, and to repeal paragraphs 3 and 4 of section 13 
of said act as amended February 28, 1920, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S, 92) to provide for uniform regulation of marriage 
and divorce; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 93) to increase the pay of printers employed in 
the Government Printing Office, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Civil Service. 

A bill (S. 94) providing for the election of Delegates to the 
House of Representatives from the District of Columbia, Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, a Public Utilities Com- 
mission, a Board of Education, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 95) to repeal section 800, Title VIII, of the 
revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on Finance, 

By Mr. PHIPPS: 

A bill (S. 96) granting an increase of pension to Alice B. 
Baldwin; and 

A bill (8. 97) granting a pension to Alexander R. Banks; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HARRELD: 

A bill (S. 98) to make unlawful certain acts of individuals 
and officers at elections at which Senators er Representatives 
are candidates; and 

A bill (S. 99) authorizing the President to appoint two addi- 
tional circuit Judges for the eighth circuit; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LADD: 

A bill (S. 100) extending the use of metric weights and 
measures for certain purposes; to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

By Mr. HARRELD: ; 

A bill (S. 101) granting to the State of Oklahoma 210,000 
acres of unappropriated nonmineral land for the benefit of its 
agricultural and mechanical colleges, according to the pro- 
visions of the acts of July 2, 1862, and July 23, 1862, and au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the Secretary of 
the Interier certifying the number of acres available and that 
there are not sufficient lands in the State of Oklahoma to com- 
ply with the provisions of this act, to pay to the State of 
Oklahoma in lieu thereof the sum of $1.25 per acre for the 
number of acres due said State; to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 102) granting a pension to Augusta Myers; 

A bill (S. 108) granting a pension to Charlotte Stone; and 

A bill (S. 104) granting a pension to Robert B. Martin; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 105) for the relief of Arthur Frost; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 106) for the relief of Robert F. Hamilton; and 

A bill (S. 107) for the relief of John H. McAtee; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 108) to provide for the purchase of a site for a 
public building at Cushing, in the State of Oklahoma; and 

A bill (S. 109) authorizing the erection of an addition to 
the Federal court and post-office building, Oklahoma City, 
Okla., and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEPPER: 

A bill (S. 110) to provide for illuminating the Washington 
Monument, the Lincoln Memorial, and the statue of “ Peace” 
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of the Naval Monument; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 111) to amend section 5219 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 112) providing for a comprehensive development 
of the park and playground system of the National Capital; 

A bill (S. 113) changing the name of Keokuk Street, in the 
county of Washington, D. C., to Military Road; 

A bill (S. 114) to vacate certain streets and alleys within 
the area known as the Walter Reed General Hospital, District 
of Columbia; and to authorize the extension and widening of 
Fourteenth Street from Montague Street to its southern termi- 
nus south of Dahlia Street, Nicholson Street from Thirteenth 
Street to Sixteenth Street, Colorado Avenue from Montague 
Street to Thirteenth Street, Concord Avenue from Sixteenth 
Street to its western terminus west of Eighth Street west, 
Thirteenth Street from Nicholson Street to Piney Branch Road, 
and Piney Branch Road from Thirteenth Street to Blair Road, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 115) to amend the act entitled “An act to regulate 
the business of loaning money on security of any kind by per- 
sons, firms, and corporations, other than national banks, 
licensed bankers, trust companies, savings banks, building and 
loan associations, and real estate brokers in the District of 
Columbia,” approved February 4, 1913; 

A bill (S. 116) to amend section 196 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (S. 117) to regulate the practice of osteopathy in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 118) to require the furnishing of heat in living 
quarters in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 119) to regulate the practice of the science of 
chiropractic in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 120) to provide for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels 
sold within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 121) for the relief and retirement of William J. 
Wingate; to the Committee on Civil Service. 

A bill (S. 122) for the relief of Charles D. Baylis, first 
lieutenant, United States Marine Corps (with accompanying 
papers); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 123) granting a pension to Mary E. Lewis; 

A bill (S. 124) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Levey; 

A bill (S. 125) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. F. Bailey; 

A bill (8. 126) granting a pension to Thomas G. Dawson; 

A bill (S. 127) granting a pension to Ellen T. Coughlin; and 

A bill (S. 128) granting a pension to Eliza J. Paradee; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 129) for the relief of the William D. Mullen Co.: 

A bill (S. 130) for the relief of George T. Tobin & Son; 

A bill (S. 131) for the relief of W. Ernest Jarvis; and 

A bill (S. 132) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
the estate of George Follansbee, deceased (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LADD: 

A bill (S. 133) to increase the duties on wheat and flaxseed 
and their products and repeal the proviso in section 313 of 
title 3 of the act of September 21, 1922, in respect to wheat 
drawbacks, and for amending section 811 by prohibiting the 
milling in bond; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 134) to establish an honest-money system wherein the 
medium of exchange will give equal benefits to every American 
citizen, and wherein the lawful money of the Government shall 
be used for the benefit of all the people instead of banking cor- 
porations for private gain; to reduce the rate of interest of 
loans, encourage agriculture, the ownership of homes, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 135) for the purchase of a Federal building site at 
Fargo, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 186) for preventing the manufacture, sale, or trans- 
portation of adulterated, mislabeled, or misbranded linseed oil, 
turpentine, or paint; to the Committee on Manufactures. 

A bill (S. 137) to authorize the more complete endowment of 
agricultural experiment stations, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 138) to provide for the establishment of a dairying 
and livestock experiment station at Mandan, N. Dak.; and 

A bill (S. 139) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War, 
for national defense in time of war and for the production of 
fertilizers and other useful products in time of peace, to sell 
to Henry Ford or a corporation to be incorporated by him 
nitrate plant No. 1, at Sheffield, Ala.; nitrate plant No. 2, at 


1923. 
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Muscle Shoals, Ala.; Waco Quarry, near Russellville, Ala.: 
steam-power plant to be located and constructed at or near 
Lock and Dam No. 17, on the Black Warrior River, Ala., 
with right of way and transmission line to nitrate plant No. 2, 
Muscle Shoals, Ala.; and to lease to Henry Ford or a cor- 
poration to be incorporated by him Dam No. 2 and Dam No. 
8 (as designated in House Doc. No. 1262, 64th Cong., Ist sess.), 
including power stations when constructed as provided herein, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Dungan; 

A bill (S. 141) granting a pension to Adolph W. Carstens; 

A bill (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Wright; and 

A bill (S. 143) granting a pension to Elmer J. Allard: to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 144) for the relief of Amos Dahnuff; 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of J. W. La Bare; and 

A bill (S. 146) for the relief of David E. George; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 147) for the relief of Albert Wood; 

A bill (S. 148) for the relief of William Mortesen; and 

A bill (S. 149) for the relief of Almeda Lucas; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 150) to provide for the establishment und matn- 
tenance of a forest experiment station in the State of Ore- 
gon; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 151) to authorize the county of Multnomah, Oreg., 
to construct a bridge and approaches thereto across the Wil- 
lamette River in the city of Portland, Oreg., in the vicinity of 
the present site of the Selhwood Ferry; and 

A bill (S. 152) to authorize the county of Multnomah, Oreg., 
to construct a bridge and approaches thereto across the Willam- 
ette River in the city of Portland, Oreg., to replace the present 
Burnside Street Bridge in said city of Portland; and also to 
authorize said county of Multnomah to construct a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Willamette River in said city 
of Portland, in the vicinity of Ross Island; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. ODDIE: 

A bill (S. 153) to pay the State of Nevada for moneys ad- 
vanced in aid of suppression of the rebellion in the Civil War; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 154) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. McGinley; 

A bill (S. 155) grantimg an increase of pension to Ellen 
Cranston ; 

A bill (S. 156) granting a pension to Annie E. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 157) granting a pension to William G. Glasgow; 
and 

A bill (S. 158) granting an increase ef pension to Carrie 
O'Neil (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 159) to amend the tariff act of 1922; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 160) anthorizing the State of Georgia to construct 
a bridge across the Chattahoochee River, between the States of 
Georgia and Alabama, at or near Fort Gaines, Ga.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 161) making an appropriation to pay an award in 
favor of the Silver Lake Park Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ODDIE: 

A bill (S. 162) for the relief of Thurman A. Poe; to the 
8 on Claims. 

A bill (S. 163) granting a pension to Ensign O. Lane; 

A bill (S. 164) granting a pension to Thomas W. Bath; 

A bill (S. 165) granting a pension to J. E. Peters; 

A bill (S. 166) granting a pension to Richard H. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 167) granting a pension to Harry J. Martin; 

A bill (S. 168) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Forbes ; 

A bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Carl Z. 
Work; 

A bill (S. 170) granting a pension to Henry Rabbes; 

A bill (S. 171) granting a pension to Andrew J. Burke; 

A bill (S. 172) granting a pension to Thomas Rea; 

A bill (S. 173) granting a pension to Katie F. Cross; and 

A bill (S. 174) granting a pension to James S. Kelley; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 175) to authorize the acquisition of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Elko, Nev. ; 


A bill (S. 176) to authorize the acquisition of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at Lovelock, Nev. ; 

A bill (S. 177) to provide for the acquisition of a site and the 
erection thereon of a Federal building at Las Vegas, Nev.; and 

A bill (S. 178) to provide for additions and extensions to the 
United States post office at Reno, Nev.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 179) to establish a department of mines, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

ae bill (S. 180) to correet the military record of James Mitch- 


, deceased ; 
A bill (8. 181) to place on the retired list of the United States 
Army George B. Sharon, former lieutenant colonel of Infantry; 
an 


d 

A bill (S. 182) for the relief of Frederick W. Drury (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 183) to renew and extend certain letters patent; to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LENROOT: 

A bill (S. 184) for the relief of the distressed and starving 
people of Germany; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GOODING: 

A bill (S. 185) to promote agriculture by stabilizing the price 
of wheat; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 186) relative to reduction in freight rates on prod- 
ucts of agriculture and livestock; and 

A bill (S. 187) to amend section 4 of the interstate commerce 
act; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMERON: 

A bill (S. 188) to extend the authority of the Secretary of 
Commerce in regulating the fisheries of Alaska; to the Commit- 
tee on Territories and Insular Possessions, 

A bill (S. 189) to grant a bounty on the production of long- 
staple cotton; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 190) granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
Cavaness; 

A bill (S. 191) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Avirett; and 

A bill (S. 192) granting an increase of pension to Cecelia De 
Kuhn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 193) for the erection of a publie building in the 
city of Prescott, Ariz.; and 

A bill (S. 194) for the erection of a publie building in the city 
of Tucson, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 195) for the relief of Sarah Anna Miller; 

A bill (S. 196) for the relief of Charles S. Fries; and 

A bill (S. 197) for the relief of Adelaide S. Fish; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 198) for the relief of James Allen, alias George 
Moran; and 

A bill (S. 199) anthorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
Frank Luke, Jr., Post, No. 1, the American Legion, Phoenix, 
Ariz., one piece of German field artillery with certain equipment ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 200) to provide motor vehicles for prohibition ọm- 
cers and agents; 

A bill (S. 201) to increase the subsistence and per diem al- 
lowances of certain officers and employees of the United States; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 202) to provide for the further rehabilitation of 
disabled veterans of the World War who have received agricul- 
tural training through the Veterans’ Bureau: aud 

A Will (S. 203) to provide for the development of the lands 
within the Colorado River Indian Reservation for the benefit of 
the Indians and of veterans of the World War; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By Mr. KEYES: 

A bill (S. 204) to acquire by. purchase, BERENS or 
otherwise additional land for the Federal building in the city 
of Manchester and State of New Hampshire, and to construct 
an addition thereon; 

A bill (S. 205) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building in the town of Claremont 
and State of New Hampshire; and 

A bill (S. 206) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building in the town of Exeter 
and State of New Hampshire; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 207) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
A. Parker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 208) to restore Edward L. Bailey to the United 
States Army and to place him on the retired list with the rank 
of captain of Infantry; and 
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A bill (S. 209) providing for the conveyance to the State of 
New Hampshire of Fort Constitution for military and public 
purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FERNALD: 

A bill (S. 210) for the relief of Peter C. Keegan and others 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 211) to provide for the building of a conservatory 
and other necessary buildings for the United States Botanic 
Garden; 

A bill (S. 212) to provide for the acquisition of certain 
property in the District of Columbia for the United States 
Botanic Garden; and 

A bill (S. 218) authorizing the extension of the park system 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 214) for the relief of The Old National Bank of 
Martinsburg, Martinsburg, W. Va.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 215) to equalize the status of star-route mail car- 
riers; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 216) for the purchase of a site and erection of a 
‘public building at Princeton, W. Va.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 217) for the donation of two German cannons or 
fieldpieces to the city of Fairmont, W. Va.; and 

A bill (S. 218) to grant an honorable discharge to John W. 
Kineaid, deceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 219) granting a pension to Emily F. Hill; 

A bill (S. 220) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Z. Marlette ; 

A bill (S. 221) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Crawford; 

A bill (S. 222) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Buckey; 

A bill (S. 223) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Criswell; and 

A bill (S. 224) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 

A bill (S. 225) to extend the benefits of the employers’ lia- 
bility act of September 7, 1916, to Edward N. McCarty; and 

A bill (S. 226) for the relief of Mary B. Jenkins: to the 
Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 227) granting an increase of pension to Max 
Liedtke; 

A bill (S. 228) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Minshall; 

A bill (S. 229) granting an increase of pension to Mary W. 
James: 

A bill (S. 230) granting an increase of pension to Emma J. 
Eley ; 

A bill (S. 231) granting a pension to Effie Edwards: 

A bill (S. 232) granting a pension to Charles Green; 

A bill (S. 233) granting a pension to Jacob Staley; 

A bill (S. 234) granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. 
Peterson ; É 

A bill (S. 235) granting a pension to James Beckwith: 

A bill (S. 236) granting a pension to Claude Wallace (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Dzengolewski ; 

A bill (S. 238) granting a pension to Benjamin Ratliff; 

A bill (S. 239) granting an increase of pension to James 
Saulspaugh (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 240) granting a pension to John Sands (with ac- 
companying paper) ; and - 

A bill (S. 241) granting a pension to Charlottie B. Rockhold ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: 


A bill (S. 242) to provide for the purchase of a site for and 
the construction of a public building at York, Me.: to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 243) for the relief of Frank Vumbaca; and 

A bill (S. 244) for the relief of Marion B. Patterson: to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 245) for the relief of Henry P. Collins, alias 
Patrick Collins: 

A bill (S. 246) for the relief of Margaret I. Varnum: 

A bill (S. 247) for the relief of Thomas F. Donnelly; and 

A bill (S. 248) to correct the military record of Alexander W. 
Goodreau (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 249) granting a pension to Flora Hopkins Deve- 
reus:; 
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A bill (S. 250) granting a pension to Mary F. Spurling; 

A bill (S. 251) granting a pension to Thomas Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 252) granting a pension to Mary M. Joy: 

A bill (S. 253) granting a pension to Nellie E. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 254) granting an increase of pension to Delia 
Rich; 

A bill (S. 255) granting a pension to Charles F. Smith; 

A bill (S. 256) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. Libby; 

A bill (S. 257) granting a pension to Meldor A. Neally: 

a. bill (S. 258) granting a pension to Hattie G. Knowlton: 
an 

A bill (S. 259) granting a pension to Albertina Dam; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MOSES: 
tee bill (S. 260} to correct the military record of William N. 

uck: 

A bill (S. 261) to correct the military record of Israel 
Huneau; and 

A bill (S. 262) to correct the military record of Samuel C. 
Rowe; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 263) for the relief of Ruth Dixon Philbrick: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 264) for the relief of Charles H. Willey; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

A bill (S. 265) to prohibit the collection of a surcharge for 
the transportation of persons or baggage in connection with the 
payment for parlor or sleeping car accommodations: to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 266) granting a pension to Annie B. Watson: 

A bill (S. 267) granting a pension to Thomas Gorman; 

A bill (S. 268) granting a pension to Sylvanus Chapman: 

A bill (S. 269) granting an increase of pension to J. Alphonso 
Courtemanche: 

A bill (S. 270) granting a pension to Eliza A. Stratton: 

A bill (S. 271) granting an increase of pension to Nellie A. 
Sanborn: 

A bill (S. 272) granting a pensfon to Charles Edward 
Stevens: 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Reardon; 


A bill (S. 275) granting a pension to Mabel A. Tibbetts; 

š A om (S. 276) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Smit 3 

A bill (S. 277) granting an increase of pension to Florence B. 
Eldred ; 

A bill (S. 
Newhall; 

A bill (S. 279) granting a pension to Mabel S. Lawrence: 

A bill (S. 280) granting a pension to Jason Holt: 

A bill (S. 281) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Boudette; l 

A bill (S. 282) granting a pension to Josephine L, Webber: 

A bill (S. 283) to equalize additional pensions paid to 
widows of soldiers who served in the Regular Establishment, 
Civil War, or Spanish Wer; 

A bill (S. 284) granting a pension for certain disability to 
soldiers and sailors in the United States service: 

A bill (S. 285) granting a pension to Sarah E. Carroll (with 
accompanying papers) ; = 

A bill (S. 286) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Paige (with accompanying papers) : 

A bill (S. 287) granting an increase of pension to Nellie A. 
Farrell (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 288) granting an Increase of pension to Hattie G. 
Bates (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. ` 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 289) to establish the Federal court of concilia- 
tion : 

A bilt (S. 290) to create a commission of investigation in 
connection with the eighteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; 

A bill (S. 291) creating a commission on the racial ques- 
tion; and 

A bill (S. 292) to incorporate the American Bar Association 
(with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 293) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Charleston, in the State of Missouri: 

A bill (S. 294) to provide for the erection of a public 
building on ground already acquired at Lebanon, in the State 
of Missouri (with accompanying papers) ; and 


273) granting a pension to Nicholas Suosso: 
274) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 


278) granting an inerease of pension to Rosa A. 
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A bill (S. 295) to provide for the erection of a public 
building on ground already acquired at Caruthersville, in the 
State of Missouri; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 296) to provide for deporting certain aliens, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 297) to amend the national prohibition act, as 
supplemented, in respect of the deportation of aliens convicted 
thereunder; and 

A bill (S. 298) to provide for the deportation of certain un- 
@esirable aliens; to the Committee on Immigration. 

A bill (S. 299) to extend ‘the provisions of the act of May 
11, 1912, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S. 300) to provide for election contests in the Senate 
of the United States; to the Commiftee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 301) authorizing the payment of an amount equal 
to six months’ pay to Bertha N. Molthen (with an accompany- 
ing paper); to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

A bill (S. 302) to amend section 11 of the Federal farm 


loan act, as amended April 20, 1920; to the Committee on 


Banking and Currency. 
A bill (S. 303) authorizing the conveyance of certain land 


to the city of Miles City, State of Montana, for park pur- | 


poses; 

A bill (S. 804) to enlarge, extend, remodel, ete., public 
building at Helena, Mont.; and 

A bill (S. 305) to, provide for the erection of a public 
building at Glasgow, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 306) granting to the county of Custer, State of 
Montana, certain land in said county for use as a fairground; 

A bill (S. 807) to consolidate certain patented lands in 
Glacier National Park; 

A bill (S. 308) 
expenses incurred by it in suppressing forest fires on Govern- 
ment land during the year 1919; 

A bill (S. 309) for the construction, reconstruction, and im- 
provement of the Gardiner-Livingston road, an approach road 
to and utilized primarily by visitors to Yellowstone National 
Park; and 

A bill (S. 810) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
acquire land and erect a monument on the site of the battle 
with the Sioux Indians in which the commands of Major Reno. 
and Major Benteen were engaged; to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 311) for the erection and maintenance of a regu- 
lating weir across the Yellowstone River, 
Montana; 

A bill (S. 312) for the disposition of refractory lands on 
the Huntley irrigation project, in the State of Montana; and 

A bill (S. 818) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
cause to be made a survey of the shores of Yellowstone Lake, 
in Yellowstone National Park; to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation. 

A bill (S. 314) concerning actions on account of death or 
personal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States; 

A bill (S. 315) to prevent evasions of the antitrust laws; 


and 
A bill (S. 316) to supplement the act of June 30, 1906, 


creating the United States Court for China; to the Committee | 


on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 817) authorizing the Crow Tribe of Indians, re- 
siding in the State of Montana, to submit claims to the Court 
of Claims; 


A bill (S. 818) providing that Indians and other persons | 


on Indian reservations and superintendencies shall be subject 
to certain State or Territorial laws, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 319) to cancel the allotment of Little Bear, de- 
ceased Indian of the Crow Reservation, Mont.; 

A bill (S. 320) for the relief of certain nations or tribes of 
Indians in Montana; 

A bill (S. 321) for the relief of certain nations or tribes 
-of Indians in Montana, Idaho, and Washington; and 

A bill (S. 822) to provide for the addition of the names 
of certain persons to the ‘final roll of the Indians of the Flat- 
head Indian Reservation, Mont.; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 823) to provide for building and furnishing a 
‘building at Custer Battle Field National Cemetery for use as 
an office for the custodian and for the convenience and com- 
fort of the public; 


NE eS BE ... ee eee Oe ee Oe ee. eee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


to reimburse the State of Montana for | 


in the State of, 


87 


A bill (S. 324) for the relief of James A. Hoey, alias Francis 
Fairfield (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 325) to correct the military record of William 
McCormick ; 

A bill (S. 326) for the relief of William O. Mallahan (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 327) for the relief of Edward T. Moran; 

A bill (S. 328) for the relief of James W. Nugent; 

A bill (S. 329) providing that the act approved December 
17, 1919, entitled “An act ‘to provide for the payment of 
| six months’ pay to the widow, children, or other designated 
| dependent relatives of any officer or enlisted man of the Regu- 
| lar Army whose d@ath results from wounds or disease not the 
| result of his own misconduct,” shall be executed and adminis- 
tered as though it had been passed and approved October 6, 
1917; 

A bill (S. 330) for the relief of W. O. Whipps; and 

A bill (S. 331) for the relief of Levi B. Rouse; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 332) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
| to pay the ‘Columbus Hospital, Great Falls, Mont., for the 
| treatment of disabled Government employees; 

A bill (S. 333) to reimburse Hill County, State of Montana, 
| for money expended for the support of the Rocky Boy Baud of 
Chippewa Indians; 

A bill (S. 334) for the relief of Kate Canniff; 

A bill (S. 335) for the relief of John T. Eaton; 

A bill (S. 336) for the relief of Harry Ross Hubbard; 

A bill (S. 337) for the relief of Patrick Rafferty ; 

A bill (S. 838) for the relief of Lars T. Rykken; 

A bill (S. 339) for the relief of Harry Scott; and 

A bill (S. 340) for the relief of J. W. Cook (with an ac- 
compunying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 841) granting a pension to Cleora D. Sprague 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 342) granting a pension to David H. Russell (with 
accompanying papers) ; k 

A bill (S. 343) granting an increase of pension to William 
| McElhinney (with accompanying papers); ; 

A bill (S. 344) granting a pension to Mary E. Hover; 

A bill (S. 845) granting a pension to Axel Dahlgren (with 
accompanying papers); and 3 

A bill (S. 346) granting a pension to Richard Lockey (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of New Mexico: 

A bill (S. 347) to amend title 7 of the act entitled “An 
uct to increase the revenue, and for other purposes,” approved 
September 8, 1916; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 848) to amend an act entitled “An act to enable 
any State to cooperate with any other State or States, or with 
the United States, for the protection of the watersheds of 
navigable streams, and to appoint a commission for the ac- 
quisition of lands for the purpose of conserving the naviga- 
bility of navigable rivers,” approved March 1, 1911, and as 
‘subsequently amended; to the Committee on Agriculture and 

| Forestry. 

| A bill (S. 349) for the relief of sufferers in New Mexico 
from the flood due to the overflow of the Rio Grande and its 
‘tributaries; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

A bill (S. 350) to authorize the transfer of surplus books 
from the Navy Department ‘to ‘the Interior Department; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 351) granting a pension to Lizzie F. Dailey; and 
A bill (S. 352) granting a pension to Julianita G. Ortiz; 
to the Committee on Pensions. T 

A bill (S. 333) for the relief of Reuben R. Hunter; 

A bill (S. 854) for the relief of J. H. Toulouse; 

A bill (S. 355) for the payment of interest on certain claims 
heretofore paid to Albert H. Raynolds; 

A bin (S. 356) for the relief of John H. Walker; 

A bill (S. 357) for the relief of the city of Raton, N. Mex.; 

A bill (S. 358) for the relief of Eugenia Ascarate Griggs; 
| A bill (S. 359) for the relief of Nicholas Gallegos: 
| A bill (S. 860) for the relief of Bernard S. Rodey; 

A bill (S. 361) for the relief of Fred V. Plomteaux; 

A bill (S. 362) for the relief of Frank Grygla; 

A bill (S. 363) for the relief of J. B. MeGhee; 

A ‘bill (S. 364) for the relief of Sigmund Lindauer; 

A bill (S. 865) for the relief of Ellen B. Walker; 

A bill (S. 366) for the relief of Manuel A. Martinez; and 

A ‘bill (S. 367) for the relief of James W. Laxson; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A ‘bill (S. 368) for the relief of Nelly McCanna, residuary 
legatee and devisee under last will and testament of P. F. 
McCanna, deceased; and 
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A bill (S. 369) to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of Indians occupying railroad lands in Arizona, New Mexico, 
or California,” approved March 4, 1913; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 370) to inerease the appropriation for the con- 
struction of a public building on the site heretofore selected 
between the city of East Las Vegas and the city of Las Vegas, 
N. Mex. ; 

A bill (S. 871) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Silver City, 
N. Mex. ; 

A bill (S. 872) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Tucumcari, 
N. Mex.; 

A bill (S. 373) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Clovis, N. Mex.; 

A bill (S. 874) to provide for the acquisition of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Deming, N. Mex.; and 

A bill (S. 875) to provide for the payment by the United 
States of the proportionate cost of the paving of streets upon 
which property of the United States abuts; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 376) relative to title to lands granted to the States 
and Territories in the aid of common or public schools; 

A bill (S. 377) limiting the creation or extension of forest 
reserves in New Mexico and Arizona ; 

A bill (S. 878) granting to certain States public lands for the 
construction, repair, and maintenance of public roads; 

A bill (S. 879) to extend the rights of stock-raising home- 
steaders ; 

A bill (S. 380) granting to the State of New Mexico certain 
lands for reimbursement of the counties of Grant, Luna, Hi- 
dalgo, and Santa Fe for interest paid on railroad aid bonds, and 
for the payment of the principal of railroad aid bonds issued 
by the town of Silver City, and to reimburse said town . 

interest paid on said bonds, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 881) to amend section 2 of the act entitled “An | 
act to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other 
purposes,” approved December 29, 1916 (39 Stat. L. p. 862); 


and 

A bill (S. 382) granting to the State of New Mexico 300,000 
acres of land in said State for the use and benefit of the mili- 
tary institutions of New Mexico; to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. DIAL: 

A bill (S. 383) for the relief of William R. Bradley, former 
acting collector of internal revenue for South Carolina; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 384) to authorize the building of a bridge across 
Waccamaw River in South Carolina near the North Carolina 
State line; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 385) to establish the Jackson National Forest in the 
oe of South Carolina; to the Committee on Public Lands and 

urveys. 

A bill (S. 886) to amend section 5 of the United States cotton 
futures act, approved August 11, 1916, as amended; to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 887) to prescribe the method of capital punishment 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 388) granting a pension to John J. Hester; and 

A bill (S. 389) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 390) to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry 
out investigations of the causes and means of prevention of 
fires and dust explosions in industrial plants; to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. e 

A bill (S. 391) to amend the revenue act of 1921; and 

A bill (S. 392) to reduce the tax on oleomargarine; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 893) prohibiting the Public Utilities Commission of 
the District of Columbia from fixing rates of fare for the street 
railway companies in the District of Columbia at rates in excess 
of those stipulated in their charters; and 

A bill (S. 394) to amend section 11 of the act entitled “An act 
for the retirement of public-school teachers in the District of 
Columbia,” approved January 15, 1920; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 395) providing additional compensation to certain 
employees of the Post Office Department for overtime service; 


and 
A bill (S. 396) for the reduction of postage on first-class mail | 
matter; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


A bill (S. 397) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at McMinnyille, Tenn. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 398) tendering the thanks of Congress to Gen. John 
J. Pershing, United States Army, and the officers and men under 
his command; and to Maj. Gen. Enoch H. Crowder, Proyost Mar- 
shal General, and the members of the local and district boards 
throughout the United States, Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto Rico; 

A bill (S. 399) to correct the military record of Alfred Clark; 

A bill (S. 400) for the relief of Martin A. Hayes; 

A bill (S. 401) reappointing Edgar C. Campbell as pay clerk 
in Quartermaster Corps, United States Army, with rank of sec- 
ond lieutenant; 

A bill (S. 402) to anthorize the reinstatement of honorably 
discharged soldiers and sailors to former positions in Govern- 
ment service and restoration to eligible register of the names of 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors; 

A bill (S. 403) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver 
to the town of Murfreesboro, Tenn., five condemned bronze or 
brass cannons or fleldpieces and suitable outfits of cannon balls; 

A bill (S. 404) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Trenton, Tenn., one German cannon or field- 
piece; 

A bill (S. 405) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Lewisburg, Tenn., three German cannons; 

A bill (S. 406) for the relief of Barneybas Eastridge ; 

A bill (S. 407) for the relief of Alfred Clark; 

A bill (S. 408) for the relief of Robert C. Wilcox; 

A bill (S. 409) relative to discharges of certain soldiers and 
sailors who served in the war with Germany; 

Fe bill (S. 410) to correct the military record of H. D. Jud- 
ns; 

A bill (S. 411) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the municipality of Martin, Tenn., captured German cannons 
and cannon balls or shells; 

A bill (S. 412) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Sergt. Alvin C. York as a captain in the United 
States Army and then place him on the retired list; 

A bill (S. 413) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver 
to the town of McMinnville, Tenn., two condemned bronze or 
brass cannons or fieldpieces and suitable outfits of cannon balls; 

A bill (S. 414) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Waverly, Tenn., one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 415) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Winchester, Tenn., one German cannon or field- 
piece; and 

A bill (S. 416) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Kingsport, Tenn., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 417) to increase the cost of public building at 
Memphis, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 418) for the purchase of a post-office site at Dick- 
son, Tenn. ; and 

A bill (S. 419) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Milan, Tenn.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 420) to incorporate the International Association 
of Rotary Clubs, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 421) to establish a new judicial circuit of the 
United States with a circuit court of appeals, hereafter to be 
called the tenth circuit; 

A bill (S. 422) to amend section 725 of the Revised Statutes, 
to provide a jury trial in cases of contempt committed outside 
the presence of the court; and 

A bill (S. 423) to amend section 648 of the Revised Statutes, 
regulating the procedure in civil and criminal cases triable by 
jury; to the Committee on the Judiciary. A 

A bill (S. 424) relative to the acquisition of oil lands by 
foreign governments; to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

A bill (S. 425) to provide for the rellef of certain employees 
of the Government who have become eligible for retirement 
under the provisions of the retirement act of May 22, 1920, and 
have thereafter been continued in the service or reemployed 
therein; and 

A bill (S. 426) to amend the act entitled “An act for the 
retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920; to the Committee on 
Civil Service. 

A bill (S. 427) to amend an act entitled “An act relating to 
navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, 
duties, and rights in connection with the carriage of property,” 
approved February 13, 1893; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 428) authorizing and direc the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to establish a system of miloage books to ba 
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issued to commercial travelers at a reduced rate by all railroad 
companies carrying passengers; and 

A bill (S. 429) to prohibit interstate shipments or transpor- 
tation of certain food products; to define and to prohibit trans- 
portation and sale of adulterated or misbranded food products; 
to regulate traffic therein; to define and regulate cold storage; 
to regulate dealing in cold-storage food products; and to fix 
penalties for violation, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 480) regarding the education and naturalization of 
aliens and the children of aliens,-and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 481) to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the Cumberland River in Montgomery County, 
Tenn. ; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 432) for the relief of Mary Whitaker Moffatt; 

A bill (S. 433) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Enoch Ensley, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 434) for the relief of Daniel M. Whitaker; 

A bill (S. 435) for the relief of the Shelby Medical College, 
of Nashville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 436) making appropriation for payment of claims 
of John Sevier, sr., and John Sevier, Jr., in accordance with 
report and findings in the Court of Claims, as reported in 
House Documents Nos. 1302 and 131, under the provisions of 
the uct approved March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman Act; 

A bill (S. 487) for the relief of the estate of Matthew C. 
Butler, jr., deceased ; 

A bill (S. 438) to carry Into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in matter of the claim of the Overton Hotel Co. ; 

A bill (S. 489) for the relief of W. K. Ellis; 

A bill (S. 440) for the relief of the heirs of Robert H. L. 
Rogers; 

A bill (S. 441) to reimburse Capt. K. E. Kern, Fifty-fourth 
Infantry, for certain expenditures ; 

A bill (S. 442) for the relief of Minta Goike; 

A bill (S. 448) for the relief of the William J. Oliver Man- 
ufacturing Co. and William J. Oliver, of Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 444) for the relief of the city of Bristol, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 445) for the relief of Emma Grooms; 

A bill (S. 446) for the relief of the Hottum-Kennedy Dry 
Dock Co., of Memphis, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 447) for the relief of Lillian Powell Beach ; 

A bill (S. 448) for the relief of the State Bank & Trust Co., 
of Fayetteville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 449) for the relief of Katherine Southerland; and 

A bill (S. 450) for the relief of Thomas J. Hunt, surviving 
partner of Mosby & Hunt; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 451) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Fowell Butler; 

A bill (S. 452) granting a pension to William M. Robinson; 

A bill (S. 453) granting a pension to F. W. Gerding; 

A bill (S. 454) granting an increase of pension to Perey H. 
Allen ; 

A bill (S. 455) granting an increase of pension to Anita 
Stephens; 

A bill (S. 456) granting a pension to Oscar E. Burrow; 

A bill (S. 457) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Dick; 

A bill (S. 458) granting a pension to Johnson Ensor ; 

A bill (S. 459) to amend the act entitled “An act to pension 
soldiers and sailors of the war with Spain, the Philippine in- 
3 and the China relief expedition,” approved June 5, 

A bill (S. 460) granting an increase of pension to Annie N. 
Sullivan ; 

A bill (S. 461) granting an increase of pension to Joseph T. 
Spence; 

Toe am (S. 462) granting an increase of pension to Sallie 
evins; 

A bill (S. 463) granting a pension to Oscar E. Glenn; 

A bill (S. 464) granting a pension to James R. Lewis; 

A bill (S. 465) granting a pension to James O. Cardin; 

A bill (S. 466) granting a pension to Ruben B. Hyder; 

A bill (S. 467) granting an increase of pension to Robert T. 
©. Blevins; 

A bill (S. 468) granting a pension to Mary E. Martin; 

A bill (S. 469) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Pinion; 

a (S. 470) granting an increase of pension to Wiliam 
T. Hart; 

A bill (S. 471) granting an increase of pension to Sarah M. 

Brown; 


A bill (S. 472) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Hawkins; 

A bill (S. 473) granting a pension to Eva Durham; 

A bill (S. 474) granting a pension to Emil K. Schroeder ; 

A bill (S. 475) granting a pension to Susan E. Nash; 

A bill (S. 476) granting an increase of pension to J. S. 
Driggs; 

A bill (S. 477) granting a pension to L. F. Pampe; 

A bill (S. 478) granting a pension to Albert M. Griffith; 

A bill (S. 479) granting a pension to George W. Hacker; and 

A bill (S. 480) granting a pension to James Besheers; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 2) to provide for the remission 
of further payments of the annual installments of the Chinese 
indemnity; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. PHIPPS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 3) authorizing the Federal Re- 
serve Bank of Kansas City to invest its funds in the construc- 
tion of a building for its branch office at Denver, Colo.; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 4) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States relative to the adoption of 
amendments thereto; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 5) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States relative to marriage and 
divorce laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 6) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States relative to the office of 
President of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEPPER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 7) granting permission for the 
erection of a monument to symbolize the national game of base- 
bail; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LADD: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 8) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States relative to declarations of 
war by Congress; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES of New Mexico: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 9) to furnish the daily Con- 
GRESSIONAL Record to American Legion posts; to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 11) to amend the census act of 
March 3, 1919; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 12) relative to the offer of 
Henry Ford for the lease and purchase of the Government 
plants at Muscle Shoals; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 13) providing for the delivery 
of mail notwithstanding failure to provide receptacles therefor ; 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. : 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res, 14) relative to the purchase of 
aircraft from any foreign nation, citizen, or et en to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its clerks, 
announced that the House had adopted a concurrent resolu- 
tion (H. Con, Res, 4) providing for a joint meeting of the two 
Houses of Congress in the Hall of the House of Representatives 
for the purpose of receiving a communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate, 

JOINT MEETING OF THE TWO HOUSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the concurrent resolution just received from the House 
of Representatives, which will be read. 

The resolution (H. Con. Res. No. 4) was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the two Houses of Congress assemble in the Hall of the House of 
Representatives on Thursday, the 6th day of December, 1923, at 
12.30 o'clock in the afternoon, for the purpose of receiving such com- 
munication as the President of the United States shall be pleased to 
make to them. 
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Mr. LODGE. 
tion just read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the reso- 
lution is concurred in. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it being now nearly 20 minutes 
past 12 o'clock, I move that the Senate take a recess for the 
purpose of attending the delivery of the President’s message in 
the Hall of the House of Representatives, the recess to extend 
until that shall have been accomplished. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts moves that the Senate now take a recess until after 
the message of the President of the United States shall have 
been delivered. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none; it 
is unanimously so ordered, and the Senate will stand in recess 
until that time. 

Thereupon the Senate, preceded by its Sergeant at Arms 
[David S. Barry] and headed by the President pro tempore 
and the Secretary [George A. Sanderson], proceeded to the Hall 
of the House of Representatives. 


ADDRESS BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES -(H. DOC, NO. 1). 


The address of the President of the United States this day 
delivered at a joint meeting of the two Houses of Congress 
appears in the House proceedings, page 96 of to-day’s 
RECORD. 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 1 o'clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m., and the President pro tempore resumed the chair. 


ADDITIONAL BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Additional bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read 
the first time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 481) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to adjudicate the claims of the legal representative of Robert 
Dillon, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 482) increasing the duty on goods, wares, and 
merchandise imported into the United States other than in 
vessels of the United States, fixing tonnage dues upon vessels 
entering the ports of the United States, providing for the ab- 
rogation and termination of certain commercial treaties, and 
for other purposes. E 

Mr. JONES of Washington., Mr. President, I should like to 
have the bill go to the Committee on Commerce; but I know 
that the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], who will be chair- 
man of the Finance Committee, thinks it should go to his com- 
mittee, because it relates to the tariff, and I must say that 
I think his judgment in that matter is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 483) to correct the status of certain commissioned 
officers of the Navy appointed thereto pursuant to the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress approved June 4, 1920; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 484) to extend the time for the completion of 
the construction of a bridge across the Columbia River be- 
tween the States of Oregon and Washington at or within 2 
miles westerly from Cascade Locks, in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 485) relating to the transportation by water of 
Government officials and supplies, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 486) to provide for the conservation and protection 
of fish in Alaskan waters, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

A bill (S. 487) abrogating certain treaties, conventions, and 
agreements between the United States and other nations, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 488) creating the District of Columbia insurance 
fund for the benefit of employees injured and the dependents 
of employees killed in employment, providing for the admin- 
istration of such fund by the United States Employees’ Com- 
pensation Commission, and making an appropriation therefor; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 489) for the relief of William Wooster; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 490) making an appropriation for the construction 
of roads and bridges on the north approach to and within the 
Petrified Forest National Monument, Ariz.; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 491) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-cultural 
station in the State of Arizona; to the Committee on Co 
merce. > 

A bill (S. 492) for the relief of the Indians of the Gila 
River and Papago Reservations in Arizona; 


I move that the Senate concur in the resolu- 
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A bill (S. 493) authorizing an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a road within the Fort Apache Indian Reserva- 
tion, Ariz. ; 

A bill (S. 494) to authorize appropriations for the survey, 
construction, and maintenance of highways on or adjacent to 
untaxed Indian lands; and 

A bill (S. 495) for the relief of Alfred Cluff and certain 
other settlers at Forestdale, Apache County, Ariz., who were 
evicted from their homes by reason of a change in the loca- 
tion of the north boundary of the White Mountain or San 
Carlos Apache Indian Reservation; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 496) to establish an agricultural experiment station 
at Fort Mohave, in the county of Mohave, Ariz.; and 

A bill (S. 497) for the establishment and maintenance of a 
forest experiment station in Arizona; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture aod Forestry. 

A bill (S. 498) to relieve unemployment through continuance 
of construction work on the San Carlos Federal irrigation 
project in Arizona, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 499) to provide funds for reimbursing farms on 
Yuma project, Arizona-California, and to provide funds to 
operate and maintain the Colorado River front work and levee 
system of Yuma project, Arizona-California; to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

A bill (S. 500) granting a pension to Ross W. Brooks; 

A bill (S. 501) granting a pension to Alfred Haught; 
3 (S. 502) granting an increase of pension to Richmond 

ridges; 

A bill (S. 503) granting a pension to Frank Hall; 

A bill (S. 504) granting an increase of pension to Ammon M. 
Tenney; 
= bill (S, 505) granting an increase of pension to Howard E. 

anes; 

A bill (S. 506) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Fletcher Lancaster (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 507) granting an increase of pension to Walter L. 
Hammond; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 508) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Prescott, in the State of Arizona; and 

A bill (S. 509) providing for the erection and completion of 
a public building at Tucson, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 510) to appropriate $200,000 for the survey of 
publie lands in Arizona; 

A bill (S. 511) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue patent in fee simple to the board of regents of the Uni- 
versity of Arizona, State of Arizona, of Tucson, Ariz., for a 
certain described tract of land; and 

A bill (S. 512) authorizing a right of way for the transporta- 
tion of water for improvement of grazing and development of 
the livestock industry ‘upon public and national forest lands in 
Arizona; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 513) for the relief of Eustacio B. Davison; and 

A bill (S. 514) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant a 
right of way over the Government levee at Yuma, Ariz.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A biil (S. 515) granting an increase of pension to Ella 
Bailey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 516) granting a pension to Lemuel Abbott (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 517) granting an increase of pension to Clement 
F. S. Aimes (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 518) granting a pension to Thomas Anderson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 519) granting a pension to Mary E. Allen (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 520) granting an increase of pension to Mary Bal- 
linger (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 521) granting an increase of pension to Ephriam 
Briggs (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 522) granting a pension to William Bruce (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 523) granting an increase of pension to Samuel N. 
Bridgman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 524) granting an increase of pension to Fermon 
L. Botkin (with accompanying papers]; 

A bill (S. 525) granting a pension to Emma Braunlich (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 526) granting a pension to Sarah J. Brown (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 527) granting a pension to James F. Bierly (with 
accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 528) granting a pension to Emma J. Berry (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 529) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Bemore (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 530) granting a pension to George R. Carver (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 531) granting a pension to George Coghill (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 582) granting an increase of pension to Henry $. 
Corp (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 533) granting a pension to Maggie J. Carr (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 534) granting an increase of pension to James 
Devine (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 535) granting a pension to Sureno Doll (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 586) granting a pension to Jesse Dobyns (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 537) granting a pension to Sarah Elmore (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 538) granting a pension to Anthony Early (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 539) granting a pension to Nannie V. Elliott (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 540) granting an increase of pension to Isobel NI. 
Evans (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 541) granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
M. Funk (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 542) granting a pension to Hannah E. Grow (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 543) granting a pension to Charles Grunert (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 544) granting a pension to Bridget Garnett (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 545) granting a pension to Ethel M. Greer (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 546) granting a pension to Mary M. Geist (with 


accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 547) granting a pension to Joseph Gallaway (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 548) granting.a pension to Ada N. Gahm (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 549) granting a pension to Lillian Bramun (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 550) for the relief of James R. Gristy (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 551) for the relief of Adaline White (with aecom- 
panying papers); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 552) to prohibit appointment of members of Con- 
gress to offices of the Federal Government for a period of two 
years after the expiration of their term of service in Congress ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: 

A bill (S. 553) for the relief of Claude J. Church; and 

A bill (S. 554) to quiet title to the lands embraced in the 
Hot Springs Reservation, in Arkansas, and for the relief of the 
estate of Juan Filhiol; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 555) for the relief of Blattmann & Co.; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations; x 

A bill (S. 556) for the relief of the Home for the Friendless, 
of Chicago, III.; the Silas Bronson Library, of Waterbury, 
Conn,; the Gettysburg College (formerly Pennsylvania Col- 
lege), of Gettysburg, Pa.; the Presbyterian Church, of Bards- 
town, Ky.; the Taylor Orphan Asylum, of Racine, Wis ; the 
Union Industrial Home for Destitute Children, and the Widows’ 
and Single Women's Home, of Trenton, N. J.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 557) to provide for a library information service 
in the Bureau of Education; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

A bill (S. 558) authorizing the Secretary of War to erect a 
monument at Valparaiso, Chile; to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

A bill (S. 559) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Charles C. Adams; 

A bill (S. 560) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Charles H. Simmons: 

A bill (S. 561) for the relief of James Gilfillan; 

A bill (S. 562) for the relief of Capt. Charles M. Shailer;: 

A bill (S. 563) for the relief of the estate of Philip Halsey 
Remington; and 


A bill (S. 564) for the relief of the heirs of Adam and Noah 
Brown; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 565) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Harwinton, Conn., one German cannon or field- 
piece; 

A bill (S. 566) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Newington, Conn., one German cannon or fieldpiece; 

A bill (S. 567) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Wolcott, Conn., one German cannon or fieldpiece; 

A bill (S. 568) to correct the military record of Walter H. 
Hutchinson ; 

A bill (S. 569) for the relief of Charles K. Bond, alias Kim- 
ball W. Rollins; 

A bill (S. 570) for the relief of Lester A. Rockwell; 

A bill (S. 571) for the relief of Charles Yarrington ; 

A bill (S. 572) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Waterbury, Conn., one German cannon or fieldpiece; 

A bill (S. 573) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Middletown, Conn., two German cannons or field- 
pieces; 

A bill (S. 574) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the town of Berlin, Conn., one German cannon or fleldpiece; and 

A bill (S. 575) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to. 
the town of Enfield, Conn., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

_A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 15) preposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 16) to furnish the daily Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD to posts of the American Legion, the Dis- 
abled American Veterans of the World War, the Veterans of For- 
eign Wars, and to camps of the United Spanish War Veterans; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 17) proposing that all amend- 
ments to the Constitution shall be ratified by the qualified elec- 
tors of the several States instead of by the legislatures thereof; 
and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 18) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution to change the date of the inauguration of 
President and Vice President, assembling of presidential and 
vice presidential electors, and the commencement of the terms 
of Senators and Representatives; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res, 19) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States with regard to the pro- 
hibition of child labor, ete.; read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


IMMIGRANT CHILDREN OF CITIZENS. 


Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I introduce a 
joint resolution, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read 
the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 10) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Labor to permit the entry into the United States of 
wives and children under the age of 21 years of American citi- 
zens, was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That clause (8) of subdivision (a) of section 2 of 
the act of May 19, 1921, entitled “An act to limit the immigration 
of aliens into the United States,” be, and hereby is, amended to read 
as follows: “(8) aliens under the age of 21 who are children of 
citizens of the United States.” 


Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The mere reading of the joint 
resolution will perhaps not indicate the purpose of it, but it 
involves a matter of humanity. 

Under the present immigration laws of the country, chil- 
dren between the ages of 18 and 21 are subjected to the quota 
rule just the same as other aliens. It so happens that at this 
particular time there resides in the State of New Mexico an 
American citizen who was naturalized a number of years ago. 
He has been endeavoring to get his wife and children out of 
Russia for several years. Just recently he secured their re- 
lease from Russia. They reached Southampton, England, and 
there the wife and daughter were given visés and permitted to 
come to the United States. 

There is another daughter who, by reason of the length of 
time taken in getting the family out of Russia, has become 
slightly more than 38 years of age. That daughter was de- 
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tained in Southampton. The wife and the other daughter 
have just arrived in New York and will, of course, meet with 
the father and husband, but the one daughter, a girl just past 
18 years of age, is held to-day in Southampton because the 
State Department refuses to visé her passport. The Depart- 
ment of Labor of course can not override the express mandate 
of the law on the subject. 

A large number of other people have been admitted into the 
United States regardless of the quota because of the vast 
number who came into the United States at particular times 
and beyond the quota, They have been charged to subsequent 
quotas; but the quota for Russia for this year has been ex- 
hausted, and, as I have said, that young girl is held in 
Southampton to-day unable to reach her parents in the United 
Stetes. The members of the family are American citizens, 
and the joint resolution which I have introduced proposes 
only to provide that children whose parents are citizens of 
the United States, and who are under the age of 21 years, 
shall not be subjected to the rule regarding the quota of 
immigrants admitted into this country. 

Mr. LODGE. The joint resolution does not cover a special 
ease, but is general legislation. 8 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It is legislation applying to 
children under 21 years of age. 

Mr. LODGE. That is general legislation of a most impor- 
tant character. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Mexico asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I sincerely hope the Senator 
from Massachusetts will not object to the joint resolution. I 
submit that under the principles of humanity children of citi- 
zens of the United States ought to be admitted. Here is a 
girl who is being kept out of this country, who is being kept 
away from her parents, who are citizens of the United States, 
by reason of the fact that the quota from Russia has been 
exhausted, not on account of any other reason whatever. 

Mr. LODGE. The joint resolution proposes a most impor- 
tant change in our immigration law. It does not provide relief 
to one person only. It would change the entire immigration 
law of the United States. It is general legislation of the 
broadest kind. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I can not conceive that be- 
cause of the mere exhaustion of the quota of immigrants to 
be admitted any man would want to prevent the child of an 
American citizen from coming home. I can not conceive of an 
attitude of that sort coming from the breast of anyone who 
has any red blood In his veins. All the homes of citizens of 
the United States are to be sacred. It seems to 
me there is no one who should want to keep children, and es- 
pecially girls, from their parents, simply because under the 
law the quota has been exhausted. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. It would bring in every girl and every boy. It 
would destroy the quota law. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If the Senator will permit me, 
I will modify it so as to make it apply to any female child under 
21 years of age. 

Mr. LODGE. It would be a change of the whole law. It 
would break right into the quota law, and the Senator is asking 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of such a 
measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to suggest 
that the request is for unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the joint resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIS. Under the circumstances I feel compelled, 
with regret, to object to the present consideration of the meas- 
ure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Then I ask that the joint reso- 
lution lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the joint 
resolution will lie on the table. . 


CITIZENSHIP OF CHILDREN OF FOREIGN-BORN PARENTS. 


Mr. JONES of Washington submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 1), which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the following article is hereby proposed to the several States as 
an amendment to the Constitution, which shall become valid to all in- 
tents and purposes as a part of the Constitution when ratified by the 
legislatures of three-fourths of the several States: 
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ARTICLE XIX, 


Szcrion 1. No child hereafter born in the United States of foreign 
parentage shall be a citizen or shall be eligible to citizenship in the 
United States unless both parents are eligible to become citizens of the 
United States; and no person heretofore born in the United States shall, 
from the adoption of this article, be a citizen of the United States or 
be eligible to become such citizen unless both parents were citizens of 
the United States or eligible to become such citizens, 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. WADSWORTH submitted the following resolution (8. 
Res. 7), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs or any subcom- 
mittee thereof be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 
words, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee 
or any subcommittee thereof may sit during the sessions or recesses of 
the Senate. 


DECLARATIONS OF WAR. 


Mr. LADD submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 8), 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 


Whereas there is no question touching the life and welfare of the 
people of the United States of such importance as the making of peace- 
ful relations with other governments; and 

Whereas the right of the people to a votce in the settlement of all 
questions of even less importance is asserted in the Declaration of In- 
dependence and guaranteed by the Constitution: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that no declaration of 
war by Congress and no act of war by the executive branch of the 
Government of the United States shall be taken except to suppress in- 
surrection or repel invasion, as provided for by the Constitution of the 
United States until the question at issue shall be submitted to a refer- 
endum of the voters of the United States. 


SPECULATIONS IN WHEAT, 


Mr. LADD submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 9), 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry: 

Whereas since the grain futures act was declared constitutional by 
the United States Supreme Court on April 16, 1923, members of the 
Chicago Board of Trade and other grain exchanges, with a few excep- 
tions, by means of their daily market reports and published opinions 
in the daily papers, and also market press reports written in Chicago 
and given wide publicity, together with syndicated articles which there 
is reason to believe bad their inspiration in the board of trade, have 
systematically opposed the price of wheat or, in trade terms, tried to 
“bear the market“; and because of this condition there is reason to 
believe that the market was, except during brief intervals, depressed 
by short selling by professional traders or speculators, and that the 
price has been depressed and held materially below a level warranted 
by legitimate supply and demand conditions; and, furthermore, be- 
cause no information has been published by the Department of Agri- 
culture regarding the activities of such speculators: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be requested to take 
steps at once to determine, through the grain futures administration, 
the position on the market taken by the well-known professional specu- 
lators and the members of the large futures commission houses of 
the board of trade, and promptly publish the findings, without opinions 
by the investigators as to the effect which the trading by sald profes- 
sionals may bave had. 


QUORUM OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 10), which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That section 2 of Rule III of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, reading “A quorum shall consist of a majority of the Senators 
duly chosen and sworn,” be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
read; “A quorum shall consist of a majority of the Senators to which 
the States of the Union may be entitled.” 


OIL AND GAS LEASES. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 11), which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys: 


Whereas under the act of Congress approved February 25, 1920, en- 


titled “An act to promote the mining of coal, phosphate, oil, ofl shale, 
gas, and sodium on the public domain,” it is provided: 
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“Src, 27. That no person, association, or corporation, except as 
herein provided, shall take or hold more than one coal, phosphate, or 
sodium lease during the life of such lease in any one State; no person, 
association, or corporation shall take or hold, at one time, more than 
three ofl or gas leases granted hereinunder, in any one State, and not 
more than one lease within the geologic structure of the same produc- 
ing oll or gas field; no corporation shall hold any interest as a stock- 
holder of another corporation in more than such number of leases; and 
no person or corporation shall take or hold any interest or interests as 
a member of an association or associations or as a stockholder of a 
corporation or corporations holding a lease under the provisions hereof, 
which together with the area embraced in any direct holding of a lease 
under this act, or which together with any other interest or interests 
as a member of an association or associations or as a stockholder of a 
corporation or corporations holding a lease under the provisions hereof, 
for any kind of mineral leased hereunder, exceeds in the aggregate an 
amount equivalent to the maximum number of acres of the respective 
kinds of minerals allowed to any one lessee under this act. Any inter- 
ests held in violation of this act shall be forfeited to the United States 
by appropriate proceedings instituted by the Attorney General for that 
purpose in the United States district court for the district in which the 
property or some part thereof is located, except that any ownership or 
interest forbidden in this act which may be acquired by descent, will, 
judgment, or decree may be held for two years and not longer after its 
acquisition: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to limit sections 18, 18a, 19, and 22 or to prevent any number of 
lessees under the provisions of this act from combining their several 
interests so far as may be necessary for the purposes of constructing 
and carrying on the business of a refinery or of establishing and con- 
structing as a common carrier a pipe line or lines of railroads to be 
operated and used by them jointly in the transportation of oil from 
thelr several wells, or from the wells of other lessees under this act, or 
the transportation of coal: Provided further, That any combination for 
such purpose or purposes shall be subject to the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior on application to him for permission to form the 
same: And provided further, That if any of the lands or deposits leased 
under the provisions of this act shall be subleased, trusteed, possessed, 
or controlled by any device permanently, temporarily, directly, indi- 
rectly, tacitly, or in any manner whatsoever so that they form part of 
or are in any wise controlled by any combination in the form of an 
unlawful trust, with consent of lessee, or form the subject of any con- 
tract or conspiracy in restraint of trade in the mining or selling of 
coal, phosphate, oil, oil shale, gas, or sodium, entered into by the lessee, 
or any agreement or understanding, written, verbal, or otherwise, to 
which such lessee shall be a party, of which his or its output is to be 
or become the subject, to control the price or prices thereof or of any 
holding of such lands by any individual, partnership, association, corpo- 
ration, or control, in excess of the amounts of lands provided in this 
act, the lease thereof shall be forfeited by appropriate court proceed- 
ings”; and 

Whereas it Is currently reported that notwithstanding the provisions 
of the sald act above quoted, by sundry devices certain individuals, 
acting in concert through the same or separate corporate organizations 
or otherwise, actually, though they may not nominally, hold oll or 
gas leases issued under the sald act in number greater than three in 
each of several States and greater than one within the geologie struc- 
ture of each of a number of producing oil or gas fields, and that such 
interests in fact exercise control over the greater portion of the output 
of a number of such fields, in so far as the same issues from lands 
leased under the said act, the number of leases covering lands in such 
flelds being greatly in excess of three: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, or any 
subcommittee it may designate for the purposes, be, and It hereby is, 
authorized and directed: 

1. To inquire— 

(a) Into all leases issued under the sald act, to whom the same were 
issued, to whom the same or any rights thereunder were assigned or 
otherwise transferred, and the members of any association or the 
stockholders of any corporation acquiring such leases or any rights 
thereunder, at the time and since the same were acquired, with the 

_business relation, if any, between any such associations or corpora- 
tions, and how far, if at all, any two or more are controlled by one 
and the same management by a common-stock ownership or otherwise. 

(b) The area embraced in such leases and the State and geologic 
structure within which the lands embraced therein lie. 

(c) Any contracts entered into by the holders of any such leases 
or any interest therein for the disposition of any ofl or gas issuing 
from the lands embraced therein, and the various parties through 
which the same or the products thereof pass before reaching the con- 
sumer, with the relation of any such parties to each other. 

2. To report to the Senate the facts developed by such inquiry; and 

8. To recommend such action by Congress or the executive depart- 
ments, or both, as shall to the committee seem appropriate to accom- 
plish the purpose of the statute above referred to and to prevent 
evasion of its provisions, 


The said committee is hereby authorized to sit and perform its 
duties at such times and places as it deems necessary or proper and 
to require the attendance of witnesses by subpœnas or otherwise; to 
require the production of books, papers, and documents, and to em- 
ploy stenographers, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words. 
The chairman of the committee, or any member thereof, may administer 
oaths to witnesses and sign subpœuas for witnesses; and every person 
duly summoned before said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, 
who refuses or fails to obey the process of said committee, or appears 
and refuses to answer questions pertinent to said investigation, shall be 
punished as prescribed by law. The expenses of said investigation shall 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers of the 
committee or subcommittee, signed by the chairman and approved by 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BALL submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 12), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia or any . 
subcommittee thereof be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 
cents per 100 words, to report such hearings as may be had in 
connection with any subject which may be before said committee, the 
expenses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 


ASSISTANT CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRIOT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BALL submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 13), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, aud 
it hereby is, authorized to employ during the Sixty-eighth Congress an 
assistant clerk at the rate of $2,000 per annum, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


MUSCLE SHOALS, 


Mr. McKELLAR submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
14), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resotved, That a special committee of the Senate, to be appointed 
by the President of the Senate, be, and it is hereby, authorized and 
instructed to inyestigate and report to the Senate at the earlies 
possible date on the following: 4 

1, Whether the Secretary of War had a legal right to dispose of the 
Gorgas plant, located at Muscle Shoals, to the Alabama Power Co. 

2. Whether the offer of the Alabama Power Co. for the Gorgas 
plant was a better offer, from a monetary standpoint, than the offer 
of Henry Ford. 

The said committee is hereby authorized to perform its duties at such 
times and places as it deems necessary or proper, and to require tha 
attendance of witnesses by subpœnas or otherwise; to employ a stenog- 
rapher at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per 100 words, and to employ 
counsel, experts, and other assistants; the expenses of said investigation 
shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on youchers of 
the committee or subcommittee, signed by the chairman and approved 
by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

STREET RAILWAYS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. McKELLAR submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
15), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That a special committee of the Senate, to be appointed 
by the Vice President, be, and it is hereby, authorized and instructed 
to hivestigate and report to the Senate at its meeting in December next 
or earlier, should a special session be called, the following: 

1. The said committee is hereby authorized to examine into and re- 
port upon all existing contracts or charters subsisting between the Con- 
gress and the various street railway companies now occupying and 
using the streets of the city of Washington and any subsidiary com- 
pany or companies the stock of which is owned in whole or in part by 
any such street railway companies. 

2. Whether said street railway companies are actually occupying 
the streets and enjoying all the privileges conveyed to them by the 
Congress in such charters or contracts, or whether they have given 
up any of said contract or charter rights In return for being allowed 
by the Public Utilities Commission to raise their rates of fare. 

3. The said committee will report upon the several acts of the Public 
Utilities Commission raising street railway fares and whether or not 
there was either specific or implied authority given to said Public 
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Utilities Commission by the public utilities act for raising such fares, 
including the purposes of the establishment of the Public Utilities 
Commission. 

4. Whether the raising of such fares by the Public Utilities Commis- 
sion was a violation of the contracts or charters entered into by the 
said street railway companies for the use of the streets of the city of 
Washington. 

5. If it is found that the Public Utilities Commission has not ex- 
ceeded its authority to raise fares, then whether or not the Public 
Utilities Commission was justified in raising such fares during the 
war and whether or not said Public Utilities Commission is justified 
now in refusing or failing to reduce such fares, now that the war is 
long over and virtual normal conditions have returned. 

6. Whether the charter fare of 5 cents or the sale of six tickets for 
25 cents is a reasonable fare to be charged for the service rendered 
at this time. 

7. The said committee will examine into and report as to the 
properties owned by the Capital Traction Co. and the Washington 
Railway & Electric Co., including the cars, tracks, equipment, charter 
or contract values, and every species of physical property of each 
company, how much of it is in the District of Columbia and how 
much is on the outside, what part, if any, of it consists of charter 
or contract rights and privileges, the capital stock of each company, 
when and how issued, whether paid for in full or in part, whether 
any stock dividends have at any time been declared during the 
last 20 years, what the earnings of said companies were during a 
period extending over the last 20 years, what amounts of bonds 
are outstanding, preferred stock or other evidences of indebtedness, 
the total number of passengers carried each year by each company 
during the last 20 years, wages, salaries, fees paid, materials bought, 
and every other fact and circumstance relating to said companies 
bearing upon their income and expenses or earnings. 

8. Said committee will examine into and report as to what the 
gross and net earnings of said companies were during the said 
perlod of 20 years, the operating expenses by years, under what 
circumstances bonds were issued, whether they were sold at par, 
what was done with the proceeds during said 20-year period, and 
every other fact connected with the operation of said railroads during 
said 20-year period. 

9. The committee will further report whether the consolidation of 
any companies with said two companies or the purchase of other 
companies by either of said companies, the actual prices paid therefor, 
whether any stock, preferred or common, was issued without the 
payment of cash therefor, and if so how much, and every fact con- 
nected with the issuance of bonds or stock or the exchange of bonds 
or stock and the consolidation of said roads. 

10. The committee will further report upon the acquisition of any 
electric company by the Washington Railway & Electric Co., what 
are the earnings of any such company, how they are used and 
applied, and every fact in connection therewith. 

11. The committee will also investigate the actions of the Publie 
Utilities Commission of the city of Washington in reference to 
street-car fares and report its findings in reference thereto. 

12. The committee will further investigate and report on what 
mileage of either company is in the District and what outside of 
the District, whether such roads or lines belong directly to said 
companies or either of them, whether any other companies are con- 
trolled by said Washington or Capital companies, whether said lines 
outside of the city are paying lines or not, what proportion of the 
expenses ig properly chargeable to such lines and earnings made 
by them, and all other facts pertaining thereto. 

13. The committee will further report the holdings of said two 
companies in other companies and shall also report whether any of 
the stock of the parent company or subsidiary companies is held in 
any pool, the object of said pool, and all other facts pertaining 
thereto. 

14. The said committee will also examine into and report upon 
the question of instituting in said companies universal or limited 
transfers. 

The committee will likewise report its recommendations (a) as 
to whether or not said charter fares should be restored; (b) whether 
the public utilities act should be repealed or modified; (e) if it 
should find that the charter fares should not be restored, then 
what a reasonable fare should be, and any other recommendation it 
may see fit to make with respect to the subject matter of this in- 
vestigation. 

The committee will further examine into and report what sums 


have been expended by either of said companies in repairs, im- 
provements, betterments, and the like, by years, since the raise 
in car fare. 


The committee will further examine and report the exact sums 
of money in cash that have been paid in by stockholders of said 
companies, the facts as to all sales of bonds, preferred stock, and 
common stock. 


The committee will further examine into and report on all salaries, 
including lawyers’ fees and wages paid, during said 20-year period. 

Said committee will further examine and report, as far as is 
possible, the names of all stockholders, including preferred-stock 
holders, and bondholders, and the residences of same. 


Said committee will further examine and report upon the desira- 
bility of merging sald traction companies into one and also the 
practicability of the city of Washington buying or taking over, by 
right of eminent domain, said traction companies and operating 
them. 


15. The said committee is hereby authorized to sit and perform 
its duties at such times and places as it deems necessary or proper, 
and to require the attendance of witnesses by subpenas or otherwise} 
to require the production of books, papers, documents; to employ 
counsel, experts, and other assistants; and to employ stenographers 
at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words. The chairman of 
the committee, or any member thereof, may administer oaths to 
witnesses and sign subpenas for witnesses; and every person duly 
summoned before said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, who 
refuses or falls to obey the process of said committee, or appears 
and refuses to answer questions pertinent to said investigation, 
shall be punished as prescribed by law. The expenses of said in- 
vestigation shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 
on vouchers of the committee or subcommittee, signed by the chair- 
man, and approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 


STATUS OF FOREIGN INDEBTEDNESS. 


Mr. MeKELLAR submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
16), which was referred to the Committee on Finance: 


Resolved, That the Foreign Debt Commission be, and it is hereby, 
directed to report to the Senate at the earliest possible date as to what 
steps it has taken or is taking toward collecting or funding the debts 
owing this Government by all Governments indebted to the United 
States other than Great Britain. 


SALE OF LIQUOR ON SHIPPING BOARD VESSELS. 


Mr. McKELLAR submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
17), which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, That the Shipping Board report to the Senate at the earli- 
est practicable hour the following: 

1, What monthly quantity of whisky, wine, beer, and other alcoholic 
beverages was sold on Shipping Board vessels during the time that 
such sales were carried on with the approval of the Shipping Board? 

2. What was the total amount dispensed and sold per vessel and 
total amount in all vessels and money yalue thereof? 

8. What quantity of these liquors was purchased by the Shipping 
Board or by its agents, and what was the total value thereof and the 
total receipts thereof per vessel? 

4. How much liquor was sold to passengers of each vessel independ- 
ent of what they purchased over the bars of the vessels? 

5. How much liquor was purchased by the crews of such vessels 
and what was the value thereof? 

6. Was liquor served as a part of the crew’s mess, and could the 
crews of such vessels purchase liquor freely? 

7. How much whisky, wine, beer, and cognac and other intoxicating 
beverages were in the possession of the Shipping Board when the order 
was given to stop selling same aboard vessels? 

8. Have any of these liquors been sold in the United States? 

9. Where Is this liquor at the present time? If disposed of, to whom, 
at what prices, where shipped, and what was total amount of sales? 

10. Was any of it sold to officers or members of the crews of such 
yessels or to any employees of the Shipping Board, and at what prices, 
when the order for stoppage of sales was given? 

11. Did any of the officials of the Shipping Board or officers of 
Shipping Board vessels engage in the sale of liquors to passengers 
aboard vessels for private gain? 

12. To what extent, if any, is liquor being sold aboard such vessels 
at the present time? Are any prohibition enforcement officers allowed 
aboard such vessels? 

13. What was the total amount of profits made by the Shipping 
Board out of sales of intoxicating beverages? 


THE FERTILIZER INDUSTRY, 


Mr, McKELLAR submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
18), which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry : 


Whereas it has been charged that the fertilizer industry is con- 
trolled by a combination of corporations, and that such combination of 
corporations, or the individual members thereof, has employed agents, 
attorneys, and lobbyists to influence Congress against the acceptance 
of the offer of Henry Ford to buy Muscle Shoals: Now therefore be it 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any 
subcommittee thereof, is hereby authorized to inyestigate the charge 
that the fertilizer industry is controlled by a corporation or corpora- 
tions, which is in fact a monopoly, and has employed agents, attor- 
neys, and lobbyists to lobby against the resolution accepting the offer 
of said Henry Ford to purchase said Muscle Shoals project, and to 
investigate whether there is a Fertilizer Trust. 

Resolved further, That the committee is authorized to subpena wit- 
nesses, send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ 
a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words, and also 
the necessary clerical assistance in the prosecution of such investiga- 
tion, the expenses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate on youchers authorized by the committee and signed by the 
chairman thereof. 

MAIL RECEPTACLES, 


Mr. McKELLAR submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
19), which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the United States Senate the names of manufacturers of 
covers for door slots and also for mail receptacles for use of United 
States City Delivery Mail Service under requirements of the Post 
Office Department. The Postmaster General will include also the num- 
ber of such slots or receptacles manufactured by each manufacturer 
since July 1, 1922, and the number now in process of manufacture. 


PURCHASE OF LANDS FROM MEXICO. 


Mr. ASHURST submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
20), which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby re- 
spectfully requested to open negotiations with the Republic of Mexico 
for the purchase of the peninsula of Lower California and for the 
purchase of that tract of land in the State of Sonora, Republie of 
Mexico, approximating in area 10,000 square miles, and lying north of 
the parallel of 81 degrees 20 minutes north latitude. 


TRIBUTE TO THE LATE PRESIDENT HARDING. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer the following resolution, 
for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report 
the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 21) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed on the 
part of the Senate, to Join such committee as may be appointed on 
the part of the House, to consider and report by what token of 
respect and affection it may be proper for the Congress of the United 
tates to express the deep sensibility of the Nation to the death of 
the late President, Warren Gamaliel Harding, and that so much of 
the message of the President as relates to that sad event be referred 
to such committee. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect to 
the memory of Warren Gamaliel Harding, late President of 
the United States, in view of the action just taken ꝓy the 
Senate, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and the Senate 
fat 2 o'clock p. m.) adjourned until Monday, December 10, 
1923, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, December 6, 1923. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Our blessed Heavenly Father, from whom cometh all purity, 
oodness, and wisdom, and without whom nothing can abide, 
et Thy Spirit draw us this day to the higher realms of thought 
and action, Be mercifully inclined toward our President, the 
Members of the Houses of Congress as they plan and labor for 
the good and prosperity of our land. Strengthen the bonds of 
loyalty and friendship between all our fellow citizens. Increase 
their patriotic zeal and fervor that the high purpose of the 
Republic may never be defeated. May the ruling passion of our 
beings be to mold our characters into the likeness of Him who 
spake as never man spake. Let the work of this day reflect 
eredit upon all and honor upon Thy holy name. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approyed. 


PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to state that com- 
plaint has been made at the desk by many Members that they 
are unable to get seats on the floor to which they are entitled. 
The rules of the House are exceedingly stringent, that nobody 
except Members and certain excepted classes are entitled to 
the floor of the House. If there are any persons on the floor 
who are not entitled to seats, the Chair must request that they 
retire. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, BLANTON. I understand children of Members on an 
occasion of this kind are entitled to come upon the floor. Is 
that the fact or not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no rule to that effect. 
It has long been the custom that small children who could 
not necessarily occupy seats are brought in, and the Chair 
sees no objection to that. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON PRESIDENT. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed 
by the Speaker on behalf of the House to join a like com- 
mittee of the Senate to inform the President that the Congress 
is organized and ready for business and prepared to receive 
any communication he desires to make has performed that 
duty and the President has informed the committee that it 
will be his pleasure to deliver a message to the Congress 
in person on Thursday, December 6, 1923, at such hour as 
the Congress might fix. 

Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio offers a reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Concurrent Resolution 4. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concur- 
ring), That the two Houses of Congress assemble in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on Thursday, the 6th day of December, 
at 12.30 o'clock in the afternoon, for the purpose of receiving such 
communication as the President of the United States shall be pleased 
to make to them. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
3 that the Senate had passed the following resolu- 

ons: 

Senate Resolution 1. 

Resolved, That a committee, consisting of two Senators, be appointed 
to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Represen- 
tatives to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that a quorum of each House is assembled and that Congress is ready 
to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


In compliance with the above resolution, the President pro 
tempore appointed Mr. Loper and Mr. Rosrnson as the commit- 
tee on the part of the Senate. 

Senate Resolution 4. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound 
sorrow the announcement of the death of Hon. SAMURL D. NICHOLSON, 
late a Senator from the State of Colorado. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family of 
the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 

Senate Resolution 2. 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives 
that a quorum of the Senate ts assembled, and that the Senate is ready 
to proceed to business. 

Senate Resolution 5. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound 
sorrow the announcement of the death of the Hon. Knut NELSON, 
late a Senator from the State of Minnesota. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family of 
the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


Senate Resolution 6. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound 
sorrow the announcement of the death of the Hon. WILLIAM P. 
DILLINGHAM, late a Senator from the State of Vermont. 
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Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family 
of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 

without amendment, the following concurrent resolution: 
House Concurrent Resolution 4. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the two Houses of Congress assemble in the Hall of the House 
of Representatives on Thursday, the 6th day of December, 1923, at 
12.80 o'clock in the afternoon, for the purpose of receiving such com- 
munication as the President of the United States shall be pleased to 
make to them, 

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry along the line of the question just raised. 
There are persons upon the floor of this House who are not 
entitled to seats here. Several of us now are occupying seats 
set aside for Senators. Each Member, I understand, upon oc- 
easions of this kind is furnished with one ticket. Some of the 
wives of Members are now standing in the gallery, some of 
them outside in the corridor, and can not get seats anywhere. 
It seems to me that that condition ought not to prevail. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida wish to 
offer a motion? 

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Ser- 
geant at Arms be instructed to clear the floor of all persons not 
entitled to seats, and that the tickets issued to Members be 
recognized in the gallery for those holding them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida moves that 
the Sergeant at Arms be instructed to clear the floor of persons 
not entitled to seats on the floor, The question is on agreeing 
to the motion. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 314, noes none. 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant at Arms will carry out the 
order. 

RECESS. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
now stand in recess subject to the call of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
House now stand in recess subject to the call of the Speaker. 


THANKS TO THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentieman withhold that? 
I would like to offer a resolution to which I am sure there will 
be absolutely no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent to present a resolution, which the Clerk will re- 
port. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 60. 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House are eminently due and are 
hereby tendered to William Tyler Page, Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the distinguished ability, fidelity, and impartiality with 
which he has presided over the deliberations of the House of Repre- 
sentatives during the contest for Speaker. 

[Applause. ] 

The question was taken, and the resolution was unanimously 
agreed to. 

RECESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that the House stand in recess subject to the 
call of the Speaker. 

The resolution was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
19 minutes p. m.) the House stood in recess, 

AFTER THE RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 12 o’clock and 23 
minutes p. m.) was called to order by the Speaker. 


JOINT MEETING OF SENATE AND HOUSE. 


At 12 o'clock and 24 minutes p. m. the members of the Presi- 
dent’s Cabinet entered the Hall and took seats at the left of the 
Speaker’s rostrum. 

At 12 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m. the Doorkeeper announced 
the President pro tempore and the Members of the United States 
Senate. 

The Members of the House rose. 


The Senate, preceded by the President pro tempore and by 
their Secretary and Sergeant at Arms, entered the Chamber. 

The President pro tempore took the chair at the right of the 
Speaker, and the Members of the Senate took the seats reserved 
for them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as a committee on 
behalf of the House to wait upon the President and conduct 
him to the Chamber Mr. Loneworru, of Ohio; Mr. Green, of 
Iowa; Mr. Mappen, of Illinois; Mr. GARRETT, of Tennessee; and 
Mr. Garner, of Texas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair on behalf of the 
Senate will appoint the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Lops], 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rostnson], the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. Warren], the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
OVERMAN], and the Senator from Utah [Mr. Saroor]. 

At 12 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m. Calvin Coolidge, the 
President of the United States, escorted by the committee of 
Senators and Representatives, entered the Hall of the House, 
was announced by the Doorkeeper, and stood at the Clerk's 
desk, amidst applause on the floor and in the galleries, 


ADDRESS OF THE PRESIDENT. 


The PRESIDENT. Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, and Mem- 
bers of Congress, since the close of the last Congress the 
Nation has lost President Harding. The world knew his kind- 
ness and his humanity, his greatness and his character. He 
has left his mark upon history. He has made justice more 
certain and peace more secure. The surpassing tribute paid to 
his Memory as he was borne across the continent to rest at 
last at home revealed the place he held in the hearts of the 
American people. But this is not the occasion for extended ref- 
erence to the man or his work. In this presence, among those 
who knew and loved him, that is unnecessary. But we who 
were associated with him could not resume together the fune- 
tions of our office without pausing for a moment, and in his 
memory reconsecrating ourselves to the service of our country. 
He is gone. We remain. It is our duty, under the inspiration 
of his example, to take up the burdens which he was permitted 
to lay down, and to develop and support the wise principles of 
government which he represented. 

FORBIGN AFFAIRS. 


For us peace reigns everywhere. We desire to perpetuate it 
always by granting full justice to others and requiring of 
others full justice to ourselves. 

Our country has one cardinal principle to maintain in its 
foreign policy. It is an American principle. It must be an 
American policy. We attend to our own affairs, conserve our 
own strength, and protect the interests of our own citizens; 
but we recognize thoroughly our obligation to help others, 
reserving to the decision of our own judgment the time, the 
place, and the method. We realize the common bond of 
humanity. We know the inescapable law of service. 

Our country has definitely refused to adopt and ratify the 
covenant of the League of Nations. We have not felt warranted 
in assuming the responsibilities which its members have as- 
sumed. I am not proposing any change in this policy; neither 
is the Senate. The incident, so far as we are concerned, is 
closed. The league exists as a foreign agency. We hope it 
will be helpful. But the United States sees no reason to limit 
its own freedom and independence of action by joining it, 
{Applause.] We shall do well to recognize this basic fact in 
all national affairs and govern ourselves accordingly. 


WORLD COURT. 


Our foreign policy has always been guided by two principles, 
The one is the avoidance of permanent political alliances which 
would sacrifice our proper -independence. ‘The other is the 
peaceful settlement of controversies between nations. By ex- 
ample and by treaty we have advocated arbitration. For 
nearly 25 years we haye been a member of The Hague Tribunal, 
and have long sought the creation of a permanent world court 
of justice. I am in full accord with both of these policies. I 
favor the establishment of such a court intended to include the 
whole world. That is, and has long been, an American policy, 

Pending before the Senate is a proposal that this Government 
give its support to the Permanent Court of International Jus- 
tice, which is a new and somewhat different plan. This is not 
a partisan question. It should not assume an artificial im- 
portance. The court is merely a conyenient instrument of 
adjustment to which we could go, but to which we could not be 
brought. It should be discussed with entire candor, not by a 
political but by a judicial method, without pressure and with- 
out prejudice. Partisanship has no place in our foreign rela- 
tions. As I wish to see a court established, and as the proposal 
presents the only practical plan on which many nations have 
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ever agreed, though it may not meet every desire, I therefore 
commend it to the favorable consideration of the Senate [ap- 
plause], with the proposed reservations clearly indicating our 
refusal to adhere to the League of Nations, 


RUSSIA, 


Our diplomatic relations, lately so largely interrupted, are 
now being resumed, but Russia presents notable difficulties. 
We have every desire to see that great people, who are our 
traditional friends, restored to their position among the nations 
of the earth. We have relieved their pitiable destitution with 
an enormous charity. Our Government offers no objection te 
the carrying on of commerce by our citizens with the people of 
Russia. Our Government does not propose, however, to enter 
into relations with another régime which refuses to recognize 
the sanctity of international obligations. [Applause.] I do not 
propose to barter away for the privilege of trade any of the 
cherished rights of humanity. [Applause.] I do not propose 
to make merchandise of any American principles. These rights 
and principles must go wherever the sanctions of our Govern- 
ment go. 

But while the favor of America is not for sale, I am willing to 
make very large concessions for the purpose of rescuing the 
people of Russia. Already encouraging evidences of returning 
to the ancient ways of society can be detected. But more are 


needed. Whenever there appears any disposition to compensate | 


our citizens who were despoiled, and to recognize that debt 
contracted with our Government, not by the Czar but by the 
newly formed Republic of Russia; whenever the active spirit of 
enmity to our institutions is abated; whenever there appear 
works meet for repentance, our country ought to be the first to 
go to the economic and moral rescue of Russia. We have every 
desire to help and no desire to injure. We hope the time is 
near at hand when we can act, 


DEBTS, 


The current debt and interest due from foreign Governments, 
exclusive of the British debt of $4,600,000,000, is about $7,200,- 
000,000, I do not favor the cancellation of this debt [applause], 
but I see no objection to adjusting it in accordance with the 
principle adopted for the British debt. Our country would not 
wish to assume the rôle of an oppressive creditor, but would 
maintain the principle that financial obligations between nations 
are likewise moral obligations [applause] which international 
faith and honor require should be discharged. 

Our Government has a liquidated claim against Germany for 
the expense of the army of occupation of over $255,000,000. Be- 
sides this, the Mixed Claims Commission have before them about 
12,500 claims of American citizens, aggregating about $1,225,- 
000,000. These claims have already been reduced by a recent de- 
cision, but there are valid claims reaching well toward $500,000,- 
000. Our thousands of citizens with credits due them of hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars have no redress save in the action 
of our Government. These are very substantial interests, which 
it is the duty of our Government to protect as best it can. That 
course I propose to pursue. 

It is for these reasons that we have a direct interest in the 
economic recovery of Europe. They are enlarged by our desire 
for the stability of civilization and the welfare of humanity. 
That we are making sacrifices to that end none can deny. Our 
deferred interest alone amounts to a million dollars every day. 
But recently we offered to nid with our advice and counsel. 
We have reiterated our desire to see France paid and Germany 
revived. We have proposed disarmament. We have earnestly 
sought to compose differences and restore peace. We shall 
persevere in well-doing, not by force, but by reason. 

FOREIGN PAPERS. 


Under the law the papers pertaining to foreign relations to be 
printed are transmitted as a part of this message. Other 
volumes of these papers will follow. 

FOREIGN SERVICE, 


The foreign service of our Government needs to be reor- 
ganized and improved. 
FISCAL CONDITION, 


Our main problems are domestic problems. Financial stabil- 
ity is the first requisite of sound government. We can not 
escape the effect of world conditions. We can not avoid the 
inevitable results of the economic disorders which have reached 

all nations. But we shall diminish their harm to us in propor- 
, tion as we continue to restore our Government finances to a 
secure and endurable position. This we can and must do. Upon 
that firm foundation rests the only hope of progress and pros- 
perity. From that source must come relief for the people. 
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This is being accomplished by a drastic but orderly retrench- 
ment, which is bringing our expenses within our means. The 
origin of this has been the determination of the American 
people, the main support has been the courage of those in 
authority, and the effective method has been the Budget System. 
The result has involved real sacrifice by department heads, but 
it has been made without flinching. This system is a law of the 
Congress. It represents your will. It must be maintained, and 
ought to be strengthened by the example of your observance. 
Without a Budget System there can be no fixed responsibility 
and no constructive scientific economy. 

This great concentration of effort by the administration and 
Congress has brought the expenditures, exclusive of the self- 
supporting Post Office Department, down to three billion dol- 
lars. It is possible, in consequence, to make a large reduction 
in the taxes of the people, which is the sole object of all cur- 
tailment, This is treated at greater length in the Budget 
message, and a proposed plan has been presented in detail in a 
statement by the Secretary of the Treasury which has my 
unqualified approval. [Applause.] I especially commend a 
decrease on earned incomes, and further abolition of admis- 
sion, message, and nuisance taxes. The amusement and educa- 
tional value of moving pictures ought not to be taxed. Dimin- 
ishing charges against moderate incomes from investment will 
afford immense relief, while a revision of the surtaxes will 
not only provide additional money for capital investment, thus 
stimulating industry and employing more labor, but will not 
greatly reduce the revenue from that source, and may in the 
future actually increase it. 

Being opposed to war taxes in time of peace, I am not in 
favor of excess-profits taxes. A very great service could be 
rendered through immediate enactment of legislation relieving 
the people of some of the burden of taxation. To reduce war 
taxes is to give every home a better chance. 

For seven years the people have borne with uncomplaining 
courage the tremendous burden of national and local taxation. 
These must both be reduced. The taxes of the Nation must 
be reduced now as much as prudence will permit, and expendi- 
tures must be reduced accordingly. High taxes reach every- 
where and burden everybody. They bear most heavily upon 
the poor. They diminish industry and commerce. They make 
agriculture unprofitable. They increase the rates on trans- 
portation. They are a charge on every necessary of life. Of 
all services which the Congress can render to the country, I 
have no hesitation in declaring this one to be paramount. To 
neglect it, to postpone it, to obstruct it by unsound proposals, 
is to become unworthy of public confidence and untrue to public 
trust. [Applause.] The country wants this measure to have 
the right of way over all others. 

Another reform which is urgent in our fiscal system is the 
abolition of the right to issue tax-exempt securities, The 
existing system not only permits a lurge amount of the wealth 
of the Nation to escape its just burden but acts as a continual 
stimulant to municipal extravagance. This should be pro- 
hibited by constitutional amendment. All the wealth of the 
Nation ought to contribute its fair share to the expenses of the 


Nation. [Applause.] 
TARIFF LAW, 


The present tariff law has accomplished its two main ob- 
jects. It has secured an abundant revenue and been productive 
of an abounding prosperity. Under it the country has had a 
very large export and import trade. A constant revision of 
the tariff by the Congress is disturbing and harmful. The 
present law contains an elastic provision authorizing the 
President to increase or decrease present schedules not in ex- 
cess of 50 per centum to meet the difference in cost of produc- 
tion at home and abroad. This does not, to my mind, war- 
rant a rewriting of the whole law, but does mean, and will 
be so administered, that wheneyer the required investigation 
shows that inequalities of sufficient importance exist in any 
schedule, the power to change them should and will be 


applied. 
SHIPPING, 


The entire well-being of our country is dependent upon 
transportation by sea and land. Our Government during the 
war acquired a large merchant fleet which should be trans- 
ferred, as soon as possible, to private ownership and operation 
under conditions which would secure two results: First, and 
of prime importance, adequate means for national defense; 
second, adequate service to American commerce. Until ship- 
ping conditions are such that our fleet can be disposed of ad- 
vantageously under these conditions, it will be operated as 
economically as possible under such plans as may be devised 
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from time to time by the Shipping Board. We must have a 
merchant marine which meets these requirements, and we 
shall have to pay the cost of its service. 

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS, 


The time has come to resume in a moderate way the open- 
ing of our intracoastal waterways; the control of flood waters 
of the Mississippi and of the Colorado Rivers; the improve- 
ment of the waterways from the Great Lakes toward the Gulf 
of Mexico; and the development of the great power and navi- 
gation project of the St. Lawrence River, for which efforts 
are now being made to secure the necessary treaty with 
Canada. These projects can not all be undertaken at once, but 
all should have the immediate consideration of the Congress 
and be adopted as fast as plans can be matured and the nec- 
essary funds become available. This is not incompatible with 
economy, for their nature does not require so much a public 
expenditure as a capital investment which will be repro- 
ductive, as evidenced by the marked increase in revenue from 
the Panama Canal. Upon these projects depends much future 
industrial and agricultural progress. They represent the pro- 
tection of large areas from flood and the addition of a great 
amount of cheap power and cheap freight by use of naviga- 
tion, chief of which is the bringing of ocean-going ships to the 
Great Lakes. 

Another problem of allied character is the superpower de- 
velopment of the Northeastern States, consideration of which 
is proceeding under the direction of the Department of Com 
merce by joint conference with the local authorities. 


RAILROADS. . 


Criticism of the railroad law has been directed, first, to the 
section laying down the rule by which rates are fixed, and 
providing for payment to the Government and use of excess 
earnings; second, to the method for the adjustment of wage 
scales; and third, to the authority permitting consolidations. 

It has been erroneously assumed that the act undertakes to 
guarantee railroad earnings, The law requires that rates should 
be just and reasonable. That has always been the rule under 
which rates have been fixed. To make a rate that does not yield 
& fair return results in confiscation, and confiseatory rates are 
of course unconstitutional. Unless the Government adheres 
to the rule of making a rate that will yield a fair return, it 
must abandon rate making altogether. The new and important 
feature of that part of the law is the recapture and redistribu- 
tion of excess rates. The constitutionality of this method is 
now before the Supreme Court for adjudication. Their de- 
cision should be awaited before attempting further legislation 
on this subject. Furthermore, the importance of this feature 
will not be great if consolidation goes into effect. 

The settlement of railroad labor disputes is a matter of 
grave public concern. The Labor Board was established ro 
protect the public in the enjoyment of continuous service by 
attempting to insure justice between the companies and their 
employees. It has been a great help, but is not altogether 
satisfactory to the public, the employees, or the companies. 
If a substantial agreement can be reached among the groups 
interested, there should be no hesitation in enacting such agree- 
ment into law. If it is not reached, the Labor Board may very 
well be left for the present to protect the public welfare. 

The law for consolidations is not sufficiently effective to be 
expeditious. Additional legislation is needed giving authority 
for voluntary consolidations, both regional and route, and pro- 
viding Government machinery to aid and stimulate such action, 
always subject to the approval of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. This shouid authorize the commission to appoint 
committees for each proposed group, representing the public 
and the component roads, with power to negotiate with indi- 
vidual security holders for an exchange of their securities for 
those of the consolidation on such terms and conditions as the 
commission may prescribe for avoiding any confiscation and 
preserving fair values. Should this permissive consolidation 
prove ineffective after a limited period, the authority of ths 
Government will have to be directly invoked. 

Consolidation appears to be the only feasible method for the 
maintenance of an adequate system of transportation with an 
opportunity so to adjust freight rates as to meet such temporary 
conditions as now prevail in some agricultural sections. Com- 
petent authorities agree that an entire reorganization of the 
rate structure for freight is necessary. This should be ordered 
at once by the Congress. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


As no revision of the laws of the United States has been 
made since 1878, a commission or committee should be created 
to undertake this work. The Judicial Council reports that two 
more district judges are needed in the southern district of New 


York, one in the northern district of Georgia, and two more 
cireuit Judges in the Circuit Court of Appeals of the Eighth 
Cirenit. Legislation should be considered for this purpose. 

It is desirable to expedite the hearing and disposal of cases. 
A commission of Federal judges and lawyers should be created 
to recommend legislation by which the procedure in the Federal 
trial courts may be simplified and regulated by rules of eourt, 
rather than by statute; such rules to he submitted to the 
Congress and to be in force until annulled or modified by the 
Congress. The Supreme Court needs legislation revising and 
simplifying the laws governing review by that court, and enlarg- 
ing the classes of cases of too little public importance to be 
subject to review. Such reforms would expedite the transaction 
of the business of the courts. The administration of justice is 
likely to fail if it be long delayed. 

The National Government has never given adequate attention 
to its prison problems. It ought to provide employment in such 
forms of production as can be used by the Government, though 
not sold to the public in competition with private business, for 
all prisoners who can be placed at work, and for which they 
should receive a reasonable compensation, available for their 
dependents. 

Two independent reformatories are needed; one for the segre- 
gation of women, and another for the segregation of young men 
serving their first sentence. 

The administration of justice would be facilitated greatly by 
including in the Bureau of Investigation of the Department of 
Justice a Division of Criminal Identification, where there would 
be collected this information which is now indispensable in the 


suppression of crime, 
PROHIBITION, 


The prohibition amendment to the Constitution requires the 
Congress and the President to provide adequate laws to pre- 
vent its violation. It is my duty to enforce such laws. For 
that purpose a treaty is being negotiated with Great Britain 
with respect to the right of search of hovering vessels. To pre- 
vent smuggling, the Coast Guard should be greatly strengthened, 
and a supply of swift power boats should be provided. The 
major sources of production should be rigidly regulated, and 
every effort should be made to suppress interstate traffic. With 
this action on the part of the National Government, and the 
cooperation which is usually rendered by municipal and State 
authorities, prohibition should be made effective. Free goyern- 
ment has no greater menace than disrespect for authority and 
continual violation of law. It is the duty of a citizen not only to 
observe the law but to let it be known that he is opposed to 


its violation. 
THE NEGRO. 


Numbered among our population are some 12,000,000 colored 
people. Under our Constitution their rights are just as sacred 
as those of any other citizen. It is both a public and a private 
duty to protect those rights. The Congress ought to exercise all 
its powers of prevention and punishment against the hideous 
crime of lynching [applause], of which the negroes are by no 
means the sole sufferers, but for which they furnish a majority 
of the victims. 

Already a considerable sum is appropriated to give the negroes 
vocational training in agriculture. About half a million dollars 
Is recommended for medical courses at Howard University to 
help contribute to the education of 500 colored doctors needed 
each year. On account of the migration of large numbers into 
industrial centers, it has been proposed that a commission be 
created, composed of members from both races, to formulate a 
better policy for mutual understanding and confidence. Such an 
effort is to be commended. Everyone would rejoice in the ac- 
complishment of the results which it seeks. But it is well to 
recognize that these difficulties are to a large extent local 
problems which must be worked out by the mutual forbearance 
and human kindness of each community. Such a method gives 
much more promise of a real remedy than outside interference. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

The maintenance and extension of the classified civil service 
is exceedingly important. There are nearly 550,000 persons in 
the executive civil service drawing about $700,000,000 of yearly 
compensation. Four-fifths of these are in the classified service. 
This method of selection of the employees of the United States 
Is especially desirable for the Post Office Department. The Civil 
Service Commission has recommended that postmasters at first, 
second, and third class offices be classified. Such action, accom- 
panied by a repeal of the four-year term of office, would un- 
doubtedly be an improvement. I also recommend that the field 
force for prohibition enforcement be brought within the classi- 
fied civil service without covering in the present membership, 
The best method for selecting public servants is the merit 
system. 
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PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Many of the departments in Washington need better housing 
facilities. Some are so crowded that their work is impeded ; 
others are so scattered that they lose their identity. While I 
do not favor at this time a general public building law, I believe 
it is now necessary, in accordance with plans already sanctioned 
for a unified and orderly system for the development of this 
city, to begin the carrying out of those plans by authorizing the 
erection of three or four buildings most urgently needed by an 
annual appropriation of $5,000,000. 

REGULATORY LEGISLATION. 

Cooperation with other maritime powers is necessary for 
complete protection of our coast waters from pollution. Plans 
for this are under way, but await certain experiments for refuse 
disposal. Meantime laws prohibiting spreading oil and oil 
refuse from vessels in our own territorial waters would be most 
helpful against this menace and should be speedily enacted. 

Laws should be passed regulating aviation. 

Revision is needed of the laws regulating radio interference. 

Legislation and regulations establishing load lines to provide 
safe loading of vessels leaving our ports are necessary, and 
recodification of our navigation laws is vital. 

Revision of procedure of the Federal Trade Commission will 
give more constructive purpose to this department. 

If our Alaskan fisheries are to be saved from destruction, 
there must be further legislation declaring a general policy 
and delegating the authority to make rules and regulations to 
an administrative body. 

ARMY AND NAVY. 


For several years we have been decreasing the personnel of 
the Army and Navy, and reducing their power to the danger 
point. Further reductions should not be made. The Army is 
a guarantee of the security of our citizens at home; the Navy 
is a guarantee of the security of our citizens abroad. Both of 
these services should be strengthened rather than weakened. 
[Applause.] Additional planes are needed for the Army, and 
additional submarines for the Navy. The defenses of Panama 
must be perfected. We want no more competitive armaments. 
We want no more war. But we want no weakness that invites 
imposition. A people who neglect their national defense are 
putting in jeopardy their national honor. [Applause.] 

INSULAR POSSESSIONS. 


Conditions in the insular possessions on the whole have 
been good. Their business has been reviving. They are being 
administered according to law. That effort has the full sup- 
port of the administration. Such recommendations as may come 
from their people or their governments should have the most 
considerate attention. 

EDUCATION AND WELFARE, 

Our National Government is not doing as much as it legiti- 
mately can do to promote the welfare of the people. Our 
enormous material wealth, our institutions, our whole form of 
society, can not be considered fully successful until their 
benefits reach the merit of every individual. This is not a 
suggestion that the Government should, or could, assume for 
the people the inevitable burdens of existence. There is no 
method by which we can either be relieved of the results of 
our own folly or be guaranteed a successful life. There is an 
inescapable personal responsibility for the development of char- 
acter, of industry, of thrift, and of self-control. These do not 
come from the Government, but from the people themselves. 
But the Government can and should always be expressive of 
steadfast determination, always vigilant, to maintain conditions 
under which these virtues are most likely to develop and 
secure recognition and reward. This is the American policy. 

It is in accordance with this principle that we have enacted 
laws for the protection of the public health and have adopted 
prohibition in narcotic drugs and intoxicating liquors. For pur- 
poses of national uniformity we ought to provide, by constitu- 
tional amendment and appropriate legislation, for a limitation 
of child labor, and in all cases under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the Federal Government a minimum wage law for women, 
which would undoubtedly find sufficient power of enforcement 
in the influence of publie opinion. 

Having in mind that education is peculiarly a local problem, 
and that it should always be pursued with the largest freedom 
of choice by students and parents, nevertheless the Federal 
Government might well give the benefit of its counsel and en- 
couragement more freely in this direction. If anyone doubts the 
need of concerted action by the States of the Nation for this 
purpose, it is only necessary to consider the appalling figures of 
illiteracy representing a condition which dees not vary much 
in all parts of the Union. I do not favor the making of appro- 
priations from the National Treasury to be expended directly 


on local education, but I do consider it a fundamental require- 
ment of national activity which, accompanied by allied subjects 
of welfare, is worthy of a separate department and a place in 
the Cabinet. [Applause.] The humanitarian side of govern- 
ment should not be repressed, but should be cultivated. 

Mere intelligence, however, is not enough. Enlightenment 
must be accompanied by that moral power which is the product 
of the home and of religion. Real education and true welfare 
for the people rest inevitably on this foundation, which the Gov- 
ernment can approye and commend, but which the people them- 
selves must create. 

IMMIGRATION. 


American institutions rest solely on good citizenship. They 
were created by people who had a background of self-govern- 
ment. New arrivals should be limited to our capacity to absorb 
them into the ranks of good citizenship. America must be kept 
American. [Applause.] For this purpose, it is necessary to 
continue a policy of restricted immigration. [Applause.] It 
would be well to make such immigration of a selective nature 
with some inspection at the source, and based either on a prior 
census or upon the record of naturalization. Either method 
would insure the admission of those with the largest capacity 
and best intention of becoming citizens. I am convinced that 
our present economic and social conditions warrant a limitation 
of those to be admitted. We should find additional safety in a 
law requiring the immediate registration of all aliens. [Ap- 
plause.] Those who do not want to be partakers of the Amerl- 
can spirit ought not to settle in America. [Applause.] 


VETERANS. 


No more important duty falls on the Government of the 
United States than the adequate care of its veterans. Those 
suffering disabilities incurred in the service must have suffi- 
cient hospital relief and compensation. Their dependents must 
be supported. Rehabilitation and vocational training must be 
completed. All of this service must be clean, must be prompt 
and effective, and it must be administered in a spirit of the 
broadest and deepest human sympathy. If investigation reveals 
any present defects of administration or need of legislation, 
orders will be given for the immediate correction of adminis- 
tration, and recommendations for legislation should be given 
the highest preference, 

At present there are 9,500 vacant beds in Government hos- 
pitals. I recommend that all hospitals be authorized at once 
to receive and care for, without hospital pay, the veterans of 
all wars needing such care [applause], whenever there are 
vacant beds, and that immediate steps be taken to enlarge and 
build new hospitals to serve all such cases. 

The American Legion will present to the Congress a legisla- 
tive program too extensive for detailed discussion here. It is a 
carefully matured plan. While some of it I do not favor, with 
much of it I am in hearty accord, and I recommend that a 
most painstaking effort be made to provide remedies for any 
defects in the administration of the present laws which their 
experience has revealed. The attitude of the Government to- 
ward these proposals should be one of generosity. But I do 
not favor the granting of a bonus. [Applause.] 


COAL, 


The cost of coal has become unbearably high. It places a 
great burden on our industrial and domestic life. The public 
welfare requires a reduction in the price of fuel. With the enor- 
mous deposits in existence, failure of supply ought not to be 
tolerated. Those responsible for the conditions in this industry 
should undertake its reform and free it from any charge of 
profiteering. 

The report of the Coal Commission will be before the Con- 
gress. It comprises all the facts. It represents the mature 
deliberations and conclusions of the best talent and experience 
that ever made a national survey of the production and dis- 
tribution of fuel. I do not favor Government ownership or 
operation of coal mines. The need is for action under private 
ownership that will secure greater continuity of production and 
greater public protection, The Federal Government probably 
has no peace-time authority to regulate wages, prices, or profits 
in coal at the mines or among dealers, but by ascertaining and 
publishing facts it can exercise great influence. 

The source of the difficulty in the bituminous coal fields is the 
intermittence of operation which causes great waste of both 
capital and labor. That part of the report dealing with this 
problem has much significance, and is suggestive of necessary 
remedies. By amending the car rules, by encouraging greater 
unity of ownership, and possibly by permitting common selling 
agents for limited districts on condition that they accept ade- 
quate regulations and guarantee that competition between dis- 
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tricts be unlimited, distribution, storage, and continuity ought 
to be Improved. 

The supply of coal must be constant. In case of its pros- 
pective interruption, the President should have authority to 
appoint a commission empowered to deal with whatever emer- 
gency situation might arise, to aid conciliation and voluntary 
arbitration, to adjust any existing or threatened controversy 
between the employer and the employee when collective bar- 
galning fails, and by controlling distribution to prevent profit- 
eering in this vital necessity. This legislation is exceedingly 
urgent and essential to the exercise of national authority for 
the protection of the people. Those who undertake the re- 
sponsibility of management or employment in this industry do 
so with the full knowledge that the public interest is para- 
mount, and that to fail through any motive of selfishness in 
its service is such a betrayal of duty as warrants uncompromis- 
ing action by the Government. 

REORGANIZATION, 


A special joint committee has been appointed to work out a 
plan for a reorganization of the different departments and 
bureaus of the Government more scientific and economical than 
the present system. With the exception of the consolidation of 
the War and Navy Departments and some minor details, the 
plan has the general sanction of the President and the Cabinet. 
It is important that reorganization be enacted into law at the 
present session. 

AGRICULTURE. 

Aided by the sound principles adopted by the Government. 
the business of the country has had an extraordinary revival. 
Looked at as a whole, the Nation is in the enjoyment of re- 
markable prosperity. Industry and commerce are thriving. 
For the most part agriculture is successful, eleven staples hay- 
ing risen in value from about $5,800,000,000 two years ago to 
abont $7,000,000,000 for the current year. But range cattle are 
still low in price, and some sections of the wheat area, notabty 
M nnesota, North Dakota, and on west, have many cases of 
actual distress. With his products not selling on a parity 
with the products of industry, every sound remedy that can be 
devised should be applied for the relief of the farmer. He 
represents a character, a type of citizenship, and a public 
necessity that must be preserved and afforded every facility for 
regaining prosperity. 

The distress is most acute among those wholly dependent 
upon one crop. Wheat acreage was greatly expanded and has 
not yet been sufficiently reduced. A large amount is raised for 


export, which has to meet the competition in the world market 
of large amounts raised on land much cheaper and much more | 


productive. 

No complicated scheme of relief, no plan for Government fix- 
ing of prices, no resort to the Public Treasury will be of any 
permanent value in establishing agriculture. [Applause.] 
Simple and direct methods put into operation by the farmer 
himself are the only real sources for restoration. 

Indirectly the farmer must be relieved by a reduction of 
national and local taxation. He must be assisted by the 
reorganization of the freight-rate structure which could reduce 
charges on his production. [Applause.] 
effective there ought to be railroad consolidations. Cheaper 
fertilizers must be provided. 

He must have organization. His customer with whom he ex- 
changes products of the farm for those of industry is organized, 
labor is organized, business is organized, and there is no way 


To make this fully | 


for agriculture to meet this unless it, too, is organized. [Ap- | 


Dlnuse.] The acreage of wheat is too large. Unless we can 
meet the world market at a profit, we must stop raising for 
export. Organization would help to reduce acreage. Systems 
of cooperative marketing created by the farmers themselves, 
supervised by competent management, without doubt would be 
of assistance, but they can not wholly solve the problem. Our 
agricultural schools ought to have thorough courses in the 
theory of organization and cooperative marketing. 

Diversification is necessary. Those farmers who raise their 
living on their land are not greatly in distress. Such loans as 
ure wisely needed to assist in buying stock and other materials 
to start in this direction should be financed through a Govern- 
ment agency as a temporary and emergency expedient. 

The remaining difficulty is the disposition of exportable 
wheat I do not favor the permanent Interference of the Gov- 
ernment in this problem. That probably would increase the 
trouble by increasing production. But it seems feasible to pro- 
vide Government assistance to exports, and authority should be 
given the War Finance Corporation to grant, in its discretion, 


MUSCLE SHOALS. 

The Government is undertaking to develop a great water- 
power project known as Muscle Shoals, on which it has ex- 
pended many million dollars. The work is still going on. Sub- 
ject to the right to retake in time of war, I recommend that this 
property with a location for auxiliary steam plant and rights 
of way be sold. This would end the present burden of expense 
and should return to the Treasury the largest price possible to 
secure, 

While the price is an important element, there is another 
consideration even more compelling. The agriculture of the 
Nation needs a greater supply and lower cost of fertilizer. 
This is now imported in large quantities. The best information 
I can secure indicates that present methods of power produc- 
tion would not be able profitably to meet the price at which 
these imports can be sold. To obtain a supply from this water 
power would require long and costly experimentation to perfect 
a process for cheap production. Otherwise our purpose would 
fail completely. It seems desirable, therefore, in order to pro- 
tect and promote the public welfare, to have adequate covenants 
that such experimentation be made and carried on to success. 
The great advantage of low-priced nitrates must be secured for 
the direct benefit of the farmers and the indirect benefit of the 
public in time of peace, and of the Government in time of war. 
If this main object be accomplished, the amount of money re- 
ceived for the property is not a primary or major consideration. 

Such a solution will Involve complicated negotiations, and 
there Is no authority for that purpose. I therefore recommend 
that the Congress appoint a small joint committee to consider 
offers, conduct negotiations, and report definite recommenda- 
tions. 

RECLAMATION, 


By reason of many contributing causes, occupants of our 
reclamation projects are in financial difficulties, which in some 
cases are acute. Relief should be granted by definite authority 
of law empowering the Secretary of the Interior in his discre- 
tion to suspend, readjust, and reassess all charges against water 
users. [Applause.] This whole question is being considered by 
experts. You will have the advantage of the facts and conclu- 
sions which they may develop. This situation, involving a 
Government investment of more than $135,000,000, and affecting 
more than 30,000 water users, is serious. While relief which 
is necessary should be granted, yet contracts with the Govern- 
ment which can be iet should be met. The established general 
policy of these projects should not be adandoned for any private 
control. 

HIGHWAYS AXD FORESTS. 

Highways and reforestation should continue to have the 
interest and support of the Government. Everyone is anxious 
for good highways. I have made a liberal proposal in the 
Budget for the continuing payment to the States by the Fed- 
eral Government of its share for this necessary public improve- 
ment. No expenditure of public money contributes so much to 
the national wealth as for building good roads. 

Reforestation has an importance far above the attention it 
usually secures. A special committee of the Senate is inves- 
tigating this need, and I shall welcome a constructive policy 
based on their report. 

It is 100 years since our country announced the Monroe doc- 
trine. This principle has been ever since, and is now, one of 
the main foundations of our foreign relations. It must be 
maintained. [(Applause.] But in maintaining it we must not 
be forgetful that a great change has taken place. We are no 
longer a weak Nation, thinking mainly of defense, dreading for- 
eign imposition. We are great and powerful. New powers 
bring new responsibilities. Our duty then was to protect our- 


| selves. Added to that, our duty now is to help give stability 


to the world. We want idealism. We want that vision which 
lifts men and nations above themselves. These are virtues by 


| reason of their own merit. But they must not be cloistered; 


they must not be impractical; they must not be ineffective. 
The world has had enough of the curse of hatred and self- 
ishness, of destruction and war. It has had enough of the 
wrongful use of material power. For the healing of the 
nations there must be good will and charity, confidence and 


| peace. The time has come for a more practical use of moral 


power, and more reliance upon the principle that right makes 
its own might. Our authority among the nations must be rep- 
resented by justice and mercy. It is necessary not only to 
have faith, but to make sacrifices for our faith. The spiritual 
forces of the world make all its final determinations. It is with 
these voices that America should speak. Whenever they de- 


the most liberal terms of payment for fats and grains exported | clare a righteous purpose there need be no doubt that they will 


for the direct benefit of the farm. 


be heard. America has taken her place in the world as a 


1923. 


Republic free, independent, powerful. The best service that 
can be rendered to humanity is the assurance that this place 
will be maintained. [Prolonged applause.] 

At 1 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m., the President and the 
members of his Cabinet retired from the Hall of the House. 

Thereupon the President pro tempore and the Members of 
the Senate returned to their Chamber. 

The SPEAKER. The joint session of the two Houses is 
now adjourned. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL MONDAY. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for one minute. Is there 


objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RAINEY. I desire to give notice to this side of the 


House that there will be a Democratic caucus in this Cham- 

ber to-morrow afternoon at 2 o'clock, for the purpose of nomi 

nating minority members of the Ways and Means Committee. 
THE LATE PRESIDENT HARDING. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the follow- 
ing House resolution and ask for its adoption. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 61. 


Resolved, That a committee of one Member from each State repre- 
sented in this House be appointed on the part of the House to join 
such committee as may be appointed on the part of the Senate to 
consider and report by what token of respect and affection it may 
be proper for the Congress of the United States to express the deep 
sensibility of the Nation to the event of the decease of their late 
President, Warren Gamaliel Harding; and that so much of the mes- 
sage of the President as refers to that melancholy event be referred 
to said committee, 


: The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution, 
The resolution was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of re- 
spect to the deceased President, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 43 
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned 
until Monday, December 10, 1923, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

78. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
on the feasibility of establishing a national military park on the 
plains of Chalmette, below the city of New Orleans, where was 
fought the Battle of New Orleans on January 8, 1815; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

79. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
of the work done under the fortifications appropriation act con- 
taining a recommendation for legislation whereby the claim of 
the Western Electric Co. (Inc.) against the Government would 
be satisfied ; to the Committee on Claims. 

80. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft 
of proposed legislation to amend the vehicular traffic regulations 
in the Canal Zone; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

81. A letter from the Librarian of the Library of Congress, 
transmitting the annual report from the Library of Congress 
715 the fiscal year ending June 80, 1923; to the Committee on the 

rary. 

82. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, transmit- 
ting a certificate of claim for $75 in favor of Mary Turnage, of 
St. Ignatius, Mont.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

83. A letter from the Architect of the Capitol, transmitting 
plans and estimates for the erection of a fireproof addition to 
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the courthouse of the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

84. A letter from the chairman of the United States Tariff 
Commission, transmitting a copy of the Seventh Annual Report 
of the United States Tariff Commission; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means and ordered to be printed. 

85. A letter from the Director of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, transmitting a statement of expenses of the officials 
and employees of the bureau traveling on official business from 
Washington to points outside of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

86. A letter from the Director of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, transmitting a statement as of July 1, 1923, giving in 
detail the amount, collections, deposits, and appropriations dur- 
ing the period of February 13 to June 30, 1923; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

87. A letter from the Attorney General of the United States, 
transmitting a statement of the expenditures under appro- 
priations for the United States Court of Customs Appeals for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Justice. 

88. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury on expenses of loans 
through the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923 (H. Doc. No. 97); 
to the Committee on Ways and Means and ordered to be 
printed. 

89. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury on purchase of obliga- 
tions of foreign governments and purchase of United States 
bonds from repayments by foreign governments (H. Doc. No. 
98) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means and ordered to be 
printed. 

90. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the cumulative sink- 
ing fund (H. Doc. No. 99); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means and ordered to be printed. 

91. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
statement showing in detail what officers and empleyees tray- 
eled on official business for the department to outside the Dis- 
trict of Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

92. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
statements showing exchange of typewriters and similar labor- 
saving devices by the Navy Department and the United States 
Marine Corps for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

93. A letter from the president of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, transmitting report of the official opera- 
tions of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

94. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting the thirty-seventh annual report of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission (H. Doc. No. 70); to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to 
be printed. 

95. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, relating to the 
appropriation, “ Indian schools, support, 1923”; to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

96. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report of the expenditures made for the purpose of encourag- 
ing industry among the Indians for the fiscal year ended June 
80, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment. 

97. A letter from the Secretary of the Interlor, transmitting 
tables showing the cost and other data with respect to Indian 
irrigation projects as compiled to the end of the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department. 

98. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of the expenditures made for the purpose of encourag- 
ing industry among the Indians during the fiscal year ended 
June 80, 1923, from the appropriation of $100,000 under the 
act of June 30, 1913; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Interior Department. 

99. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report for the fiscal year 1923, showing the amounts ex- 
pended at each Indian school and agency from the appropria- 
tion for construction, lease, purchase, repair, and improve- 
ment of school and agency buildings; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department. 
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100. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a detailed statement of the aggregate number of publications 
issued by the department during the fiscal year 1923; to the 
Committee on Printing. à 

101. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a statement of the cost of all survey and allotment work on 
Indian reservations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interlor Department. 

102. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of the expenditures made from tribal funds of the 
Confederated Bands of the Utes during the fiscal year ended 
June 80, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 
terior Department. 

103. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of expenditures made for the purpose of encouraging in- 
dustry and support among the Indians on the Tongue River 
Reservation, Mont., during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

104. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a detailed statement of expenditures from the tribal funds of 
the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the In- 
terior Department. 

105. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a statement of expenditures for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1923, of money carried on the books of this department under 
the caption “ Indian moneys, proceeds of labor“; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

106. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a statement embodying the number of documents received and 
distributed during the fiscal year 1923; to the Committee on 
Printing. > 

107. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report of expenditures made for the purchase òf cattle for the 
Northern Cheyenne Indians on the Tongue River Reservation, 
Mont., for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

108. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report of exchanges of typewriters and similar labor-saving 
devices in part payment for new machines by the department 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

109. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copy of letter from Dr. W. A. Warfield, surgeon in chief of 
Freedmen's Hospital, transmitting detailed statement of re- 
ceipts and expenditures on account of pay patients; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

110. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a copy of letter from Dr. W. A. Warfield, surgeon in chief of 
Freedmen’s Hospital, transmitting detailed statement of ex- 
penditures for professional and other services; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

111. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a detailed statement of the expenses incurred in detailing tem- 
porarily the clerks from. the office of one surveyor general to 
another; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

112. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of any hostilities displayed by Indian tribes since the 
next preceding report; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department. 

113. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report showing the diversion of appropriations for the pay of 
specified employees in the Indian Service for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department. 

114. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting report of all moneys collected and deposited during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, under the appropriation “ De- 
termining heirs of deceased Indian allottees, 1923”; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

115. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of expenditures from the permanent fund of the Sioux 
Indians during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

116. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of expenditures from the $250,000 authorized from the 
funds of the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche Indians for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department. 

117. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
statement of expenditures on account of the Indian Service 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, from the appropriation 
Industrial work and care of timber, 1923“; to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 


118. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmittin 
a copy of a letter from Mr. M. Sanger, administrative assistan 
to the superintendent of St. Elizabeths Hospital, transmitting 
a financial report for that hospital for the fiscal year preceding 
the convening of the Sixty-eighth Congress; to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

119. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a statement of the proceeds of all sales of old materials, sup- 
plies, and other public property for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 

120. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
reports from the Departments of Commerce, Interior, War, and 
the United States Shipping Board relative to money received 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was not paid 
into the General Treasury of the United States, and the pay- 
ments, if any, made from such funds during said year; to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

121. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a combined statement of the receipts and disbursements, bal- 
ances, etc., of the Government during the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1923 (H. Doc. No. 95); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

122. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimates of receipts of Indian tribal funds, expenditures recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Interior for the benefit of the 
Indians, and estimates of amounts required to be expended 
under treaty stipulations and agreements for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 80, 1925; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

123. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmittin 
an itemized statement of expenditures made by this departmen 
and charged to the appropriation “ Contingent expenses, Depart- 
ment of the Interior, 1923,” fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

124. A letter from the chairman of the Federal Power Com- 
mission, transmitting third annual report of the Federal Power 
Commission ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

125. A letter from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting report for the period from July 1, 1922, to June 
30, 1923, both inclusive, showing the names of all clerks and 
other persons employed, the sum paid each (such clerks and 
other persons having been actually employed); detailed state- 
ment of the items, of the manner in which the contingent fund 
of the House has been expended, the several amounts drawn 
from the Treasury, and the balances remaining in his hands, 
the quantity and cost of all stationery purchased and the 
amount delivered; that used in the Clerk’s Office, the stock on 
hand, and the amounts of unexpended balances (H. Doc. No, 
2); to the Committee on Accounts and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GILLETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 2657) to pro- 
vide for the world-wide extension of education by the coopera- 
tion of national Governments; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2658) to establish a standard 
box for apples, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. SINCLAIR: A bill (H. R. 2659) to provide for the 
purchase and sale of farm products; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 2660) to provide that the 
United States of America shall build warehouses in conjunc- 
tion with the several States, and in cooperation with duly and 
legally organized farmers’ cooperative associations in said 
States, for the storage of farm products not perishable, for the 
insurance of said products while in storage, for Government 
loans on warehouse receipts, providing penalties for the viola- 
tion of this act, making an appropriation therefor, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 2661) to encourage the 
development of the agricultural resources of the United States 
and the establishment of rural homes through Federal and 
State cooperation, giving preference in the matter of employ- 
ment and the establishment of such homes to those who have 
served with the military and naval forces of the United States; 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2662) to 
liberalize the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide 
for vocational rehabilitation and return to civil employment of 
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disabled persons discharged from the military or naval forces 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved June 
27, 1918, as amended; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BLOOM: A bin (H. R. 2663) to amend the copyright 
law in order to permit the United States to enter the Inter- 
national Copyright Union; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 2664) providing for coopera- 
tion between the United States and State Governments in the 
rural settlement of soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to pro- 
mote the reclamation of lands, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2665) to au- 
thorize the city of Chicago to construct a temporary pontoon 
bridge across the Calumet River in the vicinity of One hun- 
dred and thirty-fourth Street, in the county of Cook, State of 
Illinois; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2666) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and for the erection of a public building thereon at Bush- 
nell, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2667) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and for the erection of a public building thereon at East 
Moline, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2668) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and for the erection of a public building thereon at 
Carthage, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. : 

By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2669) to increase 
the limit of cost for a site and public building at Gilmer, Upshur 
County, Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 2670) to increase the 
limit of cost of a post-office site and building at Vineland, 
N. J.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2671) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a new public building at Atlantic City, 
N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2672) to increase the limit of cost of a 
post-office site and building at Millville, N. J.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2673) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a new public building at Pleasantville, N. J.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 2674) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and for the erection thereon of a publie building 
at Effingham, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. . 

By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2675) for the 
erection of a public building at Kaufman, Kaufman County, 
Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2676) for the erection of a public building 
at Athens, Henderson County, Tex. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2677) for the erection of a public building 
at Wills Point, Van Zandt County, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2678) for the erection of a public building 
at Henderson, Rusk County, Tex.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Mineola, Wood County, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LILLY: A bill (H. R. 2680) to increase the limit 
of cost of the publie building at Hinton, W. Va.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FENN: A bill (H. R. 2681) providing for the 
erection of a public building for post-office purposes in South 
Manchester, in the town of Manchester, Conn.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2682) for acquiring a site and erecting 
a public building thereon in Hartford, Conn., for the use 
and accomodation of the post office and other Government 
offices; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 2683) to provide for a 
public building at Herkimer, N. T.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. J 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2684) to provide for a public building at 
Ilion, N. X.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2685) to pro- 
hibit the collection of a surcharge for the transportation of 
persons or baggage in connection with the payment for parlor 
or sleeping car accomodations; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 2686) to amend the revenue 
act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2687) to amend the revenue act of 
1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 2688) providing for sun- 
dry matters affecting the naval service, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 2689) to consolidate certain 
lands within the Snoqualmie National Forest; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 2690) to secure farm 
homes for disabled veterans of the World War who have re- 
ceived agricultural training through the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 2691) to provide adjusted 
compensation for the veterans of the World War, to provide 
funds therefor, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 2692) authorizing the enroll- 
ment of officers and men of the merchant marine in the Naval 
Auxiliary Reserve; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 2693) to authorize the de- 
velopment of methods of preservation of west-coast fishes; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2694) authorizing the Indian tribes and 
individual Indians, or any of them, residing in the State of 
Washington and west of the summit of the Cascade Mountains, 
to submit to the Court of Claims certain claims growing out of 
treaties and otherwise; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 2695) increasing the 
pay of printers employed in the Government Printing Office, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Dlinois: A bill (H. R. 2696) to amend 
section 2 of an act entitled “An act to limit the immigration of 
aliens into the United States,“ approved May 19, 1921; to tho 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 2697) 
amending section 1 of the interstate commerce act; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2698) to repeal 
section 15a of the interstate commerce act; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 2699) to 
repeal the interstate commerce act; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2700) to repeal the transportation act of 
1920; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 2701) to provide one-half 
fare for children riding on the street railways operating within 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2702) to relieve unem- 
ployment among civilian workers of the Government, to remove 
the financial incentives to war, to stabilize production in Fed- 
eral industrial plants, to promote the economical and efficient 
operation of these plants, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: A bill (H. R. 2703) to confer jurisdic- 
tion on the Court of Claims to inquire into whether or not the 
immigrant Cherokees by blood are entitled to be reimbursed for 
lands allotted to negro freedmen Cherokees from lands granted 
to immigrant Cherokees by blood under treaty of 1835 and in- 
quire into and determine the validity of the treaty of 1866; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMPERT (by request): A bill (H. R. 2704) to 
amend the copyright law in order to permit the United States 
to enter the International Copyright Union; to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 2705) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, consider, and 
adjudicate claims which the Creek Indians may have against 
the United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 2706) granting pensions to 
certain members of the former Life Saving Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 2707) to authorize the General 
of the Armies to remain on the active list; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 2708) to amend an act with 
reference to the improvement of the publie building at Utica, 
N. V.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2709) making an appropriation to establish 
a national park at Oriskany (N. X.) battlefield; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 2710) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act for the retirement of employees in the classified 
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civil service, and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920; 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 2711) to adjust and settle 
the claims of the loyal Shawnee and loyal absentee Shawnee 


Tribes of Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2712) conferring jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to hear, examine, consider, and adjudicate 


claims which the Seminole Indians may have against the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 2718) to transfer cer- 
tain lands of the United States from the Rocky Mountain Na- 
tional Park to the Colorado National Forest, Colo.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 2714) to provide for 
the conservation and protection of fish in Alaskan waters; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 2715) to repeal the excise tax 
on candy; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOST: A bill (H. R. 2716) to amend paragraph 20 of 
section 24 of the Judicial Code, as amended by act of November 
23, 1921, entitled “An act to reduce and equalize taxation, to 
provide revenue, and for other purposes”; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2717) authorizing the pav- 
ing of the Federal strip known as International Street, ad- 
jacent to Nogales, Ariz.; to the. Committee on Public Buildings 


and Grounds. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 2718) to authorize the 
National Society, United States Daughters of 1812, to place a 
bronze tablet on the Francis Scott Key Bridge; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 2719) granting relief to per- 
sons who served in the Military Telegraph Corps of the Army 
during the Civil War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 2720) to authorize the sale of 
lands in Pittsburgh, Pa.; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 2721) to vacate certain 
streets and alleys within the area known as the Walter Reed 
General Hospital, District of Columbia; and to authorize the 
extension and widening of Fourteenth Street from Montague 


Street to its southern terminus south of Dahlia Street, Nichol- 


son Street from Thirteenth Street to Sixteenth Street, Colorado 
Avenue from Montague Street to Thirteenth Street, Concord 
Avenue from Sixteenth Street to its western terminus west of 
Highth Street west, Thirteenth Street from Nicholson Street to 
Piney Branch Road, and Piney Branch Road from Thirteenth 
Street to Blair Road, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WEFALD; A bill (H. R. 2722) to aid in carrying into 
effect the agreements of the United States with the Chippewa 
Indians of Minnesota; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2723) authorizing a per capita payment to 
the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota from their tribal funds held 
in trust by the United States; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KINDRED: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 63) author- 
izing the Postmaster General of the United States to set aside 
Christmas Day as a national full holiday for rural carriers, 
letter carriers, and all postal employees of the Government; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. SINCLATR: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 5) 
creating a joint commission to investigate the subject of crop 
insurance; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CRISP: Resolution (H. Res. 62) amending Rule 
XXVII by striking therefrom section 4 and inserting a new 
section; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 63) amending section 8 of Rule 
XIII; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: Resolution (H. Res. 64) to re- 
peal section 3 of Rule XXI; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 65) amending the last paragraph of 
section 56 of Rule XI; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 66) to adopt a rule for notice in 
advance of business to be transacted; to the Committee on 
Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 2724) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Jane King; to the Committee on 
Pensions, - 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 2725) for the relief of 
Jabez Burchard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A Dill 
paonon to Virginia V. Deyo; 

ensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bin (H, R. 2727) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Sowers ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2728) granting 
a pension to Lucy E. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2729) for the relief of Liberty loan sub- 
scribers of the Clty Bank of Jefferson, Iowa; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2730) granting a pension to Annie M. 
Bass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Kramer, guardian of Jessie O. Kramer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) granting a pension to Thomas H. 
Goodge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2733) grantin 
a pension to Helen S. Blaisdell; to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2734) granting a pension to Viola Loe; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2735) granting a pension to Mattie 
Murphy Wade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2736) granting a pension to Clara Athey 
Fisk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pen- 
sion to Ralph Lotz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2738) for the rellef of John Weigart; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2739) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the records of the War Department standing against 
William J, Dunlap; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2740) granting a pension to William 
Church; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2741) granting a pension to George M. 
Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2742) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura A. Hurd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 2743) to provide for the 
preliminary survey of the Skagit River, Wash., with a view to 
the control of its floods; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) providing for a survey of river con- 
ditions on Puget Sound, Wash.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2745) for the relief of J. M. Farrell; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2746) for the relief of Frederick W. Seil- 
dell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2747) for the relief of Emma Pierce; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2748) granting a pension to Alice Luth; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2749) granting an increase of pension to 
John Mesner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2750) granting a pension to Melissa Tick- 
nor; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2751) granting a pension to Caroline 
Towle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOST: A bill (H. R. 2752) for the relief of Denny 
Costello; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 2753) for the relief of Faxon, Horton & 
Gallagher, and others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 2754) granting a pension to 
Nellie Roche McAndrew; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 2755) granting a pension to 
Andrew Boyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 2756) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Burgess; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2757) granting a pension to Peter Lacher; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2758) for the relief of Anna L. Kelsey; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 2759) 


(H. R. 2726) granting a 
to the Committee on Invalid 


granting a pension to Ruth ©. McGaffey ; to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 2760) for the relief of 
the owners of the steamship Ceylon Maru; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2761) for the relief of the owner of the 
lighter Lakeport; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOORD of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 2762) for the pur- 
chase of the William Barnes collection of lepidoptera; to the 
Committee on the Library. 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 105 


By Mr. MORROW: A bin (H. R. 2763) for the relief of 
Frank Grygla; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2764) for the relief of Fred V. Plomteaux; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bilf (H. R. 2765) for the 
relief of Maj. Lester L. Lampert; to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2766) granting a pension to Margaret Corr; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAIGE: A bill (H. R. 2767) granting a pension to 
Elwood Donley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 2768) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy A. Green; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2769) granting an 
increase of pension to William N. Richardson; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2770) granting a pension to William E. 
Gilreath ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2771) granting a pension to Mattie David- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 2772) to reimburse EF. W. 
Hardendorf for supplies furnished the submarine chaser No. 
$28; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2773) granting a pension to Anna Rob- 
hins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2774) granting a pension to Anna E. 
Davidson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2775) granting a pension to Emma J. 
Mason; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2776) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Sauquoit, State of New York, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2777) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Clark Mills, State of New York, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2778) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to West Winfield, State of New York, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2779) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Hinckley, State of New York, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Dolgeville, State of New York, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to New Hartford, State of New York, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Frankfort, State of New York, one German cannon or 
fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 2783) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Herkimer, State of New York, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2784) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Little Falls, State of New York, one German cannon 
or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2785) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Newport, State of New York, one German cannon or 
ficldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Middleville, State of New York, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2787) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Mohawk, State of New York, one German cannon or 
fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2788) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Waterville, State of New York, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Camden, State of New York, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2790) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Clayville, State of New York, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2791) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Boonville, State of New York, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2792) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Remsen, State of New York, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2793) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Utica, State of New York, one German cannon 
or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2794) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Rome, State of New York, one German cannon 
or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Ilion, State of New York, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 2796) granting a pension to 
Edith M. Ball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2797) granting 
an inerease of pension to Lura A. Saling; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2798) granting a pension to Bell Brad- 
shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2799) granting a pension to Ellen Garri- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to 
Joseph Ham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 2801) granting a pension to 
Josephine Lee; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2802) granting a pension to Martha V. 
Wade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2803) granting a pension to Anua E. 
Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2804) to appropriate the sum of $2,632.57 
to the San Diego Consolidated Gas & Hlectrie Co., of California, 
as compensation for damages done to its property by an air- 
plane of the Navy Department; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) to appropriate the sum of $2,929.62 
to the San Diego Consolidated Gas & Electric Co., of California, 
as compensation for damages done to its property by destroyers 
of the United States Navy; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEFALD: A bill (H. R. 2806) for the relief of Emil 
L. Flaten; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 2807) granting a pension to 
Ayres Highley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: Resolution (H. Res. 67) providing for six 
months’ salary to be paid to the widow of Samuel O. Dorsey; 
to the Committee oa Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
71. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the town of 


East Bridgewater, Mass., favoring the creation of a Govern- 


ment agency to fix a maximum price on coal; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

72. Also (by request), petition of the Matinee Musicale, of 
Lansing, Mich., favoring an amendment to the Constitution 
to prohibit child labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

73. By Mr. COOK: Papers to accompany bill granting a 
pension to Carrie Hiatt Preston; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

74. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Resolution adopted 
by Tacoma Council, No. 1307, Royal Arcanum, Tacoma, Wash., 
deploring the failure of the War Department to make full 
use of Camp Lewis and urging fulfillment of war-time pledges 
respecting Camp Lewis; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

75. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Resolution adopted 
by the council of the city of Tacoma, Wash., urging the Gov- 
ernment to redeem certain pledges respecting the maintenance 
of Camp Lewis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

76. Also, resolution adopted by Mount Rainier Division, No. 
836, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Seattle, Wash., 
favoring preparedness for war and urging that each Member 
of Congress be permitted to appoint five midshipmen to the 
United States Naval Academy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

77. By Mr. LAMPERT: Resolution from the mayor and 
common council of Menasha, Wis., memorializing Congress to 
provide some means to keep millions of women and children 
from starving in Germany; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

78. By Mr. RAINHY: Petition of Edward E. Campbell and 
other citizens of Illinois, protesting against seating Congress- 
man Miter, of Illinois; to the Committee on Elections No. 1. 

79. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of the Mandan Commercial 
Club, Mandan, N. Dak., for the repeal of the toll tax on tele- 
phone and telegraph messages; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

80. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of Leech- 
burg Sisterhood, No. 172, Dames of Malta, Leechburg, Pa., 
favoring the creation of a department of education; to the 
Committee on Education. 
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81. Also, petition of Leechburg Chamber of Commerce, 
Leechburg, Pa., recommending changes in the law restricting 
immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

82. Also, petition of Reynoldsville Chapter, No. 220, Order 
Eastern Star, Reynoldsville, Pa., favoring the creation of a 
department of education; to the Committee on Education. 

83. By Mr. YOUNG: Resolutions adopted by the Friday 
Club, of Barlow, N. Dak., April 16, 1923, urging the enactment 
of child labor laws; also indorsing the Sheppard-Towner Act; 
to the Committee on Labor. 

84. Also, resolutions adopted by the Township Club, of Ellen- 
dale, N. Dak., on May 2, 1923, urging the enactment of child 
labor laws; also indorsing the Sheppard-Towner Act; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

85. Also, resolutions adopted by the Fortnightly Club, of 
Bismarck, N. Dak., on April 12, 1923, praying for the enact- 
ment of child labor laws; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

86. Also, resolutions adopted by the Commercial Club of 
Grand Forks, N. Dak., September 17, 1923, protesting against 
reduction in present tariff schedule on flax; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

87. Also, petition signed by D. A. Kramer and 41 other citi- 
zens of Velva, N. Dak., dated November 2, 1923, urging the 
passage of the Bursum pension bill; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

88. Also, petition of the Thursday Evening Music Club, of New 
Rockford, N. Dak., April 11, 1923, praying for the enactment 
of child labor laws; also indorsing the Sheppard-Towner Act; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

89. Also, resolutions adopted by the Current Events Club, of 
Bismarck, N. Dak,, April 25, 1923, urging the enactment of 
child labor laws; also indorsing the Sheppard-Towner Act; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


saan LR DL 
SENATE. 
Monvax December 10, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rey. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Father, we thank Thee that though clouds may hang 
about our earth this morning Thou hast taught always in the 
revelation of Thy light and Thy love that even behind a frown- 
ing providence Thou dost hide at times a smiling face. Be 
with us in the duties that await us this week, and may this 
day challenge the best effort of heart and life in the conscious- 
ness of realizing Thy presence and doing the things acceptable 
before Thee. We ask in Jesus Christ’s name. Amen. 


THappevs H. Caraway, a Senator from the State of Ar- 
kansas, and THomas STERLING, a Senator from the State of 
South Dakota, appeared in their seats to-day. 

On request of Mr. Lobar and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was 
dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 


TRIBUTE TO LATE PRESIDENT HARDING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the resolution (S. Res. 
21) providing for a committee, in conjunction with a similar 
committee on the part of the House, to consider and report by 
what token of respect and affection it may be proper for the 
Congress of the United States to express the deep sensibility of 
the Nation to the death of the late President Harding, the Chair 
announces the appointment of the following Senators as the 
committee on the part of the Senate: 

The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wrttrs], the junior Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Fess], the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hater], the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pures], the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. UNprerwoop], the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Sraratons}, and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
SHIELDS]. : 

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate two 
communications from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitted, 
pursuant to law, which, with the accompanying papers, were 
ordered to He on the table and to be printed, as follows: 

An account of all property, Including stationery, belonging to 
the United States in the possession of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate on December 3, 1923 (S. Doc. No. 4); and 

A statement of receipts and expenditures of the Senate for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923 (S. Doc. No. 1). 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS REPORTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
annual reports of the Librarian of Congress for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Librarian of Congress, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
giving the aggregate number of publications issued by the 
Library of Congress proper during the fiscal year 1922-23, the 
cost of paper used, the cost of printing and of preparation, and 
the number distributed, which was referred to the Committea 
on the Library. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Librarian of Congress, transmitting, pursuant to law, a state- 
ment showing in detail what officers or employees of the Li- 
brary of Congress have traveled on official business from 
Washington to points outside of the District of Columbia dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1923, etc, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF THE UNITED STATES COAL COMMISSION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate sundry 
reports, submitted pursuant to law, of the United States Coul 
Commission, relative to the anthracite and bituminous coal 
industry, which were referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. a 

REPORTS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the thirty-seventh annual 
report of the commission, which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. . 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chalrman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the following reports, which were referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations: 

1. A statement showing travel expenses of officers and em- 
ployees on official business from Washington to points outside the 
District of Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923. 

2. A report showing employees of the ¢ommission receiving 
increased compensation for the four months ended October, 1923. 

3. A report showing the number of typewriters and other 
machines exchanged, with the cost thereof. 

4. A report showing employees under the appropriation for 
the yaluation of carriers and also showing the expenditure of 
moneys appropriated for the fiscal years 1913 to 1923, Inclusive. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, final valuations of properties of certain car- 
riers subject to the interstate commerce act, as follows: 

Valuation docket No. 1, Atlanta, Birmingham & Atlantic 
Railroad Co., Georgia Terminal Co., and Alabama Terminal 
Railroad Co.; 

Valuation docket No. 26, San Pedro, Los Angeles & Salt Lake 
Railroad. Co.; and 

Valuation docket No. 51, Evansville & Indianapolis Railroad 
Co., which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT REPORTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of 
the finances, for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitted pursuant to law, relative to approved 
expenditures under the first and second Liberty bond acts, 
etc., which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, submitted pursuant to law, with respect to the 
cumulative sinking fund for the fiscal year ended June 80, 
1923, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, submitted pursuant to law, relative to expendi- 
tures under the first and second Liberty bond acts in the pur- 
chase of obligations of foreign Governments, and also in the 
purehase of United States bonds for retirement from repay- 
ments by foreign Governments on account of the principal of 
their obligations purchased by the United States, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also laid before the Senate the report, submitted pur- 
suant to law, of the Tax Simplification Board of the Treasury 
Department relative to the operations and activities of the 
board, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of the Surgeon General of the Public Health Service for 
the fiscal year 1923, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

REPORTS OF UNITED STATES VETERANS’ BUREAU. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
statement as of July 1, 1923, from the Director of the United 
States Veterans’ Bureau, transmitted pursuant to law, giving 
in detail the amount, collections, deposits, and appropriations 
during the period of February 13 to June 30, 1923, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a statement from the Director 
of the United States Veterans’ Bureau, transmitted pursuant 
to law, of expenses incurred by officers and employees of the 
United States Veterans’ Bureau for traveling on official busi- 
ness to points outside of Washington during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

USE OF AUTOMOBILES BY VETERANS’ BUREAU. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Acting Director of the United States 
Veterans’ Bureau, transmitting, in response to Senate resolu- 
tion 399 (submitted by Mr. MCKELLAR), agreed to January 6, 
1923, a statement relative to the use of automobiles by the 
United States Veterans’ Bureau, etc., which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

TRAVELING EXPENSES, UNITED STATES BOTANIC GARDEN, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report 
of the Director of the United States Botanie Garden, made 
pursuant to law, showing traveling expenses of officials and 
employees of the Botanic Garden on official business from 
Washington to points outside the District of Columbia, fiscal 
-year 1923, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

REPORT OF THE DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Board of Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a statement of all judgments rendered 
by the Court of Claims for the year ended December 2, 1923, 
the amount thereof, the parties in whose favor rendered, and 
a brief synopsis of the nature of the claims, which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF UNITED STATES TARIFF COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chairman of the United States Tariff Com- 
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the seventh annual re- 
port of the commission for the fiscal year 1922-23, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed. 

THE ATLANTIC WORKS v. THE UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the findings of fact and conclusion filed by the 
court in the cause of the Atlantic Works v. the United States, 
under the act of March 3, 1887, known as the Tucker Act, which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

ADMINISTRATION OF WAR MINERALS RELIEF ACT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, making a report 
covering the administration of what is known as war minerals 
relief act to and including November 30, 1923, which was 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT REPORTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an itemized statement of expenditures charged 
to appropriation “ Contingent expenses, Department of the In- 
terior, 1923,” which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitted pursuant to law, on typewriters, add- 
ing machines, and other similar labor-saving devices, etc., which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


He also laid before the Senate a report from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitted pursuant to law, showing in detail 
what officers and employees of the department have traveled on 
official business to points outside the District of Columbia during 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, data 
relative to temporarily detailing clerks from the office of one 
surveyor general to another, as the necessities of the service may 
require, etc., which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a de- 
tailed statement showing the aggregate number of various pub- 
lications issued during the fiscal year 1923, the cost of paper, 
printing, and preparation of copy, and the number distributed, 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a de- 
tailed statement of documents received and distributed during 
the fiscal year 1923, which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
statement of the surgeon in chief, Freedmen’s Hospital, giving 
a detailed account of expenditures for professional and other 
services, fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report of the surgeon in chief of Freedmen’s Hospital, giving 
a detailed statement of receipts and expenditures on account of 
pay patients, for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbiu. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
detailed report of receipts and expenditures of St. Elizabeths 
Hospital for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
detailed statement of expenditures from the tribal funds of the 
Chippewa Indians of Minnesota, fiscal year ended June 30, 
1923, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
statement of expenditures, fiscal year 1923, of money carried 
on the books of the department under the caption Indian 
moneys, proceeds of labor,” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
detailed report of expenditures made from tribal funds of 
the Confederated Bands of Utes during the fiscal year ended 
June 80, 1923, which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report of expenditures made for encouraging industry and 
support among the Indians on the Tongue River Reservation, 
Mont., during the fiseal year ended June 30, 1923, which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Inierior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
statement of the cost of all survey and allotment work on 
Indian reservations, fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port showing the diversion of appropriations for the pay of 
specified employees in the Indian Service for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Seeretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report of expenditures from the permanent fund of the Sioux 
Indians during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
the Interior, made pursuant to law, of all moneys collected and 
deposited during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, under the 
appropriation ‘ Determining heirs of deceased Indian allottees, 
1923,” Which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
statement of expenditures on account of the Indian Service for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, from the appropriation 
“Industrial work and care of timber, 1923,” which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a de- 
tailed report of expenditures from the $250,000 authorized from 
the funds of the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche Indians for the 

fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report of expenditures for the purchase of cattle for the North- 
ern Cheyenne Indians on the Tongue River Reservation, Mont., 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
the Interior, made pursuant to law, that no expenditures were 
made for the construction of hospitals during the fiscal year 
ended June 80, 1923, from the appropriation “ Relieving dis- 
tress and prevention, etc., of diseases among Indians, 1923,” 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a de- 
tailed report of expenditures for encouraging industry among 
the Indians of the various reservations during the fiseal year 
ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, relative to the 
appropriation “Indian schools, support, 1923,” which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitted pursuant to law, showing the cost and 
other data with respect to Indian irrigation projects as com- 
piled to the end of the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report for the fiscal year 1923, showing the amounts expended 
at each Indian school and agency from appropriations for con- 
struction, lease, purchase, repair, and improvement of school 
and agency buildings, which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
detailed report of the expenditures made for the purpose of 
encouraging industry among the Indians of the various reser- 
vations from the appropriation, “Industry among Indians, 
1923,” which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to any act of hostilities committed by any tribe 
with which the United States has treaty stipulations, etc., 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were transmitted to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of his 
secretaries. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney General, transmitting the annual 
report of the Attorney General of the United States for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


EXPENDITURES OF UNITED STATES COURT OF CUSTOMS APPEALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney General, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a statement of expenditures under appropriations for the 
United States Court of Customs for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

REPORT OF THE ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Architect of the Capitol, transmitting his 
annual report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
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ADDITION TO THE COURTHOUSE OF THE DISTRICT. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Architect of the Capitol and the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act approved February 28, 1923, 
plans and estimates for the erection of a fireproof addition to 
the courthouse of the District of Columbia, which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


EXCHANGES OF TYPEWRITING MACHINES IN LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Architect of the Capitol, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a schedule showing purchases and exchanges of 
typewriting machines on the part of the Library of Congress 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

REPORT OF THE UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chairman of the United States Shipping 
Board, transmitting, pursuant to law, the seventh annual report 
of the board for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

TRAVEL OF SHIPPING BOARD EMPLOYEES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chairman of the United States Shipping 
Board, transmitting, pursuant to law, a statement showing 
traveling expenses of officers and employees of the United 
States Shipping Board on official business from Washington to 
points outside the District of Columbia during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

PUBLICATIONS OF FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, chairman of the Federal 
Power Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
giving the aggregate number of the various publications issued 
by the Federal Power Commission during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

TRAVEL OF OFFICERS OF THE FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, chairman of the Fed- 
eral Power Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, a state- 
ment in detail of travel performed by officers of the Federal 
Power Commission from Washington to points outside the Dis- 
trict of Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1023, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PERMITS AND LICENSES UNDER WATER POWER ACT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, chairman of the Fed- 
eral Power Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, a state- 
ment showing the permits and licenses issued under the Fed- 
eral water power act during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, 
etc., which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL FOREST RESERVATION COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, president of the Na- 
tional Forest Reservation Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the commission for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys, 


BREEDING OF RIDING HORSES FOR THE ARMY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report of the expenditures during the fiscal year 1923, 
under the appropriation for the encouragement and breeding 
of riding horses for the Army, etc., which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


TRAVEL OF WAR DEPARTMENT EMPLOYERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant 
te law, a statement showing traveling expenses of officers and 
employees on official business from Washington to points out- 
side the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1923, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

MOTOR TRANSPORTATION IN RIVER AND HARBOR DISTRICTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in 
compliance with Senate Resolution No. 309, adopted January 6, 
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1923, the report of the Chief of Engineers covering the non- 
military motor passenger transportation in the various river 
and harbor districts, which was ordered to lie on the table. 


PASSENGER AUTOMOBILES IN CANAL ZONE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with Senate Resolution No, 399, adopted January 6, 1923, 
a report of the Governor of the Panama Canal regarding 
passenger automobiles and garages maintained by the Panama 
Canal on the Isthmus, which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a statement showing the cost of maintenance, 
operation, and repair of all motor-propelled and horse-drawn 
passenger-carrying vehicles and motor boats owned by the 
department and operated outside of the city of Washington 
during the fiscal year 1923, which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
detailed statement of the manner in which the appropriation 
„Miscellaneous expenses, Department of Agriculture, 1923,” 
has been expendéd, which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
detailed report of all typewriters, computing, addressing, and 
duplicating machines, and other labor-saving devices exchanged 
during the fiscal year 1923, in part payment for new machines, 
etc., which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
detailed report showing the names of all persons employed, 
their designations, and rates of pay in the Bureau of Animal 
Industry for the suppression of contagious, infectious, or com- 
municable diseases of domestic animals during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923, which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant te law, a 
report of contributions on account of cooperative work with 
the Forest Service and the amount refunded to depositors on 
account of excess deposits, national forests fund, for the fiscal 
year 1923, which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
statement showing the payment to officers or other persons 
employed by State, county, or municipal governments of sums 
allotted to the Bureau of Chemistry during the fiscal year 1923, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port of “the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, 
and the date of purchase,“ under the appropriation * Purchase 
and distribution of valuable seeds, 1923.“ which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port on the condition and character of any papers not needed 
or useful in the transaction of the current business of the 
executive departments and the amount of proceeds from the 
sale of such papers deemed useless, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port of revenues derived from the operation, and expenditures 
made on behalf of, the Center Market, Washington, D. C., during 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication’ from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a state- 
ment showing in detail the travel from Washington to points 
outside of the District of Columbia performed by officers and 
employees (other than special agents, inspectors, and employees 
who in the discharge of their regular duties are required to 


constantly travel) of the Department of Agriculture during 
the fiscal year 1923, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 


Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 


report giving in detail the aggregate number of publications 
issued by the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923, together with the cost of preparation, 
paper, and printing of each publication and the number of each 
distributed, which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to Senate 
Resolution 399, adopted January 6, 1923, a report on the use, 
upkeep, and operation of passenger vehicles outside of the 
District of Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chairman of the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion, transmitting, in further response to Senate Resolution 
No. 127, Sixty-seventh Congress, second session, volume 2, parts 
1 and 2, of the report of the Federal Trade Commission on the 
house-furnishings industries, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chairman of the Federal Trade Commission, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the letter of submittal and summary of a report 
of the Federal Trade Commission on the costs, prices, and 
profits of marketing grain. which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chairman of the Federal Trade Commission, transmitting, in 
further response to Senate Resolution No, 133, Sixty-seventh 
Congress, second session, volume 2 of the report of the Federal 
Trade Commission on methods and operations of grain ex- 
porters, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate the report of the Federal 
Trade Commission on the Northern Hemlock and Hardwood 
Manufacturers’ Association, of Oshkosh, Wis., which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS—STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Acting Seeretary of Commerce, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a complete set of “General rules and 
regulations,” prescribed by the board of supervising inspectors, 
Steamboat Inspection Service, at their meeting of January 3, 
1923, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
mun‘eation from James E. West, chief scout executive Boy 
Scouts of America, transmitting, pursuant to law, the annual 
report of the Boy Scouts of America, which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


SPECIAL MAIL CONTRACTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Postmaster General, transmitting the terms 
of a special contract entered into with the Alaskan Engineering 
Commission for carrying the mails on Government railroad in 
Alaska, ete, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also laid before the Senate a communieation from the 
Postmaster General, transmitting, pursuant to law, the terms 
of a special contract entered into with the Copper River & 
Northwestern Railway Co., for carrying mails between Cordova 
and Kennecott, Alaska, which was referred to the Committea 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. } 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Postmaster General, transmitting, pursuant to law, the terms 
of a special contract entered into with the Denver & Salt Lake 
Railroad for carrying the mails between Denver and Craig, 
in the State of Colorado, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Postmaster General, transmitting, pursuant to law, the terms 
of a special contract entered into with the Pacific & Arctic 
Railway & Navigation Co. for carrying the mails between 
Skagway and White Pass, Alaska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
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SETTLEMENTS AND ADJUSTMENTS BY UNITED STATES HOUSING 
CORPORATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a list of settlements and adjustments made by 
the United States Housing Corporation under contracts or 
other obligations, etc., which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

THE BUDGET, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting the Budget for the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1925, which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

DEATH OF THE LATE PRESIDENT HARDING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following expressions of sorrow on account of the death of the 
late President Harding, which were ordered to lie on the table: 


MONTEVIDEO. 
To the SENATA, 
Washington, D. Q.: 

Senate Uruguay tenders American Senate homage for the taking off 
of illustrious statesman until yesterday at the head of your great 
democracy, in which all your Presidents from Washington to Harding 
formed a luminous line. 

JOSE ESPALTER, President. 
UrALDO RAMON GUERRA, First Secretary, 
QUITO. 
PRESIDENT OF SENATE, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

It is my honor to forward to you the following resolution unani- 
mously passed by the Senate of the Republic of Ecuador : 

“ Whereas the death of the illustrious President Warren Harding 
brings sorrow to the American Continent, and as the national holiday 
of the country coincides with the mourning ordered by the Republic 
of the north: 

“ Resolved, To declare this day a day of mourning and adjourn in 
testimony of condolence and forward this resolution to the American 
Senate as a mark of solidarity, sympathy, and Americanism.” 

GUERRERO MARTINEZ, President of the Senate. 
SALAZAR Gomez, Secretary. 


[Cablegram. ] 
San Juan, P. R., August 1), 1923. 
Hon, FELIX CORDOVA Davita, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Please transmit following resolution to persons therein named: 

* Whereas the Hon. Warren Gamaliel Harding, President df the United 
States, died in San Francisco, Calif., on the 2d day of August, 1923; 

“Whereas the great wisdom of this illustrious statesman was a 
pledge of peace and progress to the Nation and of liberty and democ- 
racy to the world; 

“Whereas the death of the Hon. Warren Gamaliel Harding is a 
lamentable event which deprives the Nation and the world of a repre- 
sentative man of exalted qualifications: Now, therefore, be it 

“ Resolved by the House of Representatives of Porto Rico: 

“ First. To express its deepest and most intense sorrow over the un- 
expected death of the Hon. Warren Gamaliel Harding, President of the 
United States of America; to tender its condolence to the distinguished 
widow of that illustrious citizen; and to share the heartfelt grief of the 
people of the United States of America. 7 

“Second. That a copy of this resolution be forwarded by the secre- 
tary to the distinguished widow of the late President Warren Gamaliel 
Harding; to the new President of the United States, the Hon. Calvin 
Coolidge; to the President of the Senate; and to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives of the United States of America.” 

Done in San Juan, P. R., this 18th day of August, 1923. 

M. GUERRA MONDRAGÓN, Speaker, 
Cirx or PORTLAND, OREG., 

OFFICE or CITY AUDITOR, 
September 13, 1923. 


Secretary UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. O. 

Dear SiR: Herewith please find memorial on the death of our late 
President Warren G. Harding, which was adopted by the Council of 
the City of Portland, Oreg., August 8, 1923. 

Respectfully yours, 
Geo. R. Fuxx, 
Auditor of the City of Portland. 


IN MEMORIAM, 


“Leaves have their time to fall, 
And flowers to wither at the north wind's breath; 
But thou hast all seasons for thine own, O Death.” 


The Eternal God in His wisdom has called from this earth the 
spirit of our beloved President, Warren G. Harding, and to that 
divine edict we humbly, but with aching hearts, sorrowfully and 
tearfully bow. 

It now becomes our melancholy task to lay a wreath of affection 
upon the tomb of a departed friend, for friend indeed was he. The 
people of the United States with a deep personal sorrow and a profound 
sense of public loss, not only to this Nation but to all other nations 
of the world, fully realize the sterling worth and fixed integrity of 
our beloved President. He belonged to that type of men who make 
nations great. Imbued with the spirit which inspired our fathers 
in the establishment of our Government, he was a leader in the 
march of human progress. Into the web of life he wove a personal 
character that was courteous, kindhearted and hospitable, and a 
public character that stood for the true principle of democracy, 
sound statesmanship and a steadfast devotion to the well-being of 
our Nation. Loyal to his party and its principles, he was always 
a safe guide and counselor as a Senator and as a President; firm 
and courageous in his convictions and the master of a splendid 
intellect. 

The Council of the City of Portland mourns his untimely departure 
and expresses its deepest sympathy to bis noble and loving wife and 
companion in her great sorrow. May she gather comfort from his 
honorable and successful life and from the solemn pride that win 
be hers to have laid so costly a sacrifice upon the altar of public life, 

Resolved, That this memorial be spread upon the minutes of the 
council and a copy be forwarded to Mrs. Warren G. Harding, and 
to the Congress of the United States, 

Adopted by the council, August 8, 1923, 

Gro, L. BAKER, 
Mayor of the City of Portland. 

Attest: 

Gro. R. FUNK, 
Auditor of the City of Portiand. 


Resolutions, 


Whereas God, in His infinite wisdom, bas seen fit to take to His 
bosom our beloved President, Warren G. Harding, a brother Moose; and 
Whereas in his death we are bereft of not only our Nation's leader, 
but a Moose ever worthy of the obligations to his brother Moose and to 
his fellow men which he assumed by his membership ; and 
Whereas we feel that his untimely death is not only a blow to his 
beloved wife, to the aged father, and to the Nation he served, but also 
to Moosedom as a whole: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That we, the members of Savanna Lodge No. 1095, Loyal 
Order of Moose, hereby extend our deepest sympathy to the bereft 
widow, to the sorrowing father, and to the seat of government at 
Washington; and be it further 
Resolved, That the charter of Savanna Lodge No. 1095 be draped in 
mourning for a period of 60 days; that a copy of these resolutions be 
forwarded to Mrs, Harding, to Dr. George T. Harding, to the United 
States Congress, and to the Grand Lodge of the Loyal Order of Moose: 
and that these resolutions be spread on the minutes of Savanna Lodge 
No. 1095, Loyal Order of Moose 
Dated at Savanna, III., this 15th day of August, A. D. 1923. 
CLARK WILLIAMS, 
E. G. Graves, 
Ep LINGELBACH, 
Committee, 


Resolution of respect to the memory of Warren G. Harding. 


Whereas Almighty God has in His infinite wisdom called from our 
midst His Bxcellency, the Hon. Warren G. Harding, the twenty-ninth 
President of the United States of America; and 

Whereas the service he rendered his country as its Chief Executive, 
as a Member of its Senate, and as a citizen was an example of integ- 
rity, patriotism, self-sacrifice, and conscientious endeavor; and 

Whereas Ventura County Post No. 48, of the American Legion, Ven- 
tura, Calif., expressing the feelings of the community at large, deplores 
the loss of such a good, kind, and noble character and wish to make 
expression of their sorrow and sympathy, both in person and in an 
official way: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That by the death of His Excellency, the Hon. Warren G. 
Harding, the people of the United States of America have lost a most 
splendid citizen, a leader in the preservation of the world's peace, an 
Executive whose desire and interest was the furtherance of all good 
and worthy causes for the betterment of his fellow men, and his 
family is deprived of a kind and loving member. 
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Let an attested copy of this resolution be sent to his widow, a copy 
given to the press, and a copy spread upon the minutes of the post. 
Dated this 8d day of August, 1923. 
EDWARD HENDERSON, 
James C. HOLLINGSWORTH, 
Rozert M. SHERIDAN, 
Committee on Resolutions. 
C. W. WRIGET, 
Commander of Ventura Post No. 38, of California, 
of the American Legion. 


Attest: 
(SBAL.] R. O. WHIGLE, 
< Adjutant. 


Whereas the Almighty in His infinite wisdom called our honored and 
beloved President, Warren G. Harding; and 

Whereas this ioss of the head of our great Nation has caused deep 
sorrow, the American Brotherhood, U. S. A., as a patriotic and loyal 
organization, deem it fitting to in this manner express our sympathy 
for those near and dear to him, and to unremittingly give to his suc- 
cessor our loyal support: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That our sympathy and sorrow be conveyed to Mrs. Warren 
G. Harding, the President, and both branches of Congress; be it further 

Resolved, That these resolutions be prepared and forwarded to Mrs. 
Warren G. Harding, the President, and the Congress, and a copy spread 


upon our minutes. 
Scorr A. DICKSON, 


RALPH G. GALKE, 

Harry J. MULDOON, 
Resolution Committee. 

W. T. DINNEEN, Governor. 

Max J. LEIPZIGER, Secretary, 


THE LATE SENATOR NELSON, OF MINNESOTA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following communication from Mr. H. H. Bryn, envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of Norway, extending to 
the Senate the heartfelt sympathy of the Norwegian Govern- 
ment on the occasion of the death of the late Senator KN urg 
NELSON, of Minnesota, which was ordered to lie on the table: 


LEGATION OF NORWAY, 
Washington, D. C., April 30, 1923. 
Hon. CALVIN COOLIDGE, 
Vice President of the United States, À 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 

Sin: I have been instructed to extend to the Senate of the United 
States the heartfelt sympathy of the Norwegian Government on the 
occasion of the death of Senator Knure NELSON. The Norwegian na- 
tion has followed with the keenest interest the wonderful career of 
this Norwegian boy, who rose to the foremost positions in the 
country which adopted him as one of its own sons. Always faithful 
to his country of adoption, he never forgot the land of his birth. 

In carrying out my Government's orders I beg to add my personal 
condolence. 

Please accept, Mr. Vice President, the assurances of the highest 
consideration, with which I have the honor to be, 

Your most obedient and humble servant, 
H. H. BRYN. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate resolu- 
tions adopted at a mass meeting of citizens at the Second Con- 
gregational Church of Palmer, Mass., favoring participation by 
the United States in the Permanent Court of International Jus- 
tice and entry of the United States into the League of Nations, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
American Bar Association at its annual meeting at Minneapolis 
in August, 1923, favoring participation by the United States in 
the Permanent Court of International Justice, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
North Georgia Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, in session at Atlanta, Ga., November 21-26, 1923, favor- 
ing participation by the United States in the Permanent Court 
of International Justice, which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from Edward 
B. Evans, Esq., of Monrovia, Calif., transmitting resolutions 
adopted by the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Monrovia, Calif., and congregations of other churches of 
Monrovia, Calif., at a union service on Armistice Day, favoring 
participation by the United States in the Permanent Court of 
International Justice, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate the following resolution adopted 
by the House of Representatives of Porto Rico, which was or- 
dered to lie on the table: 


CAMARA DÐ REPRESENTANTES DB PUERTO RICO, 


Oficina del Secretario. 
I, Francisco L. Amadeo, secretary of the House of Representatives 
ef Porto Rico, do hereby certify that the House of Representatives of 
Porto Rico, at a meeting of the first special session of the tenth 
legislature, held on the 18th of August, 1923, unanimously adopted 
the following— 
House resolution. 


Whereas the Hon. Calvin Coolidge has been exalted to the Presi- 
dency of the Republic of the United States of America because of the 
death of the Hon. Warren Gamaliel Harding; and 

Whereas the brilliant parliamentary work of the Hon. Calvin Cool- 
idge as President of the Senate of the United States has consecrated 
him as a benefactor of the peace and as a defender of the democracy 
and liberty of the world: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of Porto Rico: 

First. To tender to the Hon. Calvin Coolidge the strongest support 
and the most decided cooperation in the development of his duties and 
responsibilities as President of the United States, as well as to con- 
gratulate the American people for having in him such a worthy states- 
man at the head of the public destinies of the Nation. 

Second. That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to the Secretary of War, to the President 
of the Senate, and to the Speaker of the House of Representatives of 
the United States. $ 

And for transmittal to the President of the Senate of the United 
States, as provided by said resolution, I issue, seal, and sign these 
presents in San Juan, P. R., this 15th day of August, 1923. 

[sza] F. L. AMADEO, 

Secretary House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Ne- 
braska, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce; 

STATE OF NEBRASKA, 
Orricn oF THE BECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, Charles W. Pool, secretary of state of the State of Nebraska, do 
hereby certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of 
house roll No. 108, enacted and passed by the forty-second session of 
the Legislature of the State of Nebraska, with the enrolled bill in this 
office and that the same is a true and correct copy of said house roll 
No. 108. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Nebraska. 

Done at Lincoln, this 15th day of May, in the year of our Lord 1923, 
of the Independence of the United States the one hundred and forty- 
seventh, and of this State the fifty-sixth. 

LSzaL.] CHARLES W. Poot, 

Secretary of State. 


Concurrent resolution introduced by Representatives Albert M. Keyes, 
of Furnas County, E. I. Whitehead, of Phelps County, and A. P. 
Gordon, of Box Butte County. S7 


Joint and concurrent resolution memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to repeal the Esch-Cummins Act. 


Whereas a strong sentiment exists among the agricultural and busi- 
ness interests of the State of Nebraska that the administration of the 
Esch- Cummins law has been responsible for a considerable portion of 
our present economic distress: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Nebraska 
(the Senate concurring): 

Secrion 1. That we hereby memorialize and petition the Congress of 
the United States to repeal the Esch-Cummins law. 

Src. 2. Be it further resolved, That the United States Senators and 
Representatives from Nebraska are hereby requested to urge legislation 
in the United States Congress touching the repeal of sald act. 

Be it finally resolved, That certified copies of this resolution be sent 
by the secretary of state to the President, the presiding officers of both 
branches of the United States Congress, and each of the United States 
Senators and Representatives from Nebraska. 

A. N. MATHERS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Frank P. CORRICK, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
Fren G. JOHNSON, 
President of the Senate. 
CLröon H. BARNARD, 
georetary of the Senate. 

Approved May 1, 1923, 4.24 o'clock p. m. 

CHARLES W. BRYAN, Governor. 

This is to certify that the within house roll No. 108 originated in the 
house and passed the legislature at its forty-second session on the 27th 
day of April, 1923. 

FRANK P. CORRICK, 
Chief Olerk of the House. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following joint memorial of the Legislature of New Mexico, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Joint Memorial No. 1 of the Sixth Legislature of the State of 
New Mexico. 

A joint memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of Con- 
gress of the United States of America, asking that a proposed amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States be submitted to the 
legislatures of the various States providing that the United States 
Government may collect taxes on income derived from all securities 
issued by the United States or any State or municipal corporation. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

Whereas owners of $30,000,000,000 of property in the United States 
are paying no taxes on that vast ‘accumulation either direct or indirect, 
which accumulation is represented by tax-exempt securities; 

Therefore the Legislature of the State of New Mexico requests that 
she Congress of the United States submit to the various State legis- 
latures a proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
authorizing the United States to collect income taxes upon all securi- 
Hes issued by the United States or any State or municipal corporation 
after the adoption of said amendment; be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this resolution be sent by the sec- 
retary of state to the President and to the presiding officers of both 
branches of Congress, and to each of the United States Senators and 
the Representative in Congress from New Mexico. 

7 Byrox O. BEALL, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Attested : 
R. M. JACKSON, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
José A. Baca, 
President of the Senate. 
Attested: 


J. W. Gipprngs, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Approved by me this 26th day of February, 1923. 
J. F. HINKLE, Governor of New Merico. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following joint memorial of the Legislature of Idaho, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 


THe STATE op IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Boise, November 16, 1923. 
Hon. ALBERT B. CUMMINS, 
President pro tempore United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sin: I have the honor to submit herewith a certified copy of house 
joint memorial No. 8 of the Seventeenth Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Idaho, which was filed in the office of the secretary of state on 
March 10, 1923. 

Respectfully, 
F. A. JETER, 
Secretary of State. 


Stare or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, F. A. Jeter, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify: 

That I have carefully compared the annexed copy of house joint 
memorial No. 8 with the original thereof adopted by the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the Seventeenth Legislative Assembly of 
the State of Idaho and filed in the office of the secretary of state of the 
State of Idaho March 10, 1923, and that the same is a full, true, 
and complete transcript therefrom, and of the whole thereof, together 
with all indorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Idaho. Done at the capitol, at Boise, 
Idaho, this 15th day of November, A. D. 1923. 


[sean] F. A. JETER, Secretary of State. 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
House Joint Memorial 8, by Parker, Anderson (Bonneville), Huffaker, 
and Line, 
To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled: 
We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, re- 
spectfully represent; that— 
Whereas a resolution, known as the Green resolution, is now pend- 
ing before the Congress of the United States of America, which reso- 
lution has for its purpose the bringing about of an amendment to 


the Constitution of the United States, making it possible to tax 
securities which are now exempted from taxation; and 
Whereas your memorialists deem it desirable that such securities 
should not be exempt from taxation, and that our Constitution should 
be amended accordingly : Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Seventeenth Session 
of the Legislature of the State of Idaho (the Senate concurring), 
That we hereby unqualifiedly indorse the said Green resolution now 
pending in Congress, and we respectfully request and urge the Con- 
gress of the United States to adopt said resolution or one of similar 
purport; be it further 
Resolved, That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho is 
hereby instructed to forward this memorial to the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States of America, and that copies 
be sent to the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
State. í 
The memorial passed the house on the 28th day of February, 1923, 
M. A. Ktan, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This memorial passed the senate on the Sth day of March, 1923. 
H. C. BALDRIDGE, 
President of the Senate. 


I hereby certify that the within house joint resolution No, 8 
originated in the house of representatives during the seventeenth 
session of the Legislature of the State of Idaho. 

Dave BURRELL, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following memorial of the Legislature of Utah, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance: 

STATE or UTAH, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
SECRETARY or Srarz's OFFICE. 

I, H. E. Crockett, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the attached is a full, true, and correct copy of senate 
concurrent memorial No. 4, by Mr. Candland, as appears on file in my 
office. 

In witness whereof I bave hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Utah this 13th day of March, 1923. 

[sean] H. E. CROCKETT, 

Secretary of State. 
TAX-EXEMPTION SECURITIES, 
A memorial by Mr. Candland to the Congress of the United States 
favoring the elimination of tax-exemption securities. 


To the honorable Senate and the House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled: 


We, your memorialists, the Senate and the House of Representatives 
of the State of Utah in legislative assembly, In the interests of the 
great masses of the people of the United States who are to-day bear- 
ing the burdens of taxation, and for the purpose of reducing and 
making more equal and equitable the staggering burdens of taxation 
which now lie upon the American people, respectfully urge— 

That such action be taken as may be deemed necessary and proper, 
either by amendment to the Constitution of the United States or by 
enactment of such laws by Congress as will subject all kinds and 
classes of securities to their just proportion of the burden of taxation 
and as will eliminate in the future tax-exemption securities. 

We are informed that there are to-day in the United States in the 
neighborhood of $20,000,000.000 worth of exempted securities. The 
owners of this wealth, the holders of such securities, are enjoying all 
the benefits and privileges of the police power of the State and the 
protection of the United States as its citizens and yet are able to 
escape the payment of any taxes which go toward the expenses of 
the Government, and we believe this to be an unjust and inequitable 
condition, and that in the interests and the rights of all the people in 
all sections of our great country such condition ought to be removed. 
so that all kinds and classes of property shall bear its just proportion 
of the expenses of Government. 

We therefore most earnestly do urge that such necessary change be 
made in the Constitution and laws of this country as will correct what 
we consider to be a great injustice. 

The foregoing memorial was publicly read by title and immediately 
thereafter signed by the president of the senate in the presence of the 
house over which he presides, and the fact of such signing duly 
entered upon the journal this 7th day of March, 1923. 

THoMas E. McKay, 
President of the Senate. 

Attest: 

H. L. Cum™res, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

The foregoing memorial was publicly read by title and immediately 

thereafter signed by the speaker of the house in the presence of the 
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house over which he presides, and the fact of such signing duly en- 
tered upon the journal this 7th day of March, 1923. 
Wu. W. SEEGMILLER, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
E. L. CROPPER, 
Olerk of the House. 
Received from tne senate this 7th day of March, 1928. Approved 
March 8, 1923. * 
Cras. R. Manx, Governor. 


Received from the governor and filed in the office of the secretary 
of state this Sth day of March, 1923. 
H. E. CROCKETT, 
Seoretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following memorials and resolutions of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska, which were referred to the Committee on 
Territories and Insular Possessions: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, May 1, 1923. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sins: I have the honor of transmitting herewith certified copy 
of house joint memorial No, 19 of the Alaska Legislature, as passed 
by said body at its sixth session, held at Juneau, the capital. 


Respectfully, 
= KARL Turm, Secretary of Alaska. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
OFFICE or THE SECRETARY FoR THE TERRITORY. 

I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal 
of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed 
copy of house joint memorial No. 19 of the Alaska Legislature, 1923, 
with the original thereof, and that the same is a full, true, and correct 
copy of the original now on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this Ist day 
of May, A. D. 1923. 

KARL THEILE, Secretary of Alaska. 


House Joint Memorial 19, by Mr. Shepard, in the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska, sixth session. 


To the President and the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States: 


Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, in 
sixth regular session assembled, do most respectfully and earnestly 
represent that— 

Whereas it has been proposed to dredge Gastineau Channel at what 
is known as the Gastineau Channel Bar between the north end of 
Douglas Island and the mainland of Alaska, near Juneau, for the pur- 
pose of enabling water craft to sail to and from the Port of Juneau 
and Icy Straits, Chatham Straits, Cross Sound, and points to the west- 
ward of Juneau, and construct a canal from Youngs Bay on the north- 
east side of Admiralty Island to Hawk Inlet on the southwest side of 
Admiralty Island for the purpose of facilitating commerce between the 
Port of. Juneau and Icy Straits, Chatham Straits, Cross Sound, and all 
the territory lying west and southwest of Juneau; and 

Whereas the dredging of Gastineau Channel would greatly facilitate 
transportation between the port of Juneau and points to the north and 
west of Juneau, and effect a saving of over 20 miles in the distance 
between Juneau and all points to the west and to the north and to the 
southwest, where commerce is now carried on, and also avoid the rough 
waters in the fall and winter which are caused by winds from Taku 
Inlet; and 

Whereas the construction of a canal from Youngs Bay to Hawk 
Inlet would be of incalculable benefit to Juneau and all the Terri- 
tory of Alaska by reason of the fact that the same would be a saying 
to all ships and boats and water craft operating between Juneau and 
all points to the westward and southwest, and would avoid incal- 
culable delay caused by the high winds and rough water encountered 
during the winter months from October to April by small boats in 
the passage around Point Retreat, which passage is the only route 
at present open to water craft between Juneau and all points to the 
westward and southwest, and by reason of the further fact that efforts 
are being made at the present time to establish the paper-making 
industry at Juneau, where there has already been developed hydro- 
electric power to the extent of 16,000 horsepower, which is valuable 


for such purpose, and the timber supply for a paper mill established. 


at or near Juneau is on the west coast of Admiralty Island, and it 
would be impracticable to tow logs and timber from the west coast 
of Admiralty Island around Point Retreat during the winter months, 
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but the same could safely be brought through a canal from Hawk 
Inlet to Juneau at all seasons of the year; and 

Whereas Congress has appropriated a sum of money sufficient to 
make a survey of said projected canal and the said dredging of 
Gastineau Channel Bar, and that said work is now being undertaken 
by the Chief of the United States Engineers of the War Department: 
Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska heartily 
indorses the action of the United States Engineers in making the in- 
vestigations of sald project for the dredging of Gastineau Channel Bar 
and the construction of the canal between Youngs Bay and Hawk 
Inlet, and the action of Congress in making the necessary appropria- 
tions for said investigations, and urges the immediate passage of an 
appropriation sufficient to complete these projects; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the President, 
to each of the Houses of Congress, and to the Delegate to Congress 
from Alaska. 

And your memorialists will ever pray, 

Passed the house April 20, 1923, 

< CASH COLE, 
Speaker of the House. 

Attest: 

E. EARLE BLOSSOM, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 

Passed the senate April 26, 1923. 

Forrest J. Hunt, 
President of the Senate, 
Attest: 
SELMA N. SCOTT, 
Secretary of the Senate, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY ron THR TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, April 30, 1923. 
The United States Senate, Washington, D. C., 

GENTLEMEN: I have the honor of transmiiting herewith certified 
copy of senate joint memorial No. 11 passed by the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska at its sixth session held at Juneau, the capital. 

Respectfully, 
KARL THEILE, Secretary of Alaska. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
OFFICE oF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY, 

I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal of 
said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed copy 
of senate joint memorial No. 11 of the Alaska Legislature, 1923, and 
that the same is a full, true, and correct copy of the original now on 
file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 30th 
day of April, A. D. 1923. 

[SEAL.] KARL THEILE, Secretary of Alaska. 


Senate Joint Memorial 11, by Mr. Chamberlin, in the Legislature of 
the Territory of Alaska, sixth session. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives and the Secretary of the 

Interior of the United States: 

Whereas a representative of the American Red Cross at the expense 
of the Jane Delano Fund, has completed an investigation of conditions 
among the native and white population residing at various points 
along the coast of the Alaska Peninsula as to chronic diseases such as 
adenoids, diseased tonsils, etc., preyalent to these regions among chil- 
dren where there are no doctors or dentists to care for them; and 

Whereas the Seward Chapter of the American Red Cross has recom- 
mended that some action be taken for their relief and that a free clinie 
yisit the various settlements: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That a Government vessel with a doctor and dentist aboard 
be ordered to visit the towns and settlements from Kodiak westward to 
Unalaska and administer such help as is necessary for their relief and 
future welfare in behalf of humanity. 

For which we ever pray. 

Adopted by the senate April 20, 1928. 

FOREST J. HUNT, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
SELMA N, Scort, 
Secretary of the Senate, 
Adopted by the house April 26, 1923. 
Casan COLE, 
Speaker of the House, 

Attest: 

H. EARLE BLOSSOM, 
Chief Clerk of the House, 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SPCRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY or ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, May 1, 1923. 
To the Congress of the United States, Washington, D. O. 

GENTLEMEN: I have the honor of transmitting herewith certified 
copy of house joint memorial No. 8, passed by the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska at its sixth session, held at Juneau, the capital. 

Respectfully, 
KARL Turity, Secretary of Alaska, 


UNITED STATES or ÁMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY. 

I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal 
of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed 
copy of house joint memorial No. 8 of the Alaska Legislature, 1923, 
with the original thereof, and that the same is a full, true, and correct 
copy of the original now on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
hereto the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 
Ist day of May, A. D. 1923. 

[sEAL.] KARL Turin, Secretary of Alaska. 
House Joint Memorial No. 8, by Mr. Johnston, in the Legislature of 

the Territory of Alaska, sixth session, 


To the President and Congress of the United States: 

Your memorilalists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Territory of Alaska, in the sixth session assembled, respectfully repre- 
sent that 

Whereas the Government of the United States, through its several 
departments and Congress, has demonstrated and is demonstrating Its 
interest in the development of Alaska by the expenditure of many 
millions in the bullding of roads and trails and the construction of the 
Alaska Rallroad and the provision of a new cable and otherwise has 
evidenced and is evidencing a substantial appreciation of the Terri- 
tory's resources and needs; and 

Whereas a continuous and uninterrupted policy of development is 
now most urgent and essential in order that expenditures made to date 
may be turned to full and enduring account and speed progress: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved, That the Alaska Territorial Legislature, in sixth biennlal 
session assembled, giving grateful recognition In the name of the people 
of the Territory to the substantial helpfulness thus far received, 
respectfully recommends to the President and the Congress that annu- 
ally hereafter all appropriations required for Alaska, regardless of the 
departments or agencies under which they are to be expended, be com- 
bined and consolidated in an Alaska budget, to be submitted by the gov- 
ernor to Congress, through the Federal Bureau of the Budget, thus pre- 
senting Alaskan requirements under one heading and obviating the 
necessity of appropriations by piecemeal through various departmental 
budgets as heretofore, 

In submitting this recommendation your memorialists believe such 
an Alaska budget will be conducive to better understanding of the Ter- 
ritory's needs and simplify and facilitate the work of Congress and its 
committees. 

And your memorlalists will ever pray. 

Passed the house April 25; 1923. 

Casu COLE, 
Speaker of the House. 

Attest: 

E. Faul BLOSSOM, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 

Passed the senate April 26, 1923. 

Forest J. HUNT, 
President of the Senate, 

Attest: 

Sauma N. Scorr, 
Secretary of the Senate, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, April 30, 1923. 
The Congress of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sms: I have the honor of transmitting herewith certified copy 
of senate joint memorial No. 10, passed by the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska at its sixth session, held at Juneau, the capital. 

Respectfully, 
KARL THEILE, Scoretary of Alaska. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
Orrien OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY. 

I, Karl! Theile, secretary of the Territory of Alaska and custodian 

of the great seal of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have com- 


pared the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. 10 of the 
Alaska Legislature, 1923, with the original thereof, and that the same 
is a full, true, and correct copy of the original now on file in my office, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed 
hereto the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 
30th day of April, A. D. 1923. 


[SEAL] 


Senate Joint Memorial 10, by Mr. Hunt, by request, In the Legislature 
of the Territory of Alaska, sixth session, 


To the President, the Congress of the United States, and Secretary 
of the Interior: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, do 
respectfully represent— 

That the administration of the United States Bureau of Educa- 
tion, Alaska division, now located at Seattle, Wash., by reason of 
being there located works a hardship upon the Indians and Eskimos 
over whom it has supervision and an injury to the Territory because 
of the location being so far distant from the field of operations. 

That the great distance from the field and nature of the location 
creates obstacles to efficient and economical operation that are dif- 
cult to overcome. 

That neither regular nor frequent means of transportation are now 
available to reach the many outlying native settlements, which are 
in most cases separated by great distances and suffer great neglect 
therefrom, 

That when complications arise in the Indian schools and villages 
too much time must elapse before action can be taken, and consequent 
harm and suffering are caused to those involved. 

That because of the great distance from the Territory the Fed- 
eral officials who should cooperate with the territorial officials are 
constantly out of touch with a situation that requires an intimate 
knowledge of conditions by those who administer its affairs. 

Whereas the schools maintained by the Territory are coming more 
or less into conflict with the schools maintained by the Bureau of 
Education, Alaskr division, a fuller measure of cooperation can be 
gained by the location of the bureau in the Territory, where the two 
departments may be harmonized. 

Wherefore your memorialists respectfully urge that the Bureau of 
Education, Alaska division, now located at Seattle, Wash., be re- 
moved to the capital city of the Territory, Juneau, Alaska. 

And your memorlialists will ever pray. 

Adopted by the senate April 18, 1923, 


Kart Tuite, Sceretary of Alaska, 


Fonrsst J. HUNT, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
Sena N. Scorr, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Adopted by the bouse April 25, 1923. 
Casa Corn, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
E. Eanln BLOSSOM, 
OMef Clerk of the House. 


I certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of senate 
joint memorial 10, passed by the sixth Alaska Legislature. 
SELMA N. SCOTT, 
Bocretary of the Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICR OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TRREITORY OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, April 30, 1923. 
To the Congress of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN : I have the honor of transmitting herewith certified copy 
of senate joint memorial No. 13, passed by the Legislature of the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska at its sixth session, held at Juneau, the capital. 

Respectfully, 
Kant THEILE, Secretary of Alaska. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
_ TERRITORY oF ALASKA, 
OFFICE oF THe SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY. 

I, Karl Theile, secretary of the Territory of Alaska and custodian of 
the great seal of said Territory, do hereby certify that I bave compared 
the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. 13 of the Alaska Legis- 
lature, 1923, and that the same is a full, true, and correct copy of the 
original now on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this goth 
day of April, A. D. 1923. 


LSEAL. J KARL THEILE, Secretary of Alaska. 
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Senate Joint Memorial 13, by Mr. Hunt, in the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska, sixth session. 


To the Congress of the United States, the Postmaster General, and 
Secretary of Commerce: 


Whereas it has ever been the policy of this Government to foster and 
ald the settlement and development of this country, which has been 
made manifest in the past by congressional enactments, of which 
the following are among the most important, to wit: The national 
homestead laws, the aid in construction of our first transcontinental 
railroads, and the great national reclamation projects, which peopled 
and made productive and valuable vast areas of sterile, barren land of 
the West, thus increasing the wealth of of the Nation by untold millions. 

We respectfully represent that Alaska is the last, most vast, and 
richest in undeveloped resources of the Territories of the United States 
on the American Continent; her waters are rich in fish in great variety 
and other ocean contents, her southeastern shores and islands are 
densely covered with timber of great commercial value, her entire 
length and breadth is a mine of inestimable wealth; agriculture, rein- 
deer and varied stock raising, and fur farming are all coming industries, 
already assuming attractive proportions. 

We further represent that although Alaska has no sterile lands to 
be reclaimed there is a most urgent need of better transportation facil- 
ities, one feature of which we herein present for your consideration 
and appeal to you for relief, to wit: In advertising for the awarding 
of mail contracts over the various waterways of Alaska no consideration 
of freight tonnage or passenger service seems to have been given, in 
consequence of which the contracts are usually awarded to small gas 
boats just large enough to carry the mail with a reasonable assurance 
of safety, with little cargo capacity and too small to be fitted up for 
the carrying of any number of passengers or to arrange for any degree 
of comfort for the few who can in some instances be given passage, thus 
making it a matter of dread and hardship to travel on them. 

Whereas there are many more or less remote points, accessible only 
by water, with attractive possibilities to induce investigation, with 
probable improvement and settlement, which are very much retarded 
from being so difficult of access; and 

Whereas the development of Alaska means greatly Increased wealth 
to the Nation: 

We most urgently request that a new system be adopted in the 
advertising for bids for mail contracts on the various water routes of 
Alaska whereby freight and passenger service will be a requirement, 
to be determined by the length of the route and nature of the waters 
traversed. 

We recognize that compliance with the requests of this memorial 
will add costs to the mail service of Alaska, but we represent that it 
will render rich returns. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Adopted by the senate April 23, 1923. 

Forst J. Hunt, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
Senma N. Scort, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Concurred in by the house April 26, 1923. 
Casn Corm, 
Speaker of the House. 

Attest: 

E. Hann Bossom, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, May 4, 1923. 
The Congress of the United States, Washington, D. O. 

GENTLEMEN: I have the honor of transmitting herewith certified 
copy of house joint resolution No. 4, passed by the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska at its sixth session, held at Juneau, the capital. 

Respectfully, 
Kart THEILE, Secretary of Alaska. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
Orrien OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY. 

I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal 
of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed 
copy of house joint resolution No. 4 of the Alaska Legislature, 1923, 
with the original thereof, and that the same is a full, true, and correct 
copy of the original now on file in my office. 

In testimony hereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 4th 
day of May, A. D. 1923. 


{SBAL.] Kart THEILE, Seoretary of Alaska, 


House joint resolution by Mr. Polley in the Legislature of the Territory 
of Alaska, sixth session. 


Be it resolwed by the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, That it 
is the desire of the people of Alaska that the fur industry of the Ter- 
ritory bear its fair share of the tax burdens of the Territory. 

Whereas under the present powers granted to the Territorial Legis- 
lature it has been found impossible to enact a fair fur tax law which 
could be equitably enforced, for the reason that pelts are being shipped 
out from the Territory partly by mail and partly by express and no 
reliable record is kept of the same, and over this traffic, being in its 
nature interstate, the Jegislature of the Territory has no control. K 

That hereto attached and herewith submitted is a bill for an enact- 
ment which the legislature of the Territory recommends as necessary 
to enable the Territory to properly and equitably tax the fur industry. 

Now, therefore, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska most 
respectfully urge that the necessary law be enacted by Congress to 
enable the Territory to enforce a tax on pelts of fur-bearing and game 
animals, and to that end recommend that the hereto attached bill, 
entitled “A bill for an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the shipment of 
pelts of fur-bearing and game animals from Alaska, and for other pur- 
poses,’ “ be enacted into a law; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution and attached suggested bill 
be sent to the Delegate to Congress from Alaska, the Postmaster Gen- 
pie the Secretary of the Treasury, and to the Congress of the United 

tates. 

Passed the house April 18, 1923. 

Casu COLE, 
Speaker of the House. 

Attest: 

E. Earnie BLOSSOM, 
Ohief Clerk of the House. 

Passed the senate April 28, 1923. 

Forest J. Hunt, 
President of the Senate. 

Attest: 

SELMA N. SCOTT, 
Secretary of the Senate 

Approved April 25, 1923. 

Scorr C. Bone, 
Governor of Alaska, 


An act to regulate the shipment of pelts of fur-bearing and game ani- 
mals from Alaska, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled: 

Section 1. That no pelt of fur-bearing animals or of game animals 
shall be shipped out or remoyed from the Territory of Alaska unless 
the same Is first declared at a post office or a customhouse in the Terri- 
tory and a permit for such shipment or removal is granted and issued 
as herein provided. 

Spc. 2. Whenever a permit to ship or otherwise remove from the 
Territory any pelt of a fur-bearing or game animal is applied for the 
postmaster or customs officer to whom the application is made shall 
issue the permit unless the pelt is shipped or removed or attempted to 
be shipped or removed in violation of the laws of the Territory of 
Alaska or is taken or acquired in violation of such laws or in violation 
of the laws of the United States. 

Sec. 3. Any person shipping or removing or attempting to ship or 
remove from the Territory of Alaska any pelt of any fur-bearing or 
game animal without first having obtained a permit therefor from a 
postmaster or a customs officer, or who shall violate any of the rules 
or regulations lawfully promulgated by the Secretary of Commerce pur- 
suant to this act, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convie- 
tion shall be punished by a fine of not more than $2,000 or by impris- 
onment for not more than six months, or both, in the discretion of the 
court. 

Sec. 4. Any pelt of a fur-bearing or of a game animal shipped or 
removed from the Territory of Alaska in violation of the provisions of 
this act or of the rules or regulations promulgated thereunder shall 
be forfeited and shall be seized by any officer of the United States or 
of the Territory of Alaska thereunto authorized, and when so seized 
shall be sold In the manner provided by the Secretary of Commerce and 
the proceeds for such sale, after payment of the expenses of seizure and 
sale, shall be covered one half into the Treasury of the United States 
and the other half into the treasury of the Territory of Alaska. 

Sec. 5. The Secretary of Commerce shall have authority te promul- 
gate such rules and regulations as he deems expedient for enforcing and 
carrying into effect the provisions of this act. 

Sec? 6. The Legislature of the Territory of Alaska shall have the 
authority and power to levy a tax on pelts of fur-bearing and game 
animals, and may empower customs officers and postmasters to col- 
lect any tax or license fee lawfully imposed upon such pelts or upon the 
business of raising fur-bearing animals or dealing in pelts within the 
Territory. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFIC® OF THE SECRETARY FOR THR TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, May 4, 1928. 
The Congress of the United States, Washington, D. O. 

GENTLEMBN: I have the honor of transmitting herewith certified 
copy of senate concurrent resolution No. 11, passed by the Legislature of 
the Territory of Alaska at its sixth session held at Juneau, the capital. 

Respectfully, 
KARL THRILE, Secretary of Alaska, 


. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY. 

I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal of 
said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed copy 
of senate concurrent resolution No. 11 with the original thereof and 
that the same is a full, true, and correct copy of the original now on 
file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seai of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 4th day 
of May, A. D. 1923. 

KARL Turin, Secretary of Alaska. 


Senate Concurrent Resolution 11, by Mr. Chamberlin, in the Legisla- 
ture of the Territory of Alaska, sixth session. 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the Alaska Legislative Assembly (the 
Wouse of Representatives concurring), That all Alaska mourns the death 
of the Hon. Knute Netsox, former United States Senator from Minne- 
sota, who during his entire public life was a stanch friend and a warm 
supporter of all measures that tended toward the development of 
Alaska, who had an intimate knowledge of Alaska and all matters per- 
taining to Alaska, and who ever felt and manifested a kindly and in- 
telligent Interest in the welfare of the Territory; be it further 

Resolwed, That in appreciation of the high regard entertained by the 
people of Alaska for the deceased Senator this legislature, at the hour 
of 11 o'clock a. m. on the 3d day of May, 1923, the last day of the 
session, cease all business for the period of 10 minutes in order to ren- 
der a silent tribute to the memory of the dead; be it further 

Resolved, That this resolution be spread upon the journal of the 
senate and of the house, and that copies be forwarded to the President, 
to the Congress of the United States, and to the Delegate from Alaska. 

Adopted by the senate May 2, 1923. 

Forest J. Hunt, 
President of the Senate. 

Attest: 

SELMA N. SCOTT, 
Secretary of the Sonate. 

Adopted by the house May 2, 1923. 

Cass COLB, 
Speaker of the House. 

Attest: 

B. Barts BLOSSOM, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 

I hereby certify that the above is a true and complete copy of the 

senate resolution No. 11 passed by the sixth Alaska Legislature. 
SELMA N. SCOTT, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


— 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
< Juneau, Alaska, May 1, 1923. 
The Congress of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sins: I have the honor of transmitting herewith a certified 
copy of bouse joint memorial No. 16, of the Alaska Legislature, as 
passed by said body at its sixth session, held at Juneau, the capital. 

Respectfully, 
KARL THEILE, Secretary of Alaska, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY. 

I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal 
of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed 
copy of house joint memorial No. 16 of the Alaska Legislature, 1923, 
with the original thereof, and that the same is a full, true, and correct 
copy of the original now on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this ist 
day of May, A. D. 1923. ¢ 

LSRAL. J KARL THEILE, Secretary of Alaska. 
House Joint Memorial 16, by Mr. Daly, in the Legislature of the Terri- 

tory of Alaska, sixth session. 
Ta the President and the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Territory of Alaska, respectfully present: 


That the people of the Territory of Alaska have, in proportion to 
their population, annually expended more money for the construction 
of roads than have the people of any State in the Union, and are 
anxious to see the United States adopt for this Territory a definite plan 
for future road construction. To that end your memorialists believe 
that the application of the Federal highway act to Alaska would be of 
great benefit to the Territory, would assure a definite program for road 
construction in the future without any extra expense to the United 
States Government, and would enable the people of this Territory to 
feel that they are in a measure on an equality with the people of the 
States. 

Wherefore your memorlalists pray that the Federal highway act be 
extended to Alaska, with such modification as to classification of roads 
in the Territory as to make the act workable therein. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the house April 25, 1923. 

Cas COLE, 
Speaker of the House. 

Attest: 

E. EARLE BLOSSOM, 
Ohtef Olerk of the House. 
Passed the senate April 28, 1923. 
3 Fonnsr J. Hunt, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
Sema N. Score, 
Seoretary of the Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FOR THB TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
Juneau, Alaska, May 4, 1923. 


The Congress of the United States, Washington, D. O. 


GENTLEMEN: I have the honor of transmitting herewith certified 
copy of senate Joint memorial No. 14, passed by the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska at its sixth session held at Juneau, the capital. 

Respectfully, 
KARL THEILE, Secretary of Alaska, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY ron THE TERRITORY. 


I, Karl Theile, seeretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seni of 
said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed 
copy of senate joint memorial No. 14 with the original thereof, and 
that the same is a full, true, and correct copy of the original now on 
file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed hereto 
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 4th day 
of May, A. D. 1923. 

LISxAL. J (Fes KARL THEILE, Secretary of Alaska. 
Senate Joint Memorial 14, by Mr. Snodgrass, in the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska, sixth session. 

To the President and the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and the House of Representatives of 
the Territory of Alaska, respectfully present: 

That the conditions among many of the Indian and native settle- 
ments in the interior of Alaska are fast becoming intolerable by reason 
of the loss of lives by influenza of many of the male inhabitants, and 
the women are without support and are leaving the native settlements 
to find a means of livelihood in the towns, where they become the prey 
of the unscrupulous. At Fairbanks many Indian women from the 
native village of Chena, where all but three of the men died of influ- 
enza, are without means of support. Four_were recently sent to deten- 
tion hospitals as vagrants und for drunkenness, another, unmarried, in 
the hospital for confinement. 4 

Your petitioners most respectfully ask that an Indian reservation be 
made in the interior for such Indians without means of support and 
that an industrial school be provided to suit their needs, wherein they 
may be taught trades and given training that will tend to make them 
self-supporting, 

We most respectfully ask that a thorough investigation of this 
matter be made at once, that needed relief may be given. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Passed the senate April 30, 1923. 

Foarst J. HUNT, 
President of the Senate, 

At test: 

Serma N. Scott, 
secretary of the Senate. 
Passed the house May 2, 1923. 
Casn Col x. 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
E. Bartz BLOSSOM, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


1923. 


I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of 
senate joint memorial No. 14, passed by the Sixth Alaska Legislature. 
SMA N. SCOTT, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
OFFICE of THE SECRETANY FOR THE TERRITORY. 

I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal 
of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed 
copy of senate joint memorial No. 1 of the Alaska Legislature, 1923, 
and that the same is a full, true, and correct copy of the original now 
on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 20th 
day of April, A. D. 1923. 


[SEAL] KARL THEILÐ, Secretary of Alaska. 


Senate Joint Memorial No. 1, by Mr. Chamberlin, in the Legislature of 
the Territory of Alaska, sixth session, 


T'o the Senate and House of Representatives and the Postmaster 

General of the United States: 

We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
do most respectfully and earnestly represent that the law governing 
parcel-post regulations do not extend to Alaska the same rates enjoyed 
by the States. . 

That all parcel- post business in Alaska is covered by the eighth 
zone, or the highest rate, under the classification. 

We believe this to be a great injustice to our business and citizens 
in general, 

By extending the complete zoning system our local business firms 
would be aided in competing with large mail-order houses. 

In spirit the parcel post law as now applied to Alaska is contrary 
to the Constitution, guaranteeing equality to all of the people under 
one flag. 

Nov, therefore, the Senate and House of Representatives of the Terri- 
tory of Alaska most earnestly pray that the general law applying to 
fourth-cless matter covering parcel post be extended to Alaska. 

Adopted by the senate March 20, 1923. 

Forzst J. HUNT, 
Speaker of the Senate. 
Attest: 
SELMA N. SCOTT, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Adopted by the house April 12, 1923. 
Casa COLR, 
Speaker of the House. 

Attest: 

E. EARLE BLOSSOM, 
Chief Clerk of the House, 

I certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of senate 
joint memorial No. 1, passed by the Sixth Alaska Legislature. 

SELMA N. SCOTT, 
Seoretary of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
OFFICE or THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY. 


I, Karl Thelle, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal 
of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed 
copy of senate joint memorial No. 3 of the Alaska Legislature, 1923, 
and that the same is a full, true, and correct copy of the original now 
on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
hereto the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 
20th day of April, A. D. 1923, 


LISRAL. J Kant. THEILE, Secretary of Alaska. 


Senate Joint Memorial 3, by Mr. Chamberlin, in the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska, sixth session. 


To the President, the Senate, and House of Representatives of the 

United States: 

We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
do earnestly represent that— 

Whereas the organic act of the Territory of Alaska, section 6, fixes 
the first Monday in March as the date for convening of the Territorial 
legislature; and 

Whereas the date fixed in said act conflicts with the work of the 
early spring season of the Territory of Alaska, causing many incon- 
venlences to members of the legislature; 
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Therefore, we pray that the organic act be amended to provide for 
the convening of the legislature on the first Monday in February of 
each second year, 

For which your memorialists will forever pray. 

Adopted by the senate March 29, 1923, 


Forgst J. HUNT, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
Serma N. SCOTT, 
Secretary of the Senate, 
Concurred In by the house April 5, 1923. 
Casn COLE, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
B. Eantrn BLOSSOM, 
Ohie? Olerk of the House, 
I certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of senate 
joint memorial No. 3 passed by the Sixth Alaska Legislature. 
SELMA N. Scorr, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


— 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA, 
OFFICA OF THE SECRETARY FOR THE TERRITORY. 


I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal of 
said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed 
copy of senate joint memorial No. 8 of the Alaska Legislature, 1923, 
and that the same is a full, true, and correct copy of the original now 
on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
hereto the seal of the Territory of Alaska at Juneau, the capital, this 
27th day of April, A. D. 1923. 

[SEAL] KARL THELLE, Secretary of Alaska. 
Senate Joint Memorial No. 8, by Mr. Brown, in the Legislature of the 

Territory of Alaska, sixth session. 


To the President and the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Legislature of Alaska, respectfully present : 

That the fur seal of Pribilof Islands is one of the natural resources 
of the Territory of Alaska, and we believe that the profit from that 
industry should be covered into the treasury of the Territory or be 
otherwise devoted to developing the resources of Alaska. 

Your memorlalists believe that the present methods of marketing the 
fur-seal skins from Pribilof Islands is such that the financial returns 
from the industry is much below what the industry, more carefully 
managed, would yield. 

Your memorialists believe that the cultivation, establishment, and 
maintenance of the present system for tanning, dyeing, and marketing 
the scalskins in question is monopolistic in character and therefore in 
contravention of sound governmental and economic principles, and is 
causing considerable loss of revenue to the Government, and to the 
other nations which share in the proceeds derlyed from the sale of 
such skins. 

Wherefore your memorialists most respectfully urge that the con- 
tract between the Government and the Foulke Fur Co., of St. Louis, 
be abrogated at the earliest possible date, and that in the future the 
sealskins of Pribilof Islands be sold while in a salt state in open mar- 
ket to the highest bidder, and that any profits of the Government from 
the industry be covered into the treasury of the Territory of Alaska. 

We commend this memorial to your earnest consideration. 

Adopted by the senate April 14, 1923. 

Forest J. Hunt, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
SELMA N. Scorr, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Adopted by the house April 23, 1923. 
Casn Corn, 
Speaker of the House. 

Attest: 

E. EARE BLOSSOM, 
Chief Olerk of tħe House. 

I certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of senate 

joint memorial No. 8, passed by the Sixth Alaska Legislature, 


SELMA N. SCOTT, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, 
TERRITORY OF ATASKA, 
OFFICE oF THE SECRETARY FOR THD TERRITORY. 
I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great 
seal of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the 
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annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. 9, of the Alaska Legisla- 
ture, 1923, and that the same is a full, true, and correct copy of the 
original now on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
hereto the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, 
this 27 day of April, A. D. 1923. 


[sRat.] KARL THEILE, Secretary of Alaska, 


Senate Joint Memorial No. 9, by Mr. Ayer, in the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska, sixth session. 


To the President and the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Alaska Legislative Assembly, respectfully show: 

One of the greatest industries of Alaska is mining. To a very 
large extent the wealth and prosperity of the country depends upon the 
development of its mineral lands. At present there is doubt and 
confusion as to the law governing the location of placer mining claims 
in Alaska. An act of Congress applicable only to Alaska was passed 
on August 1, 1912, 37 Statutes at Large, 242, whereby not more than 
two claims in any one calendar month could be located by any one 
person in the Territory of Alaska. The provisions of this act were 
thanged, or attempted to be changed, by acts of the Alaska Legls- 
lative Assembly in the years 1913 and 1915, the latter act, chapter 
10 of the Session Laws of Alaska, 1915, is still effective and some 
of the provisions thereof are in conflict with the act of Congress 
of August 1, 1912. 

The act of Congress of August 1, 1912, covers subject matter upon 
which your memorialists are best advised ag to the needs of Alaska. 
One of the things vitally necessary to encourage and stimulate pros- 
pecting for mineral placer lands is certainty as to the law. The act 
of August 1, 1912, is defective and not well conceived in all respects, 
since it limits the location of placer claims by any one person in the 
Territory of Alaska to the number of two during any one calendar 
month, and it is sometimes impracticable, if not impossible, to show 
that the locator of a certain claim did not, during the same calendar 
month, either in person or under power of attorney, locate other 
placer claims in excess of the number allowed by law in some other 
district of Alaska, possibly hundreds, if not thousands, of miles distant. 

Upon this particular subject the Alaska Legislative Assembly is best 
qualified to speak. The act of August 1, 1912, was passed and ap- 
proved before the passage or approval of the act creating this assem- 
bly. No reason apparent to your memorialists now exists why the act 
of Congress of August 1, 1912, should not be repealed and legislation 
on the subject matter of the act be left to the Legislature of Alaska. 

Wherefore your memorialists respectfully pray that the act of Con- 
gress of August 1, 1912, relative to the location of placer mining claims 
in Alaska, 37 Statutes at Large, page 242, be forthwith repealed. 

Passed the senate April 17, 1923. 

Forest J. Hunt, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
SELMA N. SCOTT, 
y Secretary of the Senate, 

Passed the house April 23, 1923. 

Casn COLE, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 

E. EARLE BLOSSOM, 
Chief Olerk of the House. 

I certify tbat the foregoing is a true and complete copy of senate 
Joint memorial No. 9, passed by the Sixth Alaska Legislature. 

Sn uA N. SCOTT, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Resolution. 


Whereas the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, at its sixth 
session, passed senate joint memorial No. 10, requesting that the head- 
quarters of the Alaska Bureau of Education, now located in Seattle, be 
transferred to Juneau, Alaska, for the reasons set forth in said senate 
joint memorial No. 10; and 

Whereas it is a well-known fact that the administration of the 
United States Bureau of Education, Alaska division, can not be 
efficiently handled from Seattle, and the location of the same in 
Seattle works a hardship upon the people of the Territory subject to 
the jurisdiction of the bureau; and 

Whereas in the interest of economy and efficiency the headquarters 
of said bureau should be located in Alaska: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the Juneau Chamber of Commerce, That the headquarters 
and office of the Alaska Division of the United States Bureau cf 
Education, now located at Seattle, Wash., be transferred to Juneau. 
Alaska ; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the President, to 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, to 


the President of the United States Senate, and to the Secretary of the 
Interior. 


Passed and approved this 22d day of June, 1923. 


A. SHATTUCK, Chairman, 
Attest: 


M. S. WHITTIER, Secretary. 


Senate Joint Memorial 10, by Mr. Hunt (by request), in the Legislature 
of the Territory of Alaska, sixth session. 


To the President, the Congress of the United States, and Secretary of 
the Interior: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, do 
respectfully represent: 

That the administration of the United States Bureau of Education, 
Alaska division, now located at Seattle, Wash., by reason of being there 
located, works a hardship upon the Indlans and Eskimos over whom it 
has supervision, and an injury to the Territory because of the location 
being so far distant from the field of operations. 

That the great distance from the field and nature of the location 
creates obstacles to efficient and economical operation that are difficult 
to overcome. 

That neither regular nor frequent means of transportation are now 
available to reach the many outlying native settlements, which are in 
most cases separated by great distances, and suffer great neglect there- 
for. 

That when complications arise in the Indian schools and yillages, too 
much time must elapse before action can be taken, and consequent harm 
and suffering are caused to those involved. 

That because of the great distance from the Territory, the Federal 
officials who should cooperate with the Territorial officials are con- 
stantly out of touch with a situation that requires an intimate knowl- 
edge of conditions by those who administer its affairs. 

Whereas the schools maintained by the Territory are coming more or 
less into conflict with the schools maintained by the Bureau of Educa- 
tion, Alaska division, a fuller measure of cooperation can be gained by 
the location of the bureau in the Territory where the two departments 
may be harmonized. 

Wherefore your memorialists respectfully urge that the Bureau of 
Education, Alaska division, now located at Seattle, Wash., be removed 
to the capital city of the Territory, Juneau, Alaska, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Hawaii, which were referred to the Committee on 
Territories and Insular Possessions: 


Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas the Navy Department has ruled that the civilian employees 
at the Pearl Harbor Navy Yard are not entitled to the bonus pro- 
vided by the act of Congress of March 3, 1921; and 

Whereas such ruling has caused manifest hardship to the said 
civilian employees of said navy yard: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii 
(the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United States be, 
and it is hereby, respectfully requested to so amend the said act of 
March 3, 1921, as to provide that the civilian employees of the Pearl 
Harbor Navy Yard be entitled to the bonus therein authorized and to 
be awarded said bonus from the date said act became effective; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this resolution be sent to the 
President of the United States, to the President of the Senate of the 
United States, to the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
United States, to the Secretary of the Navy, and to the Delegate to 
Congress from the Territory of Hawaii. 


THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Or THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, T. H., April 19, 1923. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was adopted 
in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 19, 
1923. 
C. C. COOKE, 
Sneaker House of Representatives. 
JOSEPH ORDENSTERN, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


THE SENATE OF THY TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, T. H., April 20, 1923. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was adopted 
in the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 20, 1923. 
LAWRPNCE M. Jupp, 
President of the Senate, 
ALBERT E. LLOYD, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, at its 1921 ses- 
sion, adopted its concurrent resolution No. 38, requesting the Congress 
of the United States to enact appropriate legislation to meet the labor 
situation in the Territory of Hawail; and 

Whereas the special labor commission appointed by the Federal De- 
partment of Labor at the request of the governor of the Territory to 
investigate and report upon the labor situation in the Territory has 
found that an emergency exists which necessitates relief of the char- 
acter herein contemplated; and 

Whereas the Committees on Immigration and Naturalization of both 
Houses of the Congress, after consideration of the findings of said 
special labor commission, have reported favorably thereon, recogniz- 
ing the emergency and need for early and proper relief, and have 
recommended to the Congress the passage of appropriate remedial meas- 
ures; and 

Whereas the Hawaii Emergency Labor Commission, appointed pur- 
suant to act 226 passed by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawall 
at its 1921 session, has made good progress in its efforts to secure the 
enactment of such legislation, and there should be no relaxation in the 
efforts to obtain the relief so contemplated: Be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Hawaii (the Senate concurring), That the legislature of 
the Territory does hereby reaffirm its request that the Congress of the 
United States of America give early consideration. to the subject, and 
enact appropriate special legislation which will permit suitable im- 
migration into the Territory of Hawali to met the situation found to 
exist by the reports of the said committees of both Houses of the Sixty- 
seventh Congress; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Governor of the Territory of Hawail be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and requested to take such further steps, Includ- 
ing the authorization or appointment of individuals or commissions 
to act in the matter, as are necessary to promote and expedite the 
obtaining of such relief; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this resolution be forwarded to 
the President of the United States; to the President of the Senate, 
and to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, respectively, of 
the Congress of the United States; to the chairmen of the Com- 
mittees on the Territories of the Senate and of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress; to the chairmen of the Committees on Im- 
migration and Naturalization of the Senate and of the House of 
Representatives of the Congress; and to the Delegate to Congress 
from Hawait. 

Tun Hovs or REPRESENTATIVES 
oF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAI, 
Honolulu, T. H., April 18, 1923. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawail 
on April 18, 1923, 

C. C. COOKE, 
Speaker House of Representatives, 
JOSEPH ORDENSTERN, 
Clerk House of Representatives, 


THR SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAIIL 
Honolulu, T. H., April 20, 1023. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the Senate of the Territory of Hawail on April 20, 1923. 
LAWRENCE M. JUDD, 
President of the Senate. 
ALBERT E. LLOYD, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


Concurrent resolution, 


Whereas the Navy Department of the United States has provided 
by ruling that civilian employees from the mainland of the United 
States receive 96 cents per day more for the same class of work 
than local residents of the Territory of Hawaii who are employed 
at the said Pearl Harbor Nayy Yard; and 

Whereas the Navy Department furnishes transportation for the 
said mainland cfvilian employees to and from their places of en- 
gagement; and f 

Whereas the cost of living in the Territory of Hawaii is the same 
for both classes of employees; and 

Whereas the said ruling is a manifest discrimination in favor of 
mainland employees: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawatt 
(the Senate concurring), That the Navy Department of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, respectfully requested to change its said 
ruling in regard to the wages of civilian employees at the Pearl Harbor 
Navy Yard and make the compensation for all employees doing the 
same class of work uniform by increasing the compensation of the 
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resident employees 96 cents per day, effective September 16, 1921, the 


date said ruling was placed in operation; and be it further 
Resolved, That certified copies of this resolution be forwarded to 
the President of the United States, to the President of the Senate 


| of the United States, to the Speaker of the House of Representatives 


of the United States, to the Secretary of the Navy, and to the Dele- 
gate to Congress from the Territory of Hawail. 


Tun House oF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TERRITORY or HAWAIT, 
Honolulu, T. H., April 19, 1923. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on 
April 19, 1923. 
C. C. Cooxn, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
JOSEPH ORDENSTERN. 
Clerk House of Representativea, 
Tue SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAN, 
Honolulu, T. H., April 21, 1923. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was adopt- 
ed in the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 21, 1928. 
Lawrence M. Jupp, 
President of the Senate. 
ALBERT E. LI oro, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


Concurrent Resolution 25. 


Whereas the Hilo Railroad Co. was incorporated under the laws of 
the Republic of Hawaii, but during the transition period between the 
annexation of Hawaii to the United States and the establishment of 
territorial governnrent, for the purpose of constructing and operating 
a railroad on the island of Hawaii under the provisions of chapter 29 
of the session laws of 1878 of the Kingdom of Hawaii, entitled “An 
act to promote the construction of railroads"; and 

Whereas the minister of the interior, with the consent of the execu- 
tive council and of the President of the Republic of Hawaii, pur- 
porting to act under the authority of said act, entered into an agree- 
ment with said company at its inception, to wit, under date of April 
18, 1899, approving and authorizing the building and operating of 
such railroad and conferring upon said company all the rights, powers, 
privileges, and immunities provided in said act, and granting to it in 
general terms a right of way over Government lands, and also such 
Government lands as might be necessary for its stations, depots, stores, 
or other structures, the area and loeation of such lands to be deter- 
mined thereafter from time to time, in consideration whereof said 
company agreed to use its best endeavors to construct said railroad 
as soon as practicable and thereafter during its corporate existence to 
operate the same; and 

Whereas from time to time thereafter, as said company developed 
and the rights of way and the lands granted to it in general terms 
by the agreement aforesaid became definitely determined, the same were 
covered by particular descriptions, but subject to certain conditions 
net contained in said original agreement, by further agreenrents, to 
wit, an agreement of November 11, 1908, executed by the superin- 
tendent of public works on behalf of the Territory of Hawaii, with the 
approyal of the governor, an agreement of April 23, 1909, executed in 
the name of the Territory of Hawaii by the superintendent of public 
works, with the approval of the governor, and two agreements of May 
22, 1922, executed in the name of the Territory of Hawail by the acting 
governor and countersigned by the commissioner of public lands; and 

Whereas said company, by reason of the necessary high cost of con- 
struction and the inadequacy of the traffic, became unable te meet its 
financial obligations and was reorganized in 1915 as the Hawaii Con- 
solidated Railway (Ltd.), to which it purported to assign all of its 
rights of way and lands acquired under said agreements; and 

Whereas by reason of changes made from time to time in the form 
of government of Hawaii and in the laws relative to the disposition of 
public lands expressly or by implication, and said purported transfer of 
said rights and lands, and by reason of said subsequent agreements not 
conforming to said first agreement, questions have arisen as to the exact 
rights of sald railway company in respect of said lands or some of 
them; and 

Whereas said railway company has proved of great benefit to the 
Territory of Hawaii and should be assisted and encouraged in all 
reasonable ways and should be made certain and secure as to its rights 
in the premises; and — 

Whereas further authority from Congress is required in order to 
effect this end beyond question: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii 
(the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United States of 
America be, and it hereby is, respectfully requested to authorize the 
governor and the commissioner of public lands of the Territory of 
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Hawaii to issue conveyances to the said Hawali Consolidated Railway 
(Ltd.) for railroad purposes, for such of said lands purported to have 
been granted in fee to its predecessor as said company may desire to 
yetain permanently, and particularly for the pieces of land described 
in said agreement of November 11, 1908, as pieces 1, 2, and 8, contain- 
ing 29.26, 8.40, and 0.50 acres, respectively, the piece described in said 
agreement of April 23, 1909, containing 1.02 acres, the pieces described 
in one of said agreements of May 22, 1912, as tracts A and B, contain- 
ing 42.23 and 1.42 acres, respectively, and the piece described in the 
other of said agreements of May 22, 1912, as lots AA, DD, and EE, 
containing 3.97, 0.07, and 6.66 acres, respectively, subject, however, to 
all existing rights of way over said lands or any of them for any and 
all purposes. 
Tun HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, T. H., April 23, 1923. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on 
April 23, 1923. ©. C. Cooxs, 


Speaker House of Representatives. 
JOSEPH ODENSTERN, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAN, 

Honolulu, T. H., April 25, 1923. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the Senate of the Territory of Hawail on April 25, 1923. 

Lawrence M. JUDD, 

President of the Senate. 

ALBERT E. LLOYD, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


SECRETARY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, March 13, 1923. 


The honorable the CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES OF 
THE SENATE, 
Washington, D. C. 


Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith certified copy of house 
concurrent resolution No. 3, which was adopted by the Legislature of 
the Territory of Hawaii, regular session of 1928. 

Very respectfully, 
Hunry, K. Paoa, Chief Clerk. 
Concurrent resolution. 

Whereas act 33 of the session laws of 1915, relating to the allot- 
ment of house lots in the Waiakea house-lot tract, was passed by the 
Legislature of Hawaii in the belief that the said legislature had the 
power and authority to enact such legislation; and 

Whereas the Legislature of Hawaii is now advised that the pro- 
visions of the said act 38 are repugnant to and inconsistent with the 
organic act and laws of the Territory of Hawaii which were contin- 
ued in force by said organic act until Congress should otherwise pro- 
vide, and which act and laws provide that all sales of public lands, 
except those for homesteading purposes, shall be by sale at public auc- 
tion to the highest bidder; and 

Whereas residents of the Territory of Hawaii, relying upon the pro- 
visions of said act 33, have had allotted to them pursuant to said act 
certain lots in said tract and have expended large sums of money 
thereon in the erection of dwelling houses and the improyements of 
said lots; and 

Whereas many of said residents so occupying said house lots would 
now be entitled to patents thereon except for the invalidity of said act: 
Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives, regular session of 1923 (the 
senate concurring), That the Congress of the United States of America 
be, and it is hereby, requested to authorize and direct the Governor of 


the Territory of Hawaii to issue patents to all those residents who 


have fully complied with the conditions imposed upon them under the 
terms of the said act; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this resolution be forwarded to the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States, to the chairmen of the Committees on Ter- 
ritories of the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United 
States, and to the Delegate to Congress from Hawaii, 


THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES 
= OF THE TERRITORY oF Hawatl, 
Honolulu, Hawati, February 28, 1923. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on 
February 28, 1923. 
C. C. Coors, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
JOSEPH ORDENSTERN, 
Clerk House of Representatives, 


Tun SPNATE OF THE TERRITORY oF HAWAN, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, March 8, 1923. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was 
adopted by the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on March 8, 1923. 
LAWRENCE M. JUDD, 
President of the Senate. 
ALBERT E. LLOYD, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following resolutions of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and - 
Grounds: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1923. 
Resolutions favoring the passage by Congress of appropriate legislation 
to provide for the preservation and protection of public records. 

Whereas the preservation and protection of the records of the various 
wars in which the United States has been involved and of other public 
records pertaining to important events in the history of the country 
will be of great historical benefit to future generations; and 

Whereas the loss or destruction of similar records has heretofore 
deprived the public of valuable material for historical research: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts respectfully and 
earnestly urges upon Congress the necessity of enacting immediately, 
legislation providing for the erection in the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, of a fireproof building adequate to serve as a 
repository for national records, documents, books, and papers; and be it 

Resolved further, That copies of these resolutions be forwarded by 
the secretary of the Commonwealth to the President of the United 
States, the Vice President of the United States, to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, and to each of the Members of Congress from 
Massachusetts. 

In house of representatives, adopted February 21, 1923. 

In senate, adopted, in concurrence, February 28, 1923. 

A true copy. Attest: 

F. W. Cook, 
Seoretary of the Commonwealth. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following resolutions of the Legislature of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1923, 


Resolutions urging upon the Congress of the United States the patriotic 
necessity of passing legislation providing adjusted compensation for 
men and women who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of 
the United States during the World War. 


Whereas a grateful Nation appreciates the services rendered and the 
sacrifices endured by the men and women of the United States who 
served their country during the World War; and 

Whereas national honor demands an adjustment of the financial 
handicap suffered by those who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps during the World War; and 

Whereas the appreciation of the people of the United States can best 
be expressed by the payment of adjusted compensation as was urged 
upon the Congress of the United States by the preceding General Court 
of Massachusetts at its annual session of 1922: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts respectfully and 
earnestly urges upon the Congress the enactment of such legislation as 
will provide adjusted compensation for the men and women who served 
in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States during the 
World War; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded by the sec- 
retary of the Commonwealth to the President of the United States, to 
the Vice President of the United States, to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the Congress of the United States, and to each of 
the Members from Massachusetts in the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives in the Congress of the United States, 

In the house of representatives, adopted February 19, 1923. 

In the senate, adopted, in concurrence, February 26, 1923. 

A true copy. Attest: i 

F. W. Cook, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following resolutions of the Legislature of New York, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

STATE or New YORK, Executive CHAMBER, 
Albany, March 6, 1923, 
CLERK oF THE UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sin: By direction of the governor and in accordance with a resolution 
adopted by the Senate and Assembly of the State of New York, I am 
transmitting to you herewith a copy of a resolution as adopted to memo- 
rialize the Congress of the United States to enact such modification of 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


121 


the Volstead Act as shall legalize, subject to the approval by the people 
of the State, the use of beer and light wines, under such careful restric- 
tions as were imposed by the law passed in New York State in 1920. 
Very truly yours, 
Gronan R. VAN NAMEB, 


STATE or New YORK, IN ASSEMBLY, 
d Albany, February 20, 1923, 


(By Mr. Donohue.) 


Whereas the interpretation of the eighteenth amendment to the Fed- 
eral Constitution expressed in the Volstead Act has resulted in wide- 
spread contempt and violation of the law, in illegal traffic in liquors, 
and in official corruption; and 

Whereas the governor in his annual message has correctly set forth 
that “the history in our own State does not indicate that a majority 
of the people are in sympathy with the existing Volstead Act,” and 
that Congress alone can amend that legislation: Therefore be it 

Resolved (if the senate concur and the governor approve), That 
the Legislature and the Governor of the State of New York do hereby 
memorialize the Congress of the United States to enact such modifica- 
tion of the Volstead Act as shall legalize, subject to the approval by 
the people of the State, the use of beer and light wines, under such 
careful restrictions as were imposed by the law passed in New York 
in 1920; be it further 3 

Resolved (if the senate concur and the governor approve), That 
a copy of this resolution may be transmitted by the governor to the 
Clerk of the United States Senate and to the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives and to each Senator and Representative in Congress. 

By order of the assembly. 

: Frep W. HamMonn, Clerk. 
IN SENATE, February 21, 1923. 
Concurred in without amendment. 
By order of the senate. 
D. F. MULLANEY, Clerk. 
According to the terms of the resolution. 
Approved. 
ALERED E. SMITH, Governor. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following resolution of the Legislature of Illinois, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance: ; 


House Resolution 59. 


Whereas it has become a matter of common knowledge that sugar 
has taken an unexpected and unwarranted increase in price to con- 
sumers ; and 

Whereas sugar has become one of the most general and invaluable, 
necessary articles of food for the human family, and especially for 
the common people who can not afford and are unable to supply its 
place in their diet with other foods, as can the aristocratic rich of the 
country; and 

Whereas there appears to be no excusable economic or production 
explanation for this unwarranted rise in the price of sugar, except 
that the rich sugar barons have formed a combination in profiteering 
in the necessities of the people; and 

Whereas such unwarranted oppression of the masses by the few 
amounts to robbery under the disguise of permissible business and 
tends to arouse discord among the people, and to bring disrespect for 
and dissatisfaction with our Goyernment and its officials who permit 
or make it possible for such things to exist: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the General Assembly of 
the State of Illinois, That this house respectfully memorializes both His 
Excellency Warren G. Harding, the President of the United States, 
and the Congress of the United States that they take action to 
Investigate the causes and conditions which have brought about such 
rise in price of sugar, so that remedial national legislation may be 
enacted to prevent the people from becoming the helpless victims of 
profiteering, and that the clerk of this house be, and he is hereby, 
directed to forward a copy of this resolution to the President of the 
United States and to the House and Senate of the United States 
Congress. 

I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of a resolution 
adopted by the house of representatives on the 17th day of May, 1923. 

B. H. MCCANN, 
Clerk of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following joint memorial of the Legislature of Oregon, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

STATE OF OREGON, DEPARTMENT OF STATS, 
Salem, February 27, 1923, 
To the CLERK OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
Dran Sin: By direction of the Thirty-second Legislative Assembly 


of the State of Oregon, 1 have the honor to transmit herewith for | 


your consideration certified copy of senate joint memorial No. 7, rela- 
tive to the revenue derived by the Federal Government from the com- 
mercial use of Sand Island, situated at the mouth of the Columbia 
River in this State. 
Very truly yours, 
Sam A. Kozer, Secretary of State. 
Senate Joint Memorial 7. 


Whereas at the Legislative Assembly of the Oregon State Legis- 
lature, held in the year 1864, the Government of the United States, 
in the interest of its military establishments, requested the State of 
Oregon to cede all its right, title, and interest in hand to the land 
in front of Fort Steyens, Point Adams, and also to Sand Island, all 
of which lands being situated at the mouth of the Columbia River in 
this State, such islands being subject to overflow between high and 
low tide; and 

Whereas in pursuance of said request said Legislative Assembly 
of Oregon, at the session held that year, passed an act, An act to 
grant to the United States all right, title, and interest of the State 
of Oregon to certain tidelands herein mentioned.” The said act passed 
both the senate and house, and was duly approved on the 2ist day 
of October, 1864, by Addison C. Gibbs, Governor of the State of 
Oregon, bill being House bill No. 65 of said legislature held in 1864; 
and 

Whereas said United States Government in the exigency of mill- 
tary affairs and establishment has never in any manner made any 
use of said Sand Island for military or other purposes, except as 
hereinafter stated; and 

Whereas for a great number of years last passed the War De- 
partment of the Federal Government has leased different portions of 
said Sand Island to different persons and corporations for the purpose 
of salmon-seining industry, and has received from said lease for many 
years passed approximately an annual revenue of $30,000; and 

Whereas the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon feels 
that the Federal Government is not entitled to the revenue secured 
from nonmilitary commercial use of said Sand Island, a use never 
contemplated at the time this land was ceded by the State of Oregon 
to the United States; said legislative assembly further feels that 
this revenue really, rightfully, and morally belongs to the State of 
Oregon; and 

Whereas this legislative assembly believes that it is unfair that the 
United States Government should secure a reyenue from the lease of 
said Sand Island for purposes other than that were originally intended ; 
and 

Whereas the United States Government is not using said Sand Island 
for military purposes, it is only fair and just to the State of Oregon 
that the revenue derived from the commercial use of Sand Island shou!d 
inure to the people of the State of Oregon: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Stata 
of Oregon jointly concurring, That we do hereby petition and memori- 
alize Congress to pass an act which shall embody a provision providing 
that all amounts of reyenue hereafter received by the Federal Govern- 
ment from the lease of said Sand Island for salmon seining purposes 
be, immediately upon collection thereof, handed over to the treasurer 
of the State of Oregon, to be deposited by him in the irreducible school 
fund of the State of Oregon; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the 
secretary of state to the Clerk of the United States Senate and to 
the Clerk of the United States House of Representatives, and to each 
of Oregon's Representatives in Congress. 

Concurred in by the house February 20, 1923. 

K. K. Kurt, 
Speaker of the House. 

Adopted by the Senate February 19, 1923. 

Jay UPTON, 
President of the Senate. 

(Indorsed: Senate joint memorial No. 7. Introduced by Senator 
Kinney and Representative Mott. John P. Hunt, chief clerk, Filed. 
February 22, 1923, Sam A. Kozer, secretary of state.) 


UNITED STaTES or AMERICA, 
STATE OF OREGON, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, Sam A. Kozer, secretary of state of the State of Oregon, and 
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have 
carefully compared the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. T 
with the original thereof adopted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Thirty-second Legislative Assembly of the State cf 
Oregon, and filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State 
of Oregon February 22, 1923, and that the same is a full, true, and 
complete transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof, together with 
all indorsements thereon. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
hereto the seal of the State of Oregon. 
Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., on this 26th day of February, 
A. D. 1923. 


[SEAL.] Sam A. Koza, Secretary of State. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A concurrent resolution requesting the Congress and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs of the United States to grant relief to the Chippewa 

Indians of Minnesota, 


Whereas by reason of crop failures and unusually low prices for farm 
products there is widespread suffering among the Chippewa Indians in 
Minnesota; and 

Whereas the fund held in trust for them by the United States Is suf- 
ficient for the purpose hereinafter stated: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Minnesota (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That the Congress and the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs of the United States be, and hereby are, requested to 
muke to each Indian of the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe who is entitled 
thereto a per capita payment of $200 out of the funds of said tribe so 
held in trust; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to the Speaker 
of the House, the President of the Senate, and to each Representative 
of the State of Minnesota in the United States Senate and House of 
Representatives, and to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Louis L. COLLINS, 
Lieutenant Governor. 
W. I. NOLAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Passed the senate the 23d day of January, 1923. 
Gro. W. Prachur, 
Secretary of Senate. 
Passed the house of representatives the 5th day of February, 1923. 
OSCAR ARNESON, 
Chief Clerk House of Representatives, 
Approved, February 6, 1923. 
J. A. O. Prevs, 
Governor of the State of Minnesota, 
Filed, February 7, 1923. 
MIKE Hors, Secretary of State. 


I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota and keeper 
of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and cor- 
rect copy of S. F. No, 119, as shown by the records in my office. 

Miro Hou, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following joint resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry: 

A joint resolution requesting and demanding modification and revision 
of the present Federal standards for grading grain. 

Whereas the Bureau of Markets of the United States Department of 
‘Agriculture in the spring of 1917 promulgated certain standards for 
grading wheat, which revolutionized the system of grain inspection to 
such an extent that the markets were seriously disturbed and con- 
fused, and the Federal rules were found unsatisfactory in commercial 
transactions; and as subsequent attempts by the said Bureau of 
Markets to amend the original standards and inspection rules have not 
removed the features objectionable to the wheat producers of Minne- 
sota and the rural shippers of grain with the result that the present 
standards are regarded by the farmers of the Northwest as unfair and 
unreasonable; and 

Whereas the grades so established do not meet with the approval of 
the grain growers and shippers of this State and are believed to con- 
fer an undue advantage to the buyers, with a consequent discrimination 
against the farmers, thereby causing heavy losses every year; and 

Whereas the States of Minnesota, South Dakota, North Dakota, 
Montana, Idaho, and Washington at a meeting held in Helena, Mont., 
March 16, 1918, by formal resolution proposed standards for grading 
spring wheat, which were declared to be fafr to all interests directly 
concerned; and 

Whereas the Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation, the Minnesota 
Farmers Grain Shippers’ Association, and other farm and grain organi- 
gations repeatedly have declared in favor of substantial modification 
of the Federal standards to a practical conformity with the grades 
in effect prior to the promulgation of the Federal grain standards, and 
the Legislature of the State of Minnesota on various occasions has 
requested the Minnesota Railroad and Warehouse Commission, through 
its present chairman, O. P. B. Jacobson, to appear before the Federal 
Department of Agriculture and the Committee on Agriculture of both 
Houses of Congress to advocate and urge action favorable to the re- 
quests and needs of the farmers of Minnesota, and in addition thereto 
the legislature has sent severa] delegations to Washington to plead 
the cause of the farmers in this matter; and 

Whereas the Legislature of Minnesota by resolution approved April 
15. 1921, directed the Minnesota Joint Board of Grain Appeals to 
promulgate the former State grades, as “Minnesota grades,” for use 
in the inspection of grain produced and marketed within the State of 


Minnesota, the purpose of such resolution being to give the wheat 
producers of the State all the benefit possible from the application of 
the former State rules, but which plan was found not feasible because 
of conflict with the Federal rules and laws; and 
Whereas the Millers“ National Federation has opposed the efforts of 
the farmers of the State to obtain a modification and revision of the 
Federal grain standards; and 
Whereas HALVOR, Sremxerson, Congressman from the ninth district 
of Minnesota, has introduced a bill in Congress to establish standards 
for grading spring wheat, which, if adopted, virtually will restore the 
former Minnesota grades and thereby place the producers and the buy- 
rae an equal footing in the grain markets of the country: Therefore 
Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, That it 
hereby, in behalf of the people of Minnesota, requests and demands 
that the Federal authorities, either in Congress or in the Department 
of Agriculture, do so modify, revise, or amend the present Federal 
standards for grading spring wheat as to comply with the requests of 
the farmers of Minnesota and thereby remove the present alleged dis- 
criminations and penalties, in order to promote the prosperity and 
3 of the agricultural interests of Minnesota and the Northwest; 
er 
Resolved, That we approve the aforesaid Steenerson grain grading bill 
and urge its immediate passage by Congress; be it further 
Resolved, That copies of these .resolutions be forwarded to the 
President of the United States, the Secretary of Agriculture, to both 
Houses of Congress, and to the individual Members of the Minnesota 
delegation in Congress, 
W. I. NOLAN, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Lovis L. COLLINS, 
President of the Senate. 
Passed the house of representatives January 15, 1923. 
OSCAR ARNESON, 
Chief Clerk House of Representatives. 
Passed the senate January 80, 1923, 
Gro. W. Pracuey, 
Secretary of Senate. 
Approved February 2, 1923. 
J. A. O. PREUS, Governor. 
Filed February 2, 1923. y 
P Mice Houm, Secretary of State. 
I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of this State of Minnesota and 
keeper of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of H. F. No. 32, as shown by the records in my office. 
MIKE HOLM, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry: 

A concurrent resolution memorializing Congress of the United States to 
enact legislation to stabilize prices in farm products. 

Whereas widespread dissatisfaction exists among the producers of 
farm commodities in Minnesota and neighboring States relative to the 
losses incurred in ordinary farm operations; and 

Whereas the spread between the values of the commodities the farmer 
sells and those he buys places him at a serlous disadyantage in the 
market places; 

Whereas the spread has existed for over two years and promises to 
continue indefinitely and create disaster among agriculturists ; 

Whereas at the suggestion of Jackson County Bankers’ Association a 
large convention of over 500 banks and farmers at the West Hotel went 
on record for the stabilizing of prices as an emergency measure to meet 
the present crisis in the farming industry and urged Congress to take 
this matter up for consideration and quick action: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Minnesota (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That the Congress of the United States be, 
and the same is, urgently petitioned and requested to adopt legislation 
as an emergency measure, to meet the current crises in the farming in- 
dustry, and to establish stabilization of the prices of the major 
farm products as will guarantee the producer at least the cost of 
production, and assure consumers an ample supply of American-grown 
farm commodities; be it further 

Resolved, That a duly authenticated copy of this resolution be trans- 
| mitted to the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United 

States, to the President of the United States Senate and to each Sen- 
ator and Representative of the State of Minnesota In the United States 
Senate and House of Representatives, 


Lovis L. COLLINS, 
Lieutenant Governor, 
W. I. Notan, 
Speaker House of Representatives, 
Passed the senate the 31st day of January, 1923. 
Gro. W. PEACHEY, 
Seoretary of Senate, 
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Passed the house of representatives the 8th day of February, 1923. 
OSCAR ARNESON, 
Chief Clerk House of Representatives. 
Approved, February 13, 1923. 


J. A. O. PREUS, 
4 Governor of the State of Minnesota, 
Filed, February 14, 1923. 
MIKE Hol, Secretary of State. 


I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota and 
keeper of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of S. F. No. 281, as shown by the records in my office. 

(SpaAt.] MIKE Hou, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


A concurrent resolution memortalizing the Congress of the United 
States relative to the Great Lakes-St, Lawrence-Tidewater Interna- 
tional Canal. 


Whereas the export movement of agricultural products from the State 
of Minnesota and other North Central States has been and still is 
seriously obstructed by the congestion of existing transportation and 
terminal facilities, resulting in.great detriment and financial loss to the 
people of Minnesota and the great Northwest; and 

Whereas the cost of transportation of Minnesota products to the 
seaboard for export by existing transportation facilities, even under the 
most favorable conditions, is almost prohibitive; and 

Whereas the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence-Tidewater International Canal 
will furnish to the producers of Minnesota the export transportation 
facilities to which they are entitled; and 

Whereas the early completion of said international canal is of vital 
importance to all our people: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), 
That we do most earnestly request to cause the Great Lakes-St. Law- 
rence-Tidewater International Canal project to be undertaken and 
brought to completion at the earliest possible date; and be it further 

Resolved, That duly authenticated copies of this resolution be trans- 
mitted to the Speaker of the House, to the President of the Senate, and 
to each Senator and Representative from the State of Minnesota in the 
Congress. 

W. I. NOLAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Lovis L. COLLINS, 
President of the Senate, 


Passed the house of representatives January 31, 1923. 
Oscar ARNESON, 
Chief Clerk, House of Representatives. 


Passed the senate April 17, 1923, 
Gronce W. PEACHEY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Approved, April 18, 1923. 
J. A. O. Prevs, Governor. 
Filed April 18, 1923, 
MIKE Horn, Secretary of State. 
I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota and keeper 
of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and correct 
copy of H. F. No. 268, as shown by the records in my office. 
[SEAL.] Mrke Holu, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds: 

A concurrent resolution requesting Congress to provide additional 
buildings and facilities at the Federal Leper Hospital in Carville, 

La. 


Whereas the Federal hospital for lepers at Carville, La., is already 
full to capacity and no more applicants can be received until addi- 
tional accommodations are provided; and : 

Whereas there are at present 120 lepers on the waiting list, one or 
more each from 21 different States, and 13 of this 120 being lepers 
living in the State of Minnesota; and 

Whereas the United States Senate has appropriated $650,000 for 
additional buildings and equipment for said Federal hospital, and it 
now waits for the House of Representatives to concur in said appro- 
priation: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Minnesota (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That the House of Representatives of the 
United States Congress be, and the same hereby is, requested and urged 
to concur in the Senate bill appropriating moneys to enlarge said Fed- 
eral Leper Hospital; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to the 
Speaker of the House, the President of the Senate, and to each repre- 


sentative of the State of Minnesota in the United States Senate and 
House of Representatives, 
Louis L. COLLINS, 
President of the Senate, 
W. I. NOLAN, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Passed the senate the 13th day of January, 1923. 
Gro. W. PEACHEY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Passed the house of representatives the Ist day of March, 1923. 
OSCAR ARNESON, 
Chief Olerk House of Representatives. 
Approved March 5, 1923. 
J. A. O. Prevs, 
Governor of the State of Minnesota, 
Filed March 5, 1923. 
Mixn Horm, Secretary of State. 


I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, and 
keeper of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of S. F. No. 198, as shown by the records in my office. 

Mrxp How, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of 
South Dakota, which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry: 

State or SOUTH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Pierre, March 2, 1923. 
SECRETARY OF THE SENATE, Washington, D. C. 

My Dran Sin: I have the honor to hand you herewith concurrent 
resolution adopted by the house of representatives and concurred in 
by the senate of our present legislative body regarding a corporation 
for the stabilizing of markets of agricultural products, 

Please give this such consideration as you deem proper. 

Very truly yours, 
C. E. COYNE, Secretary of State. 


Concurrent resolution introduced by Mr. Croes. 


A concurrent resolution proposing and recommending the creating by 
act of Congress of a corporation for the stabilizing of markets of 
agricultural products. 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concur- 
ring) 

Whereas special privileges and opportunities afforded by Federal law 
have unbalanced the markets and virtually repealed the law of supply 
and demand; and 

Whereas the present marketing system for agricultural products is 
entirely in the hands of interests antagonistic to the welfare of the 
producer and the consumer; and 

Whereas such conditions are so detrimental to the national progress 
and prosperity of the agricultural industry that the same has been 
forced into virtual bankruptcy and has entailed great distress upon 
the farming population: Be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of South 
Dakota (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United 
States is urgently requested to promptly enact legislation which will 
provide for a practical marketing medium and indorse therefor the 
following plan: 

That by a special enactment of Congress a corporation be formed, 
authorized, and empowered to equip itself with necessary facilities for 
storage and marketing of agricultural products; that the said cor- 
poration be capitalized with a sufficient fund to provide the necessary 
facilities, as above set out, including warehouses, elevators, and stor- 
age facilities, together with a fund sufficiently large to cover operating 
expenses until such time as the profits from the operation of the cor- 
poration shall be sufficient to take care of the same, 

That the said corporation shall be authorized and empowered to 
issue in exchange for agricultural commodities received, in storage, or 
for transfer negotiable currency issued against the actual commodities 
received, said currency to be issued to the producer as the agricultural 
commodities are recelyed by the said corporation and retired by the 
said corporation in equal amounts as the said commodities in hand 
are delivered back to consuming trade or to foreign markets. 

The said corporation to consist of a body of directors, not to exceed 
seven members, the Secretary of Agriculture acting as an advisory 
member; the said directors to be appointed by the President, with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, and to be chosen from each of the 
districts into which the agricultural portions through which this cor- 
poration shall operate shall be divided, each director being the active 
head of the district from which he is chosen. 

It shall be the duty of the board of directors, through and with the 
advice of the Secretary of Agriculture, to arrive at a basic price of 
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each agricultural commodity at such time of the year when such price 
can be the most accurately arrived at. 

The basis for such price to be arrived at by the actual supply and 
demand as shown by the Federal crop statistics. 


That from the basic price there shall be a graduated scale, rising 
from month to month throughout the year, to allow for the actual cost 


of shrinkage, storage, and loss for handling grain, 

That the agricultural portion of the United States shall be divided 
into the districts above named with a view to including in each district 
that territory tributary to and delivering to certain central markets, 


with a view to Including in each territory those districts the most ac- 
cessible to those markets and geographically so located as to be easily 


controlled from the district headquarters. 


That the said corporation shall be empowered to receive at all times 
all agricultural commodities produced within the United States not 
perishable and to sell such commodities to all consuming trade, whether 


domestic or foreign. 


That said corporation shall during the first year of its operation pur- 


chase and hold in permanent reserve an amount of all agricultural 


products which can practicably be kept in storage and which are a 
part of our export trade equal to 10 per cent of the average annual 
national production of such products; that, in the discretion of the 
board of directors, the said reserve may be increased not to exceed 20 


per cent of the average annual national production of said products, 
but that not to exceed 10 per cent of said production shall be placed in 


said reserve during any one calendar year, and such reserve shall be 
drawn upon only when the commercial demand therefor becomes exces- 
sive; any depletion of such reserve shall be made up from the yield of 
the next year warranting the same, the purpose being to always, so far 


as practical, keep an ample reserve of such products. 


That the secretary of state transmit this memorial to both Houses of 


Congress and to South Dakota’s delegation therein. 
Cart GUNDERSON, 
President of the Senate. 
A. B. BLAKE, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
E. O. Trescoty, 
Speaker of the House. 
WRIGHT Hanser, 
Chief Clerk. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following resolutions of the Legislature of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry: 


OFFICE or SECRETARY or THE COMMONWEALTH, 
Harrisburg, Pa., June 5, 1923. 
Hon, CALVIN COOLIDGE, 
President of the Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Str: In compliance with the directions of the general assembly I 
have the honor to inclose a copy of the concurrent resolution of the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania, approved by the governor on May 23, 1923. 2 

This resolution recommends and respectfully urges upon the Presi- 
dent, the Congress, and the Federal Budget Bureau that expenditures 
for land purchase under the Weeks law at the rate of $2,000,000 per 
year be resumed, beginning with the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, 
as the minimum present contribution consistent with the performance 
of national duty toward the States and the people in this matter. 

The general assembly believes, as does the governor, that the failing 
timber supply and the expense of transportation have brought the 
eastern part of the United States to a condition of virtual famine in 
this fundamental resource and that appropriations to correct this con- 
dition should therefore be made with increasing liberality and con- 
sidered as vital to the welfare of the Nation. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully yours, 
CLxpx L. KING, 
Seoretary of the Commonwealth. 


(State department: Received May 22, 1923; George D. Thorn, chief of 
legislative bureau.) 
SENATE, May 19, 1993, 

Whereas the Federal Government, in the enactment of the Weeks 
law, after prolonged inquiry and discussion, in order to meet urgent 
national needs, adopted the permanent policy of purchasing lands on 
the watersheds of navigable rivers to be administered as national for- 
ests and for the protection and improvement of navigation, and pro- 
vided for expenditure for that purpose at the rate of $2,000,000 a 
year; and 

Whereas, owing to the condition of the Federal Treasury resulting 
from the burdens of the war, the appropriation for said purpose for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, was cut down to $450,000, an 
amount inadequate to carry ont the said policy with economy and 
efficiency ; and 


Whereas the failing timber supply and the expense of transporta- 
tion have brought the eastern part of the United States to a condi- 
tion of virtual famine in this fundamental resource, wherefore appro- 
priations to correct this condition should be made with increasing 
liberality and considered as vital to the welfare of the Nation; and 

Whereas this Commonwealth, sensible of its own needs and its duty 
toward sister States in the matter of timber supply and stream regula- 
tion through forest restoration on lands more suitable for that pur- 
pose than for other uses, has purchased and is administering as State 
forests more than 1,130,000 acres of land, chiefly on the watersheds 
of navigable rivers; and 

Whereas the general assembly, desiring more nearly to meet the 
need of forest restoration on the remaining 13,000,000 acres of Jand 
chiefly yaluable for forest production within the borders of the Com- 
monwealth, has initiated at this present session an amendment of the 
constitution of the Commonwealth to authorize a bond issue of 
$25,000,000 for the purchase of approximately 5,000,000 additional 
acres of land for State forests, which will be located chiefly on the 
watersheds of navigable streams: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved (the house of representatives concurring), That it ts 
hereby recommended and respectfully urged upon the President, the 
Congress, and the Federal Budget Bureau that expenditures for a 
land purchase under the Weeks law at the rate of $2,000,000 per 
year be resumed, beginning with the fiscal year ending June 80, 1924, 
as the minimum present contribution consistent with the performance 
of national duty toward the States and the people in this matter; 
and be it further ~ 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolntion be transmitted by the sec- 
retary of the Commonwealth to the following officers of the United 
States: The President, the President of the Senate, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, 
the chairman of the National Forest Reservation Commission, the 
chairman of the Select Committee of the Senate on Reforestation ; also 
to each Senator and Representative representing the Commonwealth 
in Congress. 

W. P. GALLAGHER, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

Foregoing resolution was concurred in by the house of representa- 
tives May 21, 1923. 

THOMAS H. Ganvix, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Approved the 23d day of May, A. D. 1923. 

GIFFORD Pixcnor. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following resolutions of the Legislature of the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce; 

In THE SENATE, April 30, 1993. 

Whereas efforts have been made by prominent citizens of Bucks 
County to foster a movement to enlarge the present Lehigh Coal & 
Navigation Co.'s canal, running from tidewater at Morrisville to Easton 
and on to Mauch Chunk; and , 

Whereas the United States War Department, through its engineering 
department, has been directed by an act of Congress to determine the 
value of such a canalization plan for the upper Delaware Valley; and 

Whereas the engineers suggest a commission be created to function 
and cooperate with the said War Department, with a view of purchasing 
such rights of way for the use of the United States Government in the 
reconstruction of the old canal into a 1,000-ton barge canal: There- 
fore be it 

Resolwed (if the house of representatives concur), That the General 
Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania indorses the movement 
to provide for the canalization of the upper Delaware Valley and the 
purchase of rights of way and reconstruction of a 1,000-ton barge canal 
running from the head of tidewater of the Delaware River to Morris- 
ville to Easton and Mauch Chunk. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded by the secretary 
of the Commonwealth to the President pro tempore of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States and 
to the Secretary of War. 

W. P. GALLAGHER, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

The foregoing resolution was conéurred in the house of representa- 
tives May 16, 1923. 

THOMAS H. Garvin, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Approved the 16th day of May, A. D. 1923. 
GIFFORD Pixchor. 
OFFICE or THE SECRETARY OF THE 
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Harrisburg, May 18, 1923. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 88; 
I, Clyde L. King, secretary of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
having the custody of the great seal of Pennsylvania, do hereby certify 
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that the foregoing and annexed is a full, true, and correct copy of 
original resolution of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, No. 29, which was approved on the 16th day of May, 
A. D. 1923, as the same appears of record in this office: 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the 
great seal of the State to be affixed, the day and year above written. 


CLYDE L. KING, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


The PRESIDENT pro. tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following joint resolutions of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions: 


Joint resolution relating to certain slanders and Ubels on the loyalty of 
Ronert M. La FOLLETIE, 


Whereas in the first special session of 1918, by a majority vote in 
both houses of the legislature, there was added to a joint resolution 
relating to the loyalty and war work of the State of Wisconsin 4 para- 
graph, originally offered in the State senate by Senator Roy P. Wilcox, 
reflecting upon the loyalty of Senator Ronnnr M. La FOLLETTE ; and 

Whereas during the period of the late war there was conducted 
throughout this State and in the country generally a vicious campaign 
of vilification, slander, and libel against Wisconsin's most distinguished 
son, Ropert M. LA Fotuerrs, resulting in the adoption of sundry reso- 
lutions questioning his loyalty, instigated largely by those profiteering 
out of the war; and 

Whereas the people of this Commonwealth have again in unmistakable 
terms indicated their abiding falth in the loyalty, patriotism, and 
leadership of Rogert M. LA FolLzrrn by making him their candidate 
for the Republican nomination for President of the United States in 
the presidential preference primary of 1920, and by reelecting him as 
their United States Senator in 1922 by the largest majority ever given 
any candidate for any public office in the entire history of this State; 
and 

Whereas the present legislature of this State desires to voice the 
will of the people thereof, and to officially record for posterity its faith 
and confidence in RORERT M. LA FOLLETTE : Therefore be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the scnate concurring), That the hearty 
congratulations of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin be, and 
the same are hereby, extended to Senator ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE on 
behalf of the people of this State and their representatives tm the 
senate and assembly on his reelection to the United States Senate by 
the overwhelming and unprecedented majority of 314,000 votes, carry- 
ing with it, as it did, the confidence, esteem, and affection of the 
people of this Commonwealth; and be it further 

Resoived, That the senate and assembly reaffirm their faith in the 
commanding leadership of Ronert M. La FOLLETTE in the cause of real 
democracy and human progress; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution, properly attested by the 
officers: of the two houses, be sent to the President of the United 
States, the President of the United States Senate, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, Senator ROBERT M. La FOLLETTE, and to the 
superintendent of the State historical society for permanent and ap- 
propriate preservation by that institution. 

Gero. C. Fonxixds, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. Daun, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Olork of the Assembly, 


[sean] 


Joint resolution memorializing Congress to provide for earlier seating 
of Senators and Representatiyes elect, 


Whereas under the rules of the Congress of the United States now in 
force and effect Members of Congress are elected by popular election in 
November but are unable to take their seats in Congress until the year 
following their election; and 

Whereas such procedure is antiquated and no longer suited to the 
times when means of travel and communication have been improved to 
their present state of efficiency ; and 

Whereas under such procedure it is impossible for the people: to regis- 
ter and vote a timely and effective expression of opinion and choice: 
Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Legisla- 


ture of the State of Wisconsin earnestly requests and petitions the 


Congress of the United States to enact such rules and laws as may be 
necessary for Members of Congress to take their seats therein at a time 
not later than the first day of January next following the election at 
which they are chosen; and be it further 


Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly attested. by the presid- 
ing officers and chief clerks of the senate and assembly, be forwarded 
to the presiding officers of both Houses of Congress and to the Wis- 
consin Senators and Representatives. 

Gro. C. FORNINGS, 

President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 

Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. DAHL, 

Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. FE. SHAFFER, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following joint resolution of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library: 


Joint resolution memorializing Congress to celebrate the one hundred 
and fiftieth anniversary of the founding of this Republic. 


Whereas in three years a century and a half will have elapsed since 
the signing on July 4, 1776, of that memorable assertion of freedom 
and buman rights, the Declaration of Independence; and 

Whereas the Declaration of Independence was followed by seven 
years of struggle—fraught with suffering, hunger, and defeat—in 
which three and one-half million frontiersmen wrested thelr freedom 
from the tyranny of Great Britain and made real upon this continent 
their Ideals of self-government; and 

Whereas the Nation which was founded through the sacrifices of 
these patriots has grown into the greatest and richest Nation on the 
earth and is now not only the most powerfal but, with a single excep- 
tion, also the oldest of Republics; and 

Whereas the ideals of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness for 
all upon which this Nation was founded ean only be preserved by 
recurring, again and again to these foundation principles in which it 
was conceived, and: the struggles and suffering of the brave men and 
women who believed in them with passionate faith: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That Congress be, 
and is hereby, memorialized to pass the necessary legislation to fit- 
tingly celebrate the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the found- 
ing of this Republic and to give prominence in such celebration to an 
exposition of the documents and relics related to the heroic struggle 
for freedom of this Nation; and be it further 

Resolved, That properly attested copies of this resolution be sent to 
the presiding officers of both Houses of Congress and to ench Member 
thereof from Wisconsin. 

Gro. C. Fonxtxas, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. Dann, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
€. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Olerk of the Assembly: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following joint resolutions of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 


Joint resolution memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
amend the Federal Constitution, requiring amendments to the Fed- 
eral Constitution. to be: submitted to and be approved by a vote of 
the people before becoming effective. 

Whereas the provisions of the Federal Constitution relative to the 
ratification of proposed amendments to the Federal Constitution are 
not in harmony with the present ideas of popular representative gov- 
ernment: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That the Congress 
of the United States be, and is hereby, respectfully memorialized to take 
such action as may be necessary to propose an amendment to the Fed- 
eral Constitution requiring amendments to the Federal Constitution 
to be submitted to and be approved by a vote of the people In each of 
three-fourths of the States instead of by the various legislatures or 
conventions. as now provided; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution properly attested by the pre- 
siding officers be sent to the presiding officers of both branches of 
Congress. and to each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from the State of Wisconsin, 

Geo. C. FORNINGS, 

President of the Senate, 

F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

7 J. L. Dan, 

Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
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Joint resolution memorlallzing Congress to repeal the espionage act. 


Whereas the Constitution of the United States guarantees the rights 
of free speech, free press, and peaceful assembly, and the right of 
the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects 
against unreasonable searches and seizures; and 

Whereas these fundamental rights were denied to many of the citi- 
zens of this country by the espionage act enforced during and after 
the World War; and 

Whereas while many people are of the impression that this espionage 
act has been repealed, it is still upon the statute books of the United 
States, and will be automatically revived when this country again be- 
comes involved in any war: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That Congress be, 
and is hereby, respectfully memorialized to at once repeal the espionage 
act in its entirety ; and be it further 

Resolved, That properly attested copies of this resolution be sent to 
the presiding officers of the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States and to each Member of Congress from Wisconsin. 

Gro. C. Forntxas, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Olerk of the Senate. 
J. L. DAHL, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Joint resolution relating to amnesty for political prisoners. 


Whereas the World War ended more than four years ago and all 
emergency war laws have long since been repealed; and 
Whereas more than 50 political prisoners are still confined in Fed- 
eral prisons under long sentences for violations of the espionage act 
and other emergency war laws, and another large number of men are 
still under indictments for alleged violations of these laws which have 
never been brought to trial but have not been dismissed; and 
Whereas not one of these political prisoners was ever charged with 
commission of any overt acts in obstruction of the war but only with 
written or spoken opposition to the war; and 
Whereas as to some of these political prisoners there is grave doubt 
even as to whether they opposed the war by any written or spoken 
word, as is evidenced by the recommendation recently made to the 
President and to the Attorney General of the United States by Sena- 
tor GEORGE W. PEPPER, of Pennsylvania, that all of the men convicted 
in the so-called “Chicago case“ be unconditionally pardoned because 
his examination of the testimony convinced him that they were wrong- 
fully convicted ; and 
Whereas general amnesty decrees were issued in Italy on November 19, 
1918; in France on October 24, 1919; in Belgium on October 31, 1919; 
and in Canada on December 20, 1919; while in Great Britain no sen- 
tences in such cases were for a longer period than six months, in con- 
trast with sentences up to 20 years’ imprisonment in the United 
States; and 
Whereas in all allied countries and in all enemy countries as well 
all persons convicted under emergency war laws have long since been 
released and have been restored to all civil and political rights; and 
Whereas within a short time after the close of all previous wars this 
country granted complete amnesty to all persons charged with offenses 
growing out of these wars, including even those who took up arms 
against the Government in the Civil War—a policy which has resulted 
in quickly healing the wounds and removing the bitterness caused by 
war: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That the Presi- 
dent and the Congress of the United States be, and are hereby, peti- 
tioned immediately to grant amnesty to all political prisoners and to 
all persons indicted or charged with offenses against the Government 
under war emergency statutes; and be it 
Resolved further, That a copy of this resolution duly certified be 
sent by the secretary of state to the President and to each House of 
Congress and to each Representative and Senator from Wisconsin. 
Gro. C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. DAHL, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Ohief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Joint resolution relating to an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States on the right of association. 


Whereas the right of producers of agricultural products and of 
working people to bargain collectively and to associate for their mu- 
tual advancement has become clouded with uncertainty and has been 
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frequently denied in Injunctions and other orders issued by both 
State and Federal courts: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That this legis- 
lature respectfully memorializes Congress to submit for ratification 
by the States the following amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States: 

All producers of agricultural products and all working people may 
freely form associations to bargain collectively and to advance the 
interests of their members by all peaceful means, No law shall be 
Passed by Congress or by any State which abridges this right of 
association, and no court shall issue any injunction or other writ or 
order which prevents this right from being made effective; be it further 

Resolved, That a properly attested copy of this resolution be trans- 
mitted to the presiding officers of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States and to each Member of Congress 
from Wisconsin ; be it further 

Resolved, That a properly attested copy of this resolution be trans- 
mitted to the governor of each of the several States of the Union 
with the request that the same be transmitted to thelr respective 
legislatures to bring to their attention the advisability of taking similar 
action upon the amendment to the Federal Constitution herein pro- 


Gro. C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 
J. L. Dann, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Olerk of the Senate. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Olerk of the Assembly, 
Joint resolution menrorializing the Congress of the United States to 
initiate an amendment to the Constitution of the United States so 
as to provide for the election of Federal judges for definite terms, 


Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Wisconsin do hereby petition and earnestly pray 
the Congress of the United States to initiate an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States providing for the popular election 
of judges of United States courts for terms not exceeding 10 years. 

Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial properly attested by 
the presiding officers and chief clerks of both houses be forwarded by 
the secretary of state of Wisconsin to the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States and to our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress. 

Gro. C. FORNINGS, | 

President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 

Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. DAHL, 

Speaker of the Assembly, 
C. E. SHAFFER, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following joint resolution of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance: 


Joint resolution memortalizing Congress to repeal the secrecy clause 
in Federal income-tax law. 


Whereas secrecy in governmental matters is not conducive to good 
or efficient government; and 

Whereas the subject of taxation is 
of private interest; and 

Whereas secrecy in income-tax returns permits an evasion of the 
laws, either by way of fraud or mistake, and acts as an invitation 
to dishonesty; and 

Whereas the people of the State of Wisconsin have expressed them- 
Selves in no uncertain manner as being opposed to the secrecy clause 
in income-tax laws: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Legis- 
lature of the State of Wisconsin requests and petitions the Congress 
of the United States to repeal the secrecy clause in the Federal 
income-tax law; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly attested by the pre- 
siding officers and chief clerks of the senate and assembly be for- 
warded to the presiding officers of both Houses of Congress and to 
each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress from Wis- 
consin. 


a public matter and is not merely 


Gro. C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 

F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. DAHL, 
Speaker of the Assembly, 
C. E. SHAFFER, 

Ohief Olerk of the Assembly, 
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Joint resolution memorializing Congress to enact legislation to provide 
a bonus for veterans of the World War pursuant to the platform 
pledges of the Republican party. 


Whereas almost five years have elapsed since the end of the World 
War—five years in which the young men of this country have waited 
patiently for the fulfillment of a moral obligation of the people; and 

Whereas, upon a call from their Government, “the young men on 
the farms, in the factories, and in the shops, and in all the humbler 
walks of life” offered themselves “to make the fearful sacrifices that 
the war would exact.” They answered the call knowing full well that 
some would be maimed and wounded and some would die and that all 
would be taken from their professions or occupations for an indefinite 
period with practically no pay. These men were at the threshold of 
Ute, and at the door two years of their lives were taken. They were 
returned without jobs, without occupations, their business ruined, and 
in many cases unfit, by their training, for business or for their former 
occupations. Under such conditions and for such reasons this country 
is under a solemn obligation, not as a gift, but as a matter of a right, 
to compensate these veterans for the many sacrifices made and for the 
actual financial losses sustained by them; and 

Whereas when the boys marched on to face bursting shells and 
poisonous gases, to face disease and wounds and death there were 
many patriots who urged and cheered them on. Many of these 
same patriots no sooner recovered their breath from such cheers than 
they forgot the spirit that actuated the soldiers and engaged in a 
“shameful orgy of graft and profiteering"; and 

Whereas the wealth of this country has not borne its share of 
the obligations and sacrifices occasioned by the war; at most the 
part borne by it has been far out of proportion to that carried 
cheerfully by these heroic veterans. These veterans can never be paid 
in. full for the sacrifices made, but it is only right and just that wealth 
should now, even at this late date, bear its proper share; and 

Whereas the Republican State platform for 1922, upon which a large 
majority of this legislature was elected, contains the following planks: 

“We heartily indorse the consistent record of progressive Members 
of Congress in favoring immediate adjusted compensation for veterans, 
and this as a matter of right and not as charity. 

“Recalling the faet that profiteering during the war produced one 
American millionaire for every three American soldiers killed in France, 
we demand that money necessary to meet the obligation of the Gov- 
ernment to the ex-service men be raised by taxes laid upon wealth in 
proportion to ability to pay, and declare against a sales tax and other 
devices to shift such tax burdens to the backs of the poor in higher 
prices and increased cost of living“; and 

Whereas the people of this State, by no uncertain expression on the 
question of à soldier's bonus, baye shown themselves fully in accord with 
Just compensation to soldiers; and 

Whereas the people of other States have likewise expressed them- 
selves :: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Congress 
of the United States be, and is hereby, earnestly petitioned and urged 
to enact legislation to provide just compensation to the veterans of 
the World War; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial, properly attested by the 
presiding officers and chief clerks of both houses, be forwarded to the 
President of the United States, the presiding officers of the Senate and 
House of eRpresentatives in Congress, and to each United States Senator 
and Member of the House of Representatives from Wisconsin. 

Gro. C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 

Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. DAHL, 

Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
* — 

Joint resolution memorlallzing the Congress of the United States to 
reenact the surtax on. incomes, the excess-profits tax, and the Federal 
inheritance tax. 

Whereas the Congress of the United States by an act known as the 
revenue act of 1918 levied certain surtaxes on large incomes, excess- 
profits taxes, and certain inheritance taxes; and 

Whereas such taxes provided the revenues needed for the govern- 
mental operations of the United States in an equitable manner, being 
levied on such persons, corporations, and estates which could most 
easily pay them; and 

Whereas such taxes were partially repealed and in part substantially 
reduced by the act known as the revenue act of 1921: Now therefore 
be it 

Resolved. by the senate (the assembly concurring), That the Congress 
ox the United States be, and is hereby, earnestly petitioned and urged 
to reemact the provisions of the revenue act of 1918, so far as the said 


act provided surtaxes on large incomes, inheritance taxes, and excess- 
profits taxes; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this memorial, properly attested by the pre- 
siding officers and chief clerks of the senate and assembly, be forwarded 
by the secretary of state to the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States and to each Wisconsin Senator and Representa- 
tive therein. 
Gro. C. Fornrxos, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Olerk of the Senate. 
J. L. DABL, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Caf Olerk of the Assembly. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following joint resolutions of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce: 


Joint resolution memorializing Congress to protect purchasers of coal 
by requiring coal operators to furnish proof of quality of coal sold. 
Whereas while coal costs the average family more than gas, elec- 

tricity, and telephone service combined, it is at present wholly un- 

regulated; and - 

Whereas complaint has been made that during past years coal has 
been sold to the people of this country containing great quantities 
of refuse material; and 

Whereas coal is the only basic commodity which is not generally 
bought according to specifications; and 

Whereas while many users of large quantities of coal now protect 
themselves by buying on specifications, the small user can not so pro- 
tect himself and ls subject to constant and gross fraud; and 

Whereas only the Federal Government can: deal adequately with this 
problem: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the assembly conourring), That the Con- 
gress of the United States is urged to enact at the earliest date 
possible, such legislation as will require all coal producers to accompany 
the invoice for each shipment of coal in interstate commerce by a 
statement showing the proximate analysis, heat value. and other prop- 
erties indicating the quality of the coal shipped; and be it further 

Resolved, That properly attested copies of this resolution be sent 
to the presiding officers of the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States and to each Member of Congress from Wisconsin, 

Gro. C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 

Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. DABL, 

Speaker of the Assembiy. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Joint resolution urging the Congress of the United States to enact 
legislation providing for Government ownership and operation of all 
coal mines. 


Whereas in recent years there has existed a serious shortage of the 
supply of coal in Wisconsin and in other States throughout the Na- 
tion; and 

Whereas this shortage of coal on account of the, private ownership 
of the coal mines for profit bas from time to time enused cessation of 
some of the most important industries of our country, resulting in 
exorbitant prices and a great deal of human suffering; and 

Whereas it is necessary that there be at all times an adequate coal 
supply at reasonable prices: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Con- 
gress of the United States, in order to insure domestic tranquillity 
and promote the general welfare of the people of this Nation be, and 
is hereby, urged to enact such legislation as may be. necessary to secure 
Government ownership and operation of all coal mines in order to 
supply the people of this Nation with coal at reasonable. prices ; and be 
it further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this resolution, properly attested, 
be forwarded to the presiding officers of each House of Congress and 
to each of the Senators and Representatives from this State in 
Congress. 

Geo. C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Ohief Clerk of the Senate, 
J. L. DAHL, 
Speaker of the Assembly, 
C. E. Suarren, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
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Joint resolution memorializing Congress to repeal the Esch-Cummin: 
law. 


Whereas the Esch-Cummins law violates the principles of good busi- 
ness by guaranteeing to the owners of railroads a minimum net return 
upon that uncertain and intangible thing described in said bill as 
“aggregate value of railroad properties of such carriers”; and 

Whereas this grant of privilege is not based on consideration of 
service rendered but is an exercise of governmental powers for the 
private interest of that particular class holding railroad securities ; and 

Whereas the experience of the American people since this law was 
passed has demonstrated that it has in no way settled the railroad 
problems, either from the standpoint of the railroad owners or of the 
railroad employees; and 

Whereas it is imperative to the restoration of prosperity that the 
Esch-Cummins law be repealed: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That this legisla- 
ture believes it expresses the practically unanimous sentiment of the 
State of Wisconsin when it respectfully memorializes Congress to 
repeal the Esch-Cummins law; and be it further 

Resolved, That a suitable copy of this resolution, properly attested, 
be transmitted to the presiding officer of each House of Congress and 
to each United States Senator and Representative in Congress from 
this State, 

Geo. C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

J. L. DAHL, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following joint resolution of the Legislature of Wisconsin, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: 


Joint resolution memorializing Congress to enact legislation relating to 
forest products. 


Whereas it is recognized that the timber supplies of this State and 
of the Nation are rapidly being depleted; and 

Whereas it is further recognized that wood and forest products are 
needed on every farm and in every home and in every industry every 
hour of the day; and 

Whereas it is a fact that thousands of men find their means of 
livelihood in the woods or in wood-using establishments and millions 
of dollars are invested in the forest industry; and 

Whereas the practices of the past have resulted in millions of acres 
of cut-over lands in this State and in the Nation that should be pro- 
ducing forest products to supply the above-mentioned needs but which, 
because of lack of organized effort, are not producing such supplies; and 

Whereas it is recognized that this problem can only be solved by 
concerted effort of the Nation, State, and their citizens, and that the 
essence of the problem is to cut merchantable timber in a way that 
will leave the lands cut over in a productive condition so far as forest 
supplies are concerned; and 

Whereas it is further recognized that, because of the Interstate 
nature of the shipments of forest products and the far-flung operations 
of the forest industry, its activities being in every timbered State of 
the Union and the operators of one State being in competition with 
the operators of the other timbered States, that the problem is pri- 
marily a national problem and that any burdens placed on the forest 
industry should not be limited to the confines of any specific State 
but should be of a national character; and 

Whereas it is of great public importance that sufficient supplies of 
forest products for the needs and comforts of the population be in- 
sured for the future and that such supplies can only be insured by the 
establishment of a comprehensive forestry program: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That this legislature memorialize Congress to enact such 
legislation as may be necessary to provide a vigorous and complete 
forestry policy for the Nation which, among other Items, shall provide 
for the regulation in a fair and uniform manner of timber cutting on 
privately owned lands and also provide for the rigid protection of 
forest-producing lands from fire, so that all nonfarming land wherever 
located, in this or any other State In the Union, may be in a productive 
condition for forest growth. 

Resolved further, That copies of this resolution, properly engrossed 
and authenticated, be transmitted to each of the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress from Wisconsin and to the presiding officers of 
both Houses of Congress. 

Gro. C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate, 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate, 
J. L. DAHL, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, S16 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following joint resolution of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Joint resolution relating to the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence waterway 
è project. ! 
Whereas the prosperity of Wisconsin, as well as of all Middle West- 
ern States, is in large measure dependent upon lower rates of transpor- 
tation on its agricultural and manufactured products to markets in 
Eastern States and foreign countries; and . 
Whereas it is possible to provide such lower rates of transportation 
through the completion of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence waterway 
project: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That we hereby 
respectfully urge the Congress of the United States to take immediate 
action to make possible the early completion of the Great Lakes-St, 
Lawrence waterway project; and be it further 
Resolved, That copies of this resolution, properly signed by the pre- 
siding officers of both houses and attested by the chief clerks thereof, be 
sent to the presiding officers of the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States and to each Senator and Member of Congress from 
Wisconsin, 
Gro. C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. ScHOENPELD, 
Ohief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. Dann, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the 
following joint resolutions of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Joint resolution memorializing Congress to amend the United States 
Constitution to prevent the sending of the militia or drafting for 
military service overseas. 


Whereas the conquest of foreign lands and intermeddling in foreign 
disputes is abhorrent to the temper of the American people and to the 
spirit of the Government of the United States; and 

Whereas the sending of troops abroad for military service tends to im- 
perialistic results, for which no man should be sacrificed or impressed 
into service without his consent: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Congress 
of the United States is hereby earnestly petitioned and urged by the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin to initiate such an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States as will prevent the drafting of 
troops for military service or the sending of the militia beyond the seas 
unless thc same be necessary to the defense of territory under the juris- 
diction or control of the United States; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial, duly attested by the presid- 
ing officers and chief clerks of both houses, be submitted to the presid- 
ing officer of each House of Congress and to the Wisconsin Senators 
and Representatives therein, 

Gro, FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Ohief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. Dann, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Ohief Clerk of the Assembly. 
Toint resolution to memoriulize Congress to provide that no declaration 
of war shall become effective until approved by the people in a refer- 
endum vote, except in cases of actual invasion of our country. 


Whereas war has caused untold loss of life and treasure; and 

Whereas experience bas demonstrated that the wisdom of govern- 
ments can not be relied upon to prevent the recurrence of war; and 

Whereas the common people are the greatest sufferers from war: Now 
therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That Congress be, 
and is hereby, memorialized to consider the question of submitting to 
the States for ratification an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that, except in case of actual physical Invasion 
of the United States or except in case of such imminent danger as not 
to admit of delay, the Congress of the United States shall not declare 
the existence of a state of war with any foreign power until after a 
submission of such question to the electors of the various States and 
until after an affirmative vote thereon by a majority of such electors, and 
also providing that the President shall have the power, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to enter into treaties with foreign 
powers by which the contracting powers bind themselves not to levy or 
declare war with each other until after a submission of the question 
whether or not war shall be levied or declared to the electors of 


country proposing such question and an affirmative vote thereon by a 
majority of such electors; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, signed by the presiding 
officers and attested by the chief clerks of the two houses, be trans- 
mitted to the presiding officers of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States and to each Member of Congress from 
Wisconsin. 
Gro, C. FORNINGS, 
President of the Senate. 
F. W. SCHOENFELD, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
J. L. DAHL, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Olerk of the Assembly. 


He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the 
Association of Goyernmental Labor Officials of the United 
States and Canada, favoring amendments to the Constitution 
prohibiting child labor, and also providing minimum wages, etc., 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the 
Columbia Heights Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., 
relative to the fiscal relations of the District of Columbia, 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the 
American Veterans of Hellenic Descent, at Washington, D. C., 
urging that the 11th of November be declared a national legal 
holiday, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also laid before the Senate a petition of sundry members 
of the faculty and student body of Sterling College, Sterling, 
Kans., praying that the preamble to the Constitution be 
amended by inserting after the name “ United States” the 
words “devoutly recognizing the authority and law of Jesus 
Christ, the Saviour and King of Nations,’ which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by Eugene 
J. Hernandez Camp, No. 1, United Spanish War Veterans, of 
San Antonio, Tex., favoring the establishment of a uniform and 
equal standard for rating all United States war veterans with 
disabilities of service origin, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
Washington Academy of Sciences, Washington, D. C., urging 
the heads of the departments of the Federal Government and 
the Congress of the United States to give the welfare of science 
in the United States earnest consideration and assistance and 
to provide the necessary money for the attendance of scientists 
of the Government, as heads of departments may designate, at 
scientific congresses, etc., which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution acopted by the 
board of education of the city of Lansing, Mich., urging Con- 
gress to amend the Constitution of the United States so as to 
prohibit the employment of child labor, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Mount Pleasant, Tex., praying an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion prohibiting the employment of child labor, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Protestant Christians of 
Luling, San Marcos, and Lockhart, all in the State of Texas, 
praying for the participation of the United States in the Per- 
manent Court of International Justice, which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Dallas College 
Club, of Dallas, Tex., favoring the participation of the United 
States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of members of the con- 
gregation of the First Presbyterian Church, of Lake City, Fla., 
praying for the participation of the United States in the Perma- 
nent Court of International Justice, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of the Parent-Teachers 
Association of the Aycock School, Greensboro, N. C., praying for 
the participation of the United States in the Permanent Court 
of International Justice, which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KEYES presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
town of Brookline, N. H., praying for the participation of the 
United States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. WILLIS presented the petition of Abraham Cronbach and 
humerous other citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the par- 
ticipation of the United States in the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice, which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. i 

He also presented the petition of Ethel H. Wall and sundry 
other citizens of Wilmington, Ohio, praying for the participa- 
tion of the United States in the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the Parent- 
Teachers Association of the Century School, of Emporia, Kans., 
praying an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the em- 
ployment of child labor, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Soldier, 
Kans., praying for the participation of the United States in 
the Permament Court of International Justice, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Emporia, Kans., praying for the participation 
of the United States in the Permanent Court of International 
Justice, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, 

He also presented petitions, numerously signed, by members 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and sundry other 
citizens, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the participa- 
tion of the United States in the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice, which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Siloam Springs, Ark., praying participation by the United States 
in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Wynne Cham- 
ber of Commerce, of Wynne, Ark., urging that no amendments 
be made to the transportation act until the railroads have had 
a reasonable time in which to solve the transportation problem 
on a competitive basis, which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LADD presented the petitions of R. R. Syval and 57 other 
citizens of Norwood; of Mrs. Olaf Bye and 98 other citizens of 
Hatton; of Mrs. B. Lubitz and 24 other citizens of Bergen; of 
Minnie E. Huyck and 78 other citizens of Esmond; of Mrs. 
A. B. Boyer and 31 other citizens of Wheelock; of Mrs. Charles 
Gilmore and 19 other citizens of Barton; of W. E. Sox and 102 
other citizens of Edgely; of Mrs. A. Duncan and 34 other citi- 
zens of Calvin; of Mrs. J. Stewart and 15 other citizens of 
Nekoma; of Emma M. Putney, secretary of the American Asso- 
ciation of University Women, of Valley City; of Mrs. F. W. 
Morse and 40 other citizens of La Moure; of W. M. Jarve and 
22 other citizens of Le Moure; of Mrs. D. E. Dills and 30 other 
citizens of La Moure; of Florence A. Goebl and 26 other citi- 
zens of La Moure; of T. K. Berg and 18 other citizens of 
Kathryn, and of Mrs. F. A. Ward and 19 other citizens of Mont- 
pelier, all in the State of North Dakota, praying for the partici- 
pation of the United States in the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD presented a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of Minnesota, favoring the enactment of legislation 
granting relief to the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota, which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

(See resolution printed in full where previously laid down 
to-day by the President pro tempore.) 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Minnesota, favoring the enactment of legislation to modify and 
revise the present Federal standards for grading grain, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

(See resolution referred to printed in full where previously 
laid down to-day by the President pro tempore.) 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Minnesota, favoring the enactment of legislation to stabilize 
the prices of farm products, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

(See resolution referred to printed in full where previously 
laid down to-day by the President pro tempore.) 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Minnesota, favoring the enactment of legislation to complete 
the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence-Tidewater International Canal, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

(See resolution printed in full where previously laid down 
to-day by the President pro tempore.) 


He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Minnesota, favoring the enactment of legislation providing 
additional buildings and facilities at the Federal leper hos- 
re in Carrville, La., which was referred to the Committee on 

ublic Buildings and Grounds. 

(See resolution printed in full where previously laid down 
to-day by the President pro tempore.) 

He also presented the following concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of Minnesota, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry: 


Concurrent resolution memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to so amend the act of Congress known as the packers’ and 
stockyards’ act as to exempt the State of Minnesota from the provi- 
sions of sald act In so far as it relates to stockyards, commission 
merchants, and traders. 


Whereas the State of Minnesota for several years past, and have at 
present, laws regulating and supervising public stockyards located 
in said State and providing rules and regulations governing live- 
stock commission merchants and traders operating in said yards; 

Whereas the State of Minnesota in the past and at the present time 
maintains a public office with a supervisor of publie stockyards in 
charge, a staff of competent bonded weighers of livestock, with an 
expert supervisor of scales in active duty; 

Whereas the laws providing for the aforesaid activities relating to 
public stockyards were enacted at the request of the shippers and 
producers of livestock in this State and have in actual operation 
proved of great benefit not only to said producers but to the general 
public ; 

Whereas the Congress of the United States enacted a law entitled 
“the packers and stockyards act,“ which by express provision thereof 
took from said State all regulatory powers relating to public stock- 
yards as defined by the laws of Minnesota, livestock commission mer- 
chants, and traders operating at said public stockyards in said State; 

Whereas said Hvestock commission merchants and traders are 
required by said State of Minnesota to file a surety bond with said 
State insuring shippers of livestock to said markets from loss by 
failure of any livestock commission merchants to remit proceeds from 
the sale of livestock owned by said producers, less lawful charges, 
within 24 hours after sale thereof; 

Whereas the said act of Congress or the Secretary of Agriculture, 
who is required to carry out the provisions of said act, does not 
require any bond whatsoever for the security of producers shipping 
stock on consignment to any live-stock commission merchant in this 
State; 

Whereas the actual operation of said congressional act entitled “ the 
packers and stockyards act," since the 15th day of August, 1920, the 
date of its enactment, has been a complete failure in protecting the 
rights of producers of livestock shipping stock to the public market 
of this State; 

Whereas the said packers and steckyards act has superseded the laws 
of this State and thereby has caused the shippers of livestock to 
said market irretrievable losses by reason thereof; therefore it is 
hereby s 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Minnesota 
(the Senate concurring), That we nost urgently and earnestly request 
that the Congress of the United States provide by suitable legislation 
to the end that the said packers and stockyards act be so amended as 
to restore to the State of Minnesota all powers of regulation and 
supervision of public stockyards in said State as enjoyed previous to 
the enactment of the said packers and stockyards act; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the chief clerk of the house of representatives is 
hereby instructed to forward a copy of this resolution to the Secretary 
of Agriculture, to the Agricultural Committee of the House and Senate 
of the United States, and to each of the United States Senators and 
Members of Congress from Minnesota. 

W. I. NOLAN, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Louis L. COLLINS, 
President of the Senate. 
Passed the house of representatives January 25, 1923. 
OSCAR ARNESON, 
Ohtef Olerk House of Representatives. 

Passed the senate January 30, 1923. 

Gro. W. PEACHEY, 
Seoretary of the Senate, 

Approved February 2, 1923. 

J. A. O. PREUS, 
Governor State of Minnesota.” 
Filed February 2, 1923. 


Mix Horm, Secretary of State, 
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> 
I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, and 
keeper of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of H. F. No. 88, as shown by the records in my office. 


[SEAL] Mrxe Horm, Sceretary of State. 


Mr. SHIPSTHAD also presented the following concurrent 
resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance: 


A concurrent resolution memoriallzing the Federal Government to con- 
struct in Minnesota a 500-bed tubercular hospital for the care of 
tubercular persons who served in the World War. 


Whereas the records of the United States Veterans’ Bureau for the 
tenth rehabilitation district, under date of November 26, 1922, show a 
total of 343 tubercular veterans of the World War hospitalized in 
various hospitals in Minnesota; and 

Whereas the same report shows an additional number of 1,964 tuber- 
cular cases of such service persons on file in the district office, of which 
More than 57 per cent are from Minnesota alone; and 

Whereas there is no Government hospital in the tenth rehabilitation 
district, comprising the States of Minnesota, North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, and Montana, specializing in the care of such tubercular cases; 
and 

Whereas the reports of the State board of control for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1922, show that State institutions specializing in such 
cases are overcrowded; and 

Whereas the program of contracting such cases out to various con- 
tract hospitals is inadvisable : Therefore be it 

Resolved by the State Senate of the State of Minnesota (the House 
of Representatives concurring), That we urge the immediate allocation 
of moneys and the prompt construction by the Government of a 500-bed 
tubercular hospital to be situated in a suitable location in the State of 
Minnesota and that a central vocational-training school be established 
in connection with such hospital; be it further 

Resolved, That a duly authenticated copy of this resolution be trans- 
mitted to the President of the United States, the coordinator and mem- 
bers of the Federal Board of Hospitalization, the Director of the United 
States Veterans’ Bureau, Washington, D. C., and to each Representative 
of the State of Minnesota in the United States Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

Lovis L. COLLINS, 
President of the Senate. 
W. I. NOLAN, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Passed the senate the 14th day of March, 1923. 
Gro. W. Prachur, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Passed the house of representatives the 10th day of April, 1923. 
OSCAR ARNESON, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Approved April 12, 1923. 

J. A. O. Prnvs, 
Governor of the State of Minnesota. 

Filed April 13, 1923, 

Mrxe HOLM, Secretary of State. 

I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota and keeper 
of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and correct 
copy of S. F. No. 935, as shown by the records in my office. 

[SEAL] Mike HOLM, Secretary of State. 


Mr. SHIPSTHAD also presented the following concurrent 
resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance: 


A concurrent resolution memorializing the Federal Government to begin 
immediately the construction of a neuropsychiatric hospital at St. 
Cloud. 

Whereas the Federal Government has already allocated the sum of 
81.225.000 for the purpose of building a neuropsychiatric hospital in the 
tenth rehabilitation district; and 

Whereas the city of St. Cloud has, by popular subscription and other- 
wise, raised a sum sufficient for the purchase of a site of 316 acres for 
such purpose, such site haying been duly aecepted by the Government; 
and 


Whereas more than 3,800 neuropsychiatric cases from the State of 
Minnesota alone, which number represents more than 68 per cent of all 
such cases in the tenth rehabilitation district, are now on file in the 
district office of the United States Veterans’ Bureau; and 

Whereas statistics show that such cases have increased and are still 
increasing at the alarming rate of over 300 per month for the district; 
and è 

Whereas there is no Government hospital especially built or equipped 
for such cases in the State of Minnesota nor in any of the other three 
States of the tenth rehabilitation district: Therefore be it 


1923. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 131 


Resolved by the Senate of the State of Minnesota (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That we do approve and indorse the building 
of such hospital and earnestly recommend and urge the immediate con- 
struction of such hospital at St. Cloud, Minn.; and be it further 

Resolved, That a duly authenticated copy of this resolution be trans- 
mitted to the President of the United States, the chief coordinator and 
members of the Federal Board of Hospitalization, the Director of the 
United States Veterans’ Bureau, Washington, D. C., and to each Rep- 
resentative of the State of Minnesota in the United States Senate and 
House of Representatives. 

Lovis L. COLLINS, 
President of the Senate. 
W. I. NOLAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Passed the senate the 20th day of March, 1923. 
Gro. W. PRACHEY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Passed the house of representatives the 10th day of April, 1923. 
OSCAR ARNESON, 
Chief Clerk House of Representatives. 

Approved April 12, 1923, 

J. A. O. Prevs, Governor. 

Filed April 13, 1923. ` 
MIKE Hol, Secretary of State. 


I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, and 
keeper of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and 
correct copy of S. F. No. 1043 as shown by the records in my office. 

[SEAL.] MIKE HOLM, Secretary of State. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I hold in my hand resolutions 
in the nature of petitions passed by the Chamber of Commerce, 
of Waterville, Wash., copies of which I think have been sent to 
every Senator. They evidently have given the wheat situation 
very careful consideration, and they suggest a remedy. I desire 
to call attention to the resolutions in this way and ask that they 
may be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


ARTICLES BY DR. DAVID JAYNE HILL. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recoxp two brief articles by Dr. David 
Jayne Hill, one on “The League of Nations, Its Court and Its 
Law,” and the other on “American Cooperation For World 
ee both articles having appeared in the Saturday Evening 

‘ost. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The articles are as follows: 


THE LEAGUE oF NATIONS, ITs COURT AND Irs Law. 
(By David Jayne Hill.) 
{From Saturday Evening Post, August 11, 19238.) 


In proposing to the Senate that the United States become a full 
member in the Permanent Court of International Justice established 
by the League of Nations, President Harding apparently has not in- 
tended to depart from the position he took as a candidate for the 
Presidency in reference to the league. In his speech made at Marion 
on July 22, 1920, accepting the nomination he said regarding the cove- 
nant of the league: 

“If the supreme blunder has left European relationships inextri- 
eably Interwoven in the league compact, our sympathy for Europe only 
magnifies our own good fortune in resisting involvement. It is better 
to be the free and disinterested agent of international justice and ad- 
vancing civilization, with the covenant of conscience, than be shackled 
by a written compact which surrenders our freedom of action and gives 
to a military alliance the right to proclaim America’s duty to the 
world. No surrender of rights to a world council or its military alli- 
ance, no assumed mandatory, however appealing, ever shall summon 
the sons of this Republic to war. Their supreme sacrifice shall only 
be asked for America and its call of honor. There is a sanctity in 
that right we will not delegate.” 

With overwhelming signs of approval the American electorate adopted 
that statement as an expression of national policy. To many honest 
minds it no doubt appears that the acceptance of full membership in 
the court established by the league is entirely in harmony with it, and 
at first glance it would appear that it is so. A court of justice is not a 
military alliance. On the other hand, it is an agency of international 
justice which our Government has earnestly endeavored to promote, 
Why, then, should our country not take its place with members of the 
league as a member and supporter of the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice which the league has established? 

According to President Harding, it would still be a renunciation of 
American independence to assume membership in the league; but join- 
ing the league’s court—that he thinks is a different matter. 


It must in all fairness be admitted that becoming a member of the 
court is not identical with becoming a member of the league. The pro- 
tocol of the court makes a distinct provision for our admission to the 
court without membership in the league, in the following terms: 

“The said protocol shall remain open for signature by the members 
of the League of Nations and by the States mentioned in the annex to 
the covenant of the league.” 

Only three States are accorded this special grace of being “ men- 
tioned in the annex —the United States of America, Ecuador, and 
Hedjaz—the reason being that their representatives signed the treaty 
of Versailles, but their Governments—if Hedjaz can be said to have a 
government or even an existence—have not ratified any of the several 
treaties of which the covenant forms the first part. 


VITAL OBJECTIONS OVERLOOKED. 


Up to September, 1922, nearly two years after the protocol was 
presented for signature, 34 members of the league had signed and rati- 
fied the protocol, 12 have signed but not ratified, and 6 have taken 
no action. At present no State not a member of the league is a 
member of the court. Whatever else it is or may become, the Perma- 
nent Court of International Justice is at present merely the league’s 
court. 

It strikes the mind of an independent observer as somewhat re- 
markable that the adyocates of participation by the United States in 
this court should lay stress on the fact that membership in the league 
is to be by all means avoided while overlooking altogether the re- 
lation of the court to the objectionable compact, the covenant of the 
league. 

It is of importance, therefore, at this time to recall the final judg- 
ment passed on this compact at the time when it was under close 
scrutiny by the Senate and by the people of America, as well as the 
fact that until it was subjected to searching analysis the League of 
Nations appeared to be a fulfillment of American ideas and aspirations. 

It should not be overlooked that when the compact was first framed 
at Paris and sent here for adoption what we now call the covenant 
was then referred to as the constitution of the League of Nations. It 
was hailed as a new organic law of the world, which set aside whole 
sections of what is known as international law, such, for example, as 
the rights of neutrality and the right to declare war without permis- 
sion of the council of the league, although itself providing for war auto- 
matically under certain circumstances and pledging all the members of 
the league to join in it. Such a system of international organization 
was regarded in the United States as obnoxious and dangerous, and 
the opposition to accepting membership in the league was based largely 
on these grounds. 

What the defenders of the President’s proposal to accept membership 
in the court appear to have overlooked is that the chief danger to the 
interests of the United States lies not in the obligation to action that 
the United States might incur if it were with reservations a member 
of the league—in which case under the rule of unanimity it would in 
almost all instances possess a right of veto upon objectionable action 
by the league—but in accepting, by membership in the court, the 
system of the covenant as the fundamental law of the society of 
nations, with its extensive abrogation of preexisting national rights. 
It is the constitution of the league as a new organic construction of 
world relations which is in reality the chief menace to the interests of 
the United States as an independent power, for, to use the fine expres- 
sion of President Harding, it would cease to be “the free and disin- 
terested agent of international justice and advancing civilization with 
the covenant of conscience.” 

I shall not here undertake to analyze afresh the purport of this 
constitution, which is supreme law for the League of Nations. That 
task has been performed in my books on Present Problems in Foreign 
Policy and American World Policies. It will not, I think, be contested 
in the light of the provisions of the covenant of the League of Nations 
that it is an attempt to set up a world organization in which the 
great powers possess through the council of the league a dominant 
control. 

Whether the United States ever becomes a member of the league or 
not, acceptance of the Permanent Court of International Justice estab- 
lished by the league will unquestionably go far to solidify and per- 
petuate the system which the league represents. This, I think, is incon- 
testable. At least, it is the hope and expectation of those who most 
consistently support the league, Lord Robert Cecil, since returning 
from his mission in the United States, has not only expressed with con- 
fidence his belief that the league is destined to be the sole international 
authority in the world—and this includes America as well as Europe, 
Asia, and Africa—but that the United States will be forced to enter the 
league if it wishes to exercise any international influence. Lord 
Robert's words are: 

In any case, I am convinced that the league is bound to go on and 
is bound to grow in strength. In the process of time it will, therefore, 
inevitably absorb all the more important international questions. It 
will become the sole international authority in Europe and the world. 
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All countries desiring to take part in international affairs will have to 
use the lengue machinery for that purpose, for there will be no other 
of importance.” 

The central question at this time, therefore, should be: What, from 
the nature of its origin, authority, and dependence, is the relation of 
the Permanent Court of International Justice to the league and to the 
league's fundamental law, the covenant? It will be here maintained 
that the league's court will be the expounder and defender of the 
league’s organic law above all other so-called law international, 
whether customary or written, and that as the Supreme Court of the 
United States is bound by the Constitution, the source of its own 
authority, so the Permanent Court of International Justice is bound 
by the covenant, whose provisions and the will of its adherents are the 
only sources of this court’s authority. What is even more important 
for the United States to consider is that fornml adhesion to the court 
honorably involves loyal acceptance and support of its opinions and 
decisions, 

MR. ROOT’S CRITICISMS WARRANTED. 


` Before we enter upon the question as to what these opinions and 
decisions are likely to be it it is desirable to comprehend in what true 
and precise sense this court may be called the league’s court. In the 
first draft of the constitution of the leagne article 14 authorized the 
council to formulate plans for the establishment of a Permanent Court 
of International Justice. This provision was so vague that the Hon. 
Elibu Root said of it: 

“The scheme practically abandons all effort to promote or main- 
tain anything like a system of international law or a system of arbi- 
tration, or of judicial settlement, through which a nation can assert 
its rights in lieu of war. It is true that article 13 mentions arbi- 
tration and makes the parties agree that whenever a dispute arises 
which they recognize to be suitable for submission to arbitration 
they will submit it to a court ‘agreed upon by the parties.“ That, 
however, is merely an agreement to arbitrate when the parties choose 
to arbitrate, and it is therefore no agreement at all. It puts the 
whole subject of arbitration back where it was 25 years ago.” 

This frank and just criticism no doubt stimulated the framers of 
the covenant to new efforts in order to satisfy the critics, and it 
resulted in a new formulation of article 14, as follows: 

“The council shall formulate and submit to the members of the 
league for adoption plans for the establishment of a Permanent Court 
of International Justice. The court shall be competent to hear and 
determine any dispute of an international character which the parties 
thereto submit to it. The court may also give an advisory opinion 
upon any dispute or question referred to it by the council or by the 
assembly.” 

Bo slight, however, was the change in the text of the article, and 
sọ little has since been done to meet Mr. Root's criticism, that there 
is still no redress provided for a State that is wronged, unless the 
State that has committed the wrong agrees to appeal to the court. 
The criticism is to-day as valid as when it was written. 

In. conformity with the provisions of article 14, the council in 
due time proceeded to invite a committee of jurists to plan for a court. 
Ten able jurisconsults were chosen, their governments in every case 
being members of the league, with the exception of Mr. Root, the only 
outside member of the committee. 

An account of its proceedings is given in the report and com- 
mentary by Dr. James Brown Scott, published by the Carnegie Endow- 
ment, in 1920, together with the full text of the project for a Perma- 
nent Court of International Justice in French and English, as proposed 
by the committee. 

The court recommended was to consist of 15 members, 11 judges 
and 4 deputy judges, “elected regardless of their nationality from 
amongst persons of high moral character who possess the qualifica- 
tions required in their respective countries for appointment to the 
highest judicial offices, or who are Jurisconsults of recognized compe- 
tence in international law.” The members of the court were to be 
elected by the assembly and the council from a list of persons nomi- 
nated by the national groups in the Court of Arbitration at The Hague 
(arts. 4 and 5). 

The court was to choose its own officers, have its seat at The Hague, 
and be in session every year (arts. 21, 22, and 28). The expenses of 
the court were to be borne by the League of Nations in such manner as 
shall be decided by the assembly upon the proposal of the council 
(art. 80). The court should be open of right to the States men- 
tioned in the annex to the covenant and to such others as shall sub- 
sequently enter into the League of Nations (art. 32). When a dis- 
pute has arisen between States and it has been found impossible to 
settle it by diplomatic means, and no agreement has been made to 
choose another Jurisdiction, the party complaining may bring the case 
before the court (art. 33). Between States which are members of the 
League of Nations the court was to have jurisdiction without special 
convention giving it jurisdiction to hear and determine all cases of a 
legal nature concerning: 


(a) The interpretation of a treaty; 

(b) Any question of international law; 

(e) The existence of any fact which, If established, would constitute 
a breach of an international obligation: 

(d) The nature or extent of reparation to be made for the breach 
of an international obligation; and 

(e) The interpretation of a sentence passed by the court. 

To this plan the committee of jurists added a number of “recom- 
mendations.” The most important was “that a new conference of the 
nations in continuation of the first two conferences at The Hague be 
held as soon as practicable. (1) To restate the established rules of 
international law; (2) to formulate and agree upon the amendments 
and additions, if any, to the rules of international law shown to be 
necessary; (3) to endeavor to reconcile divergent views and secure gen- 
eral agreement upon the rules which have been in dispute; (4) to con- 
sider the subjects mot now adequately regulated by international law, 
but as to which the interests of international justice require that rules 
of law shall be declared and accepted.” 


RECOMMENDATIONS IGNORED, 


When it is pretended that this court as it now exists is the embodl- 
ment of the wisdom of these 10 jurisconsults, “ acting independently 
of the league,” it is necessary to recall the fact that this report of the 
jurists is not embodied in the actual constitution of the court: In 
important particulars the report was not followed. The jurisdiction of 
the court over cases where a State has been wronged by another, upon 
the complaint of the injured State, was set aside; and the statutes 
adopted by the league offer no remedy whatever for the injury of a 
weak State by a strong one or for the annoyance of a strong State by a 
weak one. As for the recommendations regarding international law, 
no action has been taken or even promised. I therefore have no hesi- 
tation in repeating here words used by me in 1919: 

“The attitude of this covenant, even in its revised form, toward 
international law is, indeed, surprising. It nowhere makes reference 
to it except briefly in the preamble; and it does not even there commit 
itself to the support of it or the improvement of it. It speaks ot 
‘understandings of international law,“ but it does not admit the 
authority of international law as an accepted corpus juris to which 
civilized nations have already agreed. It does not state whose ‘ under- 
standings’ are to be applied, and it does not inform us where or how 
any ‘understandings’ are to be obtained. It leaves the subject with 
ground for inference that they are to be discovered, if at all, only in its 
own decisions.” 

The really serious aspect of these omissions should not escape our 
attention. If the members of the league are not willing—and only 
14 of them have expressed their willingness—to submit to the court 
all really justiciable cases, it is illusory to pretend that this court 
can contribute in any manner to the peace of the world. If the nations 
refuse to submit strictly legal questions to judicial decision it means 
that they either haye the intention of being deliberately and incor- 
rigibly arbitrary in their conduct or that they so distrust the court that 
they do not expect justice from it. Unless the court is dishonorable, 
the failure of justice would lie in the inadequacy of the law. The 
remedy for this is the perfecting of the law, but this recommendation 
of the committee of jurists the league has rejected. What the league 
desires is not the clarification of international law by a process of 
codification and commitment to fixed rules. It prefers that its court 
shall develop international law by its decrees. What then is to govern 
its decisions? At this point it is necessary to inquire whence the 
court derives its authority. 

The immediate source of authority is the protocol which the United 
States is expected to sign and ratify. This protocol is a treaty, and 
has the form and authority of a treaty. It binds all those States whose 
governments sign and ratify it to obedience to the statute of the court 
and conformity to its decisions, whatever these may be. If it were not 
so the protocol would have no value and no meaning. 

‘What then, in terms, is the protocol? It reads: 

“The members of the League of Nations, through the undersigned, 
duly authorized, declare their acceptance of the adjoined statute of the 
Permanent Court of International Justice, which was approved by a 
unanimous vote of the assembly of the league on the 18th December, 
1920, at Geneva. 

“Consequently they hereby declare that they accept the jurisdiction 
of the court in accordance with the terms and subject to the conditions 
of the above-mentioned statute. 5 

“(Journal of the first assembly of the Ieague of Nations, No. 27, 
December 14, 1920, p. 229. Official text issued by the League of Na- 
tions.)” 

This protocol was drawn up by tbe secretariat in accordance with the 
decision of the assembly of tbe League of Nations on December 16, 1920, 
It is to be signed and ratified by all members of the league that intend 
to participate in the court and by those mentioned in the annex, and no 
others, 
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The ratification is deposited in the archives of the secretariat of the 
League of Nations (American Journal of International Law, 17, 58, of 
Official Documents). 

The statute referred to in the protocol was adopted and approved by 
the assembly on December 13, 1920, with direction to the council to 
submit it to the members of the league. 

With the exception of the report of the jurists consulted by the 
league in framing the plan of the court, which report was vitally 
modified and in part disregarded, every document underlying the insti 
tution of the Permanent Court of International Justice is the product 
of the assembly and council of the League of Nations. The league, and 
the league only, has thus far created this court. 


THE LEAGUR’S PRIVATE COURT. 


If it were asked, By what authority do the members of the Supreme 
Court of the United States sit here and render decisions binding on the 
Nation — the answer would be, they do this by the authority of the 
Constitution of the United States. This would of course imply that 
they do it because the Constitution was adopted by the separate States. 

In like manner the answer to the question, By what authority 
do the judges of the Permanent Court of Justice sit at The Hague and 
render decisions affecting the destiny of nations?—the true answer 
would be, they do it by the authority of the Covenant of the League 
of Nations; and It would be perversion of the truth to say, that 
they do it because they were constituted a court by the separate 
action of a certain number of sovereign States. These States have 
acted only as members of the league, and in the strictest sense the 
court is the league's court. The court's primary charter of existence 
fs the covenant which provides for its creation. The statute of 
the court is an act of legislation by the league, and the authority for 
that legislation is the covenant which authorized it. 

It has been correctly said that this court is the “private court“ of 
the league. It instead of 52 members the league as a military 
alliance” consisted of 3 or 4 members, no one would question this. 
But the great number of its adherents, so long as it is limited, docs 
not alter its character. It only renders it the more formidable as a 
dominating international influence. 

Finding its authority in the covenant of the League of Nations 
the court is bound to defend and support the covenant. As Lord 
Robert Cecil indicates, it becomes for the court “ the sole international 
authority in Europe and the world.” The law of the covenant is the 
basic law of the court and of the court's decisions. 

From whatever point of view the subject Is regarded this con- 
clusion is confirmed, In his article on The New International Court 
(Foreign Affairs, 1, 69. 82) Doctor Hudson says: 

“As it exists, the court Is a quite independent body, though it is in 
many respects dependent on the continued existence of the machinery 
of the league, and indeed is itself a part of that machinery. Being set 
up by an independent treaty, its functions can not be controlled by the 
organs of the league, and it would seem to be entirely free from the 
objections made to the league itself.“ 

How can that be “a quite independent body" which is " dependent 
upon the continued existence of the machinery” of another body and 
is itgelf “a part of that machinery“? Suppose the league to cease to 
exist. What would then become of the court? Who would elect and 
pay and pension the judges, as the statute provides? The protocol. it 
is claimed, is a “ distinct instrument.” In what sense? It was framed 
by the league, for the members of the league, and is signed only by 
members of the league. It is in the archives of the league as its 
rightful possession, along with the statute of the court. If the proto- 
col were in truth a “distinct instrument” in the proper sense, which 
the nations forming the court regarded as an ordinary treaty between 
them, the existence of the court would be in no respect dependent 
upon the existence of the league. 

The fact that from the beginning the court has been open to out- 
side nations, not “of right,” but upon certain conditions, does not 
make it a world court. By its own terms it is exclusive. The diffi- 
culties Doctor Hudson finds in the course of his article in letting the 
United States Into the court show how exclusive it is. In order to 
elect the judges it is necessary for the United States in some manner 
to be taken temporarily into the assembly and the council, and the 
operation is beset with obstacles. To e part in the election, it is 
said, is not, however, to act as a part of the league. In performing 
this function, it is claimed, the assembly and the council, although 
they totally and exclusively constitute the league, do not act as the 
league. They are in this case only designated. electoral bodies, When 
they transact any other business they are the league, and the whole 
of the league; but when they elect Judges they are not any part of the 
league, they are a separate electoral body, in which the United States 
may properly take part without in any way coacting with the league! 

What would an American court think of this attitude on the part 
of a business corporation with regard to an independent body” 
which it had created and was supporting, and without which it, as 
a subsidiary, could not exist? And in what role were the assembly 
and council playing when they invented and promulgated this dis- 


tinct instrument "—the protocol? Were they the league or were they 
only an electoral entity? 

It is not humanly possible for a court constituted as the Perma- 
nent Court of International Justice is constituted—every judge, ex- 
cept one, belonging to a nation that is a member of the league—not 
to defend the interests of the league as such. If there were any 
doubt on this point, it should be removed by the fact that the court 
is the official adviser of the league in legal questions, the greater 
part of its work thus far having been the rendering of opinions re- 
garding the league’s activities. As to its jurisdiction in these mat- 
ters, article 36 expressly says: “In the event of a dispute as to 


whether the court has jurisdiction the matter shall be settled by . 


the decision of the court.” The court is therefore empowered to de- 
termine what the rights of the league are in any question affecting 
its action, and without a trial of a special case the opinion of the 
court becomes the law for the league. 

It must not be overlooked that the covenant of the League of Na- 
tions accords to the league powers of action which were never before 
claimed by any international body. It is unnecessary to mention here 
more than three or four, 


ECONOMIC BOYCOTT. 


Althongh article 10 of the covenant may be regarded by certain 
nations exposed to aggression as a very inadequate guaranty of their 
political Independence and territorial integrity, it undoubtedly invests 
the leage with a right of intervention which the court would in prin- 
ciple be obliged to defend without being able to determine its limits. 
Article 11 accords to the high contracting parties the right to " take 
any action that may be deemed wise and effectual to safeguard the 
peace of nations,” but lays down no rules in restraint. of this unlimited 
authority. These are, it is true, vague and indefinite prerogatives which 
might be harmless if all nations sincerely meant to be just. ; 

Article 16, however, invests the league with power to inflict a form 
of war more terrible than the conflict of armed forces. It is as follows: 

“ Should any member of the league resort to war in disregard of its 
covenants under articles 12, 13, or 15, it shall ipso facto be deemed 
to have committed an act of war against all other members of the 
league, which hereby undertake immediately to subject it to the sev- 
erance of all trade or financial relations, the prohibition of all inter 
course between their nationals and the nationals of the covenant- 
breaking State, and the prevention of all financial, commercial, or per- 
sonal intercourse between the nationals of the covenant-breaking State 
and the nationals of any other State, whether a member of the league 
or not. 

“Tt shall be the duty of the council in such case to recommend to 
the several Governments concerned what effective military, naval, or 
alr force the members of the league shall severally contribute to the 
armed forces to be used to protect the covenants of the league.” 

To realize the import of this article, which automatically brings a 
member of the league into a state of war with all the other members of 
the league and visits upon it the prevention of all financial, commer- 
clal, or personal intercourse between the nationals of the covenant- 
breaking State and the nationals of any other State, whether a mem- 
ber of the league or not, it is necessary to consider what is involved 
in articles 12, 13, and 15. 

These articles impose upon every member of the leagne the obliga- 
tion not to resort to war until the parties in dispute have taken the 
steps prescribed in these articles to settle the controversy by some 
form of arbitration or decision by the council or the assembly. In 
general, the obligation seems a reasonable one; but the machinery is 
eumbrous and its action dilatory. Were the aggrieved member per- 
mitted te take its case immediately to the Permanent Court of In- 
ternational Justice and cite the aggressor to appear there without 
delay, there might be a prospect of a judicial settlement, if the rules 
of law were previously so clearly defined as to apply definitely to the 
state of facts; but, unfortunately, this prompt remedy, proposed by 
the committee of jurists, and the recommendation to clarify interna- 
tional law for this purpose have not been adopted, with the result 
that, even as between the most furistically advanced nations, the 
chances of some spontaneous act of violence which could be regarded 
as a “resort to war” are greatly augmented. 


AN OBVIOUS IMPERFECTION. 


The imperfection of the covenant. whatever may be its advantages, is 
clearly evident in the case of States of inadequate responsibility; and 
it is from. these that the dangers of war principally arise. 

Let us suppose that in some nation where revolution is in progress, 
whetber in Europe, America, or Asia, the nation being a member of the 
league, the obligations of the articles in question are violated, and acts 
of war, which may be only resistance to intervention, are perpetrated 
upon an outsider. Automatically article 16 becomes operative, and 
ipso facto all the members of the league are at war with the offending 
State, which is then legally subject to the extreme penalty authorized 
by article 16. Beyond question, the court, interpreting the covenant as 
its final authority, would affirm the legality of the complete severance 
of all trade and financial relations and of all personal intercourse be- 
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tween the nationals of the covenant-breaking State and the nationals of 
any other State, whether a member of the league or not. 

To comprehend the consequences of this decision, let us take an ex- 
ample. China is a vast country, frequently in a state of commotion, 
with a weak government, and has been and is the victim of encroach- 
ments and pretensions by other powers which most independent nations 
would not endure. China is also a member of the League of Nations, 
and before resorting in any way to violence is under obligation to arbi- 
trate every controversy under the articles of the covenant, but has no 
recourse to the permanent court of international justice for a remedy 
for any form of imposition without the consent of the powers with 
which she may have disagreement and from which she may suffer wrong. 
Being without remedy, would it be strange, would it even be culpable, 
if some military leader, acting in the name of the State, should oppose 
encroachment, and thereby commit an act which would be held to be in 
violation of the covenant? If this should happen, the covenant would 
require, and the league’s court would affirm, that all commercial, 
financial, and personal relations between China and all other States 
should be completely cut off and prohibited, 

The United States, not being a member of the league, would have no 
voice in this matter, The league being above the law and not answer- 
able for its actions, and all the great powers having declined to accept 
the compulsory jurisdiction of the court, no case could be brought 
before it by the United States; but all the same in its advisory 
capacity the court would declare the perfect legality of this act of 
excluding all trade and all financial or personal relations and inter- 
course with China, and virtually the whole western Pacific, by the 
nationals of the United States. If the United States had, through its 
membership in the court, committed itself to the acceptance of the 
court’s decisions, it would find itself honorably as well as legally 
barred from protest against being thus excluded and its trade de- 
stroyed, regardless of the motives that had prevailed in producing the 
situation. 

If, on the other hand, the court were really a world court, not bound 
by the provisions of the covenant, it would consider the obligations 
of the league as not in any way permitting it to determine the rights 
of the United States by its action as a military alliance; and if the 
league were really at war with China, the laws of neutrality being 
in. operation, the cost of effective blockade would be so great, as com- 
pared with blockade by legally accepted decree, that the blockade might 
never be undertaken. 

If article 16, as it would be applied by the lengue’s court, presents 
a menace to the interests of the United States, it is mild as com- 
pared with the assumptions of article 17, which provides that In the 
event of a dispute between States which are not members of the 
lengue they shall be invited for the purpose of settling the dispute 
to accept temporary membership in the league upon such conditions 
as the council may deem just. The article then provides: 

“Tf a State so invited shall refuse to accept the obligations of mem- 
bership in the league for the purposes of such dispute and shall resort 
to war against a member of the league, the provisions of article 16 
shall be applicable as against the State taking such action.” 

This article of the covenant authorizes the council of the league to 
invite the United States to accept “temporary membership in the 
league” for the purpose of settling a dispute with another State, and 
in case of refusal and a decision of the United States to resort to arms 
against any member of the league, to apply the penalties of article 16 
of the covenant, 

It is, of course, doubtful if the council would in any immediate con- 
tingency venture to apply those penaities. The important matter 18 
that, in the opinion of the league’s court, the council would unques- 
tionably possess a right to apply them; and adherence to the protocol 
of the league’s court either implies conformity to the court’s determina- 
tion of rights or is on the face of it an insincere adherence. 

Will the United States put It in the power of any foreign body to de- 
termine when and upon what conditions it may rightly go to war? II, 
as some propose war should be regarded as essentially a crime, it is 
not for a “military alliance,” which makes war under certain condi- 
tions automatically necessary, to determine when it is permitted and 
when it is punishable. 

OLD LAWS SUPERSEDED. 


If, as here maintained, the covenant of the League of Nations is 
controlling law for the league’s court, it is evident that immense 
consequences are involved in accepting as authoritative the court's 
decisions. Article 20 reads: 

The members of the league severally agree that this covenant 18 
accepted as abrogating all obligations or understandings inter se which 
are inconsistent with the terms thereof.” 

What, then, becomes of any obligation or understanding” involv- 
ing a previously accepted principle of international law if it is not 
in harmony with the covenant? And what becomes of international 
Jaw itself as a body of jurisprudence if it does not conform to the 
terms of the covenant? But if we accept the claim of the covenant 
to supremacy as determining international obligations or under- 


standings,” do we not subject ourselves in the last analysis to the 
league’s legal domination? 

It is possible for the bare majority of the court, by a mere opinion 
asked for by the league without participation by this country, to con- 
vinta the rights of other nations to the disadvantage of the United 

tates. 

There are several American countries which have by joining the 
League of Nations assumed its obligations and exposed themselves to 
its interference under articles 10, 11, 16, and others. 

The perverted definition of the Monroe doctrine in article 21 of the 
covenant, which considers it an “international understanding,“ brings 
the adjudication of questions arising in connection with it distinctly 
within the jurisdiction of the court. When considered as an “ under- 
standing the Monroe doctrine is assimilated to a treaty. This fic- 
tion would bring a difference regarding the interpretation of the doe- 
trine within the jurisdiction of the court as a justiciable question. 
But the Monroe doctrine is not an “understanding.” It is merely 
the time-honored policy of the United States and should be maintained. 
It does not recognize the authority of the league’s court or of any 
court in territorial questions in the Western Hemisphere. These are 
to be settled by the inhabitants of this hemisphere without European 
interference. But the provisions of the league recognize no geographic 
limits to its right of intervention, and the league’s court would be 
obliged to sustain these provisions. 


INEQUALITY OF TREATMENT. 


It would be insincere for the advocates of our joining the league's 
court to treat this contention with ridicule, They have already openly 
committed themselves regarding the danger Involved. When joining 
the league was under advisement Mr. Root and Mr. Hughes both urged 
the adoption of a reservation regarding the Monroe doctrine, and both 
publicly warned of danger in accepting the league’s provisions on this 
subject. The fifth reservation adopted by the Senate on November 19, 
1919, read: 

“Said doctrine is to be interpreted by the United States alone, and 
is hereby declared to be wholly outside the jurisdiction of said League 
of Nations.” 

Why was this necessary? It was because under the covenant of 
the league many American States, members of the league, are sub- 
ject to the intervention of the league. The right of intervention in 
this hemisphere by the league with regard to its own members would 
have to be sustnined by the league’s court. If the decisions of the 
court were accepted as law by the United States, would not this 
country be honorably bound to abandon the Monroe doctrine? Will 
the Seunte be ready now to accept the league's law on this point 
through the action of the league's court? 

Article 22 establishes a system of mandates over conquered coun- 
tries to which there is no geographie limit. As the result of future 
conflicts this system might be greatly extended. As the mandates im- 
ply complete control and “secure equal opportunities for trade and 
commerce of other members of the league,” and no others, in a ques- 
tion regarding the rights of the United States in mandated territories 
the court would be bound to find that this country has no rights of 
trade and commerce in any of the vast territories now under mandate. 
After having accepted the authority of the court the United States 
could obtain equal treatment only by war or diplomacy. 

It is needless here to multiply instances of what might be expected 
from the Permanent Court of International Justice if it remains de- 
pendent for its existence upon the league. The American member 
might protest against certain decisions, but even he could not over- 
look the fact that he would be subject to removal by his fellow Judges 
under article 18 of the statute of the court. 

So long as the Permanent Court of International Justice is in any 
sense dependent upon the league for its existence, being chosen, paid, 
and pensioned by it, the judges must support the league and will 
inevitably be controlled by the league's law. No doubt the league—that 
is, the council and the assembly—will not give orders to the court. 
That is unnecessary. The orders are already in the covenant of the 
league, which assigns its proper role to each of the league's organs and 
will determine the policy of all of them, because it is their fundamental 
law. Their community of interest lies in helping the league to prevail, 
in order, as Lord Robert Cecil has expressed it, that the league may 
„ become the sole international authority in Europe and the world.” 

An attempt may be made to controvert the reasoning here presented 
by citing article 59 of the statute of the court, which reads: 

“The decision of the court has no binding force except between the 
parties and in respect of that particular case,” 

Does this mean that the decision does not have the force of law? 
What then becomes of Mr. Hoover's assertion that“ the court is gradu- 
ally to build up a complete body of international law”? And what 
becomes of the whole scheme of a judicial as contrasted with an 
arbitral court If the decisions are only isolated adjustments of par- 
ticular contentions? Wherein is this Permanent Court of International 
Justice a law court if it does not declare the law? 

We must therefore either abandon the idea that this court is a law 
court or interpret article 59 in another sense; which is indeed the 
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obvious sense—namely, that only those who are litigants are bound by 

the particular decision in the sense that they must act upon It. Others 

may, if they choose, refuse to litigate, and go on violating the law 

which the decision declares; but their conduct, although illegal, will 

be beyond the power of this court to affect, unless these outlaws are 

disposed to put themselves voluntarily within its jurisdiction, which is 
what the violator of law never voluntarily does. 

if the court does not declare any law, it is not a court of justice. 
If it does declare a law, how can any just mind hold that those who, 
in the words of the protocol, “declare that they accept. the jurisdic- 
tion of the court,“ are not morally bound to respect and obey the 
decisions of the court, whatever they may be? 

Urgency to cast in our national fortunes with the league’s court is 
often accompanied with assurances that we take no risk in doing so, 
Inasmuch as we can always refuse to litigate, and therefore need have 
nothing to do with the court's decisions. Wherein, then, do we find 
elther a national interest or a national duty in associating our Nation 
with this enterprise, the merit of which seems to consist in avoiding the 
court after we have agreed to participate in it? How is justice to be 
promoted, and especially how is peace to be secured, by abstention 
from appealing to the court? Suppose all the members pursued that 
course, what would the utility of the court be? We could, it is true, 
withhold all serious or doubtful cases, and thus escape judicial con- 
demnation. We can, however, do that without membership in the court, 
and far more consistently. But what would be said of our “ national 
honor“ If, having signed the protocol, we refused to appear before 
the court In respouse to a demand for justice, or declined to accept as 
{nternational law a decision or even an opinion of the court? 

The conscience of this Natiop should shrink from and indignantly 
resent such temptations to Insincerity. If we are ready to accept 
the league's law and the league's court, let us be honest enough to 
cease cursing the league. If the league is impossible for us, its law 
and its court are equally impossibie. 

In the presence of these facts, it would be a disregard of the interests 
of the United States and the rights of its citizens to participate in 
this court by the payment and election of its judges and the recogni- 
tion of the legality of its decisions so long as it remains the court 
of the league. The Indispensable first step to membership is that 
the court be entirely detached from the League of Nations and made 
in the true sense a world court, in which all recognized sovereign 
States should have a share in the choice of judges and be judged 
under a common law. 

If the league, which is admitted to be a “ military alliance,” declines 
to take this step, It can not well escape from the charge that the 
Permanent Court of International Justice is not only permanently a 
private court, as a part of the machinery of the league, but in some 
of its effects a court-martial in its relation to States not members of 
the league. 


ÅMBRICAN COOPERATION FoR WORLD PRACE. 
(By David Jayne Bill.) 
[From the Saturday Evening Post, November 3. 1923.7] 


II. Tun RELATIONS OF THR UNITED STATES TO THE EXISTING MACHINERY 
FOR MAINTAINING PEACE. 


It was. not unnatural, perhaps, in 1918, to belleve that a method 
that had brought a nominal peace to Europe by overwhelming the 
powers that had broken it could succeed if perpetuated by a solemn 
compact in preserving peace in the future. 

Experience has shown, as a more careful analysis might at the time 
have disclosed, that when the common danger was ended it was chiefly 
the separate national interests that survived the victory. 

After concluding the sanguinary period of the war by the armistice 
on November 11, 1918, the victors convoked at Paris a peace con- 
ference, the double object of which was: (1) To impose conditions of 
peace upon a vanquished enemy and (2) to reorganize the world by a 
political compact in such a manner as to provide for the world's future 
peace. The second object was believed to have been accomplished by 
the covenant of the League of Nations, an international constitution 
incorporatd as an inseparable part of the treaty of Versailles and other 
treaties and designed to mature and preserve their fruits. 

THE LEAGUR OF NATIONS, 

From the conditions in which the conference of Paris was called it 
was impossible that this assembly, some of whose members were just 
emerging into statehood as a result of the war, and some of them 
awaiting with anxiety the will of the victors to decide their fate, 
should act in any democratic fashion or upon the lines of the older 
diplomacy, by which all States were considered juridically equal. 

From the point of view of terminating a victorious war the prin- 
cipal allied and associated powers were entirely within their rights in 
imposing and executing a punitive peace. But from the point of view 
of a permanent reorganization of the world in the interest of peace the 
form of organization required to be based upon a broader and firmer 


foundation than a compact of mutual armed protection, In order to 
establish an adequate organization for future peace, it was necessary 
to provide a place which the vanquished as well as the victors could 
accept and occupy with honor. 

So far as the covenant of the League of Nations is an exclusive 
military alliance, explicitly laying down conditions in which a state of 
war would automatically be resumed or initiated, and in which all the 
members of the league would be automatically involved (Art XVI of 
the covenant), the league was, in principle, not an organization for 
strictly peaceful development, but an arrangement to prevent the occur- 
rence of a local war by the menace of a general war to suppress ft. 

Without going more deeply into the nature of the covenant, which 
obliged the members of the league either to engage in war without a 
specific declaration or to declare war in contingent circumstances, it is 
evident that the Government of the United States could not, in con- 
formity with its constitutional obligations, accept unreserved member- 
ship in this alliance, the main purpose of which was to preserve and 
perpetuate the decisions of the supreme council. originally composed 
of 10, and at times of only 3, representatives of the victors In the war. 
Articles X, XI, and XVI, besides other obligations, explicit or implied, 
were seen to be insurmountable barriers to participation in the leagne 
on the part of the United States. Efforts to remove these barriers by 
means of reservations were found to be unavailing, and not only the 
decision of the Senate but the “solemn referendum" invoked in an 
appeal to the electorate definitely determined the abstention of the 
United States from acceptance of the covenant. 


REJECTION OF THE LEAGUE. 


So long as the question of the United States entering the Lengue 
of Nations continues to be pressed, so long will it be necessary to 
remind the people of the United States why that proposal can never 
receive the approval of a united nation unless the covenant is pro- 
foundly altered. Majorities are incalculable, but there will always 
remain in the United States an opposition to the acceptance of obliga- 
tions which the Constitution of the United States does not authorize the 
Government to lay upon the people and to bind upon posterity. 

It has sometimes been assumed and asserted that if other nations 
can participate in such a compact the United States can do so also. 
The primary error in this assumption is that it fails to distinguish 
between a government of delegated and limited powers, like that of the 
United States, and those governments in which the whole volume of 
sovereignty is inherent. The British Parliament may make any law 
it pleases, because, with the King, it is a sovereign body with un- 
limited authority, It was never intended by the founders of the 
American Union that such absolute authority should have any place 
in it. On the contrary, by delegating only certain limited powers 
and reserving all others to the States or to the people—in whom alone 
sovereignty is recognized as residing—it was designed to eliminate all 
absolutism from government: It is one of the chief blessings which 
the American Constitution assures to posterity, that there is in the 
Government of the United States no authority to contract away, in 
the interest of other nations, the lives and the property of American 
citizens in the attempt to settle their quarrels or to prevent them from 
fighting for what they consider their rights, if they choose to do so. 


THE LEAGUE'S COURT. 


Though the United States by a long series of arbitration treaties, 
by the conventions of The Hague, and by its efforts to establish an 
international court of justice, which it was the first nation in the 
world officially to propose, is fully committed to the principle of the 
judicial settlement of disputes, its relation to the so-called Perma- 
nent Court of International Justice established by the League of Na- 
tions can not be properly considered without taking into account the 
connection of that court with the league. 

It is established beyond controversy— 

(1) That the court derives its authority primarily from the cove- 
nant of the league and from legislation by the council and assembly 
of the league, by which its judges are chosen, paid, and constituted 
a court. 

(2) That the statute of the court does not embody the most im- 
portant recommendations of the committee of jurists consulted by 
the league. $ 

(3) That all the nations thus far participating in the court do so, 
without exception, explicitly in the terms of the protocol, as members 
of the league. 

(4) That the covenant of the league, embodying a wholly new 
system of international relations, is the fundamental law for this 
court when the council or assembly seeks its opinion; and 

(5) That the United States can have no part in the election of 
judges unless its representatives sit for that purpose with the coun- 
cil and the assembly—that is, with the league. 

It is therefore at least problematical if the Government of the 
United States can consistently participate in the so-called Perma- 
nent Court of International Justice so long as it retains its present 
exclusive relations to the league and its covenant. 
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THE RELATION OF THE COURT TO PRACE. 


So far as any plan to cooperate with other nations to achieve and 
preserve the peace of the world is concerned, it is clear that the 
league's court has but slight relation to the peace of the world. 
The reasons for this are: 

(1) That the statute of the court does not bind the governments 
to submit any case unless they choose to do 80; 

(2) That not even all the justiciable cases—that is, cases that 
can be settled by law—can be brought before the court by the State 
whose rights are violated ; A 

(3) That there is, therefore, no sure redress through the court 
against the illegal conduct of a State that prefers to decide a dis- 
pute for itself by its superior force; 

*(4) That the condition of international law is at present so in- 
complete that it does not afford the necessary clear rules of action 
by which many important differences can be judicially adjudicated ; 

(5) That the League of Nations has rejected the American pro- 
posal, sustained by its own committee of jurists, for the revision and 
improvement of International law; 

(6) That if strictly legal cases can not be brought to trial by a 
nation that is wronged there is little prospect that cases where great 
national interests are involved which might lead to war will be sub- 
mitted to the court. 

It may therefore be concluded that the pretension that the league's 
court is in any way more of a law court than the permanent tribunal 
of arbitration, In which the United States is a member, or that it 
offers any greater security of peace is entirely Mlusory. To this must 
be added that the covenant of the leagüe, which is a fundamental law 
for the league’s court, in Article XX is accepted as “ abrogating all 
obligations or understanding inter se which are inconsistent with the 
terms thereof,” thus substituting this compact for the rules of inter- 
national law not in harmony with it and making the covenant the 
determining standard. 

THE HAGUR CONFERENCES. 


The two conferences held at The Hague in 1899 and 1907 were 
designed to remedy the uncertainty of international rules of action by 
the gradual embodiment of definite principles of the law of nations in 
formal treaties, which, after their ratification, would bind the ratifying 
governments to observe their provisions. Thus there was begun the 
formation of a corpus juris which in time might result in a system of 
voluntarily accepted rules of action in the light of which a government 
could know in advance what would be judged internationally legal, and 
a court could find a solid basis for declaring the law. 

Unhappily, the temper of the war period caused the equable devel- 
opment of law and judicial adjudication to be disregarded and the 
enforcement of peace by the combination of armed powers was con- 
ceived of as a substitute for law and court decisions, There is in the 
covenant of the League of Nations no provision for the improvement of 
international law and not even any clear mention of it as a binding 
rule. 

The recommendation of the committee of jurists that conferences be 
held for the clarification and extension of international law, to which 
reference has been made as originally an American proposal, was re- 
jected by the council and assembly of the league in legislating upon the 
statute of the court. It Is impossible to escape the inference that, in 
place of the method of improving international law by the conference 
of jurists, it is intended that the court shall be guided by the quasi 
legislation of the council and the assembly, which are merely political 
bodies. When it is asserted that such quasi legislation does not become 
effective unless the members of the league accept it, it requires to be 
recalled that, after all, the council and the assembly, as closed and 
exclusive bodies, are not competent to make international law, which is 
the business of the whole society of sovereign States. 

A SUPERGOVERNMENT. ` 


At this point a fundamental principle of vast consequences comes 
into view: A court which judges without defined and accepted law, 
merely in accordance with its own sense of fitness or the decrees of a 
political body, is in its very nature a supergovernment, for it does 
not merely declare the law, which is the proper business of a court, but 
makes the law by its own unregulated action, 

On the otber hand, a court which bases its decisions upon definite 
rules of action, voluntarily agreed upon or accepted by the litigants, 
has none of the qualities of a supergovernment. In adhering to such a 
court there is no surrender or transfer of a nation’s sovereignty, which 
by its own acceptance of a rule of action has simply expressed the 
sovereign will to observe the law thus agreed upon, 

The problem of enforcement is closely bound up with this distinction. 
To enforce upon a people a law that it has not accepted but which 
is merely the decree of an arbitrary body—especially a court composed 
almost exclusively of foreigners representing various forms of juris- 
prudence—would inevitably, require a strong executive, and even 
armed force. But a judicial declaration of a clear law that has been 
voluntarily accepted and ratified by its own lawmaking body possesses 


a different character. The enforcement of such a law is an obligation 
undertaken by all parties in the yoluntary establishment of the law it 
self. Each nation in this case, whether plaintiff or defendant, is judged 
by its own law and not by an arbitrary or unknown rule, 


THE PROBLEM OF EXECUTION, 


In the last analysis it is the problem of execution which constitutes 
the chief difficulty in any compact for the preservation of peace, what 
ever its nature may be. Will the signatories of a treaty keep faith? 
That is the capital question, 

If they will, it is better to eliminate the forcible execution of a 
treaty and trast to the national honor; for, if the national honor can 
be relied upon, force is superfluous and may as well be dispensed with. 

If, on the other hand, national honor can not be relied upon, and 
military force must be depended upon to enforce international obliga- 
tions, treaties are mere scraps of paper, and covenants also, unless 
there exists somewhere some military force that can, in case of default, 
be made effective, 

It is important In this connection to keep ourselves reminded that a 
nation that will not obey a law or keep a contract it has freely ac- 
cepted will not take the trouble to make war in another's interest, 
where its own interest is not directly involved. A compact to enforce 
peace has therefore no more value from the point of view of honor than 
a compact to keep the peace. It has the additional handicap, when it 
comes to the question of action, that going to war where no national 
interest is directly affected is an expensive and unpopular undertaking, 
and is likely to be postponed as much as possible for shifty reasons. 

We are then forced back to this: That nations that are not ready 
voluntarily to accept and obey just laws can not be depended upon for 
any guaranties of peace. Basing their action solely upon national in- 
terest as they conceive it, and not upon uniform principles of justice, 
national Interest will eventually control and al! pledges will be evaded. 
Each nation, or at most each group of nations, will enforce its own 
peace, but will not sacrifice its own aims for world peace. 

From this we are entitled to conclude that the only hope for the peace 
of the world lies in the growth of the juristic sense and the disposition 
to be governed by law. This marks out the only end for which an 
intelligent internationalism can work, the abolition of war through the 
establishment of law and obedience to it. 

While awaiting this consummation a wise nation will look well to its 
own defense, leaving the unwise nations to learn, through the bitter 
experience from which wisdom proceeds, that justice is the supreme 
interest of mankind. 


TREATIES OF ARBITRATION, 


It is singular that those who insist upon adherence by the United 
States to the so-called Permanent Court of International Justice not 
only overlook the fact that the permanent tribunal of arbitration estab- 
lished by The Hague conventions, as a result of an initiative by the 
American Government, is a law court to the extent that the deyelop- 
ment of international law permits any international court to be, but 
the equally important fact that the United States is bound by a greater 
number of treaties of arbitration than any other great power, and 
through them is pledged to submit to international settlement a wiaer 
and more inclusive class of cases than the statute of the league's court 
requires. So far as cooperation with other nations to achieve and pre- 
nerve the peace of the world has relation to the pacific settlement of 
international disputes, it may be sald with confidence that the United 
States is surpassed by no one of the great powers in its present com- 
mitment to make use of the existing machinery of peace. The coyenant 
of the League of Nations is not more inclusive of differences to be arbl- 
trated than the treaties of the United States with other nations, and it 
does not bind the members to resort to the league's court. The terms 
of the covenant are: “ For the consideration of any such dispute the 
court of arbitration to which the case is referred shall be the court 
agreed on by the parties to the dispute or stipulated in any convention 
existing between them.” (Art. 13, par. 3.) 


III. THe EXTENT TO WHICH THE UNITED STATES SHOULD BE ESTEEMED 
RESPONSIBLE FOR THE PEACE OF THE WORLD. 


A compact to enforce peace by armed power, whatever form it may 
assume, is essentially a participation in the creation of a supergovern- 
ment; for however it may be disguised, the right to impose peace by 
force is by its nature a governmental right. Any form of power that 
undertakes to enforce peace by such means as it deems suitable and 
effective is clearly a government in control over other governments 
and thus a supergovernment. N 

If a government enters into a compact with other governments to 
establish such control, it becomes a participant in the establishment 
of a supergovernment. If, in addition, the operation of that control 
is automatic and does not require the independent decision of the 
participating governments in circumstances that may arise, the par- 
ticipating governments, having transferred their powers of action to 
the mechanism they have helped to create, are themselves subject to the 
automatic action of the supergovernment they have thus established, 
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The setting up of such a power, if it extends over other nations, 
can be justified only by invoking responsibility for universal peace. 
The question therefore arises, How far is any national government 
responsible for the peace of the world? 


NATIONAL RESPONSIBILITY, 


The question is not to be answered by a dogmatic assertion of un- 
limited responsibility. There is in the very nature of responsibility a 
limit to it. There is no responsibility where there is no corresponding 
power of action. No individual and no government or people is respon- 
sible for what can not be controlled. 

A national goyernment may be held responsible for what happens 
within its own jurisdiction and to a certain degree for what is done 
within the radius of its legitimate influence. Prolonged war upon & 
nation’s borders may rightly be suppressed in the interest of its own 
peace, and a government may reasonably be held responsible in the 
general interest of civilization if it permits a permanent state of dis- 
order to exist upon its frontiers. When a territory becomes a seat of 
brigandage and there is no government within its limits to which an 
effectual appeal can be made, and especially when distant governments, 
acting in the interest of their commerce, may feel called upon to inter- 
vene, it becomes the plain duty of a strong government to act in the 
interest of its own peace, as in the case of Cuba; but until recent times 
it has never been suggested that the United States is to be charged 
with the duty of policing the whole world in the interest of world 
peace. It is only under an abnormal stress of emotion produced by the 
horrors of war that such a responsibility has even been imagined. 

There are, it is true, other than purely emotional grounds for trying 
to persuade the American people that they are responsible for the eco- 
nomic distress as well as the peace of other and even distant nations. 
When subjected to analysis, such conceptions as credits, markets, and 
exchange are brought to the surface, and it is thus disclosed that 
behind the appeal to the generosity of our people to make themselves 
responsible and to interyene, economic self-interests which do not think 
it dishonorable to ¢ aw upon the resources of the whole people to 
advance their private schemes of trade are seen to be active. 

In the presence of these efforts to coin into private profits the Ameri- 
can sentiments of humanity, it should never be forgotten that, apart 
from its constitutional limitations, the Government of the United States 
has no charity fund upon which it can draw to aid even the genuinely 
unfortunate nations to purchase American goods. 


RESPONSIBILITY FOR PEACE. 


To establish the responsibility of the United States for the peace of 
the world, it would be necessary to show that the Government of the 
United States is in a position, both by the powers delegated to it and 
the resources at its command, and also by a certain reciprocity of 
obligations, to preserve the world’s peace. There can be no merely 
unilateral obligation. Whatever responsibility for peace there is out- 
side of the conduct and jurisdiction of each nation is evidently a 
divided responsibility. It rests upon all alike, 

What just proportion falls upon the United States? 

One thing is certain: The rest of the world will rigorously hold the 
United States responsible not only for every obligation freely under- 
taken but for much more besides. There are those who would hold the 
United States responsible for the damages done by our artillery in 
France, for interfering with the national interests in the Paris con- 
ference, for the unfortunate results of the peace, and for not liquidat- 
ing the war by a general renunciation of indebtedness. 

How is our obligation to be measured if not by the common standard 
by which other nations measure theirs? What is that standard? 
Primarily it is their interest in their own peace. Why may that not 
be our measure of obligation also? 


THR INTERESTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


We have an interest in peace, but it diminishes directly as the dis- 
tance from any possible scene of strife. Our interest is therefore 
primarily geographical. We are interested, first of all, in the peace of 
the American Hemisphere. We can best preserve it by justice to our 
neighbors, by cooperation with them in all legitimate ways, and ty 
warning off the interference of the rest of the world in American af- 
fairs of a political nature, 

There is, however, another form of interest, It is psychological. We 
have an interest in the friendship of other peoples. This has two 
sources: One is in our own conduct, the other is In their expectations. 
It is not so much from what we have done that we are to expect the 
continuance of the friendship of other nations as from what they desire 
us to do in the future. The moment we have done all that is desired, 
the moment we have allied ourselves too closely with any nation, the 
moment we are too weak to be of help, we shall find that the friendship 
of other nations is for us to seek, and that it does not flow to us 
spontaneously. 

Our supreme interest therefore is to treat all nations with equal 
justice; and that we may do this without fear we must be both free 
and strong. 


OUR BEST COOPERATION, 


As for our cooperation with other nations to achieve and preserve 
the peace of the world we can offer it most effectively not by promises 
but by procedure. We should apply in our foreign relations the prin- 
ciples that baye made us great as a Nation. These are: (1) The 
recognition of inherent rights in States as well as in individuals; (2) 
the establishment of respect for these rights in the form of volun- 
tarily accepted law; (3) the equality of all before the law; (4) a 
court, accessible to all on equal terms, where rights may be defended 
against an aggressor; (5) reliance upon the growth of public opinion 
for the enforcement of court decisions. 

From this statement it would appear that the principal avenue of 
approach for cooperation with other nations would be along the line 
of development of world law. This was in a fair condition of progress 
when in 1914 it was interrupted, as we have seen, by an effort to solve 
the problem of world peace through a political combination supported 
by a wholly imaginary armed power. We have learned that no nation 
has felt prepared actually to use its armed forces, the employment of 
which was contemplated and pledged in the covenant of the League of 
Nations, except for the defense of its own interests or the interests 
of those with whom it was united by a particular alliance; and we 
have seen the conception on which the League of Nations was founded 
transformed by the proposal that only those nations which are by 
their situation in space peculiarly subject to the danger of invasion 
should be expected to give mutual guaranties. This proposal, which 
is still under discussion, is a complete surrender of the idea that the 
United States, for example, is responsible for the peace of Europe. 
It is the distinct assertion of a doctrine of Umited responsibility and 
reciprocal guaranties, 

As the United States is not in a position of danger from its im- 
mediate neighbors and is itself no menace to any of them, its re- 
sponsibility for world peace would seem to be limited to (1) just 
conduct in foreign relations; (2) insistence that foreign intervention 
be excluded from this hemisphere; (3) continuation of the leadership 
which its past has thrust upon it in further developing world law; 
and (4) the free expression of American opinion regarding questions 
of international ethics. If publie opinion is to exert any influence, it 
must be expressed without fear. But only a strong nation will have 
the courage to express with freedom its moral convictions. 


WORLD LAW. 


This last duty may well take the form of an effort to induce the 
League of Nations to permit the league’s court to be transformed into 
a world court and to obtain the continuation of The Hague conferences 
with special reference to the perfecting of international law as a sys- 
tem to be applied by the world court as it is developed. Compulsory 
jurisdiction might perhaps well be suspended until the rules of law 
are more clearly defined, but with the understanding that all strictly 
justiciable questions are to be adjudicated. The world would thus 
have as much peace as it is prepared for and as the great powers 
would permit. 

“As much peace as the world is prepared for and as the great powers 
would permit ''—for there are many possibilities of war in the treaties 
of peace and in the policies of the great powers as well as in the anl- 
mosities of the small ones. 


PARTICIPATION IN COUNCIL, 


There is much room, therefore, for future conciliation. How far 
the United States should participate in any council dealing with 
European peace is a serious problem. Indoubtedly this Government 
should be represented wherever its interests are under discussion, and 
it would be an act of folly to oppose this through any prejudice 
against any consultative body, whatever It might be. It would be 
humiliating to think that the United States could not be represented 
by a spokesman wherever the interests of this country are to be de- 
cided, so long as those interests are real. The discussion of purely 
European matters, however, involves great dangers. To give advice 
is to assume responsibility, and to assume responsibility is to create 
an obligation. After the conference of Paris there should be no need 
of further enlightenment on this subject. 

American interests are everywhere where trade and commerce pene- 
trate. Where there are responsible governments these interests can 
be protected through ordinary diplomatic intercourse, except in cases 
where international combinations are forming and agreements are 
being drawn. There not the unofficial but the official observer should 
be on hand, but with a carefully limited latitude of action. When it 
comes to the weaker nations—the nations that are not dealt with but 
dealt about—there also the United States should always be on the 
spot in the person of a discreet but responsible representative. 

Such are some of the considerations that must be taken into account 
when it is proposed to form a plan for the cooperation of the United 
States with other nations to achieve and preserve the peace of the 
world, No purely subjective scheme will have any value. If a plan 


is to become practicable it must be of a nature to receive general 
support not only by the people and Government of the United States 
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but in other countries also. What should be aimed at is a union of 
wills fer peace. Nor should it be overlooked that no nation is dis- 
posed to act against its own Interest and that national interests are 
not only different but often conflicting. Not only so, nations are com- 
posite personalities, very unequal in their characteristics and aspirations 


as well as in their ideals and their power to realize them. There is 
only one respect In which sovereign states are equal—that is in the 
realm of right and law. There magnitude and power are extraneous. 
The central problem is therefore to extend that realm and to define 
ft. That is the work of conferences; for law in its modern sense is 
not a rule of action imposed by a superior upon an inferior but a 
system of freely accepted rules, to which justice requires a pledge of 
obedience. 

One other consideration should not pass without notice: Cooperation 
is essentially multilateral and reciprocal. It can occur, therefore, only 
where there is a general willingness to cooperate and when the condi 
tions are favorable for cooperation. No plan, even if inherently prac- 
ticable and officially adopted, can become effective until the nations are 
ready to act upon it. Cooperation, therefore, is not merely a form of 
procedure by the United States alone; it is of necessity action in 
association with other nations that are prepared and disposed to act in 
an honorable and effectual manner for the good of all. 


ARTICLE BY HON. HENRY CABOT LODGE ON THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. McCORMICK. I ask unanimous consent to offer for 
the Recoxp, to be printed in S-point type, a very able and 
important article on the Monroe doctrine by the senior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I should like to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from IIlinois and the attention of the 
Senate in general to a resolution adopted by the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing providing for the typographical style of the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. That resolution provides that the 
proceedings of the Senate, including all words spoken in de- 
bate, shall be printed in 8-point type, but that all inserts, 
of whatever character, shall be printed in 6-point leaded; 
in other words, that there shall be some uniformity of typo- 
graphical style in the Recorp, so that the Recoxp may look a 
little less like a four-sheet poster. 

I will add further that under the statute it is fully within 
the authority of the Joint Committee on Printing to regulate 
the appearance of the Recorp, and that without a statute or a 
resolution of some sort duly passed by both branches of 
Congress the action taken by the Joint Committee on Printing 
at the close of the Sixty-seventh Congress may not be over- 
ridden by unanimous consent of a single body of the Congress. 

I shall have to object to the inclusion of the article offered 

by the Senator from Illinois if it is to be printed in 8-point 
type. If it may follow the typographical style established for 
the Recorp of course I shall interpose no objection ; but I wish, 
Mr. President, that all Senators would give attention to the 
pages of the Recorp, note their typographical appearance, and 
note the ease with which any reader can differentiate in the 
Recorp those things which are spoken in debate and those 
things which are inserted as coming from somebody other than 
a Senator, and which properly constitute inserts in the 
RECORD. 
Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, I modify my request, of 
course, conformably with the rule, and note that for the first 
time in some months there is a break in the usual appreciation 
which has distinguished the statesman from New England. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
modified request of the Senator from Illinois? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


One HUNDRED YEARS OF THE MONROE Doctrinsat 


Hexry Canor Loben, Senator from Massachusetts, Chairman 
Committee on Foreign Relations.) 


[Reprinted by permission of Charles Scribner’s Sons, from Scribner's 
Magazine for October, 1923.] 


The celebration of anniversaries has become one of the most fashion- 
able and popular of amusements. There are very few which need to be 
in constant remembrance, but as we are creatures of habit, and slaves 
to the arbitrary divisions of time, we call them up before the glass of 
memory either annually or when the hundredth anniversary is told off 
on the calendar. 

Among these distinguished few we may properly place the Monroe 
doctrine, the hundredth anniversay of which is well worthy of the 
reverence and commemoration not only of the American people but an 
occasion which can not be wisely overlooked by the other nations of 
the world if they can spare a moment for meditation upon its meaning 
and significance. . 


(By 


2 Copyrighted, 1923, by Charles Scribner’s Sons. 


A large literature has gathered about this now famous doctrine, but 
so important is it in meaning and effect that repetition need not be 
feared, for it has reached the stage of historie distinction where it can 
never be amiss to review its history and reiterate its significance. 

Let us recall briefly the period which gave it birth and consider for 
a moment the scene the Monroe doctrine looked upon when it first saw 
the light. It was a world shaken and broken by a war which with 
one brief interval had lasted for 22 years. In its course this war had 
involved the British Empire and ali Europe; it had finally drawn the 
United States into the conflict and had penetrated in some degree into 
every corner of the earth either by sea or by land. It had cost mil- 
lions of lives and vast amounts of money. It had destroyed capital 
and savings to a degree never known before. It had disordered all 
national finances, forced the nations to issues of irredeemable paper, 
seriously diminished the world’s purchasing power, wrecked economic 
conditions, established new ones, and by its conclusion had shattered 
those which it had itself created. Victors and vanquished alike were 
suffering deeply in the years which followed the peace of Vienna and 
Paris. 

The mental condition was as bad as the economic, although not so 
Obvious, because the representation of the great powers was in the 
hands of kings and emperors, of aristocracies and governing classes, 
and the division of the spoils was theirs. But underneath this rib- 
boned and decorated exterior were suffering, poverty, and bitter dis- 
content, to which those in control gave little heed, but which aroused 
Greece to insurrection six years after Waterloo; nine years later 
broke out into the streets of Paris and overthrew the Government; and 
two years after the days of July, 1830, brought England to the edge 
of revolution, which was escaped only by the passage of the reform 
bill. 

All alike, however, the few above and the many below, were agreed 
that there must be peace, and that such a war as had just ended must 
never be permitted to occur again. Those in control of the political 
peace-making machinery were very clear as to the proper means for 
the right solution: Dynasties must be maintained, kings and emperors 
preserved, territories must be parceled out by diplomatists, powers 
balanced, and boundaries arranged by wise persons of the ministerial 
variety. There must be no more efforts for liberty, no popular move- 
ments or governments, no thought ef the people anywhere, and the 
word “ democrat” was to be always a thing of fear and horror, with 
the grim figure of the French Revolution stalking about in the not 
remote background. 

Had it not been for one man, there can be little doubt that the 
peace terms at Vienna, and finally at Paris, would have been worked 
out by the usual process of threatening, arguing, and bargaining, and 
in much the same political form which they ultimately reached. But 
the one man who interfered with the ancient system happened to be 
the Emperor of Russia, Alexander I. He had a tendency to idealism 
and to mysticism, and had cultivated this tendency, which was prob- 
ably genuine. The result was that the Emperor made endless trouble 
for the very practical gentlemen with whom he had to deal by 
schemes for a European confederation and for helping and giving a 
measure of free government to the oppressed populations of Europe, 
excluding, however, Poland, which was to be cherished and cared for 
by himself alone. Time was lost and tempers suffered in overcoming 
and evading the Emperor’s idealism and mysticism. How real they 
were no one can say, but when the test finally came the Emperor 
turned out to be an autocrat, with the views and policy to be ex- 
pected from an autocrat of such political magnitude. The sole interest 
to the rest of the world in 1814 was that he formed a picturesque 
addition to the customary scenery of a Buropean peace conference; 
and to his real or apparent idealism we owe, in a measure at Icast, 
the international agreement which afterwards affected the United 
States and acquired for itself a wide and evil reputation under the 
name of the Holy Alliance. 

The other members of the group which met at Vienna, and subse- 
quently at Paris, to settle the fate of the world are easily disposed 
of, for it is not a little curious that when one comes to study the 
situation closely very few of the people who made such a brilliant 
showing at Vienna and later appear now above the historical horizon 
or are at all remembered. The Emperor of Russia whom I have just 
mentioned was undoubtedly the most conspicuous. The others whose 
names still remain in the general recollection of men as dominating 
the events of 1815, apart, of course, from the Duke of Wellington and 
the other military chiefs, were Talleyrand, Metternich, and Castle- 
reagh. Talleyrand succeeded at Vienna in bringing his country (to 
which his life was devoted), although beaten and crushed to earth, 
back to the position of one of the great powers of Europe. 

Metternich, a man of much less force and ability than Talleyrand, 
but a very able man and quite as unscrupulous as the great Frenchman, 
probably had more to do than anybody else with framing the treaty of 
peace, and surely had a large part later in managing the Holy Alliance 
of the Emperor of Russia. Metternich came to a fitting end as a 
fugitive in 1848. 

The third conspicuous figure is that of Castlereagh, a man of great 
importance at the moment because he represented England. He was 
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not stupid and probably not more brutal or tyrannical than many of 
the men who sympathized with him in his days of power, but he had 
the misfortune to have men of genius hold him up to eternal reproba- 
tion in poetry that lives, just as Shakespeare held up Richard III. 
There is no need to go further. The impression that Byron and Shel- 
ley and Leigh Hunt and other poets and writers of that time have 
made in regard to Castlereagh can never be effaced, and the historians 
and the whiteners labor in vain, Yet we can say in justice that even 
Castlereagh, before his death, had begun to see the dangers of the 
Holy Alliance and took the first steps toward separating England from 
it. Few people realize, knowing the reputation of that combination, 
how simple and attractive it looked in its original form. There was 
signed in Paris on the 26th of September, 1815, by the Emperor of 
Russia, the Emperor of Austria, and the King of Prussia, the following 
agreement: 

“Conformably to the words of the Holy Scriptures, which command 
all men to consider cach other as brethren, the three contracting mon- 
archs will remain united by the bonds of a true and indissoluble frater- 
nity. Considering each other as fellow countrymen, they will on all 
occasions and in all places lend each other ald and assistance; towarg 
their subjects and armies, they will extend a fatherly care and protec- 
tion, leading them (in the same spirit of fraternity with which they are 
themselves animated) to protect religion, peace, and justice.” 

This is the essentlal article. Those I have omitted add nothing. 
Everywhere shines forth the same hypocrisy, the same contradiction of 
what the signers really meant, as in the one I have quoted. Nothing 
could have been fairer on the surface, nothing worse than the inner 
reality and true purpose of this vast falsehood. 

After the establishment of peace the second treaty, that of Paris, 
was signed on November 20, 1815, and on the same day the treaty of 
alliance between Austria, Russia, and Great Britain. Article VI of 
that treaty reads as follows: 

“In order to consolidate the intimate ties which unite the four 
sovereigns for the happiness of the world, the high contracting powers 
have agreed to renew at fixed intervals, either under their own 
auspices or by their representative ministers, meetings consecrated to 
great common objects and the examination of such measures as shall be 
judged most salutary for the peace and prosperity of Europe.” 

The first agreement shows the influence of the idealism with which 
Alexander was amusing himself, and from that agreement came the 
name of the Holy Alliance. The other treaty of alliance, which was 
subsequently made at Paris, included Great Britain and was at least 
free from the religious cant of the prior declaration of the three 
powers. When we read them to-day their avowed purposes seem harm- 
less cnough; the preservation of peace, the maintenance of religion 
and of order by agreement among the great powers. 

So far as the United States was concerned, the attitude of Great 
Britain was the most important element. Disraeli, in his novel 
“Sybil” (Book I, chap. 3), said that from the death of the younger 
Pitt to 1825 “the political history of England is a history of great 
events and little men.” Like all other generalizations, this one is not 
wholly true, for an exception should be made in regard to Canning, 
who rises higher than the general average of English prime ministers 
and towers above his immediate predecessors, the Duke of Portland, 
Mr. Percival, and Lord Liverpool, who successively filled the highest 
place in the Government after the death of Pitt, leaving out, of course, 
the brief ministry of “All the Talents.“ A man very different from 
Disraeli and who has never been accused of being either a wit or a 
humorist, Count Nesselrode, said: “Since Pitt England has been better 
governed by mediocrities than by geniuses.” (See “Life of Canning,” 
by W. Alison Phillips, p. 55.) We can easily believe that Russia ap- 
proved of the mediocrities, but to us the gradual withdrawal of Eng- 
land, despite the “little men“ and the coming of Canning to power, 
were highly significant. On the 12th of August, 1822, Castlereagh com- 
mitted suicide and was succeeded at the foreign office by Canning. 

At the congress of Verona the Duke of Wellington represented Eng- 
land, but under instructions which were sharply restricted. Difficulties 
indeed were gathering fast about the alliance, both in the east and the 
west. Greece was in insurrection and there were Cagrant disorders in 
Italy. The alliance sustained one of the meanest of the Bourbons in 
Naples and another equally contemptible in Spain. It is, however, 
when we reach Spain that we come in touch with the events which 
brought the United States into the field of European polities and within 
range of the Holy Alliance. Spain, with her Bourbon King, was anxious 
for support in suppressing the rebellion of the Spanish-American col- 
onies, To the United States this of course was a question of the 
utmost importance. Apart from the sympathy which we naturally felt 
for the people of the Spanish-American Continent, who were seeking the 
same freedom from Europe which we had won, it was obvious that it 
was a matter of the highest political moment to the United States to 
detach the Spanish-American colonies from their European possessor. 

From 1816 onward the question of the recognition of the Spanish- 
American Republics had been before Congress. In 1819 we made our 
treaty with Spain, which secured to us the Floridas, and Clay’s suc- 
ceeding motion for the recognition of the South American Republics 


was defeated by only a narrow margin. President Monroe, none the 
less, took his time, and it was not until March 8, 1822, that he recom- 
mended recognition, and then Congress made appropriations in May for 
the salaries of ministers to the new Republics. It was a personal vie- 
tory for Clay, and this action was also extremely popular throughout 
the country. The previous years had convinced the American people 
of the importance of securing the release if possible of the South 
American States from Spanish dominion. There had been strong move- 
ments to secure in behalf of Spain the aid of the Holy Alliance in sup- 
pressing the South American insurrections. 

The Emperor of Russia had interfered and expressed vigorous disap- 
proval of any action friendly to independence. His idealistic schemes 
were beginning to fade. Notwithstanding, however, all this opposi- 
tion abroad, the recognition by the United States came, and Alexander 
had to accept it, in sorrow if not in anger. The danger of our action, 
which looks imaginary now, was very real then, although then as now 
there was a serious lack of confidence in our own strength, and among 
certain persons of financial and social importance a queer lurking appre- 
hension of what Europe might do to us—natural perhaps then, Indl- 
crous now. 

The recognition of the Spanish-American Republics brought the ques- 
tion of the relations of the United States to both American Continents, 
to Europe, and to South America very conspicuously to the front of 
the stage. 

On the 17th of July, 1823, Mr. Adams made this entry in bis diary: 

“T told him (Baron Tuyl) specially that we should contest the right 
of Russia to any territorial establishment on this continent and that 
we should assume distinctly the principle that the Américan Continents 
are no longer subjects for any new European colonial establishments.” 

Mr. Charles Francis Adams, the editor of his father’s diary, says In 
a note at this point that this “is the first hint of the policy so well 
known afterwards as the Monroe doctrine.” At that time and for 
two or three weeks afterwards Mr. Adams was engaged in negotia- 
tions with England and Russia for a treaty settling neutral and bel- 
ligerent rights in time of war and also a treaty with Russia as to the 
northwest coast, and this fact must always be remembered by those 
who wish to understand the general situation as it then was. 

Mr. Adams went to Quincy on the 11th of August, 1823, and did not 
return to Washington until the 7th of November. The diary, there- 
fore, contains no entries as to what was happening in Washington 
during that interval of nearly three months, and while he was away 
Canning opened correspondence with Mr. Rush, our minister to Great 
Britain, in regard to combined action by the United States and Great 
Britain with reference to the question of the Spanish Republics. 

In many respects a brilliant man, in all respects a very able man, 
Canning had larger views and a wider vision than any of the com- 
monplace persons who had been governing England, who were all 
Tories of a very narrow kind, and who also had reached a point where 
they were extremely afraid of being jostled or jarred by new ideas. 
Canning had never been a friend of the United States. As Canning's 
biographer, Mr. Phillips, says: “ He reaped in full measure the reward 
of those who do the right thing in the wrong way.” But Canning was 
a man who could learn, he disliked the Holy Alliance, and he was now 
about to do the right thivg, and if he had persisted in his original 
intent he would have done it in the right way. His proposition for 
joint action, addressed to Mr. Rush, contains the following principles 
of the British Government clearly set forth: 

“First. We conceive the recovery of the colonies by Spain to be 
hopeless. 

“Second. We conceive the question of the recognition of them as 
independent States to be one of time and circumstance. 

“Third. We are, however, by no means disposed to throw any im- 
pediment in the way of an arrangement between them and the mother 
country by amicable negotiation. 

“Fourth. We aim not at the possession of any portion of them 
ourselves, 

“Fifth. We could not see any portion of them transferred to any 
other power with indifference.” 

We had already recognized the independence of the Spanish-American 
Republics and there was nothing in the other propositions with which 
we could not at that time agree. Mr. Rush went as far as he could 
under his instructions in dealing with Mr. Canning’s proposals, and 
President Monroe and his administration were, of course, very much 
impressed by them. Fortunately for us the inevitable delays of corre- 
spondence changed the situation through negotiations which Can- 
ning held with France and which relieved him from any anxiety on 
that side, and we did not commit ourselves to Canniug's plan or to any 
alliance or joint action with England. 

It is impossible within the limits of a necessarily brief article to go 
into all the phases of the discussion in the Cabinet, to which Mr. Adams 
returned on November 11, nor is it necessary. The story of the genesis 
of the Monroe doctrine and the most essential parts of the Rush- 
Canning correspondence and of that with Baron Tuyl are all to be 
found in Mr. Worthington Ford’s admirable account of the Genesis of 
the Monroe doctrine,” published in the proceedings of the Massachu- 
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setts Historical Society. in January, 1902. There and in the diary of 
John Quincy Adams, which. is deeply interesting, and in Mr. Calhoun's 
speech in the Senate in 1845, may be found the development of the 
principles. finally embodied In Monroe's, famous: message and an account 
of the discussion in the Cabinet which preceded. it. 

In Mr. Monroe's first: draft of the message he had begun with a de- 
beription of our foreign relations and the condition of the world, in- 
volving Greece und Russia and Spain, which Mr. Adams considered very 
dangerous and calculated to awake unneceSsary alarm, There in the 
diary can be found the gradual change in the tone of the message, the 
statement: of the two propositions which Mr. Adams originated and 
sustained and which Mr. Monroe adopted, that it should be the policy 
of the United States: not to interfere in Europe, with its corollary that 
Europe should not interfere in America, and the further addition that 
the Americas were not to be considered as open to further colonization. 
by any European power. In other words, in the Adams Diary one 
finds formulated the great deciarations of the Monroe doctrine, No 
one could have any wish to diminish the just credit due to President 
Monroe. ‘The doctrine bears his name, and properly, beeause it was he 
who made the declaration in his message and who took the responsi- 
bility: for it, but the principles and policies. of that declaration were the 
work of John Quincy Adams. Let me quote from The Federation, of 


Europe,“ by Mr. William Alison Phillips, who is not an American but an 


Englishman, and free from all prejudice as to American statesmen or 
American parties. He says: 

“In the end it was his (John Quincy Adams's), masterful will that 
prevailed over the irresolution of President Monroe; and the famous 
message to Congress of December 2, 1823, in which the Monroe: doctrine. 
was defined, was essentially his work.” 

Mr. W. P. Cresson; im The European Background of the Monroe 
Doctrine,” says: 

“It was Mr. Adams's temperate views that prevailed in the Cabinet, 
and the final presidential message of December reflected his desires. 
* »In affirming their detachment from European affairs Monroe 
and Adams also placed themselves in direct opposition to the system of 
world congresses which Alexander had sought to establish under the 
auspices of his League of Peace.” 

When the Monroe doctrine was thus formulated and came before the 
world in the President's message, Canning was by no means satisfied. 
The country which he had angered, the country which had then only 
an aggregate population of less than 10,000,000, had suddenly taken 
the bit in its teeth and announced some policies which Canning had 
never contemplated. Especially was he opposed to Mr. Adams's pet 
proposition that the American Continents were not open to any further 
colonization from Europe, which none the less was ended by the Monroe 
declaration. In justice to Canning, however, it must be said that he 
took it all in good part in his pubiic utterances. Great Britain recog- 
nized Colombia and Mexico in December, 1824, and Canning, on De- 
cember 16, 1826, made his famous declaration, which is usually referred 
to as though it preceded the Monroe doctrine instead of coming three 
years after it. What Canning said was this, and it is a sentence which 
may well be remembered, for whether uttered before or after the publi- 
cation of the doctrine the words were very memorable: 

“Contemplating Spain, such as our ancestors had known her, I re- 
solved that if France had Spain, it should not be Spain with the Indies. 
I called the New World into existence to redress the balance of the old.“ 

If Canning could have lived for a century longer, he would have 
marveled indeed at the extent to which his celebrated declaration had 
expanded. 

At the moment the full effect of Mr. Monroe's declaration was not 
comprehended, and it is hardly to be expected that it should have been. 
The message and. its declarations, however, were very popular even at 
the earliest date, and there was another man of vision, not in England 
but in the United States, who said in the Senate, on April 24, 1826, the 
same year which later was to hear the famous statement of Canning: 

“ Sir, I look on the message of December 23 as forming a bright page 
in our history. I will help neither to erase it nor tear it out; nor 
shall it be, by any act of mine, blurred or blotted. It did honor to the 
sagacity of the Government, and I will not diminish that honor. It 
lifted the hopes and gratiied the patriotism of the people. Over those 
hopes I will not bring a mildew, nor will I put that gratified patriotism 
to shame.” 

The far-reaching significance of the Monroe doctrine, if perceptible to 
no one else, was at least clearly seen by Daniel Webster. 

Having now shown the circumstances, of the origin and birth of the 
Monroe doctrine, I will try very briefly to give the principal events in 
its subsequent history. I will begin by quoting the doctrine exactly as 
Monroe stated it. He said; 

In the. discussions to which this interest has given rise and in the 
arrangements by which they may terminate the occasion has been judged 
proper for asserting, as a principle in which the rights and interests of 
the United States-are involved, that the American Continents, by the 
free and independent condition which they have assumed and maintain, 
are henceforth not to be considered as. subjects for future colonization 


by any Europen powers. * We owe it, therefore, to candor 
and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and 
those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt on their 
part to extend thelr system to ang portion of this hemisphere. as dan- 
gerous to our peace and safety. With the existing colonies or dependen- 
cies of any European power we have not interfered and shall not inter- 
fere, But with the governments who have declared their independence 
and maintained it and whose Independence we have, on great consid- 
eration and on just principles, acknowledged we could not view any 
interposition for the purpose of oppressing them or controlling in any 
other manner their destiny by any European power in any other light 
than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the 
United States. * * © Our policy in regard to Europe, which, was 
adopted at an early stage of the wars which. have 80 long agitated. that, 
quarter of the globe, nevertheless remains the same, which is, not to 
interfere in the internal concerns of any of its powers; to consider the 
government de facto as the legitimate government for us; to cultivate 
friendly relations with it, and to preserve those relations by a frank, 
firm, and manly policy, meeting in all instances the just claims of 
every power, submitting to injuries from none. But in regard to those 
continents circumstances are eminently and conspicuously different, 
It is impossible that the allied. powers should extend their political 
system to any portion of either continent without endangering our 
peace and happiness; nor can anyone believe that our southern breth- 
ren, if left to themselves, would adopt it of their own accord. It is 
equally impossible, therefore, that we should behold such interposition 
in any form with indifference.” 

Such was the doctrine. I can not undertake to trace all {ts adyen- 
tures through a century crowded. with events and with vast economic 
and political changes in the relation of the United States both to the 
American Continents and to Europe. It Is sufficient to say here that the 
people, numbering in 1820 less than 10,000,000, had grown in 1920 to 
110,000,000, and that when the result of the great conflict with Ner- 
many was trembling in the balance in 1918 the United States sent to 
Europe 2,000,000 men and had 2,000,000 more soldiers ready to go. 
The New World came in at the crucial moment “to redress the balance 
of the old.” ‘Throughout all these changes the underlying principles 
of the Monroe doctrine haye remained the same, In the administration 
of President Polk, who strongly asserted the Monroe doctrine, it was 
also declared that the doctrine applied to the American Continents in 
war as well as in peace and did not interfere with any extensions of 
territory made by the United States or by any other of the American 
States in Central or South America. There was nothing in the Mon- 
roe doctrine to contradict this proposition, although it was not specifi- 
cally declared, but its necessity was obvious, and the fact that the 
United States extended its territory—for example, by the annexation of 
Texas by popular vote or by the cessions from Mexico after the war 
with that country—no more violated the Monroe doctrine than did the 
war in which Chile, also by conquest, acquired certain territory pre- 
viously belonging to Peru. 

A few years later the question of the Isthmian Canal brought the 
Monroe doctrine forward again in a very marked way in connection 
with the question of the canal route. The result was the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty of 1850, designed to settle our differences with Great 
Britain on that point. 

That treaty was a derogation from the Monroe doctrine by making 
an agreement with Great Britain in regard to the building of an Isth- 
mian Canal. We ought never to have recognized the right of any, 
power or powers outside the American Continents to have part or lot 
in that great undertaking. I do not mean by this to exclude a corpora- 
tion composed of foreigners, in the nature ofa private enterprise, from 
undertaking to construct an Isthmian Canal, but no foreign Govern- 
ment should ever have been permitted to share with the United States 
in this direction upon an equal footing. Very fortunately the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty was never put into practical operation. The yeurs 
passed and it was not until the close of the century, when the Isth- 
mian Canal once more became a practical question, that the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty again assumed importance and was superseded by the, 
second Hay-Pauncefote treaty. Then, the improvident provision of the 
Clayton-Buiwer treaty having perished, the canal was built. by the 
United States alone, following the cession by Panama of the Canal 
Zone, accompanied by a grant of the necessary authority for the con- 
struction of the canal. 

In 1861 England, Spain, and France had various grievances against 
Mexico—England, on account of aggressions upon her subjects and rep- 
resentatives; Spain, because the government of Juarez had refused to 
recognize a treaty made by the Spanish Government with the rival 
faction; and France, for alleged indignities inflicted upon her subjects. 
and for the refusal of Juarez to recognize the Jecker bonds which his 
rival, Miramon, had issued to the amount of fifteen millions. These 
three powers agreed on October 31, 1861, not to seek for themselves in 
the employment of the coercive measures contemplated “ by the present 
convention any acquisition of territory, or any special advantage.“ This 
pledge was kept by Spain and England, who joined with France in 
landing troops at Vera Cruz. Juarez made terms with the first wo 
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and they withdrew, but the Emperor Napoleon had determined to seize 
the country, which he then proceeded to do. 

The French captured the City of Mexico in 1863, after much fighting 
and called an assembly which elected Maximilian of Austria to be Em- 
peror of Mexico. He arrived in 1864 and set up a government which 
was generally recognized by European powers. The United States re- 
fused to join in the intervention and called attention to their tradi- 
tional policy, but, torn as they were by the Civil War, was in no posi- 
tion to take any strong measures for the protection of the Monroe 
doctrine. Tue tone of Seward's dispatches, however, which was weak, 
perhaps necessarily so, began to strengthen, especially after the battles 
of Gettysburg and Vicksburg, and finally the House of Representatives, 
in 1864, voted unanimously that— 

“The Congress of the United States are unwilling by silence to have 
the nations of the world under the impression that they are indifferent 
spectators of the deplorable events now transpiring in the Republic of 
Mexico, and that they, therefore, think fit to declare that it does not 
accord with the policy of the United States to recognize any monarchi- 
cal government erected on the ruins of any republican government in 
Mexico under the auspices of any European power.” 

Even then Seward informed the country and foreign governments 
that this resolution would not alter the policy of the Executive in 
Mexico. Meantime, Spain had made an effort to reconquer San 
Domingo, which failed. In 1865, after the conclusion of the Civil War, 
100,000 American troops were sent to the Texas frontier, and in No- 
vember of that year our minister in Paris was instructed to say to the 
French Government that the “presence and operations of a French 
army in Mexico and its maintenance of an authority there, which 
rested upon force and not the free will of the people of Mexico, is a 
cause of serious concern to the United States—they still regard the 
effort to establish permanently a foreign imperial government in Mexico 
as disallowable and impracticable.” 

In February, 1866, Mr. Seward demanded that the French set a time 
when they would withdraw. The French troops were reluctantly and 
unwillingly withdrawn, but the United States, strong and victorious, 
was very different from the United States fighting a civil war, and 
the French Government was quite conscious of the fact. The Empire 
which had been set up collapsed and the unhappy Maximilian was 
executed. The advantage which France had attempted to take of the 
weakness of the United States owing to the Civil War came thus to a 
miserable end and the Monroe doctrine was fully vindicated. 

On May 31, 1870, in relation to his policy regarding San Domingo, 
President Grant declared: 

“The doctrine formulated by President Monroe has been adhered to 
by all political parties and I now deem it important to assert an 
equally important principle, that hereafter no territory on this conti- 
nent shall be regarded as subject to transfer to European powers.” 

Grant’s declaration was not specifically made in the original Monroe 
doctrine, but it was an obvious and indeed a necessary inference. 

The next case where the Monroe doctrine played a principal part and 
was once more put to a test occurred in 1895. There had been a 
protracted controversy between Venezuela and Great Britain as to the 
boundary between Venezuela and British Guiana. To state the case as 
briefly as possible, Great Britain had been steadily pushing her 
boundary westward and taking in more and more territory which she 
claimed was in dispute. She declined arbitration, which Venezuela had 
asked. For a European power to make slow but steady encroachments 
upon the territory of a South American State under cover of a dis- 
puted claim and to refuse arbitration was in essence as clear a viola- 
tion of the Monroe doctrine as if it had been done with troops and by 
taking possession of American territory as a right of conquest. On 
July 20, 1895, Mr. Olney, then Secretary of State, sent a dispatch to 
Mr. Bayard, our ambassador in London, pressing for a settlement of 
the Venezuelan question because, while the United States had no objec- 
tion to any decision fairly rendered by an arbitral tribunal, the seizure 
of disputed territory in South America by a European power, unless 
the title to that territory was first determined by a judicial tribunal, 
was something not to be tolerated. In the course of this dispatch 
Mr. Olney said: 

“ To-day the United States is practically sovereign on this continent, 
and its fiat is law upon the subjects to which it confines its inter- 
position. 

“All the advantages of this superiority are at once imperiled if the 
principle be admitted that European powers may convert American 
States into colonies or provinces of their own. The principle would 
be eagerly availed of, and every power doing so would immediately 
acquire a base of military operations against us.” 

The despatch, which was a long and very able statement, had no 
result, and President Cleveland thereupon, on December 17, sent in a 
message to Congress, laying before them the situation in Venezuela 
and pointing out that there must be a settlement. After proposing 
an American commission to settle the boundary dispute, he closed his 
message with the following language: 

“In making these recommendations I am fully alive to the responsi- 
bility incurred and keenly realize all the consequences that may follow. 


“I am, nevertheless, firm in my conviction that while it is a grievous 
thing to contemplate the two great English-speaking peoples of the 
world as being otherwise than friendly competitors in the onward 
march of civilization, and strenuous and worthy rivals in all the arts 
of peace, there is no calamity which a great nation can invite which 
equals that which follows a supine submission to wrong and injustice 
and the consequent loss of national self-respect and honor beneath 
which are shielded and defended a people's safety and greatness.” 

The assertion of the Monroe doctrine in this message In the language 
employed by President Cleveland created much excitement at the time. 
The result of the message, however, was an arbitration, and the set- 
tlement by the arbitral tribunal (on which the United States was rep- 
resented by two arbitrators) of the disputed boundary. It is not nec- 
essar? to go into the merits of that decision. The important fact was 
that the boundary controversy was settled by arbitration. The title 
was put beyond dispute. The encroachments of Great Britain ceased 
and Mr. Cleveland's policy prevailed. The President was criticized” 
especially for his language, but the time had come for plain speaking. 
Mr. Cleveland, who was both a strong and a fearless man, spoke very 
plainly, and once and for all it was determined that the United States 
would not permit the seizure of South American territory by any for- 
eign country under the guise of a boundary dispute any more than she 
would permit it by an armed invasion. Again the Monroe doctrine was 
vindicated. 

In 1902 Germany, England, and Italy made a joint demand on 
Venezuela for the payment of their debts, which were large in 
amount, and upon which Venezuela had postponed action. Germany 
and England then sent warships and established a pacific blockade. 
Mr. Hay, our Secretary of State, urged arbitration. Great Britain 
and Italy were willing to come to an understanding, but Germany 
refused. She would not agree that after she took possession of 
territory in order to compel payment of ber debts such possession should 
be guaranteed to be only temporary. On November 18, 1902, an inno- 
cent-looking order was issued to Admiral Dewey, then serving on the 
General Board of the Navy, to proceed to Culebra, Porto Rico, and 
assume command of the fleet, “engaging it in such maneuvers and 
exercises as in your judgment would best advance the interests of the 
service.“ The order went on to give directions about gun pointers” 
and yarious other technical questions, and Dewey went to the fleet 
at Culebra, which was the important fact. Then, as Germany re- 
fused to arbitrate and merely stated that her occupation would be 
temporary, a very uncertain statement, President Roosevelt proceeded 
to act. The story is told in Mr. Thayer’s “Life and Letters of 
John Hay,” and I quote it because it is not possible to improve upon 
it. The story also has the merit of being perfectly and exactly true. 
Mr. Thayer says: 

“President Roosevelt did not shirk the test. Although his action 
has never been officially described, there is no reason now for not 
describing it. 

“One day, when the crisis was at its height, he summoned to the 
White House Doctor Holleben, the German ambassador, and told him 
that unless Germany consented to arbitrate the American squadron 
under Admiral Dewey would be given orders by noon, 10 days later, 
to proceed to the Venezuelan coast and prevent any taking possession 
of Venezuelan territory. Doctor Holleben began to protest that his 
imperial master, having once refused to arbitrate, could not change 
his mind. The President said that he was not arguing the question, 
because arguments had already been gone over until no useful pur- 
pose would be served by repeating them; he was simply giving in- 
formation which the ambassador might think it important to trans- 
mit to Berlin. 

“A week passed in silence. Then Doctor Holleben again called on 
the President, but said nothing of the Venezuelan matter. When he 
rose to go the President asked him about it, and when he stated that 
he had received nothing from his Government the President informed 
him in substance that in view of this fact Admiral Dewey would be 
instructed to sail a day earher than the day he, the President, had 
originally mentioned. Much perturbed, the ambassador protested; the 
President informed him that not a stroke of a pen had been put on 
paper; that if the Emperor would agree to arbitrate, he, the President, 
would heartily praise him for such action, and would treat it as 
taken on German initiative; but that within 48 hours there must be 
an offer to arbitrate or Dewey would sail with the orders indicated. 
Within 30 hours Doctor Holleben returned to the White House and 
announced to President Roosevelt that a dispatch had just come from 
Berlin saying that the Kaiser would arbitrate. Neither Admiral Dewey 
(who with an American fleet was then maneuvering in the West In- 
dies) nor anyone else knew of the step that was to be taken; the naval 
authorities were merely required to be in readiness, but were not told 
for what. 

“On the announcement that Germany had consented to arbitrate 
the President publicly complimented the Kaiser on being so stanch an 
advocate of arbitration.” 

If all this had been generally known at the tinre, Mr. Roosevelt 
might have come in for some of the criticisms which had been leveled 
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at Mr. Cleveland, but it was not known at the time, and nothing 
could have been more effective or more efficient than Mr. Roosevelt's 
action, 

Once more the Monroe doctrine was vindicated. It seemed, indeed, 
to have acquired a certain educational yalue. People in Burope were 
beginning to learn more and more about it. 

A few years later there were rumors, which gradually assumed con- 
erete form, that a Japanese company was organized and preparing to 
take possession of Magdalena Bay on the west coast of southern Call- 
fornia. The Senate asked for information in regard to it, and then a 
resolution, which Senator Root and I drafted, was reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, This resolution was much discussed 
both in open session and behind closed doors, and on the 12th of 
August, 1912, it passed the Senate with a slight amendment. The 
resolution is as follows: 

“ Resolved, That when any harbor or other place in the American 
Continents is so situated that the occupation thereof for naval or 
military purposes might threaten the communications or the safety 
of the United States, the Government of the United States could not 
see, without grave concern, the possession of such harbor or other 
place by any corporation or association which has such a relation to 
another Government not American as to give that Government prac- 
tical power of control for naval or military purposes.“ 

This resolution was spoken of in the press as an extension of the 
Monroe doctrine, which was not quite accurate, because the resolution 
rested on the much older doctrine of self-preservation, which is held 
by all nations. In the days of the Monroe doctrine great commercial 
companies and corporations, so plentiful now, did not exist, and there- 
fore the plans attributed to a Japanese corporation did not come 
within the scope of the doctrine; but under modern conditions the 
same result could be obtained by a corporation taking possession of a 
harbor or port or other place fitted for military or naval establish- 
ments and thus, although the Government did not act directly, the 
same result would be reached. The Magdalena Bay resolution was 
framed to guard against operations of this character carried on through 
a corporation or company. It may be said that this was nothing but 
a resolution of the Senate, but a resolution of the Senate adopted 
by an overwhelming majority was a notice which other nations could 
not overlook, and which, as a matter of fact, they did not overlook. 
By this addition the Monroe doctrine was fortified and strengthened. 

In the first draft of the covenant of the League of Nations there 
was no provision pertaining to the Monroe doctrine, which excited so 
much criticism that Mr. Wilson had the following article inserted: 

“Nothing in this covenant shall be deemed to affect the validity of 
international engagements, such as treaties of crbitration or regional 
understandings like the Monroe doctrine for securing the maintenance 
of peace.” 

When the President explained the second draft of the covenant to 
the Peace Conference in Paris he said, “Article 21 is new,” and that 
was all he said. The statement is both truthful and exact, but not 
particularly illuminating. An explanation was made, however, although 
not by Mr. Wilson. The British delegation took it upon themselves to 
explain article 21 at some length, reviewing its history and meaning, 
I quote the last paragraph, which contains the essential point : 

“In its essence it is consistent with the spirit of the covenant, 
and, indeed, the principles of the league, as expressed in article 10, 
represent the extension to the whole world of the principles of the 
doctrine, while, should any dispute as to the meaning of the latter 
ever rise between the American and European powers, the league is 
there to settle it. 

The explanation of Great Britain apparently received the assent 
of France by a statement made at the time in Le Matin by Mr. 
Lausanne. The British declaration was never withdrawn or modi- 
fied, and as it stands is the official interpretation by Great Britain 
of the provision which has just been quoted. Such being the under- 
standing of Great Britain, accepted by the other signatories of the 
treaty and not denied by Mr, Wilson, who presented the league cove- 
nant to the Paris Conference, it would have left us, if it had not been 
dealt with by the Senate, in a reservation, committed to the British 
interpretation. On March 22, 1920, by a vote of 58 to 22, the Senate 
adopted the following reservation, which is substantially the same 
as the one adopted in the previous November: 

“The United States will not submit to arbitration or to inquiry 
by the assembly or by the council of the League of Nations, provided 
for in said treaty of peace, any questions which in the judgment of 
the United States depend upon or relate to its long-established policy, 
commonly known as the Monroe doctrine; said doctrine is to be in- 
terpreted by the United States alone, and is hereby declared to be 
wholly outisde the jurisdiction of said League of Nations, and en- 
tirely unaffected by any provision contained in the said treaty of 
peace with Germany.” 

This is the last official declaration made in regard to the Monroe 
doctrine, and with marked brevity declares the attitude of the 
United States in regard to it. 


Having thus sketched in the barest outline the origin and history 
of the Monroe doctrine and its subsequent adventures during its 
hundred years of existence, it is only necessary to say a few words 
in regard to it by way of conclusion. In the first place it is to be 
remembered that although the insurrection and independence of the 
Spanish-American colonies were one of the proximate causes of the 
Monroe doctrine in 1823 and that the Holy Alliance“ was another 
proximate cause, neither of them carries the principle or explains 
the character of Monroe's declaration. 

We call it a “doctrine,” but it is a great declaration of the policy 
of the United States. The Holy Alliance died long ago and more than 
a century has passed since the independence of the Spanish-Amcrican 
colonies was recognized, but the Monroe doctrine remains in full force 
and with the same character and meaning which it had when an- 
nounced. In fact, any one who follows the history of the doctrine 
during the last hundred years can not fall to be struck by its steady 
advance in effect, in importance, and in recognition by the world. 
now known to be the settled policy of the United States designed to 
protect its own safety. Through the century that has elapsed ft has 
been, on many occasions, a shield and a defense to the States of 
South America, but that is merely incidental. 

The central dominating fact of the Monroe doctrine is its declaration 
of a policy designed to secure for all time the independence of the 
American Continents and thereby the safety of the United States, 
It is inextricably interwoven with our history. It has promoted the 
peace of the world, saved us from having dangerous neighbors, and 
thereby prevented the necessity of becoming and always being a great 
military power armed to the teeth by land and sea. It has grown with 
the growth and strengthened with the strength of the United States. 
It is now and always has been just as strong as the United States, and 
to-day it has all the force given by the power of a great nation which 
stands behind it. It is not international law, and is no more to be 
disturbed or questioned or interpreted by other nations than are the 
independence of the United States, the Constitution which gave it its 
form of government, or the powers inherent in its sovereignty. 

The application of the doctrine rests with the United States and 
for the security, the peace, and the well-being of the American Conti- 
nents and of the people of the United States it is just as vital, just 
as essential now as when Monroe and Adams formulated it and gave 
it to the world in the presidential message of December 2, 1923, thus 
completing and perfecting the policy laid down by Washington in the 
farewell address, 


ARTICLE BY HON, BURTON K. WHEELER ON RUSSIA. 


Mr. NORRIS. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp an article written by the junior Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. WHEELER] on Russia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


SHALL We Recoenize Russia? 
(By Hon. Burton K. WHEELER, United States Senator from Montana.) 
{From the Locomotive Engineers Journal for December, 1923.] 


Upon returning from a visit to Russia, in order to gain popularity 
with at least a certain class of our citizens, one should condemn every- 
thing Russian, from the autocratic dictatorship of a minority of the 
proletariat that imposes its will upon approximately 150,000,000 people 
to the docility of the humblest peasant that lives upon the plains of the 
vast Republic, knowing but little of bis Government and perhaps caring 
less, as long as he does not have to go to war and his taxes are small. 

Why is it that there has been so much agitation against the recogni- 
tion of the present Russian Government? Can any American truthfully 
say that it is because the Government came into power through the 
medium of a revolution? Hardiy, when we hark back to 1776 and 
listen to the voice of George Washington and the other heroes whom we 
worship for their love of freedom and liberty. Is it because of the fact 
that the members of the Communist Party and the leaders in Russia 
are atheists? Hardly, because we recoguize the unspeakable Turk, who 
for centuries has carried on a warfare against Christianity and merci- 
lessly massacred people upon slight provocation. What, then, is the 
reason for this opposition to the recognition of the Soviet Government? 

OPPOSED TO DICTATORSTIUPS, 

In my judgment, it is because Bolshevism is the first experiment on a 
national scale of Marxian socialism and because a comparatively small 
group of the workers of Russia have attempted to impose their will 
upon the rest of the inhabitants of the country and to put into effect 
Marxian theories, just as in times past a so-called small group of 
royalists imposed their will upon the people of that same country. 

Personally I am opposed to the present form of the Russian Govern- 
ment. I do not believe in a dictatorship of the proletariat; nor do I 
believe in a dictatorship of a small group of royalists or other autocrats 
of any description. One is just as offersive as the other to Americans 


The 


who still believe in the principles of our forefathers, 
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If one is afraid of being called by one word, which in the eyes of 
unthinking people is the epithet of epithets—a “ Bolshevist —or if one 
is afraid of being considered an outcast in some of our social gatherings, 
he should remain a long way from the Russian border or else bitterly 
assail everything Russian when he leaves the country, until such time 
at least as the concession hunters and the former exploiters of the 
Nusslan people are restored to their private estates and guaranteed 
the right again to take advantage of those peasants at the expense of 
world civilization. 

It was because of the chaotic condition of the world in general and 
because of the fact that I believe this country can no longer maintain a 
position of isolation that I felt I owed it to myself as a Member of the 
United States Senate and to the people who honored me by electing me 
to go to Europe and attempt in a short space of time to get at least a 
bird's-eye view of the situation on the Continent. And as Russia em- 
braces approximately one-sixth of the territory of the world, is rich 
in natural resources, and has a population estimated at from one hun- 
dred and thirty to one hundred and seventy: millions of people, I felt 
the necessity of knowing something of that vast Empire—of her people 
and her Government. 

There is hardly an intelligent person who has not absorbed in 
some degree a prejudice for or against the present régime in Russia. 
This is to be expected, for during the last five years the world press 
nus been flooded with propaganda against the communistic experi- 
ment undertaken by the Bolshevists. Part of this propaganda was 
true, and part of it was false. I lay no claim to more wisdom than 
anyone else. I do assert, however, that most of us in our opinions 
are unconsciously guided by our prejudices. When Mrs. Wheeler and 
I went into Russin we were neither locking for concessions from the 
Soviet Government nor were we communists or socialists expecting to 
find a utopian condition prevailing there. We went simply as free 
agents seeking to ascertain at first-hand the real facts. 


CENTURIES OF OPPRESSION IN THE BACKGROUND. 


In order to judge the Russian people it should be understood that 
in the thirteenth century the first great Tartar invasion took place, 
and that the hordes of Jenghiz Khan, the conqueror of China, made 
their first appearance. The Slavic armies were beaten, leaving Rus- 
sin at the merey of the Mongolians, from whom it took that great 
country two centuries to deliver itself. The Russian peasants were 
made miserable slaves, the masses of the people were deprived of all 
feeling of independence, and to-day one can almost see the Tartar 
blood flowing through the veins of the Russians. 

Serfdom was not abolished in Russia until 1861, and since that 
time there has been little attempt upon the part of the royalists to 
educate the peasantry of that vast land. Following the revolution 
and counter-revolution in Russia, as in France, the autocratic rule of 
the Czar being destroyed, there arose a new tyranny, this time an 
oligarchy, by whose authority those who disagreed with the people 
in power were imprisoned or killed, and Russia was turned into a 
slaughterhouse. It became necessary in Russia, as in France, that 
the revolutionary government should resort to harsh measures. The 
people were suspicious of one another, as they are to a large extent 
to-day. 

One can hardly appreciate the suffering those millions of people 

have endured unless he is privileged to go to Russia to see the marks 
that are left upon the faces of those who have survived, to hear the 
stories first-hand, and to look upon the pictures that were taken 
of the starving people in the famine areas. 
Y That famine was to a large extent brought about by the White 
armies which were financed by the Allies. I say this because when the 
White armies traveled over vast areas they confiscated the wheat, 
cattle, and horses which had been laid aside by the peasants to 
provide against droughts, and what they did not appropriate the Red 
armies did, as they drove the White armies back over the same 
territory. ‘Then followed the drought and the starving of thousands 
upon thousands of peasants; and we wonder why there is a feeling 
of resentment and distrust toward us and why the soviets ‘scoff at 
the idea of Christianity when they see such action on the part of 
people who call themselves Christians. 


THE MOST STABLE GOVERNMENT IN EUROPE. 


He who goes to Russia to-day expecting to find an ideal common- 
wealth functioning smoothly along the lines of what we in the United 
States call up-to-date civilization will be disappointed; furthermore, 
if he goes there with the idea of beholding a reign of terror, religion 
eliminated from the social order, the machinery of industry and com- 
merce discarded’ and thrown into a scrap pile, and the people on the 
verge of revolt, he Will have to revise his opinions. The naked. facts, 
stripped of class prejudice and the coloring of financial interests, are 
these: There is no reign of terror; no persecution of religion; the 
machinery of commerce and industry is slowly but surely beginning to 
function; the common people are contented; and the Soviet Govern- 
ment is there to stuy, although there is to be seen on every hand 
evidence of the wreck caused by the revolution and the uprooting of 


an established system. The Government, however, has practically 
abandoned the communistic theory as unworkable, and the machinery 
of capitalism is being restored as rapidly as the extremists of the 
Communist Party will allow. We must remember that Russia has 
political as well as economic problems to solve. 


The Soviet Government of Russia is the most stable government — 


in Europe to-day. For five years it has successfully resisted all the 
efforts of counter-revolutionists and three successive armed invasions 
by outside powers. The Red army, now numbering some 600,000, is well 
equipped, efficient, and entirely loyal. No force from within has a 
chance to overthrow the present régime, and it is doubtful in the ight 
of past experience whether an outside power is likely to attempt it 
again. The rank and file of the people are satisfied with the results 
of the revolution, The government, as now administered, is Infinitely 
better than that of the Czar, and no one wants to return to the old 
system. 

As to Lenin, the whole nation has absolute confidence in him. He 
is their Moses. The fact that they have been wandering in the wilder- 
ness with the world arrayed against them does not shake their con- 
fidence in their leader. In this connection I want to say that the 
attempt of outside nations to interfere in the internal affairs of 
Russia and to dictate the kind of government she should establish has 4 
tended to strengthen the hands of the leaders. There is more gen- 
uine patriotism in Russia to-day than in any other European country. 
From the Black Sea to the Arctic Ocean and from Poland to Vladi- 
vostok, Russia is a united nation. 

RELIGIOUS FREEDOM PROTECTED BY GOVERNMENT. 

While the Greek Church—the church of the Empire—has been dena- 
tionalized, all religious sects are welcome and accorded full freedom 
of worship. There bas been no persecution of religion, as reported in 
the American press. The recent conviction and execution of a Polish 
priest and the imprisonment of others for treason had no connection 
with their religion or other religious functions. They received the 
same treatment as have others who have been found guilty of plotting 
against the Government. 

The Russian people are intensely religious, and no government 
would openly dare attempt to carry on a persecution of the leaders 
of the church because of their religious faith and customs. The 
agitation by the young Communist Party has aroused an interest in 
religion such as Russia has not seen for a long period of time. True 
religion has always been strengthened by propaganda against it, and 
it has nothing to fear from the atheist. If the church falls, it will be 
only because it ceases to teach and practice the. doctrines of Jesus 
Christ. ; 

GOVERNMENT BRINGS PROSPERITY TO PEASANTS, 


The peasants, the agricultural population, which constitutes by far 
the larger portion of the 150,000,000 inhabitants of Russia, take very 
little interest in the science of government. They have never before 
had any incentive to take part in ruling themselves. For centuries they 
have been fighting for the right to the land they occupy.. They have it 
now. At first the communist government owned all the land and de- 
manded all the products except those required by the peasant and his 
family: This did not work. The land is now leased to the peasants 
for 99 years—a virtual title in fee. For this they pay an annual rental 
amounting to a small tax. The political problem has thus been solved 
so far as two-thirds of the population is concerned. The Russian 
peasant is 100 years behind the American farmer. This is due to a 
lack of education. Just now the Russian peasants are working without 
adequate horse power, and they also lack the ordinary farm stock, which 
was destroyed during the war or absorbed in sustaining the army of 
defense. In spite of all the suffering which they have endured and the 
present handicaps, the peasants seem to be happy, because they have 
hope for the future. 

MORE PROGRESS IN 5 YEARS THAN 50 YEARS OF CZARIST RULB. 

It is my opinion that within a few years the capitalistic system will 
be wholly restored, with the exception of the operation of publie utili- 
ties, rallroads, and the larger trusts. Notwithstanding the attempt to 
establish a communistic order following the revolution—an attempt 
which upset the whole industrial and commercial machinery—the Rus- 
sian nation has made greater advance in the last five years than it made 
during a half century under the Czar. The Government is attempting 
to eliminate graft in the administration of its affairs, and honesty is 
enforced by military methods. Education is receiving more attention 
than formerly, and when the Soviet Government is recognized I have no 
doubt but that the country will achieve the highest possible success 
along this line. The half million soldiers have been taught to read and 
write, and public education is being promoted as rapidly as cireum- 
stances will permit. As yet there is no freedom of speech or of the 
press. This does not mean that Lenin and Trotzky are ruling with 
the mailed fist, but until outside pressure is released, until outside na- 
tions cease assisting the enemies of the Government, both within and 
without Russia, these measures of self-protection must be maintained. 

In a political sense, the fact that 16 foreign nations now have diplo- 
matic and trade relations with Russia is regarded as an indication that 
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mutually beneficial agreements between the Soviet Government and 
other nations are actualities. This could not be the case if all the 
reports circulated as to confiscation of property and repudiation of 
contracts were correct. The nations having such agreements with 
Russia are Great Britain, Italy, Germany, Austria, Norway, Poland, 
Sweden, Denmark, Esthonia, Lithuania, Latvia, Finland, Persia, Turkey, 
China, and Afghanistan, 
RECOGNITION A CHRISTIAN DUTY. 

In conclusion let me say that I favor recognizing Russia, because I 
believe it is to our economic interest to do so. I further believe that 
we as a Christian people who are interested in the welfare of 150,000,- 
000 people should indorse this proposal. To isolate the Soviet Republic 
and attempt to prevent its people from buying food supplies or to make 
it difficult for them to do so is little less than criminal. The sooner 
America recognizes Russia the sooner educational, economié, and po- 
litical achievements will go forward hand in hand, and Russia will 
finally become one of the leading nations of the world. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. DIAL: 

A bill (S. 576) for the relief of George J. Hunter; to the 
Committee on Claims. p 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 577) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
M. Wells; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 578) to correct the military record of Thomas H. 
Nolley (with accompanying pepers); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 

A bill (S. 579) granting a pension to Emma K. Holbrook; 


and 

A bill (S. 580) granting a pension to James Duffy; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 581) for the relief of the Flathead Nation of In- 
dians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

A bill (S. 582) for the exchange of lands adjacent to na- 
tional forests in Montana; to the Committee on Publie Lands 
and Surveys. ‘ 

By Mr. GERRY: 

A bill (S. 583) granting a pension to Sarah Emma Garvin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

A bill (S. 584) for the relief of Thomas F. Sutton; 

A bill (S. 585) for the relief of Mary F. Spaight; 

A bill (S. 586) for the relief of Elizabeth Tabele; 

A bill (S. 587) for the relief of Thomas A. Tabele; 

A bill (S. 588) for the relief of Daniel A. Spaight; and 

A bill (S. 589) for the relief of James Moran; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEORGE: 

A bill (S. 590) to amend the tariff act of 1922 by placing 
ammonium sulphate on the free list; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 591) for the relief of J. Block & Co.; 

A bill (S. 592) for the relief of the estate of Lemuel Thomas, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 593) for the relief of the United Dredging Co.; and 

A bill (S. 594) for the relief of Wynona A. Dixon; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CARAWAY: 

A bill (S. 595) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 


Ross; 

A bill (S. 596) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. M. B. 
Jackman ; 

A bill (S. 597) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Cook ; 

A bill (S. 598) granting an increase of pension to C. W. 
Kerlee; and 

A bill (S. 599) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Lilley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 600) to provide for the disposal of vessels held by 
the United States Shipping Board; 

A bill (S. 601) to permit the city of Fort Smith, Sebastian 
County, Ark., to erect or cause to be erected a dam across the 
Poteau River; 

A bill (S. 602) to revive and to reenact an act entitled “An 
act granting the consent of Congress for the construction of a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Arkansas River be- 
tween the cities of Little Rock and Argenta, Ark.,” approved 
October 6, 1917; 

A bill (S. 603) to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
across the White River at or near the town of Des Are, Ark.; 


A bill (S. 604) to authorize the construction, maintenance, 
and operation of a bridge across the St. Francis River, near 
St. Francis, Ark. (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 605) for the relief of Obadiah Simpson; 

A bill (S. 606) for the relief of Orin Thornton; and 

A bill (S. 607) to authorize the Secretary of War to release 
the Kansas City & Memphis Railroad & Bridge Co. from 
reconstructing its highway and approaches across its bridge 
at Memphis, Tenn.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 608) for the relief of James E. Fitzgerald; 

A bill (S. 609) for the relief of Carl L. Moore; 

A bill (S. 610) for the relief of Robert L. Martin; 

A bill (S. 611) for the relief of Paul B. Belding; 

A bill (S. 612) for the relief of the Interstate Grocer Co.; 

A bill (S. 613) for the relief of Mrs. H. J. Munda; 

A bill (8. 614) for the relief of James Rowland; and 

A bill (S. 615) for the relief of Grover Ashley; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 616) prohibiting the intermarriage of the Negro and 
Caucasian races in the District of Columbia and the residence 
in the District of Columbia of members of those races so inter- 
marrying outside the boundaries of the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, and providing penalties for the viola- 
tion of this act; and 

A bill (S. 617) relating to hotel charges in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 618) to authorize the payment of 50 per cent of the 
proceeds arising from the sale of timber from the national 
forest reseryes in the State of Arkansas to the promotion of 
agriculture, domestic economy, animal husbandry, and dairying 
within the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 619) for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a publie building at El Dorado, Ark.; and 

A bill (S. 620) to convey to the Big Rock Stone & Construc- 
tion Co. a portion of the hospital reservation of United States 
Veterans’ Hospital No. 78 (Fort Logan H. Roots), in the State 
of Arkansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 621) authorizing local drainage districts to drain 
certain public lands in the State of Arkansas, counties of 
Greene and Craighead, and subjecting said lands to taxation; 

A bill (S. 622) granting to certain claimants the preferential 
right to purchase certain alleged public lands in the State of 
Arkansas, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 623) for the relief of C. M. Reives; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 624) to amend the practice and procedure in Fed- 
eral courts, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 

A bill (S. 625) authorizing Independence County, Ark., to 
construct a bridge across the White River at or near Bates- 
ville, Ark.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 626) to prevent the sale of cotton and grain in 
future markets; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 627) to authorize the National Society United 
States Daughters of 1812 to place a bronze tablet on the 
Francis Scott Key Bridge; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 628) to authorize the Commissioner of Patents to 
investigate the extension of a patent issued to Earnest W. Ladd, 
Hunter Arnold, William H. Rohrer, Harry L. Wheatley, B. M. 
Quinn, and Thomas J. Farrar; to the Committee on Patents. 

A bill (S. 629) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Fredericksburg, Va., one German cannon or field- 
piece ; 

A bill (S. 630) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Bristol, Va., one cannon; 

A bill (S. 631) to loan to the College of William and Mary, 
in Virginia, two of the cannon surrendered by the British at 
Yorktown on October 19, 1781; 

A bill (S. 632) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the William R. Terry Chapter, Daughters of the Confederacy, 
city of Bedford, Bedford County, Va., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 633) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the State Normal School of Virginia, located at East Rad- 
ford, Va., one cannon or fieldpiece ; 

A bill (S. 634) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the town of Schoolfield, county of Pittsylvania, Va., one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; and 

A bill (S. 635) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the Sandy Point Civic League, of Tettington, Va., one cannon 
or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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A bill (S. 636) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Elder; 
A bill (S. 637) granting an increase of pension to Richard H. 
Atkinson; 

A bill (S. 688) granting a pension to Lillian M. Woodard; 


and 

A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Anna R. Little; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 640) providing for the cession to the State of 
Virginia of sovereignty over a tract of land located at Battery 
Cove, near Alexandria, Va., and for the conveyance thereof by 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and 

A bill (S. 641) to establish a national park in the State of 
Virginia; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 642) for the relief of C. Pateras & Sons and 
©. Lemos, owners of the Greek steamship Constantinos Pateras ; 

A bill (S. 648) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Pamunkey Ferry Co. to construct a bridge across the Pamunkey 
River, in Virginia; and 

A bill (S, 644) for the improvement of channel connecting 
the deep waters in James River with Hampton Roads, Va., and 
for the modification of the existing project for the improvement 
of said channel; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 645) for the relief of the widows of certain officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Navy; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 646) for the relief of Ethel Williams; 

A bill (S. 647) for the relief of S. C. Davis; 

A bill (S. 648) for the relief of Janie Beasley Glisson; and 

A bill (S. 649) for the relief of Major Allen M. Burdett; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 650) granting a pension to Fanny DeRussy Hoyle; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 651) making eligible for retirement, under certain 
conditions, officers of the United States Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps, other than officers of the regular forces, who incurred 
physical disability in line of duty while in the service of the 
United States during war; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 652) granting an increase of pension to Jess 
Musgrave; 

A bill (S. 653) granting an increase of pension to James 
Forsyth Harrison ; 

A bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Gilbert Rice; 

A bill (S. 655) granting a pension to Harry H. Carder; and 

A bill (S. 656) granting a pension to Martha J. Rolfe; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 657) to pension soldiers who were in the military 
service during Indian wars and disturbances, and the widows, 
minors, and helpless children of such soldiers; to increase the 
pensions of Indian war survivors and widows, and to amend 
section 2 of the act of March 4, 1917; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 658) authorizing the Postmaster General to in- 
vestigate and adjust claims for additional compensation arising 
out of contracts for star-route, screen-wagon, and other vehicle 
service entered into prior to June 30, 1919; to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 659) for the relief of the estate of John Scowcroft ; 

A bill (S. 660) for the relief of the Ogden Chamber of Com- 
merce; and 

A bill (S. 661) for the relief of Charles Hurst; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 662) to protect the name and insignia of the 
peers War organizations; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

A bill (S. 663) to repeal section 2458, and to amend sections 
2450, 2451, and 2456, Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (S. 664) to facilitate the use of and settlement upon 
the public lands of the United States through the improve- 
ment, construction, and maintenance of public roads, and for 
other purposes; 

A Mil (S. 665) to amend section 13, chapter 431, of an act 
approved June 25, 1910 (36 S. L. p. 855), so as to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to issue trust and final patents 
on lands withdrawn or classified as power or reservoir sites, 
with a reservation of the right of the United States or its per- 
mittees to enter upon and use any part of such land for reser- 
voir or power-site purposes: 

A bill (S. 666) to authorize the leasing of public lands in 
the Territory of Alaska for grazing and fur-farming pur- 
poses ; 
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A bill (S. 667) granting to the State of Utah the Fort 
3 Reservation for its use as a branch agricultural col- 
ege; 

A bill (S. 668) to establish the Utah National Park in the 
State of Utah; 

A bill (S. 669) to provide, without expenditure of Federal 
funds, the opportuities of the people to acquire rural homes, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 670) authorizing the Strawberry Valley High Line 
Canal Co. to purchase the West Mountain lands; 

A bill (S. 671) further to assure title to lands granted the 
several States in place in aid of public schools; and 

A bill (S. 672) for the relief of certain persons, their heirs 
or assigns, who heretofore relinquished lands inside national 
forests to the United States; to the Committee on Public Lands 
and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 673) to authorize the appropriation of $50,000 for 
the erection of a public building at Nephi, Utah; 

A bill (S. 674) to increase the cost of public building at 
Eureka, Utah; 

A bill (S. 675) for the purchase of a post-office site at Mount 
Pleasant, Utah; 

A bill (S. 676) for the purchase of a post-office site at 
Tremonton, Utah; 

A bill (S. 677) for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a public building at St. George, Utah; 

A bill (S. 678) for the purchase of a post-office site at Cedar 
City, Utah; 

A bill (S. 679) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Bingham Canyon, 
Utah; 

A bill (S. 680) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Price, Utah; 

A bill (S. 681) to increase the cost of the publie building 
at Vernal, Utah; and 

A bill (S. 682) fixing the site and authorizing plans and 
estimates to be prepared for an office building for the General 
Accounting Office of the United States; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 683) to provide for the payment of charges in- 
curred in transportation of standard silver dollars; and 

A bill (S. 684) to authorize the coinage of 50-cent pieces 
in commemoration of the commencement on June 18, 1923, of 
the work of carving on Stone Mountain, in the State of Georgia, 
a monument to the valor of the soldiers of the South, which 
was the inspiration of their sons and daughters and grand- 
sons and granddaughters in the Spanish-American and Worid 
Wars, and in memory of Warren G. Harding, President of 
the United States of America, in whose administration the 
work was begun; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 685) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce to 
sell certain department publications and to provide for credit- 
ing the department’s printing allotment with the proceeds; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

A bill (S. 686) to amend section 8 of the act approved Feb- 
ruary 28, 1891 (26 Stat. L. p. 794), pertaining to leasing Indian 
lands; and 

A bill (S. 687) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the adjudication and 
payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,’ ap- 
proved January 11, 1915"; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

A bill (S. 688) to amend section 1 of the act approved July 
17, 1916, known as the Federal farm loan act, so as to provide 
for the payment of the expenses of the Federal Farm Loan 
Board and employees by the Federal land banks and joint- 
stock land banks; 

A bill (S. 689) to amend section 26 of the act appreved July 
17, 1916, known as the Federal farm loan act; and 

A bill (S. 690) to repeal section 16 of the act of Congress 
approved July 17, 1916, known as the Federal farm loan act; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 691) for the relief of the widow of Capt. Ben- 
jamin D. Cotter; to the Committee on Claims. é 

A bill (S. 692) granting a pension to Ida M. Stewart; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRELD: 

A bill (S. 693) to establish a term of the United States cir- 
cuit court of appeals at Oklahoma City, Okla.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEYES: 

A bill (S. 694) to provide for the world-wide extension of 
education by the cooperation of national governments; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 
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A bill (S. 695) granting a pension to Mary E. Bassett; to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. COUZENS: 

A bill (S. 696) authorizing and directing the Treasurer of 
the United States to convey certain land in section 21, Huron 
County, Mich., to the Pointe Aux Barques Resort Associa- 
tion; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 697) providing for the disposal of certain lands on 
Crooked and Pickerel Lakes, Mich., and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys: 

A bill (S. 698) for the relief of the Great Lakes Engineering 
Works; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. KENDRICK: 

A bill (S. 699) authorizing the addition of certain lands to 
the Medicine Bow National Forest, Wyo., and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 700) for the relief of George Stoll and the heirs of 
Charles P. Regan, Marshall Turley, Edward Lannigan, James 
Manley, and John Hunter; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 701) granting a pension to Thomas Fife; and 

A bill (S. 702) granting a pension to Mary Jordan; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHIPPS: 

A bill (S. 703) making an adjustment of certain accounts 
between the United States and the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FERRIS: 

A bill (S. 704) granting a pension to Ann E. Kennedy; 

A bill, (S. 705) granting a pension to Catherine D. Bauerly; 

A bill (S. 706) granting a pension to Francena Cressy; and 

A bill (S. 707) granting a pension to Ernest Oties Rose (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 708) for the relief of various owners of vessels and 
cargoes damaged by the U. S. S. Lamberton; and 

A bill (S. 709) for the relief of the Commercial Pacific Cable 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 710) for the relief of Charles A. Davenport (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 711) for the relief of Frank Topping and others 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 712) granting an increase of pension to John Hiet 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 718) granting a pension to James H. Pipes (with 
an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 714) granting an increase of pension to Phebe S. 
Riley (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 715) granting an increase of pension to Fermon L. 
Botkin (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 716) granting a pension to Carra Belle Jacobs 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 717) granting an increase of pension to Emma G. 
Walker (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 718) granting a pension to Martha Ann Cook 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 719) granting a pension to Eliza Dunn Minard 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S: 720) granting a pension to Claude H. Johnson 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 721) granting a pension to William McClure (with 
an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 722) granting a pension to Kate Lamaster (with 
an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 723) for the relief of Benjamin F. Burch (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 724) to provide home care for dependent children; 
and 

A bill (S. 725) to regulate the practice of osteopathy in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A bill (S. 726) to quiet the title to lands within Pueblo 
Indian land grants, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill introduced by the Senator from New Mexico will be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I desire to suggest that, as 
I understand, the bill relates to a public-Iland matter rather 
than to Indian affairs, and that an identical bill was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys and acted on 
at- the last session. Personally, I know nothing about the 
matter other than that. 


Mr. SMOOT. IT will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
a similar bill, during the last Congress, was referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands and Surveys. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands and Surveys? 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, this bill relates entirely to 
titles to public lands, The Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys of the Senate held hearings on a similar bill at the last 
session of Congress for some two months. Asa result of those 
hearings a bill, which, as I have stated, is identical with the one 
which I have just introduced, was unanimously passed by the 
Senate. It seems to me that the Committee on Public Lands 
and Surveys Is the proper committee to assume jurisdiction of 
questions involving titles to land. There is no question em- 
braced in the bill involving any policy so far as the Indians are 
concerned, but the question involved is entirely one as to the 
quieting of titles to lands which are located within Indian land 
grants over which there is a controversy. I ask that the bill 
may be referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill introduced by the Senator from New Mexico will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 

A bill (S. 727) to provide for the protection and development 
of the lower Colorado River Basin; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 728) to amend section 6 of an ect entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 5, 1920; and 

A bill (S. 729) to amend section 4132 of the Revised Statutes 
and to repeal an act approved August 18, 1914, entitled “An 
act to provide for the admission of foreign-built ships to Ameri- 
can registry for the foreign trade, and for other purposes”; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 730) granting a pension to Henry Stockford (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 731) granting a pension to James Mullin (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 732) for the relief of the Alaska Steamship Co.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 733) to authorize the construction of a highway 
bridge over the Hudson River at Poughkeepsie, N. V.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STANFIELD: 

A bill (S. 734) to authorize the county of Multnomah, Oreg., 
to construct a bridge and approaches thereto across the Wil- 
lamette River in the city of Portland, Oreg., to replace the 
present Burnside Street bridge in said city of Portland; and 
also to authorize said county of Multnomah to construct a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Willamette River in 
said city of Portland, in the vicinity of Ross Island; and 

A bill (S. 735) to authorize the county of Multnomah, Oreg., 
to construct a bridge and approaches thereto across the Wil- 
lamette River in the city of Portland, Oreg., in the vicinity of 
the present site of the Selwood Ferry; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 736) to amend the law relating to taxation in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

A bill (S. 787) granting a pension to Jane W. Smith; 

A bill (S. 738) granting a pension to Harriet A. Callaway; 

A bill (S. 739) granting a pension to John Climer; and 

A bill (S. 740) granting a pension to Richard M. Cooper; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 741) to establish an interstate marketing system, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BROOKHART: ; 

A bill (S. 742) to relieve unemployment among civilian 
workers of the Government, to remove the financial incentives 
to war, to stabilize production in Federal industrial plants, to 
promote the economical and efficient operation of these plants, 
and for other pu 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To what committee does 
the Senator from Iowa desire to have the bill referred? 

Mr. BROOKHART. As the bill relates to military matters, 
perhaps it had best be referred to the Committee on Milltary 
Affairs. 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


147 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection 
the bill will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKHART: 

A bill (S. 743) to amend the war risk insurance act and 
the rehabilitation act with amendments prior to the passage 
of this act, extending all of the provisions of this act to all 
disabled veterans of all wars of the United States and to their 
dependents; and 

A bill (S. 744) amending section 230 of the revenue act of 
1921; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 745) to amend the interstate commerce act and 
the transportation act, 1920, as amended; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (S. 746) providing for the develop- 
ment of hydroelectric energy at Great Falls. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the bill will be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. NORRIS. I presume the bill ought to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It has been suggested, however, 
that it should go to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and I am perfectly willing that it should go to that committee, 
although it provides for the building of dams by the War De- 
partment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In accordance with the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska, the bill will be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] 
suggests that heretofore similar bills have been referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is my recollection. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is perfectly agreeable to me that the bill 
should be so referred. I should like to inquire, however, of 
the Senator from New York what is his desire as to the refer- 
ence of the bill? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iam willing to follow the suggestion of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. Then, Mr. President, I ask that the bill may 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the bill will be so referred. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 747) for the relief of Joseph F. Becker; 

A bill (S. 748) for the relief of Moses Y. Starbuck; and 

A bill (S. 749) for the relief of Warren C. Hodgkins; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 750) granting a pension to Roy Scherich; 

A bill (S. 751) granting a pension to Indiana Fleisher ; 

A bill (S. 752) granting an increase of pension to Rosalthe L. 
Warner; and 

A bill (S. 753) granting a pension to John W. Genung; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 754) for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a post-cflice building thereon at Fort Lauderdale, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 755) for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a post-office building thereon at Plant City, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 756) for the purchase of a site and erection of a 
post-office building thereon at Winterhaven, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 757) for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
post-office building thereon at Bradentown, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 758) for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
post-office building thereon at Arcadia, Fla.; and 

A bill (S. 759) to enlarge, extend, and remodel the publie 
building at Tampa, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 760) for the relief of Edward B. Eppes; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 761) for the relief of Lewis G. Norton; to the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 762) for the relief of the Link-Belt Co., of Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 763) for the relief of G. T. and W. B. Hastings, 
partners, trading as Hastings Bros.; 

A bill (S. 764) for the relief of J. W. Hogg; 

A bill (S. 765) for the relief of Tom Henderson: 

A bill (S. 766) for the relief of Louis A. Hogue; 

A bill (S. 767) for the relief of the Fred E. Jones Dredging 


A bin (S. 768) for the relief of the Fred E. Jones Dredging 
A bin (S. 769) for the relief of J. U. Addenbrook’s Sons, Inc.; 


A bill (S. 770) for the relief of William Howard May, ex- 
marshal of the Canal Zone; William K. Jackson, ex-district 


attorney of the Canal Zone; and John H. McLean, ex-paymaster 

of the Panama Canal, now deceased ; ’ 

eo 85 (S. 771) for the relief of the Northern Transporta- 
on Co.; 

A bill (S. 772) for the relief of Picton Steamship Co. (Ltd.), 
owners of the British steamship Picton; 

A bill (S. 773) to extend the benefits of the employers’ lia- 
bility act of September 7, 1916, to Harry Simpson; 

A bill (S. 774) for the relief of Frank L. Smith; 

A bill (S. 775) for the relief of the Southern 
tion Co.; 

A bill (S. 776) for the relief of the Southern 
tion Co.; 

A bill (S. 777) for the relief of the Lloyd Mediterraneo So- 
cieta Italiana di Navigazione, owners of the Italian steamer 
Titania; 

A bill (S. 778) for the relief of Walter S. Warner; 

A bill (S. 779) to extend the benefits of the employers’ lla- 
bility act of September 7, 1916, to James Robert Allen; 

A bill (S. 780) for the relief of F. J. Andrews; 

A bill (S. 781) for the relief of the Arundel Sand & Gravel 


Transporta- 
Transporta- 


A bill (S. 782) for the relief of Th. 
the bark Bennestvet ; 

A bill (S. 783) for the relief of Joseph M. Clark & Co.; 

A bill (S. 784) for the relief of Gaetano Davide Olivari 
fu Fortunato as managing owner of the Italian bark Doris; 
en bill (S. 785) for the relief of the Eastern Transportation 

A bill (S. 786) for the relief of Richard J. Easton ; 

A bill (S. 787) for the relief of Flitner Atwood Co.; 

A bill (S. 788) to extend the benefits of the employers' 
liability act of September 7, 1916, to Daniel S. Glover; and 

A bill (S. 789) for the relief of the Gauley Mountain Coal 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 790) for the establishment of a Federal industrial 
farm for women, and for other purposes (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 791) to provide for free tolls for American ships 
through the Panama Canal; to the Committee on “Interoceanic 
Canals. 


A bill (S. 792) granting an extension of time for the repay- 
ment of construction charges on reclamation projects; to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

A bill (S. 793) authorizing the submission to the Court of 
Claims of the claims of sundry citizens of Idaho for damages 
sustained by reason of the overfiow of their lands in connection 
with the construction of the reservoir to irrigate lands belong- 
ing to the Indians on the Fort Hall Reservation in Idaho; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 794) to equip the United States penitentiary, 
Leavenworth, Kans., for the manufacture of supplies for the 
use of the Government, for the compensation of prisoners for 
their labor, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 795) to amend section 215 of an act entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 796) for the relief of William H. Lee; and 

A bill (8. 797) for the relief of the Advance Manufacturing 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 798) authorizing the disposition of certain lands in 
Minnesota; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 799) for the relief of F. A. Maron; and 

A bill (S. 800) for the relief of Truman H. Osborn, alias 
George Empey ; to the Committee on Claims. í 

A bill (S. 801) granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Valley Transfer 
Railway Co., its successors and assigns, of a railroad bridge 
across the Mississippi River between Hennepin and Ramsey 
Counties, Minn.; and 

A bill (S. 802) granting the consent of Congress to the 
maintenance and operation, or reconstruction, maintenance, 
and operation of an existing double-track steel bridge owned 
and operated by the Great Northern Railway Co. across the 
Mississippi River within the city of Minneapolis, Minn.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 803) granting a pension to Gilbert L. Landry; 

A bill (S. 804) granting an increase of pension to James 
Landy; and 


Brovig as owner of 
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A bill (S. 805) granting a pension to Mollie E. Benson; to 
‘the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 806) making it incumbent upon every person, 
firm, or corporation injuring or damaging, or causing injury 
or damage to the person or the property of another while law- 
fully upon a publie street or highway in the District of Colum- 
bia, to prove that the injury or damage was caused solely by 
the negligence of the one so injured or damaged, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 807) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
determine and confirm by patent in the nature of a deed of 
quit claim the title to lots in the city of Pensacola, Fla.; to 
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, 

A bill (S. 808) to establish a National Conservatory of Music 
for the education of pupils in music in all its branches, vocal 
and instrumental, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 809) to extend rediscount privilege to farm loan 
bonds, promote their sale, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency.“ 

A bill (S. 810) to extend the franking privilege to commis- 
sioned officers of the National Guard, including adjutants gen- 
eral of the States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 811) to amend a provision of paragraph 11 of sec- 
tion 20 of the interstate commerce act, as amended; and 

A bill (S. 812) to amend an act entitled “An act to promote 
export trade, and for other purposes,” approved April 10, 1918; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 818) granting a pension to Martha A. Gould; and 

A bill (S. 814) to increase the pensions of surviving soldiers 
of the various Indian wars and their widows; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 815) to anthorize the naturalization of certain 
aliens employed in the civil service of the United States in the 
Canal Zone; 

A bill (S. 816) to authorize the Federal courts of the United 
States to render declaratory judgments; and 

A bill (S. 817) to further protect interstate and foreign 
commerce against bribery and other corrupt trade practices; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 818) for the relief of W. H. Overocker: 

A bill (S. 819) prescribing certain qualifications of post- 
masters of offices of the first, second, and third class; and 

A ‘bill (S. 820) to give preference to honorably discharged 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, the widows and the wives of 
such, for nomination as postmaster, and for other purposes; 


_to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


` 


A bil (S. 821) to encourage the development of the agri- 
cultural resources of the United States through Federal and 
State cooperation, giving preference in the matter of employ- 
ment and the establishment of rural homes to those who have 
served with the military and naval forces of the United States; 

A bill (S. 822) to provide for the protection and preservation 
of the United States bird reservation on Passage Key, at the 
entrance of Tampa Bay, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 823) to authorize the acceptance of title to forest 
lands in the State of Florida and to create national forests 
therefrom, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 824) to establish and maintain a forest experiment 
station in the State of Florida; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 825) for the relief of Archibald L. Macnalr; 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Frank A. Kopp; 

A bill (S. 827) for the relief of Jessie M. White; 

A bill (S. 828) for the relief of the receiver of the Gulf, 


Florida & Alabama Railway Co.; 


A bill (S. 829) for the relief of Corine Jerman and the chil- 
dren of Corine and Joseph Jerman; 

A bill (S. 830) for the relief of Elizabeth Wooten; 

A bill (S. 831) for the relief of H. B. Stout; 

A bill (S. 832) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the ease of heirs of William W. Loring; 

A bill (S. 833) for the relief of Emma LaMee; and 

A bill (S. 834) for the relief of the heirs of Paul Norton; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 835) authorizing a preliminary examination and 
survey to be made of Manatee River, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 836) authorizing a preliminary examination and 
survey to be made of the Fort Pierce Inlet and Harbor, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 837) authorizing a preliminary examination and 
survey to be made of Taylor Creek in Okeechobee County, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 838) to amend section 4433 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to working steam pressure 
allowable on boilers in steam vessels, and section 4418 of the 


Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to hydrostatic 
test of steam boilers; 

A bill (S. 839) to authorize the establishment and erection 
of a Ooast Guard station on the east coast of Florida at or 
= the vicinity of the Government Cut, Miami Beach, Dade 

unty ; 

A bill (S. 840) authorizing a preliminary examination and 
survey to be made of an inland waterway from Pensacola Bay, 
Fla., to Mobile Bay, Ala.; 

A bill (S. 841) authorizing a preliminary examination and 
suryey to be made from Lake Apopka to Lake Tohopekaliga, 
in Florida ; 

A bill (S. 842) authorizing a preliminary examination and 
survey to be made from Anclote Anchorage to Sponge Ex- 
change Docks and Basin, Tarpon Springs (Fla.) Harbor; 

A bill (S. 843) authorizing a preliminary examination and 
survey to be made from Whitehead Spit Buoy to the Florida 
East Coast Railway terminals, Key West (Fla.) Harbor; 

A bill (S. 844) to authorize the establishment and the erec- 
tion of a Coast Guard station on the east coast of Florida at 
or in the vicinity of Lake Worth Inlet; and 

A bill (S. 845) to authorize the Department of Commerce, by 
the National Bureau of Standards, to examine and test manu- 
factured articles or products for the owner or manufacturer 
thereof, to issue a certificate as to the nature and quality of 
such manufactured articles or products, and to prevent the 
illegal use of such certificate; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 846) for the relief of John L. Williams, alias John 
L. Scranage; 

A bill (S. 847) for the relief of James Shook; and 

A bill (S. 848) for increasing the efficiency of Army bands; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 849) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Robinson; and 

A bill (S. 850) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Wells; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 851) for the relief of the city of Fordyce, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 852) for the relief of the heirs of Morgan 
Smith, jr.; 

A bill (S. 853) for the relief of James W. Green, jr.; 

A bill (S. 854) for the relief of Margaret Richards; 

A bill (S. 855) for the relief of John W. Fein; 

A bill (S. 856) for the relief of William Ramsey and others; 

A bill (S. 857) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of W. W. Busby, administrator of the estate 
of Evelina V. Busby, deceased, v. The United States; and 

A bill (S. 858) to relieve Congress from the adjudication of 
private claims against the Government; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 859) to increase limit of cost heretofore fixed by 
Congress for purchase of site and erection of building for use 
as post office at Prescott, Ark. ; 

A bill (S. 860) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at El Dorado, Ark; and 

A bill (S. 861) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Monticello, in the State 
of Arkansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 862) amending section 1 of the interstate com- 
merce act; and 

A bill (S. 863) for the protection of persons employed on rall- 
way baggage cars and railway express cars; to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 864) to establish game sanctuaries in the national 
forests ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. : 

A bill (S. 865) releasing the claim of the United States Gov- 
ernment to the block or square of land in the city of Fort 
Smith, in the State of Arkansas, upon which is situated the old 
Federal jail to the city of Fort Smith as a site for a conven- 
tion hall, community building, and other public purposes; to 
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 866) to provide for the improvement of Ouachita 
River; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 867) granting renewal and extension of certain 
patents to I. H. Larr; to the Committee on Patents. 

A bill (S. 868) to amend section 5200 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 869) to provide for the disposal of homestead 
allotments of deceased allottees within the Blackfeet Indian 
Reservation, Mont. ; 

A bill (S. 870) to compensate three Comanche Indians of the 
Kiowa Reservation; 
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A bill (S. 871) to provide for the addition of the names of 
certain persons to the final roll of the Indians of the Flathead 
Indian Reservation, Mont. ; 

A bill (S. 872) to amend section 1 of the act of Congress of 
March 8, 1921 (41 Stat. L. 1249), entitled “An act to amend 
section 3 of the act of Congress of June 28. 1906, entitled An 
act for the division of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians 
in Oklahoma, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 873) to authorize the sale of lands allotted to 
Indians under the Moses agreement of July 7, 1883; 

A bill (S. 874) to provide for the payment of claims of Chip- 
pewa Indians of Minnesota for back annuities; 

A bill (S. 875) to provide for the reservation of certain land 
in Utah as a school site for Ute Indians; 

A bill (S. 876) to provide for the disposition of bonuses, 
rentals, and royalties received under the provisions of the act 
of Congress entitled “An act to promote the mining of coal, 
phosphate, oil, ofl shale, gas, and sodium on the public domain,” 
approved February 25, 1920, from unallotted lands in Execu- 
tive-order Indian reservations, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 877) to provide for exchanges of Government and 
privately owned lands in the Walapai Indian Reservation, 
Ariz. ; 

A bill (S. 878) providing for the reservation of certain lands 
in New Mexico for the Indians of the Zia blo; 

A bill (S. 879) providing for the reservation of certain lands 
in Utah for certain bands of Paiute Indians; 

A bill (S. 880) to validate certain allotments of land made 
to Indians on the Lac Courte Oreille Indian Reservation in 
Wisconsin; and 

A bill (S. 881) to authorize the extension of the period of 
restriction against alienation on the homestead allotments made 
to members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians in Okla- 
homa; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 882) granting an increase of pension to Elenor J. 
Valen (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 883) granting a pension to William Schuetz (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 884) granting a pension to Oliver H. P. Harvey 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 885) granting an increase of pension to Jacob E. 
Richards; 

A bill (S. 886) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Houlihan ; 

A bill (S. 887) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Graper (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 888) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Anderson (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Smith (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 890) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Wright (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 891) granting a pension to Ellen Knefler Taussig 
(with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 892) granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 
C. Geiger (with an accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 893) for the relief of John H. Rheinlander (with 
an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 894) to extend the time for the refunding of taxes 
erroneously collected from certain estates; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 895) granting relief to persons who served in the 
Military Telegraph Corps of the Army during the Civil War 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 896) for the relief of Oscar Arenz; 

A bill (S. 897) for the relief of Hubert J. Stanley, alias 
John H. Lash; f 

A biH (S. 898) to correct the military record of the officers 
and enlisted men of the Enrolled Missouri Militia and all other 
militia organizations of the State of Missouri that cooperated 
with the military forces of the United States in suppressing the 
War of the Rebellion, who served 90 days or more; 

A bill (S. 899) for the relief of George W. Stinebaker: and 

A bill (S. 900) to amend sections 4874 and 4875 of the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to compensation for superintendents of 
national cemeteries (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 901) making appropriations for the construction of 
roads in the Sevier National Forest, the Kaibab National 
Forest, and in the Grand Canyon National Park; 

A bill (S. 902) providing for the sale and disposition of lands 
within the former Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in the 
State of Utah, containing gilsonite or other like substances; 


A bill (S. 903) granting certain lands to the city of Kays- 
ville, Utah, to protect the watershed of the water-supply system 
of said city; 

A bill (S. 904) to establish a branch of the Interior Depart- 
ment at Salt Lake City, Ufah, and to transfer to such branch 
certain bureaus and offices of the Interior Department; 

A bill (S. 905) granting certain lands to the city of Ogden, 
Utah, to protect the watershed of the water-supply system of 
said city; and 

A bill (S. 906) to cede unreserved public lands to the several 
States; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 907) providing for a reclamation project on the 
Strawberry River, Duchesne County, Utah, to be known as the 
Castle Peak reclamation project; 

A bill (S. 908) to appropriate $5,000,000 for the commence- 
ment of the Weber-Provo reclamation project in Utah; and 

A bill (S. 909) providing for a reclamation project on Green 
and Grand Rivers, in the State of Utah; to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation. 

A bill (S. 910) to authorize the erection of an experimental 
oil shale refining plant in the State of Utah, and making an 
appropriation for such purpose; and 

A bill (S. 911) to amend sections 2325 and 2326 of the Re- 
vised Statutes prescribing the method of obtaining patent to 
mining claims; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

A bill (S. 912) providing for the withdrawal of the United 
States from the Philippine Islands; and 

A bill (S. 913) to provide a civil government for Porto Rico, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Territories and 
Insular Possessions, 

A bill (S. 914) to amend the trading with the enemy act; 

A bill (S. 915) to confer upon commissioners of the United 
States district courts jurisdiction to arraign and receive pleas 
in misdemeanor cases, as defined by section 335 of the United 
States Penal Code, adopted March 4, 1909; and 

A bill (S. 916) to amend the trading with the enemy act; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 917) to provide for the reimbursement of money 
expended in the construction of hangars for the use of the 
Air Mail Service of the Post Office Department; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 918) to provide for certain public buildings in 
the State of Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. è 

A bill (S. 919) to amend the Federal reserve act, approved 
December 23. 1913, as amended; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

A bill (S. 920) to repeal Title III of the transportation act 
of 1920; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 921) to repeal certain excise taxes imposed under 
Title IX of the revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

A bill (S. 922) granting additional lands from the Fort 
Douglas Military Reservation to the University of Utah; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 923) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Stott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 924) providing for the relief of the United States 
Air Mail Hangar Holding Association, of Salt Lake City, 
Utah; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 925) for the relief of Franklin A. Swenson; 

A bill (S. 926) for the relief of Joseph F. Thorpe; and 

A bill (S. 927) for the relief of the widow and minor children 
of Raymond C. Hanford; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 928) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Forrest City, in the 
State of Arkansas; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 929) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the Richard L. Kitchens Post, No. 41, American Legion, 
Helena, Ark., two German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 20) in furtherance of world 
peace; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 22) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, fixing the commence- 
ment of the terms of President and Vice President and Mem- 
bers of Congress, and fixing the time of the assembling of Con- 
gress; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 23) providing for the disposal 
of articles produced by patients in the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau; to the Committee on Finance. 
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A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 24) creating the President’s 
Forest within the present Kaibab National Forest, Ariz., as 
a game sanctuary and forest preserve for the benefit and en- 
joyment of the people: to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 25) to provide for appropriate 
military records for persons who, pursuant to orders, reported 
for military duty, but whose induction or commission into the 
service was not, through no fault of their own, formally com- 
pleted on or prior to November 11, 1918, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 26) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States relative to the ratification 
of treaties; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res, 27) proposing a method of 
amending the Constitution of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LODGE: : 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 28) authorizing the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library to provide for the restoration and com- 
pletion of the historical frieze in the Rotunda of the Capitol; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. KING: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 29) authorizing a disarmament 
conference with governments with which the United States 
has diplomatic relations; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 30) requesting the President 
to call a conference of representatives of the Federal and State 
Governments to consider certain questions relative to Federal 
and State taxation; to the Committee on Finance. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 31) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to survey and dispose of certain lands in the 
Uintah Indian Reservation. 

Mr. KING. I venture to suggest that perhaps the joint 
resolution ought to go to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 2 

Mr. CURTIS. If it involves Indian lands, it should go to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KING. It is a part of an Indian reservation. 

Mr, CURTIS. Then it should go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. . 

Mr. KING. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


EQUAL RIGHTS FOR MEN AND WOMEN, 


Mr. CURTIS. I introduce a joint resolution to amend the 
Constitution of the United States, and ask that it be read. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 21) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States relative to equal 
rights for men and women, was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House 
concurring therein), That the following article is proposed as an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which shall be 
valid to all intents and purposes as part of the Constitution when 
ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States: 

“ARTICLE xx. 

“Men and women shall have equal rights throughout the United 
States and every place subject to its jurisdiction. 

“Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


NELLE S. M'DONOUGH— WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 


Ordered, That leave to withdraw papers filed in support of S. 2944, 
Sixty-seventh Congress, second session, be granted Nelle S. McDon- 
ough, no adverse report on the bill having been made. 


SALARIFS OF FARM LOAN BOARD, 


Mr. BORAH. I offer a resolution and ask unanimous consent 
for its immediate consideration. It merely calls for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. ASHURST. Let it be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 22) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Federal Farm Loan Board be, and it is hereby, 
directed to advise the Senate as soon as practicable: 

First. What salaries have been increased, and the amount of the 
increase, since the 4th of March, 1923, 


Second. What positions have been created and the amount of salaries 
paid to the parties occupying the new positions. 

Third. In a detailed statement of the increase of expenditures, 
salaries, creation of new positions, and the amount which is now being 
paid in the way of salaries to the different officials of the Federal 
Dra oea banks, giving in detail the number of officers and the salaries 
of each. 

Fourth. The amount of the salaries and expenses of the Federal 
Farm Loan Bureau and the Federal land banks at the present time, as 
compared with the expenses and salaries for the year 1920. 

Fifth, The amount of the loans of said farm-loan banks outstanding 
at the present time, as compared with the loans in 1920. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho 
asks unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I do not make any objection 
to the present consideration of the resolution. I assume that 
the Senator from Idaho will state some facts and circumstances 
which will disclose the necessity for the information. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I can state in a word that in- 
formation has come to me from an authoritative source indicat- 
ing that there has been an increase of salaries to a very marked 
extent and, to my mind, without justification. I want to know 
what the facts are from the board itself before I proceed further 
in the matter in the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have no objection to the consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Idaho what the resolution covers? I did not catch its 
full purport. 

Mr. BORAH. It covers the increase of salaries since the 
4th of March, 1923. 

Mr. LODGE. Of all the departments? 

Mr. BORAH. No; simply of the Farm Loan Board. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to say that I have been informed, 
I think with perfect correctness, that the fiscal agent of the 
Farm Loan Board has succeeded in getting a salary of $25,000 
a year. I am in favor of the Senator’s resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. I think the information called for will cover 
that particular feature, 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I did not catch fully what the 
resolution covers, and I should like to ask the Senator from 
Idaho if the resolution asks for information as to salaries 
and expenses both of the Farm Loan Board and of the farm 
land banks as a basis for further investigation and action, if 
the Senator shall find it necessary to take further action? In 
other words, as I understand, the resolution now pending 
merely asks for information? ? 

Mr. BORAH. I should like to have a statement from the 
board itself before I proceed with another resolution which I 
have in mind. The pending resolution simply calls for in- 
formation. 

Mr. SMITH. I understand. í 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


DISMISSALS IN THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I submit a resolution and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 23) was read, as follows: 


Whereas without notice, as required by law, and without warning 
the President of the United States, under an Executive order issued 
Friday, March 31, 1922, dismissed James L. Wilmeth, Director of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and 31 other chiefs of divisions of 
that bureau; and 

Whereas all of said persons were within the classified service; and 

Whereas the law permits the dismissal of persons within the classified 
service only after written notice of and an opportunity to reply to 
charges should be given the accused: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to 
inform the Senate, if not incompatible with the public good, (a) what 
facts warranted the dismissal of the men mentioned from the classified 
service, (b) on what authority and by what authority he dismissed these 
employees from the service. 


Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I object to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution, and ask that it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The 
resolution goes over for one day under the rule. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I desire to make an inquiry 
about this resolution. There was so much confusion in the 
Chamber that I could not hear all that was said. Did I under- 
stand that the Senator from South Dakota objected to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Dakota objected, and the resolution goes over for one day un- 
der the rule. 


WATERWAY FROM THE GREAT LAKES TO THE GULF OF MEXICO. 


Mr. McCORMICK submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution (S. Con. Res. 2), which was referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee, to consist of five Senators, to be appointed by the 
President pro tempore of the Senate, and seven Members of the House of 
Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House, is hereby 
authorized to investigate the problem of a 9-foot channel in the water- 
way from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico and the problem of 
the navigability of the Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri Rivers. 

For the purposes of this resolution the committee is authorized to 
hold hearings, to sit during the sessions or recesses of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress at such times and places, to employ such counsel, transpor- 
tation experts, and clerical and other stenographic assistance as it may 
deem advisable. The committee is further authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers; to require, by subpoena or otherwise, the attendance of 
witnesses, the production of books, papers, and documents; to ad- 
minister oaths; and to take testimony, as it may deem advisable. The 
cost of stenographic service to report such hearings shall not be in 
excess of 25 cents per hundred words. The expenses of the committee 
shall be paid one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate and one- 
half from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. TRAMMELL. I submit a Senate resolution, which I ask 
to have go over under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 24) was read, as follows: 


Whereas Charles Edwin Hightower, of Jacksonville, Fla., has prepared 
a list of suggestions for the improvement of the United States Postal 
Service; and 

Whereas it is claimed by the sald Charles Edwin Hightower that to 
have said suggestions installed would bring about a greater degree of 
efficiency and also operate for economy in the United States Postal 
System; and 

Whereas it Is alleged that certain of his said suggestions heretofore 
submitted to the Unite States Post Office Department have been 
adopted by the department and that he has not been compensated there- 
for by the Government: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads be, 
and it is hereby, directed to investigate the merits of the said sugges- 
tions made by the said Charles Edwin Hightower for the improvement of 
the United States Postal Service with a view to determining whether 
or not the same or any number thereof should be adopted and Mr. 
Hightower compensated therefor: Be it further 

Resolved, That the said committee ascertain whether or not the Post 
Office Department has in operation any suggestions made by the sald 
Charles Edwin Hightower for which, in justice, he should be compensated 
by the Government, and, if so, what compensation would be reasonable 
for Mr. Hightower for the services rendered by him to the Government. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Sen- 
ator from Florida the resolution will go over under the rule. 


CAPT. EDMUND d. CHAMBERLAIN. 


Mr. SHEPPARD submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
25), which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


Resolwed, That the Committee on Nayal Affairs is authorized and 
directed to continue its investigation of the facts leading to the court- 
martial as well as the court-martial proceedings and all the findings in 
the case of former Capt. Edmund G. Chamberlain, United States Marine 
Corps, and report to Congress. 


THOMAS J. WOOD. 
Mr. SWANSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 


26), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby 
is, authorized and directed to employ Thomas J. Wood as a messenger, 
to be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from the contingent fund 
of the Senate until otherwise provided by law. 


INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC CONFERENCE. 


Mr. OWEN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 27), 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States is requested to 
invite all the nations of the earth, whether they have adhered to the 
covenant of the League of Nations or not, to attend, in the city of 
Washington, United States of America, a six months’ international 


economic conference for the promotion of international trade and 
understanding, and a conference for the establishment throughout the 
world of the territorial integrity and political independence of every 
nation, great and small, and the abolition of war. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. CAPPER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 28), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims or any subcommittee thereof 
be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send 
for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words, to report 
such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject which may 
be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee or any sub- 
committee thereof may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 


THE WORLD COURT, 


Mr. LENROOT. I submit a resolution relating to the World 
Court. It is very short, and I ask unanimous consent that it 
be printed in the Recogp and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 29) was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate advises and consents to the adhesion on 
the part of the United States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, 
accepting the statute of the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
but not the optional clause for compulsory jurisdiction: Provided, 
however, That such adhesion shall be upon the following conditions and 
understandings, to be made a part of the instrument of adhesion: 

1. That such adhesion shall not be taken to Involve any legal rela- 
tionship on the part of the United States to the League of Nations, or 
the assumption of any obligations by the United States under the 
covenant of the League of Nations, constituting a part of the Versailles 
treaty. 

2. That such adhesion shall not take effect until the statute for the 
Permanent Court of International Justice is amended so as to provide— 

That all independent States having diplomatic representatives ac- 
credited to The Hague, which have not adhered to the protocol of Decem- 
ber 16, 1920, accepting the statute of the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice, shall be permitted to so adhere. 

That in lieu of elections of said judges and deputy judges in the 
future by the council and assembly of the League of Nations, such elec- 
tions shall take place in the following manner: 

The States adhering to such protocol shall be divided into two groups, 
the first group to be known as “Group A“ and to consist of the fol- 
lowing States: The British Empire, France, the United States, Italy, 
Japan, Germany, and Brazil. All the States adhering to such protocol 
shall constitute the second group, to be known as “ Group B“: Pro- 
vided, That if Germany shall not have adhered to such protocol when 
the said statute shall have been amended as herein provided, Belgium 
shall be substituted therefor in Group A. 

The diplomatic representatives of the States adhering to said protocol, 
accredited to The Hague, and the Netherlands minister for foreign af- 
fairs shall act as electors for the election of judges and deputy judges 
of said court. The electors representing. the States in Group A shall 
perform the duties and exercise the powers conferred upon the Council 
of the League of Nations pertaining to such court in such statute, and 
the electors representing the States in Group B shall perform the duties 
and exercise the powers conferred upon the assembly of the League of 
Nations pertaining to such court In such statute. 

That all notices of election and other duties now imposed upon the 
secretary general of the League of Nations, pertaining to said court, 
shall be transferred to and performed by the registrar of the Permanent 
Court of International Justice. 

That the expenses of the court shall, instead of being paid by the 
Leagne of Nations, be paid by the States adhering to the said protocol 
in such manner as may be determined by the electors of the States en- 
titled to participate in the election of judges. 

That the court shall be open to all independent States, and when a 
State not adhering to said protocol is a party to the dispute the court 


will fix the amount which that party is to contribute to the expenses of ` 


the court. 

That the option provided for in article 36, chapter 2, of said statute, 
shall be open to all States adhering to sai protocol. 

3. That the statute for the Permanent Court of International Justice 
adjotned to the protocol shall not be amended except as herein provided 
without the consent of the United States 

That the President of the United States, when he is satisfied that the 
said statute has been amended, as herein provided, shall, by proclama- 
tion, so declare, whereupon the adhesion of the United States to the 
said protocol shall become effective. 
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ADDITIONAL SENATE PAGES. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 80), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to employ during the present session of Congress 
five additional pages for the Senate Chamber, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $2.50 per day each. 


INVESTIGATION OF THE BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY. 


Mr. McCORMICK submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
81), which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Executive 
Departments be, and hereby is, directed to inquire into the annual 
cost of the United States Bureau of Efficiency, the number of persons 
employed therein, the individuals responsible for their appointment, 
and the value, if any, of the Bureau of Efficiency. 


THE WORLD COURT. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, at the last session of Congress I 
offered a resolution in favor of our adherence to the World 
Court. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] seems to 
have anticipated me in offering a resolution, the character of 
which I do not know, but which, judging from his statement, 
relates to the same subject. I ask that the resolution which I 
now send to the desk may be printed in the Recorp and ap- 
propriately referred. 

The resolution (S. Res. 32) was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate approves the adherence by the United 
States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, accepting the adjoining 
statute of the Permanent Court of International Justice, excepting 
therefrom the optional clause for compulsory jurisdiction, said ad- 
herence to be made upon the following conditions and understandings, 
to be made a part of the act of adherence: 

(1) That such adherence shall not be taken to involve any legal rela- 
tion on the part of the United States to the League of Nations or tho 
assumption of any obligations by the United States under the covenant 
of the League of Nations constituting part of the treaty of Versailles. 

(2) That the United States shall be permitted to participate through 
representatives designated for the purpose and upon an equality with 
the other States, members, respectively, of the council and assembly of 
the League of Nations, in any and all proceedings of either the council 
or the assembly for the election of judges or deputy judges of the 
Permanent Court of International Justice or for the filling of vacancies, 

(3) That the United States will pay a fair share of the expenses of 
the court as determined and appropriated from time to time by the 
Congress of the United States. 

(4) That the statute for the Permanent Court of International Justice 
adjoined to the protocol shall not be amended without the consent of 
the United States. 


THE SHIPPING BOARD. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 33), 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, That the Shipping Board is hereby directed to report to 
the Senate the names of all officers and employees of the Emergency 
Fleet Corporation, together with a statement of the salary or com- 
pensation which is paid to each of them; a list of all persons who 
have received passes or gratuitous transportation on vessels operated 
by or for the account of the Emergency Fleet Corporation, with par- 
ticulars as to the voyages made by such persons and the relations 
such persons have to the Shipping Board or to any of its officers or 
employees, together with a statement of the regular passage fares 
which would have been charged for such voyages; a statement of all 
charter parties, general or special, entered into for or on behalf of the 
Emergency Fleet Corporation or the Shipping Board since January 1, 
1920, with particulars as to the vessels covered by such charter par- 
ties, the voyages made, cargo tons carried inbound and outbound, the 
amount of revenues received, and the expense accounts allowed, 
together with a statement of all allowances for entertainments, and the 
cost of any intoxicating Liquors, and of all amounts of money paid 
under such charter parties, and to whom paid; a statement of all 
moneys which have been paid any time for advertising, publicity, or 
propaganda; and a statement containing a complete list of all the 
vessels at any time owned or controlled by the Emergency Fleet Cor- 
poration, the gross tonnage of every such vessel, the date of acquisi- 
tion of every such vessel, the parties from whom such vessels were 
acquired, whether by contract for construction, requisition, or seizure, 
the amount of money paid for every such vessel, the amount of money 
spent upon every such vessel since acquisition, the disposition of every 
such vessel, and, if sold or transferred, the amount of money received 


by the Shipping Board for such vessel, and a statement of the present 
status of every such vessel, giving its location and the use or seryice, 
if any, to which such vessel is subjected. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 34), 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate be, 
and it is hereby, authorized and directed to investigate the following 
matters and submit its findings to the Senate at the earliest prac- 
ticable day: 

First. In what respects, if any, the agreements entered into by the 
United States with the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota pursuant to the 
authority contained in the act of January 14, 1889 (25 Stat. L. p. 642), 
have been violated, disregarded, or ignored by the United States, its 
officers, and agents. 

Second. What property, if any, conveyed to the United States in 
trust under said agreements has been disposed of by the United States, 
Its officers, and agents in violation of the terms and provisions of sald 
agreements, and to the loss and injury of said Indians, and for which 
the United States is or may become Hable. 

Third. What property, if any, ceded to the United States in trust 
under said agreements has been disposed of by the United States in 
violation of the terms of sald agreements without any consideration, or 
without adequate consideration, to the Indians can be recovered, and 
the proper steps to be taken. 

Fourth. What funds, if any, received from the disposition of prop- 
erty ceded to the United States in trust under said agreements have 
been appropriated or expended by the United States in violation of the 
terms and provisions of the agreements creating said trust, and to 
what extent the United States has become Hable therefor. 

Fifth. What laws have been enacted by Congress since said agree- 
ments were entered into that are in violation of the terms and provi- 
sions of said agreements and have caused or will cause loss or injury 
to said Indians if carried into execution. 

Sixth. What legislation, if any, is now pending before Congress that 
would, if enacted into law, be in violation of said agreements and would 
cause loss and injury to said Indians and create a claim or claims 
against the United States. 

Seventh. To what extent, if any, Congress can, independent of said 
Indians and without their assent being had or obtained, lawfully 
change, alter, or amend said agreements to the financial loss and in- 
jury of said Indians without creating a legal liability against the 
United States for the resulting loss. 

Eighth. That at said Inquiry the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota 
shall be permitted to appear through a representative of their own 
selection and present the claims of said Indians. 

And said committee is further instructed to advise the Senate what 
action, if any, is necessary to be taken to compose the controversy be- 
tween the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota and the Government of the 
United States and to adjust their differences upon honorable terms, 
and if legislation is necessary to submit a draft thereof. 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 35), 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Whereas the Congress of the United States, by the act approved 
August 29, 1916, entitled “An act to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status of the 
people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more autonomous 
government for those islands,” vested in the Philippine Legislature, 
created by said act, general legislative power with respect to the 
Philippines, in order that by the use and exercise of popular franchise 
and governmental powers the people of the Philippines might become 
prepared to assume the responsibilities and enjoy the privileges of 
complete independence; and 

Whereas the Congress of the United States in sald act expressly 
declared that it was the purpose of the Government of the United 
States to withdraw its sovereignty from the Philippine Islands and 
to recognize the independence of the islands as soon as a stable gov- 
ernment should have been established therein: and 

Whereas in conformity with the provisions of said act a stable 
government, founded upon principles of political liberty and upon 
popular franchise, has been erected in the Philippine Islands and is 
exercising political powers therein, subject only to the powers vested 
in the Governor General of the Philippines and other officials appointed 
by the President of the United States, and certain supervisory powers 
exercised by the Secretary of War, and the right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States from final judgments and decrees 
of the supreme court of the Philippine Islands: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the President enter 
into negotiations with the powers having territorial interest in the 
Pacific or adjacent thereto for the purpose of concluding a treaty or 
treaties whereby said powers agree to recognize the Philippine Islands 
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as an independent State, and covenant to respect the political inde- 
pendence and territorial integrity of such Philippine State, when such 
State shall have been established and declared by the United States, 
and that upon the execution and ratification of such a treaty or treaties 
the sovereignty of the United States over the Philippine Islands shall 
be transferred to an independent Philippine government, and that 
thereupon all sovereignty by the United States over the Philippine 
Islands shall cease and determine. 


PERMANENT COURT OF INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE. 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 36), 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Whereas the Government of the United States from the beginning of 
its establishment has been in favor of the settlement of international 
disputes by the peaceable methods of diplomatic negotiation and arbi- 
tration; and 

Whereas the President of the United States in many cases has acted 
as arbitrator or umpire between nations with respect to international 
disputes submitted to him for decision; and 

Whereas Congress in 1890 passed a concurrent resolution “that the 
President be, and is hereby, requested to invite, from time to time as 
fit occasions may arise, negotiations with any Government with which 
the United States has or may have diplomatic relations, to the end 
that any differences or disputes arising between the two Governments 
which can not be adjusted by diplomatic agency may be referred to 
arbitration and be peaceably adjusted by such means“; and 

Whereas the United States in 1908 and 1909 entered into 19 general 
conventions of arbitration ; and 

Whereas the United States participated in the international peace 
conferences at The Hague, and at said conferences took a leading part 
in support of the proposals for the establishment of a Permanent 
Court of International Justice, having authority to decide justiciable 
controversies between nations and to enter Judgments accordingly ; and 

Whereas the covenant of the League of Nations provided that the 
council of the league should formulate and submit to the members of 
the league plans for the establishment of the Permanent Court of In- 
ternational Justice, which should be competent to hear and determine 
any disputes of an international character which the parties thereto 
should submit to it, and which also might give an advisory opinion 
upon any dispute or question referred to it by the council or the 
assembly of the League of Nations; and 

Whereas, pursuant to said provisions in the covenant of the League 
of Nations, the council of the league appointed an advisory committee 
of jurists which sat at The Hague in the summer of 1920 and formu- 
lated a plan for the establishment of such Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice, which plan, with certain amendments, was thereafter 
incorporated in the statute constituting the Permanent Court of In- 
ternational Justice which was adopted by the assembly of the League 
of Nations on December 13, 1920; and 

Whereas upon the 16th day of December, 1920, a protocol was pre- 
pared, to which said statute was adjoined and which provided for the 
acceptance of said statute by the States signatory to said protocol: 
Now therefore be it 


Resolved, That the Senate, two-thirds of the Senators concurring, 
advise and consent to the adherence by the United States to suid 
protocol of December 16, 1920, accepting the adjoined statute of the 
Permanent Court of International Justice, excepting therefrom the 
optional clause for compulsory jurisdiction; such adherence to be 
upon the following conditions and understandings, which shall be made 
a part of the act of adherence: > 

1. That such adherence shall not be taken to involve any legal rela- 
tion on the part of the United States to the League of Nations or the 
assumption of any obligations by the United States under the covenant 
of the League of Nations, constituting part 1 of the treaty of Versailles. 

2, That the United States shall be permitted to participate through 
representatives designated for the purpose and upon an equality with 
the other States’ members, respectively, of the council and assembly 
of the League of Nations in any and all proceedings of either the 
council or the assembly for the election of members of the Permanent 
Court of International Justice or for the filling of vacancies. 

8. That the United States will pay a fair share of the expenses of 
the court as determined and appropriated from time to time by the 
Congress of the United States. 

4. That the statute for the Permanent Court of International Justice 
adjoined to the protocol shall not be amended without the consent of 
the United States. 


SHIPPING BOARD ATTORNEYS. 
Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 37), 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
Whereas on the 16th day of January, 1923, the following resolution 
was adopted by the Senate: 


“ Resolved, That the United States Shipping Board is directed to 
report to the Senate the names of all attorneys who have at any time 
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been employed by the board or by or for the United States Shipping 
Board Emergency Fleet Corporation, or by or for any other agency for 
said board, specifying the attorneys who have been appointed or have 
acted upon the regular legal staff of the board or of said corporation 
or other agency, and attorneys who have been specially employed by 
the board or by or for the said corporation or other agency, together 
with a statement of all salaries, fees, and compensation which have 
been paid to each of the same, and also whether or not attorneys who 
have acted upon the permanent staff of the board or of said corporation 
or other agency have resigned their offices to enter private practice, and 
have thereafter received retainers or fees from the board or said cor- 
poration or other agency, and the amount of the retainers or fees paid 
or promised to be paid such persons"; and 

Whereas said United States Shipping Board has neglected and re- 
fused to respond to said resolution: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate, That the said United States Shipping Board 
be, and is hereby, directed to immediately reply to said resolution and 
furnish the information therein requested. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


In compliance with the provisions of the act of March 3, 1915, 
establishing the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, 
I submit herewith the ninth annual report of the committee for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923. 

The attention of the Congress is invited to the conclusion of 
the committee’s report, which contains constructive recom- 
mendations for the advancement of aeronautics, civil and mili- 
tary. I wish especially to indorse the recommendation of the 
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics for the estab- 
lishment of a bureau of civil aeronautics in the Department of 
Commerce, I concur in the committee’s views as to the neces- 
sity of scientific research and the importance of providing for 
continued development of military and naval aviation if Amer- 
ica is to keep abreast of other nations. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE WHITE House, December 10, 1923. 


REPORT OF UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by the act of Congress to regulate and improve 
the civil service of the United States, approved January 16, 
1883, I transmit herewith the Fortieth Annual Report of the 
United States Civil Service Commission for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE, 

THe Warre House, December 10, 1923. 

[Norr.—Report accompanied similar message to the House of 
Representatives. ] 


REPORT OF ALASKAN ENGINEERING COM MISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid befere the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which wus read, ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Territories and 
Insular Possessions : e 
To the Congress of the United States: - 

In accordance with the provisions of section 4 of the act of 
Cengress approved March 12, 1914, authorizing the President 
of the United States to locate, construct, and operate railroads 
in the Territory of Alaska, I transmit herewith the report of 
the Alaskan Engineering Commission covering the period from 
January 1 to December 31, 1922. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE, 

THe WHITE HOUSE,. December 10, 1923. 


REPORT OF COMMISSION ON THE ERECTION OF MEMORIALS AND 
ENTOMRMENT OF BODIES IN THE ARLINGTON MEMORIAL AMPHI- 
THEATER. 

The PRESIPENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

As provided in Public Act No. 397, Sixty-sixth Congress, I 
transmit herewith the annual report of the Commission on the 


154 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 10, 


Erection of Memorials and Entombment of Bodies in the 
Arlington Memorial Amphitheater for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1923. Your attention is invited to the recommendation 
of the commission, in which I heartily concur, that the me- 
morial to the unknown soldier at the Arlington Memorial Am- 
phitheater shall be completed and that an appropriation for 


$50,000 be made available for the purpose. 


Tue Warre House, December 10, 1923. 
REPORT OF THE COUNCIL OF NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

In compliance with paragraph 5, section 2, of the Army ap- 
propriation act, approved August 29, 1916, I transmit herewith 
the seventh annual report of the Council of National Defense 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


Tue Wutre House, December 10, 1923. 
CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

To the Congress of the United States: 


The sundry civil act, approved August 1, 1914, contains the 
following provisions, viz: 


The President is authorized from time to time, as the exigencies of 
the service may require, to rearrange, by consolidation or otherwise, 
the several customs collection districts, and to discontinue ports of 
entry by abolishing the same or establishing others in their stead: 
Provided, That the whole number of customs collection districts, ports 
of entry, or either of them, shall at no time be made to exceed those 
now established and authorized except as the same may hereafter be 
provided by law: Provided further, That hereafter the collector of 
customs of each customs collection district shall be officially desig- 
nated by the number of the district for which he is appointed and 
not by the name of the port where the headquarters are situated, and 
the President is authorized from time to time to change the location 
of the headquarters in any customs collection district as the needs 
of the service may require: And provided further, That the President 
shall, at the beginning of each regular session, submit to Congress a 
statement of all acts, if any, done hereunder, and the reasons therefor. 


Pursuant to the requirements of the third proviso to the said 
provision, I have to state that the following changes iù the 
organization of the customs service have been made by Execu- 
tive order: 

By Executive order, dated January 26, 1923, customs collec- 
tion district No. 25, with headquarters at San Diego, Calif., 
was abolished and consolidated with customs collection district 
No. 27, with headquarters at Los Angeles, Calif., effective 
February 1, 1923. The consolidated district includes all of the 
territory formerly covered by districts Nos. 25 and 27, and is 
under the jurisdiction of the collector of customs of district No. 
27, with headquarters at Los Angeles, Calif., and in which Los 
Angeles, San Diego, Calexico, and Tia Juana are ports of entry. 

By Executive order, dated March 28, 1923, Hyder, Alaska, 
was created a port of entry in customs collection district No. 31 
(Alaska), with headquarters at Juneau, Alaska. 

By Executive order, dated May 4, 1923, Wheeling, W. Va., was 
abolished as a port of entry in customs collection district No. 
12 (Pittsburgh), headquarters port Pittsburgh, Pa. 

By Executive order, dated May 4, 1923, Yuma was abolished 
as a port of entry in customs collection district No. 26 (Ari- 
zona), headquarters Nogales, Ariz. 

By Executive order, dated May 16, 1923, the port of Boston, 
the headquarters of customs collection district No. 4 (Massa- 
chusetts) was abolished and a new port of entry established to 
be known as the port of Boston, the headquarters of customs 
collection district No. 4 (Massachusetts), covering all of the 
area necessary in order to include the territory embraced in 
the cities of Boston, Chelsea, Everett, Medford, Somerville, 
Cambridge, and Quincy, and the adjacent waters. 

By Executive order, dated July 27, 1923, the State of Ar- 
kansas was transferred from district No. 45 (St. Lou's) and 
made a part of customs collection district No. 43 (Tennessee), 
with headquarters at Memphis, Tenn., effective October 1, 1923. 

By Executive order, dated August 13, 1923, Cambridge, Md., 
was created a port of entry in customs collection district No. 18 


(Maryland), with headquarters at Baltimore, Md., effective 
October 1, 1923. 

By Executive order, dated November 1, 1923, St. Andrews, 
Fla., was abolished as a port of entry in customs collection 
district No, 18 (Florida), and Panama City was created a port 
of entry in the said customs collection district, with head- 
quarters at Tampa, Fla., effective November 15, 1923. 

By Executive order, dated November 18, 1923, St. Albans, 
Swanton, and Highgate were abolished as ports of entry in 
customs collection district No. 2 (Vermont), and the port of 
St. Albans, to include the townships of St. Albans, Swanton, 
Highgate, and Franklin, was created and designated the head- 
3 the said customs collection district, effective Decem- 

r 1, 1923. 

By Executive order, dated November 22, 1923, Chopaka was 
abolished as a port of entry in customs collection district No. 
30 (Washington), and Nighthawk was created a port of entry 
in the said district, with headquarters at Seattle, Wash., effer- 
tive December 1, 1923. 

All of the above changes were dictated by consideration of 
economy and efficiency in the administration of customs and 
other statutes with the enforcement of which the customs serv- 
ice is charged, as well as the necessities and convenience of 
commerce generally. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Tue Warre House, December 10, 1923. 


ENACTMENTS OF ALASKA LEGISLATURE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


In compliance with the requirements of section 20 of the act 
of Congress entitled An act to create a legislative assembly 
in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, 
and for other purposes,” approved August 24, 1912, I transmit 
herewith a copy of the session laws, resolutions, and memorials 
passed at the sixth regular session of the Territorial Legislature 
of Alaska, convened at Juneau, the capital, on the 5th day 
of March, 1923, and adjourned sine die the 8d day of May, 
1923. $ 

In this connection I deem it proper to call the attention of 
the Congress, for such action as the Congress may see fit to 
take, to three of these laws in particular, all of which are the 
subject of more or less criticism on the part of the district 
judges and the district attorneys of the Territory of Alaska. 

First. Chapter 68 provides in substance that women shall be 
competent to serve on grand and petit juries, and allows them 
to claim exemption on account of sex. This statute has the 
effect of amending a law of Congress—Thirtieth Statutes, 
1286—which declares that only male inhabitants shall be com- 
petent for such service. The principal objection raised to this 
law is that it entails delay in jury trials and imposes an 
unnecessary financial burden on the Government. One of the 
judges, moreover, has questioned the power of the legislature 
to enact this law on the ground that it is repugnant to the 
act of August 24, 1912, supra. Delays in trials arise, I am 
informed, from the fact that women are allowed under this 
lew two days in which to claim exemption, and that it is often 
necessary to suspend all proceedings until the two-day period 
has expired. Furthermore, I am advised that nearly 90 per 
cent of the women claim exemption. 

Second. Chapter 75 provides that no costs shall be taxed to 
the defendant in any criminal case in any of the Territorial 
courts. It is needless to say that the power to impose costs in 
criminal cases is one of universal recognition, and this law 
constitutes a radical departure from prevailing custom. More- 
over, section 974 of the Revised Statutes, which is applicable 
to the whole of the United States as well as Alaska, expressly 
gives the courts the power to impose costs, and the law now in 
question will, if allowed to stand, operate to repeal that section 
so far as Alaska is concerned. 

Third. Chapter 91 provides machinery for drawing grand and 
petit jurors from a box containing the names of three-fourths 
of all qualified residents of the division where the court is held 
who voted at the last preceding general Territorial election. 
Some of the district judges and district attorneys dispute the 
power of the legis'ature to enact this law consistently with the 
limitations of the organic act referred to and other legislation 
of Congress applicable to Alaska. They all agree that it will 
undoubtedly restrict the work of the courts and are appre- 
hensive that this law, as well as the others just mentioned, will 
impose on the National Government an unreasonable financial 
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burden, since all of the expenses of administration are ä 
out of the Federal Treasury. 

These enactments involve the legislative policy of Congress, | 
and I invite the consideration of the Congress as to whether 
they should be disapproved. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


Tse Warre House, December 10, 1923. 

{Nore.—Copy accompanied similar message to the House of 
Representatives.] 
SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT OF AMERICAN RELIEF ADMINISTRATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 


which was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, a | 


supplementary report of the American Relief Administration 


on the distribution in Russia of commodities received from the | 


Purchasing Commission for Russian Relief, a letter from the 
comptroller of the American Relief Administration, together 
with the final report of the American Relief Administration on 
the distribution of the surplus medical supplies under author- 
ization of Congress (Public Act 117, Sixty-seventh Congress, 
approved December 22, 1921, and Public Act 129, Sixty-seventh 
Congress, approved January 20, 1922). 
CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
Tus Warre House, December 10, 1923. 


REPORT OF INTERDEPARTMENTAL PATENTS BOARD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


On August 9, 1922, the President, by Executive order, ap- 
pointed a board known as the Interdepartmental Patents Board 
for the purpose of recommending suitable regulations estab- 


70 the Congress of the United States: 


lishing policies to be followed by the Government with respect | 


to handling inventions and patents evolved by Government 
employees and other inventions or patents acquired by the 
Government, 

I trasmit herewith, for the information and consideration of 
the Congress, a report made to me by said Interdepartmental 
Patents Board, together with drafts of bills to authorize the 
President to withhold from publication and to place in a secret 
file any patent which, in his opinion, would be detrimental to 
the national defense. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE, 

THe Warre Hovsr, December 10, 1923. 

[Nore.—Report accompanied similar message to House of 
Rep: esentatives.] 


REPORTS OF BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations: 

To the Conyreas of the United States; 

As required by the acts of March 4, 1915, and February 28, 
1916, I transmit herewith the reports of the United States Bu- 
reau of Efficiency for the years ended October 31, 1922, and 
October 31, 1923. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE Warre Houser, December 10, 1923. 

REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF PANAMA CANAL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the e 
on Interoceanic Canals: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
annual report of the Governor of the Panama Canal for the 
fiscal year ended June 80, 1923. 

THE Warre House, December 10, 1923. 

ENACTMENTS OF PORTO RICO LEGISLATURE. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories and Insular Possessions: 


| membership now. 


As required by section 23 of the act of Congress, approyed 
March 2 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a civil government 
for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith 
copies of certain acts and resolutions enacted by the Tenth 
Legislature of Porto Rico during its second session (Feoruary 
12 to July 24, 1923, inclusive). 

These acts and resolutions have not previously been trans- 
mitted to Congress and none of them has been printed. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe WHr House, December 10, 1923. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories and Insular Possessions: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


As required by section 23 of the act of Congress, approved 
March 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a civil government 
for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith 
copies of certain acts and resolutions enacted by the Tenth 
Legislature of Porto Rico during its special session (Augast 13 
to August 23, 1923, inclusive). 

These acts and resolutions have not previously been trans- 
mitted to Congress and none of them has been printed. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE WHITE House, December 10, 1923. 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I offer the order which I send 
to the desk, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
submits an order for which he asks immediate consideration. 
The Secretary will read it for information. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 


It is ordered that hereafter and until otherwise ordered by the 
Senate the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry shall consist of 
17 Senators; that the Committee on Appropriations shall consist of 
18 Senators; that the Committee on Claims shall consist of 14 Sen- 
ators; that the Committee on Finance shall consist of 17 Senators; 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations shall consist of 18 Senators; 
that the Committee on Interoceanic Canalis shall consist of 12 Sen- 
ators; that the Committee on Interstate Commerce shall consist of 17 
Senators; that the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation shall 
consist of 15 Senators; that the Committee on Manufactures shall 
consist of 12 Senators; that the Committee on Patents shall consist of 
8 Senators; that the Committee on Pensions shall consist of 12 Sen- 
ators; that the Committee on Printing shall consist of 8 Senators; 
and that the Committee on Public Bulldings and Grounds shall consist 
of 14 Senators, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the proposed order? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I do not know 
that I shall object to the present consideration of the order, 
although only a short while ago we reduced the number of 
members of committees of the Senate in the interest of good 
business of the Senate, and I regret to see an increase of the 
I think we had better decrease it rather 
than inerease it; that would come closer to promoting efficiency 
in the Government service; but as this order is presented, I 
desire to ask the Senator if it has been considered by any 
committee? 

Mr. CURTIS. It has not; but it was considered by the con- 
ference of Republicans, and it was submitted to the steering 
committee of the Democratic side, and it is acceptable to both. 
Most of the increases are made necessary because there is now 
a third party in the Senate to be taken care of, and the places 
assigned to that party are not to be charged either to Repub- 
licans or to Democrats. For instance, the Committee on Irri- 
gation and Reclamation was Increased at the suggestion of 
both Republicans and Democrats because of the importance of 
that committee, and it was thought its size was not large 
enough, The Committee on Appropriations was increased from 
16 to 18 because, If it were left at the present membership, 
the Democratic minority having increased their numbers in 
the body and being entitled to an increased number, it would 
have been necessary to take off the committee a Senator 
already serving on it; and it was thought better to increase the 


| committee by two, which was done with the consent of the 


other side, giving the two new members to the minority and 
retaining the present majority membership, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I was not able to be present 
at the Republican conference this morning, and I did not know 
about the action taken. I still think it is u mistake to make 
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the proposed increases, but I shall not object to the present 
consideration of the order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand that the order which the 
Senator from Kansas has presented is to effectuate the ar- 
rangement made between the steering committee on this side 
of the Chamber and the conference of the majority, and to 
provide the necessary committee places for the members of a 
third party who now sit in the Senate. I have had no oppor- 
tunity of confirming the accuracy of the numbers, but I assume 
the Senator from Kansas has done that. 

Mr. CURTIS. The lists have been carefully prepared. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I join in the request for the present con- 
sideration of the order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
order just read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The question is on agreeing to the order. 

The order was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to offer a resolution 
constituting the standing committees of the Senate of the 
Sixty-eighth Congress. With the assent of the Senator from 
Arkansas, simply for convenience, I offer at the same time a 
resolution covering the minority places on those committees, 
and I ask that the two resolutions may be read as one, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the reso- 
lutions will be read as a single resolution. 

The reading clerk read the order, as follows: 


Ordered, That the following shall constitute the standing com- 
mittees of the Senate of the Sixty-eighth Congress: 

On Agriculture and Forestry (17): Messrs Norris (chairman), 
McNary, Capper, Keyes, Gooding, Ladd, Norbeck, Harreld, McKinley, 
Johnson of Minnesota, Smith, Ransdell, Kendrick, Harrison, Heflin, 
Caraway, Ralston. 

On Appropriations (18): Messrs. Warren (chairman), Smoot, Jones of 
Washington, Curtis, Hale, Spencer, Phipps, McKinley, Lenroot, Keyes, 
Overman, Harris, Glass, Jones of New Mexico, McKellar, Broussard, 
Bayard, Neely. 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Eapenses of Senate (5): 
Messrs. Keyes (chairman), Fess, Greene, McKellar, Gerry. 

On Banking and Currency (15); Messrs. McLean. (chairman), 
Weller, Norbeck, Shortridge, Edge, Pepper, Phipps, Greene, Owen, 
Fletcher, Kendrick, Glass, Edwards, Stephens, Adams. 

On Civil Service (11): Messrs. Stanfield (chairman), Sterling, Ball, 
Couzens, Dale, Howell, McKellar, Ransdell, Heflin, George, Neely. 

On Claims (14): Messrs. Capper (chairman), Spencer, Gooding, 
Harreld, Stanfield, Elkins, Brookhart, Johnson of Minnesota, Tram- 
mell, Bayard, Caraway, Stephens, Mayfield, Bruce. 

On Commerce (16): Messrs. Jones of Washington (chairman), Fer- 
nald, McNary, Edge, Willis, Weller, Ball, Ladd, Couzens, Fletcher, Rans- 
dell, Sheppard, Simmons, Dial, Ferris, Stephens. 

On the District of Columbia (13); Messrs. Ball (chairman), Jones of 
Washington, Capper, Edge, Elkins, Gooding, Weller; King, Sheppard, 
Glass, Stanley, Copeland, Edwards. a 

On Education and Labor (11): Messrs. Borah (chairman), Sterling, 
Phipps, Brookhart, Couzens, Dale, Jones of New Mexico, Waish of 
Massachusetts, Caraway, Ferris, Copeland. 

On Enrolled Bills (3): Messrs. Watson (chairman), Ball, Dial. 

On Expenditures in the Executive Departments (7): Messrs. McCor- 
mick (chairman), Willis, Moses, Wadsworth, Underwood, Swanson, 
Ralston. 

On Finance (1%): Messrs. Smoot (chairman), La Follette, McLean, 
Curtis, Watson, Reed of Pennsylvania, Elkins, McCormick, Ernst, 
Stanfield, Simmons, Jones of New Mexico, Gerry, Reed of Missouri, 
Walsh of Massachusetts, Harrison, King. 

On Foreign Relations (18): Messrs. Lodge (chairman), Borah, Bran- 
degee, Johnson of California, Moses, McCormick, Wadsworth, Lenroot, 
Willis, Pepper, Shipstead, Swanson, Pittman, Shields, Robinson, Under- 
wood, Walsh of Montana, Owen. 

On Immigration (11): Messrs. Colt (chairman), Sterling, Johnson of 
California, Keyes, Willis, Reed of Pennsylvania, King, Harris, Harrison, 
Shields, Copeland. 

On Indian Affaira (11): Messrs. Harreld (chairman), Curtis, La Fol- 
lette, McNary, Cameron, Frazier, Ashurst, Owen, Kendrick, Wheeler, 
Dill. 

On Interoceanic Canals (12): Messrs. Edge (chairman), Borah, Brook- 
hart, Couzens, Greene, Howell, Johnson of Minnesota, Walsh of Mon- 
tana, Trammell, Ransdell, Stanley, Mayfield. 

On Interstate Commerce (17): Messrs. Cummins (chairman), La 
Follette, McLean, Watson, Fernald, Elkins, Gooding, Couzens, Fess, 
Howell, Smith, Underwood, Pittman, Bruce, Dill, Wheeler, Mayfield. 

On Irrigation and Reclamation (15): Messrs. McNary (chairman), 
Jones of Washington, Phipps, Gooding, Cameron, Oddie, Shortridge, 
Bursum, Sheppard, Walsh of Montana, Kendrick, Pittman, Simmons, 
Dill, Adams. 
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On the Judiciary (16); Messrs. Brandegee (chairman), Borah, Cum- 
mins, Colt, Sterling, Norris, Ernst, Shortridge, Spencer, Overman, 
Reed of Missouri, Ashurst, Shields, Walsh of Montana, Stanley, Cara- 
way. 

On the Library (7): Messrs. Pepper (chairman), Brandegee, Fess, 
Howell, McKellar, Broussard, Ferris. 

On Manufactures (12): Messrs. La Follette (chairman), McNary, 
McKinley, Weller, Reed of Pennsylvania, Brookhart, Johnson of Min- 
nesota, Smith, Reed of Missouri, Harris, Edwards, Wheeler. 

On Military Affairs (16): Messrs. Wadsworth, jr. (chairman), War- 
ren, Capper, Cameron, Bursum, Reed of Pennsylvania, Brookhart, John- 
son of California, Greene, Fletcher, Sheppard, Walsh of Massachusetts, 
George, Ralston, Bruce. 

On Mines and Mining (9): Messrs. Oddie (chairman), Elkins, 
Phipps, Cameron, Frazier, Walsh of Montana. Ashurst, Pittman, King. 

On Naval Affairs (16): Messrs. Hale (chairman), Lodge, Ball, Pep- 
per, Oddie, Colt, Norbeck, Shortridge Weller, Swanson, Gerry, Tram- 
mell, King, Broussard, Copeland, Edwards. 

On Patents (8): Messrs. Ernst (chairman), Norris, Brandegee, Colt, 
Shipstead, Smith, Stanley, Broussard. 

On Pensions (12): Messrs. Bursum (chairman), Smoot, Fernald, Nor- 
beck, Frazier, Dale, Shipstead, Walsh of Massachusetts, Gerry, Ralston, 
Wheeler, Neely. 

On Post Offices and Post Roads (16): Messrs. Sterling (chairman), 
Moses, Edge, Phipps, Harreld, Oddie, Stanfield, Frazier, Dale, McKellar, 
Dial, Heflin, George, Trammell, Ferris, Adams. 

On Printing (8): Messrs. Moses (chairman), Capper, Pepper, Fess, 
Shipstead, Fletcher, Ransdell, Bruce. 

On Privileges and Elections (13): Messrs. Spencer (chairman), Wads- 
worth, jr, Watson, Ernst, Shortridge, Bursum, Greene, Reed of 
Missouri, King, Ashurst, George, Neely, Stephens. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds (14): Messrs. Fernald (chairman), 
Warren, Lenroot, Keyes, McKinley, Harreid, Fess, Shipstead, Reed 


‘| of Missouri, Ashurst, Trammell, Swanson, Dial, Mayfield. 


On Public Lands and Surveys (13): Messrs. Lenroot (chairman), 
Smoot, Ladd, Stanfield, Norbeck, Bursum, Cameron, Pittman, Jones of 
New Mexico, Kendrick, Walsh of Montana, Adams, Dill. 

On Rules (22): Messrs. Curtis (chairman), Hale, Moses, McCormick, 
Watson, Johnson of California, Dale, Overman, Owen, Underwood, 
Harrison, Robinson. 

On Territories and Insular Possessions (18): Messrs. Johnson of Call- 
fornia (chairman), McLean, Cummins, McCormick, Willis, Ladd, Reed 
of Pennsylvania, Pittman, Robinson, Harris, Broussard, Walsh of Massa- 
chusetts, Bayard. 

Select Committee on Revision of the Laws (3): Messrs. Ernst 
(chairman), Pepper, Dial. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts a proposed change in his resolution. As 
I understood the reading, it provides that the committees 
named shall be the standing committees of the Senate. There 
is a select committee on the list which ought to be authorized 
separately. 

Mr. LODGE. I accept the amendment. To be exactly cor- 
rect, it should read, “ Standing and select committees.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. But are there not other select commit- 
tees? 

Mr. LODGE. There is only one select committee on this list. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. But if it reads “The following shall 
constitute the standing and select committees of the Senate,” 
it might exclude those not mentioned. 

Mr. LODGE. Any form that will suit the Senator from 
Connecticut will suit me. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I would have two resolutions, one deal- 
ing with thg standing committees and another covering this 
select committee. 

Mr. LODGE. The language necessary to cover that could 
be inserted at the end, for instance, “and the following select 
committee,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so 
modified. The Senator from Massachusetts asks for the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, it is my understanding 
that under the practice of the Senate any Senator can ask for 
a separate vote on the. selection of any committeeman or the 
chairman of any committee, but that it has been the custom of 
the Senate, where no such request is made, to adopt the reso- 
lution and make the selection of committees as a whole. Under 
the practice of the Senate it is competent for any Senator to 
ask for a separate vote upon any committee chairman or any 
member of a committee. 

Mr. LODGE. That right exists under the rule. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The rule requires that a separate vote 
shall be had unless otherwise ordered, so that the rule of the 
Senate contemplates that a separate vote shall be taken. 
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Mr. BRANDEGEE. Is it not confined to the selection of 
chairmen of committees? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes. The rule of the Senate provides that 
the chairmen shall be selected by a separate vote if a separate 
vote is required, and then one vote may be had upon the selec- 
tion of the other members of the committees. I merely make 
that statement in order that Senators may be appraised of 
their right to demand a separate vote. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask that the resolution as pro- 
posed be now read. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Montana does not ask for 
the reading of all the names? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
body of the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution provides that “the following 
shall constitute the standing committees of the Senate of the 
Sixty-eighth Congress.” 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, in addition to the statement 
I made a moment ago I desire to say that under the rule of 
the Senate a majority of the Senators voting is required to 
select committee chairmen. The other members of the com- 
mittees may be selected by a plurality vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
parliamentary situation to be that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has offered the resolution as a whole. Any Senator 
can demand a separate vote upon the naming of the chairman 
of a committee, but in the absence of a demand of that sort 
the resolution will be submitted to the Senate as a whole. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi will state it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Suppose there is a demand made for a 
Separate vote upon some chairman, does the Chair hold that 
there shall be a yea-and-nay vote under this order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not ruled 
upon that question. 

Mr. LODGE. I take it there is no doubt under the general 
rule that a request may be made for a vote upon one commit- 
tee or more and the rest can be approved en bloc. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is it the understanding of the Senator 
from Massachusetts that when a demand is made for a yote 
upon the chairman of one committee it shall be a yea-and-nay 
vote? 

Mr. LODGE. By ballot. 

1 a BRANDEGEE. The rule provides that it shall be done 
y ballot. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I think, for the in- 
formation of the Senate, the rule relative to the selection of 
committees ought to be read. It is Rule XXIV, the first sec- 
tion of which is as follows: 


1. In the appointment of the standing committees the Senate, unless 
otherwise ordered, shall proceed by ballot to appoint severally the 
chairman of each committee, and then, by one ballot, the other members 
necessary to complete the same. A majority of the whole number of 
votes given shall be necessary to the choice of a chairman of a stand- 
ing committee, but a plurality of votes shall elect the other members 
thereof. All other committees shall be appointed by ballot, unless other- 
wise ordered, and a plurality of votes shall appoint. 


I take it that the resolution is not in order until the Senate 
shall first otherwise direct. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator thinks a ballot is not in order? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should say the resolution is not 
in order. 

Mr. BRANDEGED. It is in order unless objection is made. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not understand that unani- 
mous consent was requested. Of course, by unanimous consent 
it can be done. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand, of course, that unanimous con- 
sent is asked; otherwise the resolution would go over under the 
rule, the same as any other resolution to whieh there was ob- 
jection. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I did not understand the Senator 
to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE, It was my intention to do so, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
unless unanimous consent is given, the election must be by 
ballot. The Chair understood the Senator from Massachusetts 
to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the reso- 
lution as a whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the suggestion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Ark- 
ansas [Mr. Rogrnson] with regard to the form in which the 
ballot shall be cast? 


No; just for a reading of the 


Mr. LODGE. If there is objection to the resolution of course 
it will have to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Who objected? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. ROBINSON]. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have not objected. I merely stated that 
any Senator has a right to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from 
Montana objected. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Did the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Warsa] object to the resolution? 

Mr. WHEELER. I objected. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Very well. 


IMMIGRANT CHILDEEN OF CITIZENS. 


Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, on the day of 
the last session of the Senate I introduced a joint resolu- 
tion which has since been printed as Senate Joint Resolution 
10. Doubtless a number of Senators here this morning were 
not present at that time. The joint resolution relates to the 
entrance into the United States of unmarried children of citi- 
zeus of the United States notwithstanding the quota under the 
immigration law. At that time I asked unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I have not quite stated the re- 
quest. I want to explain the joint resolution with a view of 
doing so a little later. 

There is one case which I am sure will appeal to every Sen- 
ator, and it is no different from a few other cases. There 
lives in New Mexico a gentleman who was formerly a citizen 
of Russia. He has been a citizen of New Mexico for 13 years. 
He is a naturalized citizen. Owing to disturbances in Russia 
he was unable to get his family to the United States. 

In the first place, he came to the United States with a view 
of recouping his finances so that he would be able to bring his 
family here. A few days ago the wife and two daughters 
reached Southampton for the purpose of coming into the 
United States. During the time when the father was trying 
to get his family out of Russia one of the daughters became 
more than 18 years of age. She is unmarried. She is de- 
pendent entirely upon the father, a citizen of the United States, 
for support. At Southampton the elder daughter was detained. 
The mother, the wife, with the younger daughter, was per- 
mitted to come into the United States. 

I have introduced a joint resolution which simply permits 
the children of citizens of the United States to come into the 
United States from a foreign country, notwithstanding the ex- 
haustion of the quota under the immigration law. 

Mr. COLT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield. 

Mr. COLT. The joint resolution proposes to amend the 
present immigration law. I would like to ask the Senator 
from New Mexico if he would not be willing to have the joint 
resolution referred to the Committee on Immigration, which 
would make a speedy report upon the question? I feel that 
I ought to object to the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I would be perfectly willing to 
do that, and, of course, shall do so, but it occurred to me that 
there could be no possible objection to the joint resolution. 
This girl is all alone in Southampton, being kept there in the 
immigration quarters, awaiting permission to join her father 
and mother, the father being a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator from New Mexico yield 
to me? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I understand the Senator’s joint resolution 
applies only to children, 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Only to children under 21 years 
of age. 

Mr. NORRIS. While I am not objecting to the Senator’s 
proposition, I shall want to suggest an amendment which would 
include the admission of wives of citizens of the United States. 
I have in mind a case now in existence, which it seems to me 
would appeal to anyone as demanding immediate relief, and 
yet, technically, the State Department in declining to visé a 
passport Is, I presume, correct. 

I have reference to-the Anna Lerner case, so called, where 
a Russian girl, born in Russia, came to this country with her 
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family when she was 6 years old. She grew up in this 
country, was educated in the public schools, and became a book- 
keeper and stenographer. Her father died soon after she came 
to this country. All the rest of the family became naturalized, 


and they are now naturalized American citizens. A year or so 
ago she went to Russia. While there she married an American 
citizen, a native-born American citizen, incidentally one who was 
in the American Army and has an honorable discharge as a 
World War veteran. She has three brothers in this country, all 
American citizens. Her mother is in this country. Her hus- 
band is in this country, She can not speak the Russian 
language, She knows no language except the English language, 
and knows no country but this. Only by a technicality is she 
anything but an American citizen. 

I do not know about the laws of Russia, but I presume it is 
safe to say that they are similar to the laws of most of the 
countries except ours, and that is that the wife takes the citizen- 
ship of the husband. If that be true of Russia, then, technically, 
this woman, who is only 20 years of age, a mere girl, according 
to our laws is a citizen of Russia, but if the Russian laws are 
such as I think they are, she has lost her citizenship there. 
She is stranded now, without money, without friends, in a 
foreign country to all intents and purposes, without any means 
of livelihood. Her husband came back here and eventually 
sent the money for her to come, but visé of her passport is 
denied, and the Department of State is upholding its officers 
who refuse to visé her passport. 

I would like to amend the joint resolution which the Senator 
has introduced. When it comes upon the floor, or when it is 
before the committee, I want to offer an amendment that it shall 
include, as well as children, the wives of American citizens. 

Mr. COLT. Mr. President, may I further interrupt the 
Senator? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico, I yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. COLT. The present immigration law, the so-called per- 
centage law, has been found in its enforcement to be full of 
tragedies, such as have been suggested on the floor of the Senate 
at the present time. That law requires amendment in several 
of its particulars with regard to children, with regard to. wives, 
and in other instances. We can not at the present time properly 
amend the immigration law by piecemeal in this way. It seems 
to me, Mr. President, that the joint resolution should be referred 
to the Committee on Immigration, where they can take the mat- 
ter up, not only with regard to this particular case of hard- 
ship—and I thoroughly agree with the Senator from New 
Mexico that it is such—but with regard to other cases. 

I happen to be in a position where these cases are brought to 
my personal attention, and I desire to state that I think the 
matter ought to be considered by the Immigration Committee at 
an early day; but I am opposed to amending the immigration 
law in this manner. I trust, therefore, that the joint resolution 
may be referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the statement 
just made by the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island 
would seem to justify the request which I have made. The 
Senator from Rhode Island has stated that he is opposed to any 
relief for any person until after a general revision of the immi- 
gration law shall have been made. It was the express purpose 
of avoiding the necessity for such action which prompted me to 
introduce this joint resolution and to ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

Mr. COLT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
a question. Perhaps I do not understand the purport of the 
joint resolution. Does the Senator from New Mexico confine 
the joint resolution to a particular case or to a class of gases? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The joint resolution relates to 
a class of cases. 

Mr. COLT, Very well. If the Senator would confine his joint 
resolution to the particular case he has in mind, I should not 
object, for in every such case I have favored relief; but if it is 
proposed that we shall deal with classes of cases, then we shall 
open the door to the proposal of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Norris] with regard to another equally meritorious class. If 
the Senator’s joint resolution is confined to the relief of a par- 
ticular individual, I certainly shall offer no objection to its 
consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I rise to a question of order. 
the Senator from New Mexico to yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will state his point of order. 

Mr. LODGE. The point of order is that the joint resolu- 
tion has not been referred to a committee or had the necessary 


I do not ask 


two readings, and its consideration is, therefore, not in order 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is on 
the table. 

Mr. LODGE. I dare say it is, but it is simply a joint resolu- 
tion which has been introduced, and is not in the category of 
resolutions coming over from a preceding day. It is, in sub- 
stance, a joint resolution proposing to change the immigration 
law. Therefore it must take two readings and be referred to a 
committee. Its consideration is out of order at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. Jones] has asked unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. But that is refused. I object to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
fore the matter is at an end. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. As I take it, the morning hour 
has been concluded, and it is in order to discuss this or any 
other question. 


There- 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, my information is that a 
number of Senators desire a separate vote on the chairmanship 
of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and that there is 
no objection to the adoption of the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] if a separate vote 
may be had upon that chairmanship. I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that other committee assignments provided in 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
save that of the chairman of the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, may be agreed to and that a separate yea-and-nay 
vote be taken upon that chairmanship. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to that; I hope it will be 
done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has heard the 
request of the Senator from Arkansas, which is that a sepa- 
rate yea-and-nay vote be taken upon the election of the chalr- 
man of the Interstate Commerce Committee, and that the re- 
mainder of the resolution which has been submitted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts shall be considered as adopted, 
Is there objection? 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas 
has correctly stated my position. I desire to have a roll call 
on the question of the election of the chairman of the Inter- 
state Commerce Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. Now, Mr. President, I should like to make an 
inquiry as to the present status of the resolution. As I under- 
stand, all assignments to committees as proposed by the resolu- 
tion, with the exception of the chairmanship of the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce, have been agreed to by the Senate. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. ROBINSON. That is correct; that was the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the request of the 
Senator from Arkansas; and the selections for chairmen of 
the various committees, with the exception of the chairman of 
the Interstate Commerce Committee, and for members of the 
respective committees have been agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely wanted to make sure of the fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

Mr. LODGE. I also ask for a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Elkins Johnson, Calif, Norris 


Ball Ernst Johnson, Minn. Overman 
Bayard Fernald Jones, N. Mex. wen 
Borah Ferris Jones, Wash. Pepper 
Brandegee Fess Kendrie Phipps 
Brookhart Fletcher Keyes Pittman 
Bruce Frazier Kin Rulston 
Bursum seorge Lad Ransdell 
Cameron Gerry Lenroot Reed, Pa. 
Capper Glass Lodge Robinson 
Colt Gooding MeCormick Sheppard 
Copeland Greene McKellar Shields 
Couzens Hale McLean Shipstead 
Cummins Harreid MeNar, Shortridge 
Curtis Harris Mayfield Simmons 
Dale Harrison Moses Smith 
Dial Heflin Neely Smoot 
Howell Norbeck Spencer 
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Stanfield Trammell Walsh, Mont. Willis FOR MR. LA FOLLETTE—7. 

Sies eee 9 Brookhart Howell Ladd Shipstead 
Swanson Walsh, Mass. Wheeler FAE Johnson, Mina: -Norris 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branpeces in the chair). 
Eighty-five Senators having answered to their names, there is 
a quorum of the Senate present. 

The present occupant of the chair was not on the floor when 
the pending agreement was made and does not know what the 
question is, but understands that it is the calling of the roll 
upon whether or not the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummins] 
shall be chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Has the Chair stated the question correctly? 

Mr. LODGE. I think, under the rule, I have a right to ask 
for a ballot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair supposed a ballot 
was ordered by the rule unless otherwise ordered by the Senate; 
but the Chair was asking, for information, whether it had been 
ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not understand that it was otherwise 
ordered. It has not been put by the Chair at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is what the Chair is 
trying to find out. The Senator from Massachusetts demands 
a ballot. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. I demand a ballot. That means a call of 
the roll, of course, as in electing a President pro tempore or 
any other officer. The roll will be called, and Senators will 
answer to their names when called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would not be a ballot. 

Mr. LODGE. Not strictly a ballot. It can be a written 
ballot, however. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I think under the practice 
of the Senate and the unanimous-consent order which has been 
entered the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts is 
correct, namely, that the Senate should proceed to a roll call 
and that eaeh Senator should respond by voting for the candi- 
date for chairman whom he desires to see elected, 

Mr. LODGE. That is my desire. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed In that way. ‘That is the only way in which the 
Senate can give a full and accurate expression to its choice on 
the subject. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, if I may ask for a little 
light, does the Senator from Arkansas mean that we shall 
respond “yea” or “nay”? 

Mr. ROBINSON. No. 

Mr. McCORMICK.. Or with the name of the candidate? 

Mr. ROBINSON. With the name of the candidate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent that the roll be called, and that as 
each Senator’s name is called the Senator shall announce the 
name of the candidate for whom he votes. Is there objection? 
The Chairs hears none, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). I am patred 
for the day with the Senator from IIlinois [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Epwakrps} and will vote. I vote for Mr. SMITH. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Eper] is paired on this question 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. ERNST (after having voted for Mr. Cummins). I am 
advised that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Sranie], with 
whom I am paired, has not voted. I therefore must withdraw 
my vote. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 41, for Mr. SMITH 
89, for Mr. La FoLtETTE 7, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—41, 


Ball Fernald McCormick 
Borah Fess McLean Stanfield 
Brandegee Gooding McNary Sterling 
Bursum Greene Moses Wadsworth 
Cameron Hale 0 arren 
Capper Harreld Oddie Watson 
Colt Johnson . Pepper Weller 
ooo Jones, Wash Phipps Illis 
Dale Lenroot Shortridge 
Elkins dge Smoot 
FOR MR. SMITH—39. 
Fletcher McKellar Shields 
8 sr rge MayGeld anes 
ayarı erry ee ens 
Broussard lass Overman Swenson 
Bruce Harris Owen Trammell 
Caraway Harrison Pi Underwood 
Co Heflin Ralston. Walsh, Mass, 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Dill endrick Robinson 
Ferris Sheppard 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of votes 
east is 87, of which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cumacmns] 
has 41, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmirH] 39, and 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FOoLLETTE] 7. One-half 
of the total of 87 is 433, so that 44 votes are required for a 
majority. There is no majority, and hence no election. What 
is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. CURTIS.. Let the roll be again called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again call 
the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the senior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. Epcr] is paired with the senior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I wish to announce that I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren], 
who is detained from the Senate. If he were present, he 
would vote for Mr. Cummins and I would vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Repeating the announcement of my pair 
and transfer made on the last vote, I vote for Mr. SMITH. 

The ballot resulted-for Mr. Cumacains 39, for. Mr. SMITH 38, 
for Mr. La FoLLETTE 7, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMINS— 39. 


Ball Elkins Lenroot Rhortridge 
Borah Fernald Lodge —.— 
Brandegee Fess McCormick encer 
Bursum Gooding McLean Stanfield 
Cameron Greene McNary Sterling 
Carper Hale Moses Wadsworth 
Colt Harreld Norbeck atson 
Couzens Johnson, Calif. Oddie eller 
Curtis Jones, Wash. Phipps illis 
Dale Keyes R 
FOR MR. SMITH—38, 

Adams Fletcher McKellar Simmons 
Ashurst George Mayfield tephens 
Bayard Gerry Neely wanson 
Broussard lass Owen Trammell 
Bruce Harris Pittman Underwood 
Caraway Harrison Ralston Walsh, Mass, 
Copeland Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Robinson Wheeler 
Dill Kendrick Sheppard 
Ferris King Shields 

FOR MR. LA FOLLETTE—7. 
Brookhart Howell Ladd Shipstead 
Frazier Johnson, Minn. Norris 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total number of Senators 
voting is 84; necessary to a choice, 43. The Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] received 39 votes, the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Smıra] 38, and the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. La FoLLETTE] 7. There is no choice, and the Sec- 
retary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CURTIS (when Mr. Epcr’s name was called). I de- 
sire to repeat the announcement I made on the last vote, that 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epee] is paired with 
the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. McKIntey], 
which I transfer to the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Epwakrps], and vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. ERNST (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY], 
which I transfer to the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Spencer], and vote for Mr. Cum us. 

The roll call having been concluded, the ballot resulted—for 
Mr. Cusmmins 41, for Mr. Smire 39, for Mr. La Forrrrr 7, 


as follows: 
FOR MR. CUMMINS—41, 
Ball Ernst Lodge Smoot 
Borah Fernald McCormick Stanfield 
Brandegee Fess MeLean Sterling 
Bursum McNary Wadsworth 
Cameron Greene Moses Warren 
Ca Hale Norbeck Watson 
Coit Harreld Weller 
Couzens Johnson, Calif. Pepper Willis 
Curtis Jones, Wash. ED 15 2 
e 
Elkins Lenroot Sor Fize 
FOR MR. SMITH—39. 
Adams Fletcher McKellar Shields 
Ashurst George Mayfield Simmons 
Bayard Gerry Neely Stephens 
Broussard Glass Overman wanson 
Bruce Harris Owen Trammell 
Caraway Harrison Pittman Underwood 
Copeland Heflin Ralston Walsh, Mass. 
Dial Jones, N. Mex Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Dill Kendrick Robinson Wheeler 
Ferris heppard 
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FOR MR. LA FOLLETTE—7, 
Brookhart Howell Ladd 
Frazier Johnson, Minn. Norris 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total number of votes 
east was 87, of which Mr. Cumamns received 41, Mr. SMITH 
39, and Mr. La Forterre 7; necessary to a cholce, 43; Senator 
Cuarmins having the highest number, but not a majority. 
The Secretary will call the roll, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this is of course a very agree- 
able pastime which we can easily renew, but there is some 
executive business that ought to be disposed of. A number of 
recess appointments have come in to-day which ought to be re- 
ferred to the various committees for action. I therefore move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator withhold the motion for 
a moment that I may make an inquiry? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is it the Senator’s intention, after the 
executive session, to resume legislative business and take an- 
other ballot to-day, or to adjourn? 

Mr. LODGE. My intention is to resume legislative business 
for the purpose of having laid before the Senate the resolutions 
of the House in regard to the death of 10 Members of that 
body during the recess, and then to adjourn. I renew my mo- 
tion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JOHN W. RAINEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a reso- 
lution (H. Res, 16) of the House of Representatives, which was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the | 
death of Hon. JoHN W. RAtNneyY, a Representative from the State of 
Illinois. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased, 

Resolwed, That as a further mark of respect, this House do now ad- 
Journ. 


Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, I offer the resolution 
which I send te the desk and ask unanimous consent for its Im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 38) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. JOHN W. RAINEY, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Illinois. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JAMES C. CANTRILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a res- 
olution (H. Res. 17) of the House of Representatives, which 
was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. JAMES C. CANTRILL, a Representative from the State of 
Kentucky. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, in the absence of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Stantey], I submit a resolution and 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 39) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the 
announcement of the death of Hon. JAMES C. CANTRILL, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatiyes and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE BENJAMIN d. HUMPHREYS. 


Shipstead 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 18) of the House of Representatives, which 
was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. BENJAMIN G. HUMPHREYS, late a Representative from 
the State of Mississippi. 

Resolyed, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I offer the resolution which 
I send to the desk and ask unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 40) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon, BENJAMIN G. HUMPHREYS, late a 
Representative from the State of Mississippi. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolu- 
tions to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to 
the family of the deceased. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CLAUDE KITCHIN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a res- 
olution (H. Res. 12) of the House of Representatives, which 
was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. CLAvpn KitcHIn, a Representative from the State of 
North Carolina, 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn, 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I submit the resolution which 
I send to the desk, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 41) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the 
announcement of the death of Hon. CLAUD» KITCHIN, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JOHN M. 0. SMITH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 20) of the House of Representatives, which was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Joux M. C. Sirs, a Representative from the State of 
Michigan, 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I submit the resolution which 
I send to the desk, and ask unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 42) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. Jonn M. C. Surra, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JOHN R, TYSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 21) of the House of Representatives, which was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. Jonn R. Tyson, a Representative from the State of 
Alabama. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I submit a resolution, 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration, 

The resolution (S. Res. 43) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 
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Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the 
announcement of the death of Hon. JouN R. Tyson, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Alabama. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased, 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE L. E. SAWYER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 22) of the House of Representatives, which 
was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. L. E. Sawyer, a Representative from the State of 
Arkansas. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased, 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I submit a resolution and 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 44) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow ihe an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. L. E. Sawyer, late a Representative 
from the State of Arkansas. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE DANIEL J. RIORDAN, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a res- 
olution (H. Res. 14) of the House of Representatives, which 
was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. DANIEL J. RIORDAN, a Representative from the State of 
New York. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I submit the resolution 
which I send to the desk and ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 45) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the 
announcement of the death of Hon. DANIEL J, RIORDAN, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of New York. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JAMES V. GANLY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 15) of the House of Representatives, which was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. JAMES V. GANLY, a Representative from the State of 
New York. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I submit a resolution, and 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 46) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. James V. Gantry, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of New York. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thercof to the 
family of the deceased, 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LUTHER W. MOTT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a reso- 


lution (H. Res. 19) of the House of Representatives, which was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. LUTHER W. Morr, a Representative from the State of 
New York, 
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Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I offer the resolution 
which I send to the desk, and ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 47) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the 
announcement of the death of Hon. LUTHER W. Mort, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of New York. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, as a further mark of 
respect to the memory of the Representatives whose deaths have 
just been announced, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 
80 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, December 11, 1923, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate December 10, 


AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Frank B. Kellogg, of Minnesota, to be ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States of America 
to Great Britain, 

The following-named persons for appointment in the Diplo- 
matic Service of the United States to the offices to which they 
were appointed during the last recess of the Senate, as follows: 

Henry P. Fletcher, of Pennsylvania, ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary to Belgium, to be also envoy ex- 
traordinary. and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 
of America to Luxemburg. 


Envoy EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Richard M. Tobin, of California, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States of America 
to the Netherlands. 


SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES on Lecarions, CLASS 4. 


John H. MacVeagh, of New York, (A reinstatement.) 
Stuart E. Grummon, of Newark, N. J. 

Harrison F. Matthews, of Baltimore, Md. 

Richard M. de Lambert, of Raton, N. Mex. 

Trojan Kodding, of Wilkinsburg, Pa. 

Christian Gross, of Chicago, III. 

Stanley Hawks, of Port Washington, N. Y. 

Carl A. Fisher, of Salt Lake City, Utah. 


Consvts or Crass T. 


The following-named persons to be consuls of class 7 of the 
United States of America, to which office they were appointed 
during the last recess of the Senate: 

J. Rives Childs, of Lynchburg, Va. 

Walter H. McKinney, of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 


UNDERSECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Garrard B. Winston, of Chicago, II., to be Undersecretary 
of the Treasury in place of S. Parker Gilbert, jr., resigned. 
(Mr. Winston is now serving under temporary commission 
issued during the recess of the Senate.) 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 


Howard M. Gore, of West Virginia, who is now serving 
under a recess appointment, to be Assistant Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE. 


J. Walter Drake, of Michigan, now holding recess appoint- 
ment, to the position of Assistant Secretary of Commerce. 


MEMBERS OF THE FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD. 


The following-named persons to be members of the Federal 
Reserve Board, to which office they were appointed during the 
last recess of the Senate, as follows: 

George R. James, of Tennessee, for the unexpired term of 10 
years from April 28, 1921. 

Edward H. Cunningham, of Iowa, for the unexpired term 
of 10 years from January 25, 1923. 
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MEMBERS or Untrep STATES SHIPPING BOARD. 

The following-named persons to be members of the United 
States Shipping Board, to which office they were appointed dur- 
ing the last recess of the Senate, as follows: 

Frederick I. Thompson, of Alabama, for a term of six years. 
(A reappointment.) 

Edward P. Farley, of Illinois, for the unexpired term of six 
years from June 9, 1921. 

Bert E. Haney, of Oregon, for the unexpired term of four 
years from June 9, 1921. 

MEMBERS OF THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

Frank McManamy, of the District of Columbia, for a term of 
seven years from January 1, 1924. (A reappointment.) 

Mark W. Potter, of New York, for a term of seven years from 
January 1, 1924. (A reappointment.) 

MEMBERS or THE BOARD or CHARITIES FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Wiliam T. Galliher, for a term of three years from July 1, 
1923. (A reappointment.) 

Kathryn Sellers, for a term of three years from July 1, 1923, 
vice Mrs. Virginia Cross, term expired. 

Governor OF VIRGIN ISLANDS. 

Capt. Philip Williams, United States. Navy, to be Governor of 
the Virgin Islands ceded to the United States by Denmark, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate. 

MEMBERS OF THE FEDERAL Farm Loan BOARD. 


Louis J. Pettyjohn, of Dodge City, Kans., to serve out the 
unexpired term of eight years expiring August 6, 1926. 

Elmer S, Landes, of Wooster, Ohio, for a term expiring 
August 6, 1931, to fill an existing vacancy. 

Merton L. Corey, of Omaha Nebr., for a term expiring March 
6, 1929. (New office created by act of Congress approved 
March 4, 1923.) 

Edward E. Jones, of Harford, Pa., for a term expiring Au- 
gust 6, 1931. (New office created by act of Congress approved 
March 4, 1923.) 

(These officers are now serving under temporary commis- 
sions issued during the recess of the Senate.) 

COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 

Henry M. Dawes, of Chicago, III., to be Comptroller of the 
Currency, to fill an existing vacancy. (Mr. Dawes is now sery- 
ing under temporary commission issued during the recess of 
the Senate.) 

DIRECTOR oF THE MINT. 


Robert J. Grant, of Denver, Colo., to be Director of the 
Mint, in place of F. E. Scobey, resigned. (Mr. Grant is now 
serving under temporary commission issued during the recess 
of the Senate.) 

SUPERINTENDENT OF THE MINT. 


Frank E. Shepard, of Denver, Colo., to be superintendent of 
the mint of the United States at Denver, Colo., in place of 
Robert J. Grant, appointed Director of the Mint. (Mr. Shepard 
is now serving under temporary commission issued during the 
recess of the Senate.) 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Charles W. Anderson, of New York, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the third district of New York. New office created 
by Executive order of March 5, 1923. 

Mabel G. Reinecke, of Chicago, III., to be collector of internal 
revenue for the first district of Illinois in place of John C. 
Cannon, deceased. 

(These officers are now serving under temporary commissions 
issued during the recess of the Senate.) 


UNITED States Customs Service. 


John H. Cunningham, of Westminster, Md., to be surveyor of 
customs in customs collection district No. 13, with headquarters 
at Baltimore, Md., in place of Guy W. Steele, resigned. 

Walter L. Cohen, of New Orleans, La., to be comptroller of 
customs in customs collection district No. 20, with headquarters 
at New Orleans, La., to fill an existing vacancy. 

Harvey P. Bissell, of Ridgefield, Conn., to be collector of cus- 
toms for customs collection district No. 6, with headquarters at 
Bridgeport, Conn., in place of James L. McGovern, whose term 
of office expired May 30, 1923. 

Thomas T. Wilson, of Greeley, Colo., to be collector of cus- 
toms for customs collection district No. 47, with headquarters at 
Denver, Colo., in place of Thomas H. Tulley, whose term of office 
expired July 30, 1923. 


Russell H. Dunn, of Port Arthur, Tex., to be collector of cus- 
toms for customs collection district No. 21, with headquarters 
at Port Arthur, Tex., in place of Robert E. Latimer, resigned. 

Charles L. Saunders, of Omaha, Nebr., to be collector of cus- 
toms for customs collection district No. 46, with headquarters 
at Omaha, Nebr., in place of Charles W. McCune, deceased. 

John C. Tulloch, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
customs collection district No. 7, with headquarters at Ogdens- 
burg, N. V., In place of Henry Holland, whose term of office ex- 
pired August 31, 1923. 

(These officers are now serving under temporary commissions 
issued during the recess of the Senate.) 

Director BUREAU or STANDARDS. 


George K. Burgess, of California, now holding recess appoint- 
ment, to the position of Director of the Bureau of Standards. 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 


Henry H. Curran, of New York, commissioner of immigra- 
tion at the port of New York. 


Depury COMMISSIONER OF FISHERIES. 

Lewis Radcliffe, of New York, now holding recess appoint- 
ment, to tħe position of Deputy Commissioner in the Bureau of 
Fisheries. - 

MEMBERS OF THE RENT COMMISSION OF THE DISTRICT or COLUMPIA. 


The following-named persons to be members of the Rent Com- 
mission of the District of Columbia for a term beginning July 1, 
1923, and ending May 22, 1924, to which office they were ap- 
pointed during the last recess of the Senate: 

William F. Gude, of the District of Columbia, 

Richard S. Whaley, of the District of Columbia. 

Mrs. Clara Sears Taylor, of the District of Columbia. 

Oliver Metzerott, of the District of Columbia. 

Thomas E. Peeney, of Delaware. 

The following-named persons were appointed during the re- 
cess of the Senate: 

DIRECTOR or THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 

George Otis Smith, of Maine, Director of the Geological 
Survey, vice himself. 

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 


Hays Haymaker, of Maryland, deputy commissioner of pen- 
sions, vice Hamlin M. Vandervort, resigned. 


SUPERINTENDENT FOR THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Shade Wallen, of Oklahoma, Superintendent for the Five 
Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma, vice Victor M. Locke, jr., re- 
moved. 

SURVEYOR GENERAL OF MONTANA. 


Gilman Bullard, of Montana, surveyor general of Montana, 
vice himself. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 


George M. Love, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Vale, Oreg., vice Matthias N. Fegtly, resigned. 
Frank L. Reece, of Montana, receiver of public moneys at 
Helena, Mont., vice George G. E. Neill, resigned. 
Lannes L. Ferrall, of Arizona, receiver of public moneys at 
Phoenix, Ariz., vice Scott White, term expired. 
. REGISTERS oF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Frank E. Vaughan, of Washington, to be register of the land 
office at Vancouver, Wash., vice Ivan G. Bishop, resigned. 

Walter L. Tooze, sr., of Oregon, to be register of the land 
office at Portland, Oreg., vice Alexander Sweek, term expired. 

Hammil A. Canaday, of Oregon, to be register of the Jand 
office at Roseburg, Oreg., vice William H. Canon, resigned. 

Nelson D. McGinley, of Oklahoma, register of the land office 
at Guthrie, Okla., in accordance with the provisions of the In- 
terior Department appropriation act approved January 24, 1923. 

George B. Russell, of Nevada, register of the land office at 
Elko, Nev., vice Eber Melvin Steninger, resigned. 

George C. Crom, of Florida, register of the land office at 
Gainesville, Fla., in accordance with the provisions of the In- 
tng Department appropriation act approved January 24, 
1923. 

Miss Clara M. Crisler, of Nevada, register of the land office 
at Carson City, Nev., vice Mrs. Minnie L. Bray, resigned. 

Eli F. Taylor, of Utah, register of the land office at Salt 
Lake City, Utah, vice Gould B. Blakely, resigned. 

Elam Hubert McDowell, of Montana, register of the land 
office at Miles City, Mont., vice George W. Myers, resigned. 

Frank A. Boyle, of Alaska, register of the land office at 
5 Alaska, in accordance with Executive order of May 
ATAF 


1923. 


Coast AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The following officials of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
promoted by recess appointments, to the positions named: 

Hydrographie and geodetic engineers, with relative rank of 
lieutenant in the Navy: 

Francis Lawrence Gallen, of Massachusetts, 

Ronald Roberts Moore, of Massachusetts. 

Herman Odessey, of New York. 

Junior hydrographic and geodetic engineers, 
rank of lieutenant (junior grade) in the Navy: 

Max Leff, of New York. 

Albert J. Hoskinson, of California. 

Daniel Edward Whelan, jr., of Massachusetts, 

Elliott Burgess Roberts, of Massachusetts. 

Wilbur Oscar Manchester, of New York. 

Edward Perry Morton, of New Jersey, 

Donal Bruksicker Pheley, of Ohio. 

George Harper Dell, of Pennsylvania. 

Lex B, Clore, of Indiana. 

Charles Mitchell Thomas, of Virginia. 

Atd, with relative rank of ensign in the Navy: 

Philip Hastings White, of Massachusetts. 


RAILROAD LABOR BOARD. 


The following-named persons to be members of the Railroad 
Labor Board: 

Horace Baker, of Ohio (management group), for term of five 
years, a reappointment, his term haying expired April 15, 1923. 

E. F. Grable, of Michigan (labor group), for term of five 
years, vice Albert Phillips, term expired April 15, 1923. 

(Mr. Baker and Mr. Grable are now serving under recess 
commissions.) , 

Edwin P. Morrow, of Kentucky (public group), for term of 
five years, vice R. M. Barton, whose term expired April 1, 1923, 
now serving under a recess commission, and who has resigned 
to be effective upon the qualification of his successor, 


PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE. 


Passed Asst. Surg. Louis L. Williams, jr., to be surgeon, to 
rank as such from April 8, 1923. 

Passed Asst. Surg. David J. Prather to be surgeon, to rank 
ns such from April 8, 1923. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Gleason ©. Lake to be surgeon, to rank 
as such from August 16, 1923. 

Passed Asst. Surg. William S. Bean to be surgeon, to rank 
as such from August 14, 1923. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Thomas B. H. Anderson to be surgeon, to 
rank as such from August 12, 1923. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Herbert A. Spencer to be surgeon, to rank 
as such from August 27, 1923. 

Asst. Surg. Claude W. Mitchell to be passed assistant surgeon, 
to rank as such from September 21, 1923. 

Asst. Surg. Lynn A. Fullerton to be passed assistant surgeon, 
to rank as such from October 15, 1923. 

Dr. Carl E. Rice to be assistant surgeon, to rank as such 
from April 28, 1923. 

(These officers are now sering under temporary commissions 
issued during the recess of the Senate.) 


Coast Guarp OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Commander Frederick G. Dodge to be a captain, to rank as 
such from January 12, 1923, to fill an original vacancy created 
by the act of January 12, 1923. 

Lieut. Commander Bernard H. Camden to be a commander, to 
rank as such from January 12, 1923, in place of Commander 
F. G. Dodge, promoted. 

Lieut. Charles G. Roemer to be a lieutenant commander, to 
rank as such from January 12, 1923, in place of Lieut. Com- 
mander B. H. Camden, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Andrew C. Mandeville to be a lieuten- 
ant, to rank as such from January 12, 1923, in place of Lieut. 
©. G. Roemer, promoted. 

Constructor, with the rank of lieutenant, John Q. Walton to 
be a constructor with the rank of commander, to rank as such 
from January 12, 1923, as authorized by the act of January 12, 
1923. 

Lieut. (Engineering) Theodore G. Lewton to be a lieutenant 
commander (engineering), to rank as such from January 12, 
1923, in place of Lieut, Commander (Engineering) J. B. Coyle, 
promoted. 

Lieut. (Engineering) Lorenzo C. Farwell to be a lientenant 
commander (engineering), to rank as such from January 12, 
1923, to fill an original vacancy created by the act of January 
12, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) (Engineering) Walfred G. Bloom to be 
a lieutenant (engineering), to rank as such from January 12, 
1923, in place of Lieut. (Engineering) T. G. Lewton, promoted. 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) (Engineering) Roderick S. Patch to be 
a lieutenant (engineering), to rank as such from January 12, 
1923, in place of Lieut. (Engineering) L. C. Farwell, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) (Engineering) Willlam J. Kossler to be 
a lieutenant (engineering), to rank as such from January 12, 
1923, Pap place of Lieut. (Engineering) W. G. Maglathlin, pro- 
motec 

Lieut. Wilfred M. Derby to be a lieutenant commander, to 
rank as such from January 12, 1923, in place of Lieut. Com- 
mander Detlef F. A. deOtte, promoted. 

Lieut. Leo C. Mueller to be a lieutenant commander, to rank 
as such from March 6, 1923, in place of Lieut. Commander Henry 
G. Fisher, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harold G. Bradbury to be a lieutenant, 
to rank as such from January 12, 1923, in place of Lieut. W. N 
Denby, promoted. 

Constructor, with the rank of lieutenant, Frederick A. Hun- 
newell, to be a constructor with the rank of lieutenant com- 
mander, to rank as such from August 29, 1923, as authorized 
by the act of January 12, 1923. 

Cadet (Engineering) Charles W. Harwood to be an ensign 
(engineering), to rank as such from September 15, 1923. 

Cadet (Engineering) Frederick R. Baily to be an ensign 
(engineering), to rank as such from September 15, 1923. 

Cadet (Engineering) John P. Murray, jr., to be an ensign 
(engineering), to rank as such from September 15, 1923. 

Cadet (Engineering) Severt A. Olsen to be an ensign (engi- 
neering), to rank as such from September 15, 1923. 

Cadet (Engineering) Robert C. Sarratt to be an ensign (engi- 
neering), to rank as such from September 15, 1923. 

District Superintendent, with the rank of engign, Martin W. 
Rasmussen to be district superintendent with the rank of 
lieutenant (junior grade), to rank as such from September 9, 
1923, as authorized by the act of January 12, 1923. 

District Superintendent, with the rank of ensign, Ralph T. 
Crowley to be district superintendent with the rank of lieuten- 
ant (junior grade), to rank as such from September 10, 1923, 
as authorized by the act of January 12, 1923. 

William Edward Reynolds to be commandant, with the rank 
of rear admiral, to rank as such from the 2d day of October, 
1923. 

District Superintendent, with the rank of ensign, Frank B. 
Lincoln to be district superintendent with the rank of lieuten- 
ant (junior grade), to rank as such from March 25, 1923, as 
authorized by the act of January 12, 1923. 

Lieut. Thomas A. Shanley to be a lieutenant commander, to 
rank as such from January 12, 1923, to fill a vacancy as extra 
number authorized by the act of January 12, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Noble G. Ricketts to be a lieutenant, 
to rank as such from January 12, 1923, in place of Lieut. T. A. 
Shanley, promoted. 

District Superintendent, with the rank of ensign, John Kelly 
to be district superintendent with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade), to rank as such from April 1, 1923, as author- 
ized by the act of January 12, 1923. 

Lieut. (Engineering) John B. Turner to be a lieutenant com- 
mander (engineering), to rank as such from January 12, 1923, 
in place of Lieut. Commander (Engineering) W. E. Maccoun, 
promoted. 

Cadet Walter S. Fish to be an ensign, to rank as such from 
May 15, 1923. 

Cadet Donald C. MeNeil to be an ensign, to rank as such 
from May 15, 1923. 

Cadet William S. Shannon to be an ensign, to rank as such 
from May 15, 1923. 

Cadet Harold G. Belford to be an ensign, 
from May 15, 1923. 

Cadet Seth E. Barron to be an ensign, to rank as such from 
May 15, 1923. 

Lieut. Commander Detlef F. A. deOtte to be a commander, to 
rank as such from January 12, 1923, in place of Commander 
William V. Jacobs, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Henry G. Fisher to be a commander, to 
rank as such from March 6, 1923, in place of Commander James 
H. Brown, retired. 

District Superintendent, with the rank of lieutenant, Wil- 
liam E. Tunnell to be district superintendent with the rank of 
lieutenant commander, to rank as such from August 14, 1923. 
in place of District Superintendent, with the rank of lieutenant 
commander, George W. Bowley, retired. 

District Superintendent, with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade), James F. Phillips to be district superintendent with the 
rank of lieutenant, to rank as such from August 14, 1923, in 
place of District Superintendent, with the rank of lieutenant, 
W. E. Tunnell, promoted. 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) Iriving W. Buckalow to be lieutenant, 
to rank as such from January 12, 1923, in place of Lieut. W. A. 
Benham, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Rae B. Hall to be lieutenant, to 
rank as such from March 6, 1923, in place of Lieut. L. O. 
Mueller, promoted. 

Boatswain (Life-Saving) James A. Price to be district super- 
intendent with the rank of ensign, to rank as such from 
November 19, 1923, to fill an existing vacancy. 

(These officers are now serving under temporary commissions 
issued during the recess of the Senate.) 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE OFFICERS’ RESERVE Corps OF THE ARMY, 
THE ADJUTANT GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 
To be brigadier generals. 
Thomas Edward Hambleton. 
James Sumner Jones, 
INSPECTOR GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 
Ora Elmer Hunt. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
Samuel McRoberts. 
John Ross Delafield. 
Frank Ellis Bamford. 
Mortimer Drake Bryant. 
Harold Montfort Bush. 
George Rathbone Dyer. 
Samuel Gardner Waller, 
Robert E. Wood. 
William Chamberlaine. 
QUARTERMASTER CORPS. 
Edward Orton, jr. 
James Johnson Borree. 
Quincy Adams Gillmore. 
Richard King Hale. 
ENGINEER CORPS. 


Jay Johnson Morrow. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be major general. 


Brig. Gen. Walter Henry Gordon, from November 7, 1923, 
vice Maj. Gen. William Henry Hay, retired from active service 
November 6, 1923. 

To be brigadier generals. 

Col. John Murray Jenkines, Cavalry, from August 10, 1923, 
vice Brig. Gen. Edmund Wittenmyer, retired from active service 
August 9, 1923. 

Col. Thomas Horace Slavens, Infantry, from September 11, 
1923, vice Brig. Gen. Ira Allen Haynes, retired from active 
service September 10, 1923. 

Col. Charles Jacobs Symmonds, Cavalry, from November 3, 
1923, vice Brig. Gen. Harry Hill Bandholtz, appointed major 
general November 3, 1923. 

Col. LaRoy Sunderland Upton, Infantry, from November 5, 
1923, vice Brig. Gen. William Henry Hay, appointed major 
general November 5, 1923. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, 


To be Assistants to the Chief of Ordnance with the rank of 
brigadier general, 


Col. Colden L’Hommedieu Ruggles, Ordnance Department, 
for the period of four years beginning March 28, 1923, with 
rank from March 28, 1923, vice Brig. Gen. George W. Burr, 
died March 4, 1923. 

Col. John Warren Joyes, Ordnance Department, for the 
period of four years beginning July 20, 1923, with rank from 
July 20, 1923, vice Brig. Gen. William S. Peirce, died July 
10, 1923. 

FIELD ARTILLERY, 


To be major with rank from January 1, 1923. 


Fred Hayes Gallup, late captain, Field Artillery, Regular 
Army. 

(Note; Major Gallup was nominated January 31, 1923, with 
rank from January 29, 1923, and confirmed February 5, 1923. 
This message is submitted for the purpose of correcting an 
error in date of rank of nominee.) 


MEDICAL CORPS. 
To be first lieutenant. 


First Lient. Kenneth Hubert Bailey, Medical Officers’ Reserve 
Corps, with rank from November 21, 1923. 


GRADUATES OF THE MILITARY ACADEMY, FOR APPOINTMENT IN 
THE REGULAR ARMY. 


To be second lieutenants with rank from June 12, 1923. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


Cadet Francis Rarick Johnson. 
Cadet Royal Bertrand Lord. 
Cadet Kenner Fisher Hertford. 
Cadet Steven Livesay Conner. 
Cadet Miles Reber. 

Cadet Charles West Stewart, jr. 
Cadet William Francis Merwin Longwell. 
Cadet John Rutherford Noyes. 
Cadet Lyle Rosenberg. 

Cadet William Randolph Winslow. 
Cadet William Newton Leaf. 
Cadet David Morris Dunne, jr. 
Cadet Frank McAdams Albrecht. 


SIGNAL CORPS, 


Cadet Glenn Hunter Palmer. 
Cadet Isidore Sass. 

Cadet William Jackson Morton, jr. 
Cadet Howard William Serig. 
Cadet Sylvester John Keane. 

Cadet Waldemar Fritz Breidster, 
Cadet David Barbour Barton. 


CAVALRY. 


Cadet Donald Henry Galloway. 
Cadet Daniel DeBardeleben. 

Cadet William Shepard Biddle, 84. 
Cadet Donald Alexander Beck. 
Cadet Walter Burnside. 

Cadet Ben L. Wells. 

Cadet Winston Jennings Eaddy. 
Cadet Kevin O'Shea. 

Cadet Carl Douglas Silverthorne. 
Cadet Raymond Chesley McCormick. 
Cadet Frank Hinton Bunnell. 
Cadet Charles Vinson Bromley, jr. 
Cadet Wilfrid Henry Hardy. 
Cadet Leslie Martin Grener. 

Cadet Joseph Smith. 

Cadet Clinton John Harrold. 

Cadet Eugene Lynch Harrison. 


FIELD ARTILLERY, 


Cadet Robert Farnsworth Hallock, 
Cadet Hebert Davidson. 

Cadet Stuart Alfred Beckley. 
Cadet Harold David Kehm. 

Cadet Einar Bernard Gjelsteen. 
Cadet Herbert Bronson Enderton. 
Cadet John Battle Horton. 

Cadet Joseph Leander Hardin. 
Cadet Carter Bowie Magruder. 
Cadet William Joseph D'Espinosa. 
Cadet Patrick Weston Timberlake. 
Cadet David Larr. 

Cadet Allen Lloyd Keyes. 

Cadet Harry McKenzie Roper. 
Canet James Henry Workman. 
Carlet William Remsburgh Grove, jr. 
Cadet Wade Lavern Kerr. 

Oy det Dan Chandler. 

Cadet Michael Buckley, jr. 

Cadet Rex Eugene Chandler. 
Cadet Sheffield Edwards. 

Cadet John Joseph Binns. 

Cadet Ulysses John Lincoln Peoples, jr. 
Cadet Rochester Flower McEldowney. 
Cadet Charles Woodford Cowles. 
Cadet Leslie Page Holcomb. 

Cadet Philip Harrison Enslow. 
Cadet Kenneth Shearer Sweany. 
Cadet Warren Cole Stout. 

Cadet Paul Russell Covey. 

Cadet Bernard Aye Tormey. 

Cadet Valentine Roy Smith. 

Cadet Joseph Anthony Cella. 
Cadet John Ellsworth Adkins, jr. 
Cadet Robert Chaffee Oliver. 
Cadet Francis Arthur Garrecht, Ir. 
Cadet Frank Dorn. 


1923. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 165 


Cadet Bruce Rowan King. 
Cadet Paschal Hoover Ringsdorf. 
Cadet Stuart Lee Cowles. 
Cadet Briscoe Allen Trousdale, jr. 
Cadet Francis Townsend Dodd. 
Cadet George Stanley Smith. 
Cadet Harvey Keene Palmer, jr. 
Cadet Paul Downing Michelet. 
Cadet John Guy Wilson. 
Cadet George Franklin Williams. 
Cadet Paul Philip Hanson. 
Cadet David Sherman Babcock. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS, 
Cadet Theodore Morrison Clarence Osborne. 
Cadet Ralph Arnold Tudor. 
Cadet Mark Hampton Galusha. 
Cadet Lawrence Sprague Barroll. 
Cadet Edgar Hoffman Price. 
Cadet George Francis Heaney, jr. 
Cadet Saverio Hardy Savini. 
Cadet John Harvey Farrow. 
Cadet Douglass Gordon Pamplin. 
Cadet George Edward Waldo. 
Cadet Lloyd Shepard. 
Cadet John Roper Burnett. 
Cadet Edgar Lee Love. 
Cadet Raymond Stone, jr. 
Cadet Howard John Vandersluis. 
Cadet Franklin Kress Gurley. 
Cadet Louis Eugene Imhof, 
Cadet Russell Emerson Bates. 
Cedet William Augustus Davis Thomas. 
Cadet James Boyce Carroll. 
Cadet Donald McLean, 
Cadet Howard Edward Crane Breitung. 
Cadet Edward Elford Lutwack. 
Cadet James Sifly Jefferies. 
Cadet Robert Herman Krueger. 
Cadet Donald Cameron Tredennick. 


INFANTRY. 


Cadet William Elgie Carraway. 
Cadet John Mark Pesek. 

Cadet Joseph Caldwell King. 
Cadet Woodson Lewis, jr. 

Cadet Frank Edwin Wilder. 

Cadet Wilbur Ray Pierce, 

Cadet Benjamin Franklin Caffey. 
Cadet Philip Roy Dwyer. 

Cadet Damon Mott Gunn. 

Cadet Charles Metz Seebach. 
Cadet Henry James Pitt Harding. 
Cadet John Humphrey Evans. 
Cadet Douglas Ewart Christie. 
Cadet George Lewis Dewey. 

Cadet James Frederick Torrence, jr. 
Cadet Everett Clement Meriwether. 
Cadet Louis William Haskell. 
Cadet Eugene Ware Ridings. 
Cadet William Ernst Winter. 
Cadet Alexander Davidson Reid, 
Cadet John William Harmony. 
Cadet Elwyn Donald Post. 

Cadet Louis Wagner Marshall, 
Cadet James Alan Evans. 

Cadet Ralph Christian Bing. 

Cadet Earl Shuman Gruver. 

Cadet Dudley Carl Roth. 

Cadet Joseph Ingham Greene. 
Cadet Abner Judson McGehee, jr. 
Cadet Cecil Ward Nist. 

Cadet James Eugene Bernard McInerney. 
Cadet Allen Welty Smith. 

Cadet Nathaniel Lancaster, jr. 
Cadet Charles Oscar Moody. 

Cadet Charles Edward Woodruff, jr. 
Cadet Hartwell Rodney Cragin. 
Cadet George Pierce Howell, jr. 
Cadet Warren Alfred Robinson. 
Cadet Herbert Robert Campbell. 
Cadet Roswell Hitchcock Harriman. 
Cadet George Conrad Mergens. 
Cadet Horton Vail White. 

Cadet James Edward Bowen, jr. 
Cadet Austin Curtis Cunkle, jr. 


Cadet Charles Carlton Cavender. 
Cadet William Campbell Lucas. 
Cadet Wendell Gunner Johnson, 
Cadet Paul Kenneth Porch. 
Cadet Lyman O’Dell Williams, 
Cadet Temple Graves Holland. 
Cadet Paul Cyril Serf. 

Cadet Lawrence Leroy Skinner. 
Cadet Edward Forstall Adams, 
Cadet Vincent Paul O'Reilly. 
Cadet Thomas Sherman Timberman, 
Cadet Cyril Quentin Marron. 
Cadet Louis John Storck. 

Cadet James Jewett Carnes. 
Cadet Joseph Winfield Boone. 
Cadet Garrett Bartlett Drummond. 
Cadet Harry Lang Scheetz. 
Cadet Hugh Chauncey Johnson. 
Cadet Charles Calvin Higgins. 
Cadet George Craig Stewart. 
Cadet Louis Peter Leone. 

Cadet Robert Leroy Dulaney. 
Cadet James Clarke Carter. 
Cadet Robert McKee Smith. 
Cadet Richard Edmondson Russell 
Cadet Lawrence Varsi Castner, 
Cadet Henry Granyille Fisher, 
Cadet Hal Clark Granberry. 
Cadet Edwin Britain Howard. 
Cadet Frederick Edward Phillips. 
Cadet John Paul Evans. 

Cadet Wiliam Harold Schaffer. 
Cadet Sidney Lee Douthit. 

Cadet Allen Dwight Raymond, jr. 
Cadet James Cyril Short. 

Cadet Walter Cornelius White. 
Cadet Lynn Edwin Brady. 

Cadet James Robert Lindsay, jr. 
Cadet Roy Madison Foster. 


AIR SERVICE, 


Cadet Hugh Wagner Downing. 
Cadet Kenyon Moore Hegardt. 
Cadet John Wesley Warren. 
Cadet James Warner Fletcher. 
Cadet John Albert Chambers. 
Cadet Thomas Magnor Conroy, 
Cadet Alfred Louis Johnson. 
Cadet Will Walter White. 

Cadet Clyde Kenneth Rich. 
Cadet Paul Wakefield Wolf. 
Cadet Laurence Carbee Craigie. 
Cadet Charles Wesley Gettys. 
Cadet Charles White Lawrence. 
Cadet Benjamin Stern. 

Cadet Wallace Evan Whitson. 
Cadet Russel J. Minty. à 
Cadet Birney Kellogg Morse. 
Cadet Stewart Leon Thompson. 
Cadet James Francis Joseph Early. 
Cadet Morris Kelly Voedisch. 
Cadet Richard Briggs Evans. 
Cadet Alden Rudyard Crawford. 
Cadet George Gareld Rusk. 
Cadet Thomas Merritt Lowe. 
Cadet David Myron Schlatter. 
Cadet Charles Trovilla Myers, jr. 
Cadet Kenneth Eugene Webber. 
Cadet Charles Aloysius Hennessey. 
Cadet Ernest Byron Thompson. 
Cadet Joseph Harold Hicks, 
Cadet Guy Haines Stubbs. 

Cadet George William Hartnell. 
Cadet Noble Penfield Beasley. 
Cadet Harry Tatum Rowland. 
Cadet John Maurice Weikert. 
Cadet John Hensel Pitzer. 

Cadet William Lawrence Scott, jr. 
Cadet Dean Stanley Ellerthorpe. 
Cadet Bernard Henry Sullivan. 
Cadet Charles Heath Heyl, jr. 
Cadet John George Salsman. 
Cadet John Delany Sureau. 
Cadet John Adams Austin. 

Cadet James Michael Fitzmaurice. 
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Cadet Hoyt Sanford Vandenberg. 
Cadet Ralph Mundon Neal. 
Cadet Stewart Warren Towle, jr. 
Cadet Oscar Carlton Stewart. 
Cadet Glen Clifford Jamison. 
Cadet Bordner Frederick Ascher, 


PHILIPPINE SCOUTS. 


To be second lieutenants with rank from June 12, 1923. 


Cadet Alejandro Garcia y Da Jose. 
Cadet Santiago Guevara y Garcia. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE BRANCHES OF THE REGULAR ARMY. 
To be second lieutenant with rank from July 1, 1923. 


Wayne Latta Barker, late second lieutenant, Infantry, Regu- 
lar Army, Coast Artillery Corps. 


To be second lieutenants with rank from July 2, 1923. 


Technical Sergt. Carl Brown McDaniel, Air Service. 

Sergt. Carlisle Brown Irwin, Infantry. 

Staff Sergt. Lee Carl Vance, Cavalry. 

Sergt. Russell Vivian Perry, Quartermaster Corps. 

Sergt. Thomas Davison Drake, detached enlisted men’s list, 
Infantry. 

Flying Cadet Edgar Marvin Fogelsonger, Air Service. 

Sergt. Robert Scales Clary, Air Service. 

Staff Sergt. Robert Coleman Ashley, Air Service. 

Corp. Granville Victor Morse, Cavalry. 


To be second lieutenants with rank from July 3, 1923. 


Herbert Spencer Jordan, Infantry. 

Dresden James Cragun, Infantry. 

Edward Harvey Clouser, Air Service. 

Herbert Kenneth Baisley, Air Service. 
Alexander Joseph Hogg, jr., Quartermaster Corps. 
Carl Eugene Anderson, Infantry. 

James Lloyd Kerr, Field Artillery. 

Thomas Robinson, Cavalry. 

John Kraybill Nissley, Air Service. 

William Rush Blakely, Infantry. 

William Douglass Paschall, Field Artillery. 
Frederick Mott Thompson, Infantry. 

Charles Goodwin Pearcy, Air Service. 
Thomas Rives Potts, Air Service. 

Roy Paris Turner, Field Artillery. 

Alonzo Valede Thorpe, Infantry. 

Voris Hamilton Connor, Field Artillery. 
Arthur Bordéaux Nicholson, Coast Artillery Corps. 
Henry Kamsler Shane, Corps of Engineers. 
Girvelle Leighton Field, Coast Artillery Corps. 
Staten Eugene Rall, Infantry. 

Howard Orville Douglass, Coast Artillery Corps. 
Franklin Mervyn Seward, Air Service. 
Harold Everett Walker, Cavalry. 

Don Emerson Carleton, Cavalry. 

Kenneth Lafayette Johnson, Infantry. 
Eugene Haworth Vernon, Infantry. 

Eyrle Gray Johnson, Cavalry. 

Paul Green Kendall, Cavalry. 

Melville Irwin Murray, Air Service. 

Ralph Waldo Russell, Coast Artillery Corps. 
Archibald Yarborough Smith, Air Service. 
Herbert William Anderson, Coast Artillery Corps. 
DeWitt Ballard, Infantry. 

James Lendsey McKinnon, Field Artillery, 
Emory Clayton Cushing, Air Service. 

Willis Glenn Cronk, Infantry. 

Richard Tyler Willson, Cavalry. 

Leslie Lee Hittle, Field Artillery. 

Oscar Arthur Proehl, Air Service. 

Carl Archibald Stevenson, Infantry. 

Leslie Furness Young, Air Service. 

Leslie Wright Stanley, Infantry. 

Emmett Hill Emanuel, Infantry. 

Eugene Désiré Regad, Infantry. 

Donald Taylor Beeler, Infantry. 

Charles Creswell Blakeney, Field Artillery. 
John Valentin Grombach, Infantry. 

Everett Lewis Young, Field Artillery. 
William Mason Hoke, Infantry. 

Willard Fromm Millice, Field Artillery. 

Elvin Hamilton Burger, Infantry. 

James Freeland McGraw, Infantry. 

Richard Searl Marr, Field Artillery. 

Frank Finley Taylor, jr., Quartermaster Corps. 
Leonard James Greeley, Field Artillery. 


Kingsley Sherman Anderson, Corps of Engineers. 
William Frishe Dean, Infantry. 
Felix Nicholson Parsons, Air Service, 
Ben Early Cordell, Air Service, 
Dalies Joshua Oyster, Field Artillery. 
Pvt. Victor Park Noyes, detached enlisted men's list, Field 
Artillery. 
Lloyd Elmo Hunting, Air Service. 
George Phillips Privett, Coast Artillery Corps. 
Gordon Tarbell Waite, Air Service. 
Richard Howell Dean, Signal Corps. 
Carl Adam Kugel, Infantry. 
William Lindsay McPherson, Coast Artillery Corps. 
William Vincent Gray, Infantry. 
Rowland Kieburtz, Air Service. 
Daniel Peter Norman, Infantry. 
John Mitchell England, Field Artillery. 
Floyd Cornelius Devenbeck, Ordnance Department. 
William Black Forse, Infantry. 
William Brown Short, Coast Artillery Corps. 
John Wallace Homewood, Infantry. 
John James Mahoney, Cavalry. 
James Vestie Collier, Field Artillery. 
Edwin Kennedy Wright, Infantry. 
Clint Leroy Taylor, Field Artillery. 
Richard Herbert Torovsky, Infantry. 
Oscar Philip Hebert, Air Service. 
Raymond Morrallee Arthur, Coast Artillery Corps. 
Thomas Thrower Mayo, Infantry. 
Carroll Norton Pearce, Infantry. 
Philip Mapes Shockley, Field Artillery. 
Clement Aloysius McCalley, Air Service. 
To be second lieutenant with rank from October 24, 1923. 
Ernest Tuttle Owen, Field Artillery. 
To be second lieutenant with rank from May 12, 1923. 
Glen Trice Lampton, Air Service. 
To be second lieutenant with rank from May 23, 1923. 
Walter Francis McGinty, Air Service. 
To be second lieutenant with rank from May 26, 1923. 
Howard Miller Fey, Air Service. 
To be second lieutenant with rank from June 6, 1928. 
Robert Boyd Williams, Air Service. 


APPOINTMENTS BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
ADJUTANT GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


Col. James Fuller McKinley, Cavalry (detailed in Adjutant 
General’s Department), with rank from May 9, 1921. 


QUARTERMASTER CORPS. 


Maj. James Luke Frink, Infantry, with rank from June 10, 
1921. 

Capt. Ray Maxey Hare, Infantry (detailed in Quartermaster 
Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Thaddeus Clarence Knight, Infantry (detailed in Quar- 
termaster Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 


Capt. Frank August Heileman, Infantry, with rank from 

August 10, 1918. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT, 

Maj. Walter Putney Boatwright, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 

Maj. Archie Stanton Buyers, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Vennard Wilson, Field Artillery, with rank from July 
1, 1920. 

First Lieut. Lewis Morrell Van Gieson, Infantry, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. Charles Roderick Mize, Field Artillery, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. James Wentworth Freeman, Infantry (promoted 
from second lieutenant of Infantry during the recess of the 
Senate), with rank from March 2, 1923. 


SIGNAL CORPS. 


Lieut. Col. Goodwin Compton, Infantry, with rank from Feb- 
ruary 22, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Albert Louis Rhoades, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from February 27, 1923. 

Maj. Stewart Woods Stanley, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Howard Standish Thomas, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from September 2, 1919. 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


167 


Capt. James Arthur Code, jr., Coast Artillery Corps (detailed 
in Signal Corps), with rank from February 11, 1920. 

Capt. Stephen Huntting Sherrill, Cavalry (detailed in Signal 
Corps), with rank from March 30, 1920. 

Capt. Robert Newton Junz, Ordnance Department, with rank 
from May 8, 1920. 

Capt. John Arthur Pierce, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 
1920. 

Capt. Charles Torrance McAleer, Field Artillery, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. George Washington Gering, Infantry (detailed in Sig- 
nal Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Jerry Vrehlicky Matejka, Coast Artillery Corps (de- 
tailed in Signal Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Wilton Burton Persons, Coast Artillery Corps (de- 
tailed in Signal Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. John Henry Gardner, jr., Field Artillery (detailed in 
Signal Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Joe Jene Miller, Coast Artillery “orps (detailed in 
Signal Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Evan Dhu Cameron, jr., Cavalry (detailed in Signal 
Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Frederick Wilhelm Hoorn, Coast Artillery Corps (de- 
tailed in Signal Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. James Tolmie Watson, jr., Cavalry (detailed in Signal 
Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Lawrence Locke Clayton, Coast Artillery Corps (de- 
tailed in Signal Corps), with rank from November 26, 1920. 

First Lieut. Arthur Emil Mickelsen, Coast Artillery Corps 
(detailed in Signal Corps), with rank from September 27, 1919. 

First Lieut. Marion Van Voorst, Coast Artillery Corps (de- 
tailed in Signal Corps), with rank from October 4, 1919. 

First Lieut. Allen Louis Stowell, Infantry, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. Albert Henry Johnson, Infantry, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

CHEMICAL WARFARE SERVICE, 


Maj. Charles Edward Terry Lull, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 

Maj. Charles Russell Alley, Coast Artillery Corps, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. ‘ 

Maj. James Wilbur Lyon, Coast Artillery Corps, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

Maj. John Blackwell Maynard, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920, 

Maj. Isaac Edwin Titus, Coast Artillery Corps, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

Maj. Fred Seydel, Coast Artillery Corps, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

Maj. Haig Shekerjian, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Maj. John Absalom Baird, Coast Artillery Corps, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

Maj. Leigh Francis Joseph Zerbee, Coast Artillery Corps, 
with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Maj. William Ashley Copthorne, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Victor Parks, jr., Air Service, with rank from October 
4, 1917. 

CAVALRY. 


First Lieut. Henry Lee Kinnison, jr., Infantry, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

Second Lieut. David Franklin Stone, Air Service (appointed 
second lieutenant of Air Service during the recess of the 
Senate), with rank from June 12, 1923. 


FIELD ARTILLERY, 


Lieut. Col. John Robert Thomas, jr., Infantry (detailed in 
General Staff), with rank from July 1, 1920. 
Maj. George Allen Taylor, Coast Artillery Corps, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 
3 9 Ralph Talbot, jr„ Cavalry, with rank from July 1, 
Maj. Alexander Camman Sullivan, Coast Artillery Corps, 
with rank from July 1, 1920. 
Maj. John Albert Hoag, Coast Artillery Corps, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 
iene Frank Bonne Jordan, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 
Capt. Orville Monroe Moore, Infantry, with rank from Oc- 
tober 12, 1917. 
3 Sabin Ferrin, Infantry, with rank from March 
, 1919. 
Pee ous Allen Stewart, Infantry, with rank from August 


Capt. William James Schaal, jr., Infantry, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Robert Van Kleeck Harris, jr., Infantry, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 
47 William Evan Lewis, Infantry, with rank from July 

Capt. Daniel Warwick Colhoun, Infantry, with rank from 
July 1, 1920, 

Capt. William Henry Colbern, Infantry, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Harold Taylor Brotherton, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Everett Busch, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 1920. 
1 George Eddy Cook, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 


í 505 John Albion Chase, Infantry, with rank from July 1. 
1. Sapt Arthur Musser Sheets, Infantry, with rank from July 
j 55055 Erle Dorr Ferguson, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 
Capt. Martin Clinton Walton, jr., Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. . 
i ane Edmond Hugh Brown, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 
i peert Leon Ewart Savage, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 
St John Russell Young, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 


First Lieut. George Bittmann Barth, Infantry, with rank from 
October 9, 1919. j 

First Lieut. Winfield Scott Roberson, Infantry, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. Lee Vyvian Harris, Infantry, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. Thomas Martin Tiernan, Infantry, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. William Lawrence Kay, jr., Infantry, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. Arthur Penick Moore, Infantry, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. Kenneth Howe Sanford, Quartermaster Corps, 
with rank from July 1, 1920. : 

First Lieut. Gerard Swarthout, Quartermaster Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. George McKnight Williamson, jr., Infantry (pro- 
moted from second lieutenant of Infantry during the recess of 
the Senate), with rank from March 23, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Harry Herman Hass, Infantry, with rank from 
June 13, 1922. 

Second Lieut. George Edward Mitchell, jr., Infantry, with 
rank from June 13, 1922. 

Second Lieut. Alfred Lawrence Price, Infantry, with rank 
from June 13, 1922. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Edward Lewis, Infantry, with rank 
from June 14, 1922. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Capt. Joseph Jerome McConville, Infantry, with rank from 
October 12, 1917. 
Capt. Joshua Dever Powers, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 


1920. 
Capt. James David Brown, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 
1920 


Capt. Ernest Ransome Percy, Infantry, with rank from July 
1. 1920. 

Capt. Mario Cordero, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Capt. Benjamin Haw Lowry, Field Artillery, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 
. First Lieut. John Marks Moore, Ordnance Department, with 
rank from September 23, 1919. 

First Lieut. William John McCarthy, Infantry, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. Herbert Blend Kraft, Infantry, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

Second Lieut. Francis Borgia Kane, Air Service, with rank 
from June 13, 1922. 

Second Lieut. William Stevens Lawton, Air Service, with 
rank from June 13, 1922. 

Second Lieut. Fred James Woods, Air Service, with rank from 
June 13, 1922. 

Second Lieut. Michael Vincent Healey, Air Service, with rank 
from January 5, 1923. . 

Second Lieut. Richard André Peterson, Air Service, with rank 
from January 5, 1923. 
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Second Lieut. Lew Myers Morton, Air Service (appointed 
second lieutenant of Air Service during the recess of the Sen- 
ate), with rank from June 12, 1923. 


INFANTRY. 
9 


oe George Carson Lawrason, Cavalry, with rank from July 
1, 1920. 

Maj. Fredrick Clifford Rogers, Quartermaster Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 

First Lieut. Justice William Martin, Quartermaster Corps, 
with rank from July 1, 1920. 

Second Lieut. Kenneth Francis Pughe, Air Service, with rank 
from June 13, 1922. 

AIR SERVICE. 


Maj. James Kirk, Ordnance Department, with rank from July 
1, 1920. $ 

First Lieut. Raymond Shener Jett, Cavalry (detailed in Air 
Service), with rank from September 15, 1919. 

First Lieut. Joseph Popenjoy Bailey, Quartermaster Corps 
‘(detailed in Air Service), with rank from July 1, 1920. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


Second Lieut. Edward Harold Coe, Infantry. 
Second Lieut. McDonald Donegan Weinert, Infantry. 
Second Lieut. George Work Marvin, Infantry. 


SIGNAL CORPS. 


First Lieut. David Charles George Schlenker, Cavalry (de- 
tailed in Signal Corps). 

First Lieut. Amory Vivion Eliot, Infantry. 

Second Lieut, Haydn Purcell Roberts, Field Artillery. 


CAVALRY. 


First Lieut. John Charles Macdonald, Infantry. 
Second Lieut. William Peyton Campbell, Field Artillery. 
Second Lieut, George William Bailey, jr., Field AEREN 


FIELD ARTILLERY. 


Capt. Vernon Edwin Prichard, Infantry. 

First Lieut. Albert Edgar Billing, Infantry. 

Second Lieut. William Cadwalader Price, jr., Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Earl Albert Hutchings, Infantry. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Second Lieut. Vincent Coyle MeAlevy, Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Charles Ream Jackson, Infantry. 
Second Lieut, Richard Brown Thornton, Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Albert Sidney Howell, jr., Infantry. 


AIR SERVICE. 


Second Lieut, Charles Linton Williams, Infantry (detailed 
in Air Service). 

Second Lieut. Lawrence Joseph Carr, Cavalry (detailed in 
Air Service). 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Capt. William Carleton Hanna, Infantry, with rank from 
October 16, 1917. 

Second Lieut. Philip Howard Raymond, Infantry, with rank 
from June 14, 1922, 


FIELD ARTILLERY. 


First Lieut. Charles Rocheid Forrest, Air Service, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS, 


Second Lieut. William Hugh Burns, Field Artillery. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
MEDICAL CORPS, 


To be lieutenant colonel. 


Maj. Harry Selby Purnell, Medical Corps, from September 20, 
1923. 
To be captains, 


First Lieut. James Rhea McDowell, Medical Corps, from 
February 8, 1923. 


First Lieut. Benjamin Tillman Sharpton, Medical Corps, from 
-March 1, 1923. 
First Lieut. Barton Willard Johnson, Medical Corps, from 
May 1, 1923. 
DENTAL CORPS. 


‘To be captain. 
First Lieut. John Charles Burr, Dental Corps, from June 5, 
1923. 


VETERINARY CORPS, 


To be lieutenant colonels. 
ioe Walter Robert Pick, Veterinary Corps, from July 27, 


Piet pease Edmund Donovan, Veterinary Corps, from July 
Maj. Burt English, Veterinary Corps, from August 4, 1923. 
Ta be major. 

Capt. Burton Alpheus Seeley, Veterinary Corps, from Novem- 
ber 27, 1923. 
To be captains, 


First Lieut. George William Brower, Veterinary Corps, 
from March 8, 1923. 
First Lieut, Thomas Alfred Breen, Veterinary Corps, from 
May 21, 1923. 
To be first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Frank Marion Lee, Veterinary Corps, from 
May 16, 1923. 


MEDICAL ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS. 


To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut, Frank Steiner, Medical Administrative Corps, 
from June 6, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Jesse Harper Mael, Medical Administrative 
Corps, from June 15, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Frank Arthur Crawford, Medical Administra- 
tive Corps, from June 20, 1923. 

Second Lieut. George Porter Chase, Medical Administrative 
Corps, from October 6, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Alfred Thompson Houck, Medical Administra- 
tive Corps, from December 3, 1923. 


CHAPLAINS, 


To be chaplains, with the rank of captain. 


Chaplain Philip Francis Coholan from March 7, 1928. 
Chaplain Harry Dubois Southard from April 4, 1923. 
Chaplain Mariano Vassallo from July 19, 1923. 

Chaplain Benjamin Joseph Tarskey from August 8, 1923. 
Chaplain John Francis Monahan from August 8, 1923. 
Chaplain Samuel Barcus Knowlés from August 15, 1923. 
Chaplain Luther Deck Miller from August 15, 1923. 
Chaplain William Donoghue Cleary from August 16, 1923. 
Chaplain Edward Erie Lane from August 22, 1923. 
Chaplain Edmund Charles Sliney from September 10, 1923. 
Chaplain Harlan Judson Ballentine from September 20, 1923. 
Chaplain Hal Coleman Head from September 26, 1928. 
Chaplain Walter John Donoghue from September 26, 1923. 
Chaplain Oscar Whitefield Reynolds from October 6, 1923. 
Chaplain Samuel Otto Wright from October 20, 1923. 
Chaplain John MacWilliams from October 81, 1923. 
Chaplain Reuben Earl Boyd from November 1, 1923. 
Chaplain Roy Hartford Parker from November 7, 1923. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. Clarence Harvey Bragg, Infantry, from January 
1, 1923. 

First Lieut. Paul Rutherford Knight, Infantry, from January 
5, 1923. 

First Lieut. DeWitt Clinton Smith, jr., Infantry, from Janu- 
ary 7, 1923, 

First Lieut. John Curtis Newton, Infantry, from January 8, 
1923. 

(Nore: Captain Bragg was nominated January 25, 1923, with 
rank from January 5, 1923, and was confirmed February 5, 
1923. Captain Knight was nominated January 25, 1923, with 
rank from January 7, 1923, and was confirmed February 5, 
1923. Captain Smith was nominated January 25, 1923, with 
rank from January 8, 1923, and was confirmed February 5, 1923. 


‘Captain Newton was nominated February 3, 1923, with rank 


from January 24, 1923, and was confirmed March 1, 1923. This 
message is submitted for the purpose of correcting errors in 
dates of rank of nominees.) 
To be first lieutenants. 

Second Leiut. Edward Arthur Dolph, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from January 1, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Joseph Kittredge Baker, Cavalry, from January 
5, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Charles William Leng, jr., Cavalry, from Janu- 
ary 6, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Frederick Pearson, Infantry, from January 7, 
1923. 

Second Lieut. Charles Frederick Colson, Infantry, from Janu- 
ary 8, 1 
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Second Lieut. Donald Frederic Carroll, Infantry, from Janu- 
ary 11, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Bernard Wellington Slifer, Coast Artillery 
Corps, from January 13, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Willard Ames Holbrook, jr., Cavalry, from 
January 16, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Auston Monroe Wilson, jr., Coast Artillery 
Coris, from January 17, 1923. 

Seeond Lieut, Samuel Powell Walker, jr., Cavalry, from 
January 18, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Robert Alwin Schow, Infantry, from January 
24, 1923. 

Second Lieut. John Harrison Stokes, jr., Infantry, from 
January 27, 1923. 

(Nore: First Lieutenant Dolph was nominated January 25, 
1923, with rank from January 5, 1923, and was confirmed Feb- 
ruary 5, 1923. First Lieutenant Baker was nominated January 
25, 1923, with renk from January 6, 1923, and was confirmed 
February 5, 1923. First Lieutenant Leng was nominated Feb- 
ruary 9, 1923, with rank from January 7, 1923, and was con- 
firmed March 1, 1923. First Lieutenant Pearson was nomli- 
nated February 9, 1923, with rank from January 8, 1923, and 
was confirmed March 1, 1923. First Lieutenant Colson was 
nominated February 9, 1923, with rank from January 11, 1923, 
and was confirmed March 1, 1923. First Lieutenant Carroll 
was nominated February 9, 1923, with rank from January 13, 
1923. and was confirmed March 1, 1923. First Lieutenant Slifer 
was nominated February 9, 1928, with rank from January 16, 
1923, and was confirmed March 1, 1923. First Lieutenant 
Holbrook was nominated February 9, 1923, with rank from 
January 17, 1923, and was confirmed March 1, 1923. First 
Lieutenant Wilson was nominated February 9, 1923, with rank 
from January 18, 1923, and was confirmed March 1, 1923. 
First Lieutenant Walker was nominated February 9, 1923, with 
rank from January 24, 1923, and was confirmed March 1, 1923. 
First Lieutenant Schow was nominated February 9, 1923, with 
rank from January 27, 1923, and was confirmed March 1, 1923. 
First Lieutenant Stokes was nominated February 9, 1923, with 
rank from January 30, 1923, and was confirmed March 1, 1923. 
This message is submitted for the purpose of correcting errors 
in dates of rank of nominees.) : 


To be colonels. 


Lieut, Col. Grayson Villard Heidt, Quartermaster Corps, 
from January 1, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. James Cooper Rhea, Cavalry, from January 29, 
1923. 

Lieut. Col. James Hanson, Infantry, from February 1, 1923. 


To be lieutenant colonels. 


Maj. Walter Herbert Neill, Quartermaster Corps, from Janu- 
ary 1, 1923. 

Maj. Edmund Anthony Buchanan, Cavalry, from January 29, 
1923. 

Maj. Benjamin Delahauf Foulois, Air Service, from Feb- 
ruary 1, 1923. 

(Nore: Colonel Heidt and Lieutenant Colonel Neill were 
nominated January 31, 1923, with rank from January 29, 1923, 
and were confirmed February 5, 1923. Colonel Rhea and Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Buchanan were nominated February 8, 1923, 
with rank from February 1, 1923, and were confirmed March 1, 
1923. Colonel Hanson and Lieutenant Colonel Foulois were 
nominated February 19, 1923, with rank from February 10, 
1923, and were confirmed March 1, 1923. This message is sub- 
mitted for the purpose of correcting errors in dates of rank of 
nominees. ) 

To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Lawrence DuVal Cabell, Quartermaster Corps, 
from March 2, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Clyffard Game, Quartermaster Corps, from March 
2, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. George Washington Stuart, Infantry, from March 
5, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Robert Cherry Foy, Field Artillery, from March 
8, 1923. 

8 Col. Duncan Kennedy Major, jr. Infantry, from April 
10, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. James Justice, Infantry, from April 14, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Llewellyn William Oliver, Cavalry, from April 29, 
1923. 

Lieut. Col. Arthur Sydney Cowan, Signal Corps, from May 6, 
1923. 

Lieut. Col, Reginald Edwards McNally, Cavalry, from May 
20, 1923. 


s 0 Col. Ephraim Geoffrey Peyton, Infantry, from June 22, 


Lieut. Col. William Lewis Reed, Infantry, from July 11, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Albert N. McClure, Quartermaster Corps, from 
August 1, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Edwin Albert Hickman, Finance Department, from 
August 10, 1923. 
5 Willlam Elliott, Quartermaster Corps, from August 

Lieut. Col. Andrew Jackson Dougherty, Infantry, from Sep- 
tember 2. 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Oliver Stevens Eskridge, Infantry, from Septem- 
ber 3, 1923. 
ie Col. Joel Robert Lee, Infantry, from September 11, 
u e Col. George Evans Stewart, Infantry, from October 

Lieut. Col. Henry Aloysius Hanigan, Infantry, from October 
16, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. James Wadsworth Furlow, Field Artillery, from 
October 19, 1923. 
1 0 Col. John Womack Wright, Infantry, from November 3, 

Lieut. Col. Frederick Rudolph de Funiak, jr., Infantry, from 
November 5, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Ralph McCoy, Infantry, from November 8, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Grosvenor Lowrey Townsend, Infantry, from No- 
vember 10, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas Leverett Brewer, Infantry, from Novem- 
ber 20, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. James Kelly Parsons, Infantry, from November 
27, 1923. 

To be lieutenant colonels. 


Sam Pruitt Herren, Infantry, from March 2, 1923. 

Fay Warrington Brabson, Infantry, from March 2, 1923. 
Maj. Royden Eugene Beebe, Infantry, from March 5, 1923. 
Maj. Edward Appleton Keyes, Cavalry, from March 8, 1923. 
. John Gano Winter, Cavalry, from April 4, 1923. 

. William James O'Loughlin, Infantry, from April 10, 1923. 
Herbert Edward Mann, Cavalry, from April 14, 1923. 

. Orlando Gray Palmer, Cavalry, from April 29, 1923. 

. Francis Augustus Ruggles, Field Artillery, from May 6, 


Maj. 
Maj. 


. Henry Tilghman Bull, Cavalry, from May 20, 1923. 

. Girard Lindsley McEntee, Infantry, from June 22, 1923. 
. Charles Keller, Infantry, from July 8, 1923. 

Howard Russell Smalley, Cavalry, from July 11, 1923. 

. John Scott, Infantry, from August 1, 1923. 

. Noble James Wiley, Infantry, from August 10, 1923. 

. George Catlett Marshall, jr., Infantry, from August 21, 


. Talbot Smith, Cavalry, from August 22, 1923. 

. Frank Edwin Davis, Quartermaster Corps, from Sep- 
tember 2, 1923. 

. William Wallace Overton, Cavalry, from September 3, 


. Samuel Turner Mackall, Infantry, from September 11, 


. Walter Campbell Short, Infantry, from October 6, 1923. 
. Frank Fanning Jewett, Infantry, from October 14, 1923. 
. August Francis Dannemiller, Infantry, from October 16, 


Maj. Alfred Asa Hickox, Infantry, from October 19, 1923. 

Maj. Samuel Greaner Talbott, Adjutant General’s Depart- 
ment, from October 20, 1923. 

Maj. John Ernest Green, Infantry, from November 8, 1923. 

Maj. Jason Marion Walling, Infantry, from November 5, 
1923. 

Maj. Louis Lehman Korn, Judge Advocate General’s Depart- 
ment, from November. 8, 1923. 3 

Maj. Jason Fremont Defandorf, Judge Advocate General's 
Department, from November 10, 1923. 

Maj. Charles Macon Wesson, Ordnance Department, from 
November 20, 1923. 

Haj. William Elmer Murray, Quartermaster Corps, from 
November 27, 1923. 


To be majors. 


Capt. Richard Bolles Paddock, Field Artillery, from January 
29, 1923. 

Capt. Carl Spatz, Air Service, from February 1, 1928. 

Capt. Harold Roe Bull, Infantry, from February 15, 1923. 

Capt. James Byron Haskell, Coast Artillery Corgi, from 
February 22, 1923. 
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capt Charles Morton Milliken, Signal Corps, from February 
22, 1923. 
Capt. James Fred Byrom, Infantry, from February 26, 1923. 
Capt. Woodfin Grady Jones, Infantry, from February 27, 
1923. 
Capt. James Patrick Hogan, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
March 2, 1923. 
Capt. Paul Clarence Paschal, Infantry, from March 2, 1923. 
Capt. John Leo Parkinson, Infantry, from March 5, 1923. 
Capt. Rudolph Gwinn Whitten, Infantry, from March 8, 
1923 


Capt. Louis Thomas Byrne, Infantry, from March 9, 1923. 
Capt. Gooding Packard, Coast Artillery Corps, from April 4, 
23 


Capt. Glenn Preston Anderson, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
April 10, 1923. 

Capt. Walter Cyrus Gullion, Adjutant General’s Department, 
from April 14, 1923. 

Capt. Francis Marion Brannan, Infantry, from April 19, 
1923. 


Capt. Adam Empie Potts, Coast Artillery Corps, from May 6, 
1923. 


Capt. William Rutledge Orton, Infantry, from May 9, 1923. 

Capt. Rufus Sumter Bratton, Infantry, from May 9, 1923, 
subject to examination required by law. 

Capt. Thomas George Lanphier, Air Service, from May 20, 


1923. 
8 Sylvester DeWitt Downs, jr., Field Artillery, from May 
„ 1923. 
Capt. Orlando Ward, Field Artillery, from June 22, 1923. 
Capt. Benjamin Grant Weir, Air Service, from July 8, 1923. 
Capt. Ralph Royce, Air Service, from July 11, 1923. 
Capt. Thomas Huntington Monroe, Infantry, from July 31, 
1923. 
Capt. Roger Burnett Harrison, Infantry, from August 1, 1923. 
Capt. Benjamin Fiery Hoge, Cavalry, from August 10, 1923. 
Capt. Frederick Herr, Cavalry, from August 12, 1923. 
Capt. Clifford James Mathews, Infantry, from August 21, 
1928. 


Capt. Frank William Milburn, Infantry, from August 22, 1928. 
Capt. Isaac Gill, jr., Infantry, from August 22, 1923. 
Capt. John Kennard, Cavalry, from September 2, 1923. 
Capt. John Bellinger Thompson, Cavalry, from September 
8, 1923. ; 
Capt. Hamner Huston, Infantry, from September 5, 1923. 
Capt. Jens Anderson Doe, Infantry, from September 8, 1923. 
9 Praag: Lester Leland Lampert, Infantry, from September 8, 


aie Charles Harrison Corlett, Infantry, from September 11, 
1 


Capt. Louis Alexander Falligant, Infantry, from September 
12, 1923. 
Capt. William Ord Ryan, Field Artillery, from September 13, 


1923. 
Capt. William Francis Maher, Field Artillery, from Septem- 
ber 23, 1923. 
Capt. Floyd Hatfield, Infantry, from October 6, 1923. 
Capt. Charles Lewis Clifford, Cavalry, from October 12, 19238. 
Capt. Benjamin Seymour Stocker, Infantry, from October 13, 


1923. 
aro Oscar Otto Kuentz, Corps of Engineers, from October 
14, 1923. 
ae George Horton Steel, Quartermaster Corps, from Octo- 
ber 16, 1923. 
Capt. Earl Landreth, Infantry, from October 19, 1923. 
Capt. William Edward Raab Covell, Corps of Engineers, from 
October 20, 1923. 
Capt. Joseph Dogan Arthur, jr., Corps of Engineers, from 
November 3, 1923. 
Capt. John Stewart Bragdon, Corps of Engineers, from No- 
vember 5, 1923. 
Capt. George Jacob Richards, Corps of Engineers, from No- 
vember 8, 1923. 
Capt. John Scott Smylie, Coast Artillery Corps, from Novem- 
ber 10, 1923. 
Capt. Lehman Wellington Miller, Corps of Engineers, from 
November 20, 1923. 
Capt. Douglas Lafayette Weart, Corps of Engineers, from 
November 27, 1923. 
To be captains. 


First Lieut. Kenneth Smith Anderson, Infantry, from Janu- 
ary 24, 1923. 
iy on Lieut. John Hudspeth Crozier, Infantry, from February 
1 
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4 — Lieut. Thomas Robert Gibson, Infantry, from February 


wie, Joseph Jerome Fraser, Infantry, from February 

First Lieut. Egbert Jansen Buckbee, Quartermaster Corps, 
from February 15, 1923. 

First Lieut. George Warren Cooke, Finance Department, from 
February 22, 1923. 

First Lieut. Amos Tyree, Quartermaster Corps, from Febru- 
ary 22, 1923. 

First Lieut. Charles Otway Carter, Quartermaster Corps, 
from February 25, 1923. 

First Lieut. Franklin Denwood Shawn, Quartermaster Corps, 
from February 26, 1923. 

First Lieut. Charles Julius Isley, Quartermaster Corps, from 
February 27, 1923. 

First Lieut. Ralph Hibbler Bogle, Quartermaster Corps, from 
March 1, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Matthew Clarke, Quartermaster Corps, from 
March 2, 1923. 

First Lieut. Henry John Hunker, Quartermaster Corps, from 
March 2, 1923. 

First Lieut. Frederick Eugene Hagen, Quartermaster Corps, 
from March 3, 1923. 

First Lieut. Murdock Allen McFadden, Quartermaster Corps, 
from March 5, 1928. 

First Lieut. Clifford Michael Ollivetti, Judge Advocate Gen- 
eral’s Department, from March 8, 1923. 

First Lieut. Norman Paul Williams, Infantry, from March 9, 


First Lieut. Lewis Conway Baird, Quartermaster Corps, from 
March 10, 1923. 
First Lieut. Robert Grant Cousley, Infantry, from March 11, 


First Lieut. Roland Capel Bower, Quartermaster Corps, from 
March 16, 1923. 

First Lieut. David Grove, Quartermaster Corps, from March 
25, 1923. 

First Lieut. Ernest Ward Ely, Infantry, from April 3, 1923. 

First Lieut. James Horace Barbin, Infantry, from April 4, 
1923. 

First Lieut. Charles Leonard Charlebois, Quartermaster Corps, 
from April 5, 1923. 

First Lieut. George Harrison Harrell, Quartermaster Corps, 
from April 8, 1923. 

First Lieut. James Wight Van Osten, Signal Corps, from 
April 8, 1923. 

First Lieut. Reuben Lee Fain, Quartermaster Corps, from 
April 10, 1923. 

First Lieut. Carey Edwin Goodwyn, Quartermaster Corps, 
from April 14, 1923. 

First Lieut. Adolphe St. Armant Fairbanks, Corps of En- 
gineers, from April 19, 1923. 

eee Lieut. Edward Eccles, Quartermaster Corps, from April 

1 

p irt Lieut. John William Mayben, Quartermaster Corps, 
from April 22, 1923. 

First Lieut. Edward Raeder, Quartermaster Corps, from 
April 29, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Smith Scally, Quartermaster Corps, from 
May 6, 1923. 

First Lieut. Allen William Pollitt, Quartermaster Corps, 
from May 8, 1923. 

First Lieut. Hamilton Hall Treager Glessner, Signal Corps, 
from May 9, 1923. 

First Lieut. Livingston Swentzel, Signal Corps, from May 
9, 1923. 
oa Lieut. Elbert Cock, Quartermaster Corps, from May 10, 


First Lieut. James Anderson Beirne Gibson, Ordnance De- 
partment, from May 12, 1923. 

First Lieut. Frederick Foster Christine, Air Service, from 
May 20, 1923. 

First Lieut. Patrick Kelly, Quartermaster Corps, from May 
21, 1923. 

First Lieut. George Hebard Pryor, Quartermaster Corps, 
from May 23, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Aubrey Wheeler, Ordnance Department, 
from May 26, 1923. 

First Lieut. Arthur Walter Stanley, Quartermaster Corps, 
from June 9, 1923. 

First Lieut. Paul Frederick Huber, Quartermaster Corps, 
from June 20, 1923. 

First Lieut. Graves Barney McGary, Quartermaster Corps, 
from June 22, 1923. 


1923. 
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First Lieut. Arthur William Parker, Quartermaster Corps, 
from July 1, 1923. 

First Lieut. Herbert Lee Jackson, Cavalry, from July 8, 1923. 

First Lieut. Randolph James Hernandez, Quartermaster 
Corps, from July 11, 1923. 

First Lieut. David Sidney Seaton, Air Service, from July | 
28, 1923. 

First Lieut. Schenk Henry Griffin, Corps of Engineers, from 
July 28, 1923. 

First Lieut. Richard Landrum Smith, Corps of Engineers, 
from July 31, 1923. 

First Lieut. Harold Arthur Barnes, Quartermaster Corps, 
from August 1, 1923. 

First Lieut. Wiliam Hammond Waugh, Corps of Engineers, 
from August 1, 1923. 

First Lieut. Clarence Barnard, Ordnance Department, from 
August 2, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Leland Corbett, Quartermaster Corps, from 
August 4, 1923. 

First Lieut. Nels Johnson Thorud, Quartermaster Corps, 
from August 10, 1923. 

First Lieut. Walter Sutherland Bramble, Quartermaster 
Corps, from August 12, 1928. 

First Lieut. Harry Diffenbaugh, Quartermaster Corps, from 
August 21, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Van Ness Ingram, Quartermaster Corps, 
from August 22, 1923. 

First Lieut. James Stevenson Crawford, Ordnance Depart- 
ment, from August 22, 1923. 

First Lieut. Henry Bert Knowles, Quartermaster Corps, 
from August 24, 1923. 

First Lieut. Stewart Hancock Elliott, Ordnance Department, 
from August 26, 1923. 

First Lieut. Asa Irwin, Quartermaster Corps, from August 
26, 1923. 

First Lieut. Donald Marion McRae, Infantry, from August 
27, 1928. 

First Lieut. John Aloysius Broderick, Quartermaster Corps, 
from August 28, 1923. 

First Lieut. William Mathew Larner, Quartermaster Corps, 
from August 29, 1923. 

First Lieut. Charles Bertrand Wickins, Quartermaster Corps, 
from August 31, 1923. 

First Lieut. Mahlon Kirkbride Taylor, Quartermaster Corps, 
from September 2, 1923. 

First Lieut. Van Leslie Prather, Quartermaster Corps, from 
September 3, 1923. 

First Lieut. Edward Peter Doyle, Quartermaster Corps, from 
September 5, 1923, subject to examination required by law. 

First Lieut. Charles Alexander Brinkley, Quartermaster 
Corps, from September 8, 1923. 

First Lieut. Hugh Franklin Ewing, Quartermaster Corps, 
from September 8, 1923. 

First Lieut. Oliver Stevenson Ferson, Air Service, from Sep- | 
tember 11, 1923. 

First Lieut. George Washington Armitage, Quartermaster | 
Corps, from September 12, 1923. 

First Lieut. William McKendree Scott, Quartermaster Corps, | 
from September 13. 1923. 

First Lieut. Curtis Loyd Stafford, Cavalry, from September | 
1 

First Lieut. John Edward Brown, Ordnance Department, 
from September 16, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Gibbon McCoy, Chemical Warfare Service, 
from September 20, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Fawcett, Quartermaster Corps, from Sep- | 
tember 23, 1923. 

First Lieut. Charles Elliott Lucas, Infantry, from October 
6, 1923. 

First Lieut. Will Rainwater White, Quartermaster Corps, 
from October 9, 1923. 

First Lieut. George Albert Bentley, Quartermaster Corps, 
from October 11, 1923. 

First Lieut. Norris Whitlock Osborn, Ordnance Department, 
from October 12, 1923. 

First Lieut. Oliver Louis Overmyer, Quartermaster Corps, 
from October 13, 1923. 

First Lieut. Thomas Kenny, Quartermaster Corps, from Oc- 
tober 14, 1923. 

First Lieut. Harrie Dean Whitcomb Riley, Corps of Engi- 
- neers, from October 16, 1923. 

First Lieut. Leon Henry Richmond, Signal Corps, from Octo- 
ber 19, 1923. 

First Lieut. Charles Merrill Savage, Air Service, from October 
20, 1923. 


First Lieut. George Churchill Kenney, Air Service, from No- 
vember 8, 1923. 

First Lieut. Bertram John Sherry, Signal Corps, from Novem- 
ber 5, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Thompson Conover, Quartermaster Corps, 
from November 8, 1923. 

First Lieut. Warren Atherton Butler, Quartermaster Corps, 
from November 10, 1923. 
Ne 15 — Lieut. Jesse Dewitt Cope, Infantry, from November 
20 Lieut. Eldridge Arnold Green, Infantry, from November 

ee 

First Lieut. Edward Frederick French, Signal Corps, from 
November 27, 1923. 


To be first lieutenants. 


gers Lieut. Jesse Ellis Graham, Infantry, from January 
, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Fred Glover Sherrill, Finance Department, from 
February 1, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Sol Marks Lipman, Cavalry, from February 1, 
1923. 
Second Lieut. Jerome David Cambre, Infantry, from Feb- 
ruary 2, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Burrowes Goldthwaite Stevens, Infantry, from 
February 11, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Alexander Thomas McCone, Field Artillery, 
from February 11, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Thomas Markham Brinkley, Infantry, from 
February 11, 1923. 
Second Lieut. John Kennedy Buchanan, Infantry, from Feb- 
ruary 15, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Beverley St. George Tucker, Ordnance Depart- 
ment, from February 16, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Reginald Worth Hubbell, Infantry, from Feb- 
ruary 22, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Lee Earl Gray, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
February 22, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Donald William Sawtelle, Cavalry, from Feb- 
ruary 25, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Paul Wilkins Kendall, Infantry, from February 
26, 1923. 
Second Lieut. John Franklin Farley, Infantry, from Feb- 
ruary 27, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Charles Henry Moore, jr., Infantry, from March 
1, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Alexander John Mackenzie, Infantry, from 
March 2, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Wiley Vinton Carter, Infantry, from March 
2, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Ira Platt Swift, Cavalry, from March 3, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Wilbur Eugene Dunkelberg, Infantry, from 
March 5, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Arthur Pulsifer, Infantry, from March 5, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Farrin Allen Hillard, Infantry, from March 
8, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Elliott Watkins, Infantry, from March 9, 1928. 
Second Lieut. Francis James Gillespie, Infantry, from March 
9, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Jesse Lewis Gibney, Infantry, from March 10, 
1923. 


Second Lieut. Robert Hale Vesey, Infantry, from March 


1923. 

Second Lieut. Clarence Miles Mendenhall, jr., Coast Artillery 
Corps, from March 14, 1923. 

3 Lieut. Kester Lovejoy Hastings, Infantry, from March 

1923. 

3 Lieut. Howard Waite Brimmer, Infantry, from March 
25, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Charles Milner Smith, jr., 
March 28, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Walter Joseph Muller, Infantry, from 
1, 1923. 

Second Lient. Harry Lovejoy Rogers, jr., Infantry, 
April 3, 1923. 

Second Lieut. George Bryan Conrad, Field Artillery, from 
April 4, 1923. 

Second Lieut. William Stephen Murray, Infantry, from April 
5, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Raymond Wainwright Odor, Infantry, 
April 7, 1923. 

Second Lieut. James Clyde Welch, Infantry, from April 8, 
1923. 

Second Lieut. Miner Welsh Bonwell, Infantry, from April 8, 
1923. 


Infantry, from 
April 


from 


from 
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9 ae Lieut. Joseph Magoffin Glasgow, Cavalry, from April 
3 Lieut. Elmer Mike Jenkins, Infantry, from April 14, 
1 Lieut, James Lawrence Keasler, Infantry, from April 

, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Rutherford Dent McGiffert, Infantry, from 
April 19, 1923. 

Bepo Lieut. Richard Bryan Wheeler, Infantry, from April 
19, 1923. 
3 Lieut, Thomas Roswell Aaron, Infantry, from April 

, 1923. 

Second Lieut. David Albert Newcomer, Corps of Engineers, 
from April 21, 1923. 

Second Lieut, Alfred Maximilian Gruenther, Field Artillery, 
from April 21, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Herbert Bernard Loper, Corps of Engineers, 
from April 22, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Ivan Crawford Lawrence, Corps of Engineers, 
from April 25, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Williston Birkhimer Palmer, Field Artillery, 
from April 27, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Robert Gibbins Gard, Field Artillery, from 
April 28, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Robert Ammons Hill, Corps of Engineers, from 
April 29, 1923. 

Second Lieut. David Horn Whittier, Ordnance Department, 
from May 6, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Herbert Maury Jones, Field Artillery, from 
May 7, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Orville Wells Martin, Field Artillery, from 
May 8, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Roy Green, Corps of Engineers, from May 9, 
1923. 

Second Lieut. Forrest Eugene Cookson, Infantry, from May 9, 


Second Lieut. Alexander Sharp Bennet, Field Artillery, from 
May 9, 1923. : 

Second Lieut. George Sheldon Price, Field Artillery, from 
May 10, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Wyburn Dwight Brown, Field Artillery, from 
May 12, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Robert Miller Montague, Field Artillery, from 
May 15, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Charles Pollard Jones, Field Artillery, from 
May 17, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Anthony Clement McAuliffe, Field Artillery, 
from May 20, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Lester Francis Rhodes, Corps of Engineers, 
from May 21, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Albert Rhett Stuart Barden, Field Artillery, 
from May 23, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Romeo Francis Regnier, Field Artillery, from 
May 26, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Don Gilmore Shingler, Corps of Engineers, from 
June 1, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Harlan Nelson Hartness, Infantry, from June 


2, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Louis Brainard Ely, Field Artillery, from June 
2, 1923. 

pooma Lieut. Julius Easton Slack, Field Artillery, from June 
5, 1 

Second Lieut. Bertram Francis Hayford, Field Artillery, from 
June 6, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Ernest Aaron Bixby, Field Artillery, from 
June 9, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Robert Rossiter Raymond, jr., Field Artillery, 
from June 11, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Harris Fulford Scherer, Cavalry, from June 12, 
1923. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Benoit Hedekin, Field Artillery, from 
June 16, 1923. 

SOR Lieut. Joseph Vincil Phelps, Field Artillery, from June 
80, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Charles Norton McFarland, Field Artillery, 
from June 22, 1923. 
3 Lieut. Charles Alvin Pyle, Field Artillery, from June 

mt 

Second Lieut. John Ray Hardin, Corps of Engineers, from 
June 30, 1923. 

Second Lieut. William Wilkeson Barton, Field Artillery, from 
July 1, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Maurice Place Chadwick, Field Artillery, from 
July 2, 1923. 


é peaz Lieut. Foster Joseph Tate, Field Artillery, from July, 
Second Lieut. Carl Robinson, Infantry, from July 8, 1923. 
Second Lieut, Richard Tobin Bennison, Field Artillery, from 

July 11, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Henry John Dick Meyer, Field Artillery, from 
July 11, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Elton Foster Hammond, Field Artillery, from 
July 12, 1923. 
ee, Lieut. Ernest Marion Brannon, Infantry, from July 25, 

Second Lieut. Francis George McGill, Field Artillery, from 
July 28, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Oscar Alan Saunders, Ordnance Department 
(transferred from Field Artillery during the recess of the Sen- 
ate), from July 28, 1923. 
eee Lieut. John Wyville Sheehy, Infantry, from July 28, 
s 5 Lieut. James Battle Rivers, Cavalry, from July 31, 


i Pong Lieut. John Joseph Burns, Field Artillery, from August 
Second Lieut. Leslie Edgar Jacoby, Field Artillery, from Au- 
gust 1, 1923. 
4 — 8 805 Lieut. John Raikes Vanos, Infantry, from August 2, 
Second Lieut. Clarence John Kanaga, Field Artillery, from 
August 2, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Richard Powell Ovenshine, Infantry, from Au- 
gust 2, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Edwin Virgil Kerr, Field Artillery, from Au- 
gust 4, 1923. 
. Second Lieut. Thomas McGregor, Field Artillery, from Au- 
gust 10, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Harrison Howell Dodge Heiberg, Cay 
from August 12, 1923. As gii 
Second Lieut. William Irwin Allen, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from August 16, 1923. 
Second Lieut. James Edmund Parker, Air Service, from 
August 19, 1923. 

1 Lieut. William Wesson Jervey, Cavalry, from August 
Second Lieut. George Raymond Burgess, Coast Artiller 
Corps, from August 22, 1923. á 

Second Lieut. Edward Lynde Strohbehn, Field Artillery, from 
August 22, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Maurice Keyes Kurtz, Field Artillery, from 
August 24, 1923. 

Second Lieut. William Holmes Wenstrom, Cavalry, from 
August 26, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Paul Lewis Harter, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
August 26, 1923. 
4 3 Lieut. Leo Clement Paquet, Infantry, from August 27, 

Second Lieut. Thomas Maurice Crawford, Infantry, from 
August 28, 1923. 
aor Lieut. Bugene McGinley, Field Artillery, from August 

, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Hugh Browning Waddell, Cavalry, from Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Lester DeLong Flory, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from August 31, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Isaac Haiden Ritchie, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from August 31, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Augustine Francis Shea, Field Artillery, from 
September 2, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Carlisle Visscher Allan, Infantry, from Sep- 
tember 2, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Marion Patton Echols, Field Artillery, from 
September 8, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Francis Otis Wood, Field Artillery, from Sep- 
tember 5, 1923. ; 

Second Lieut. Hobart Hewett, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
September 5, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Waldemar Sven Broberg, Ordnance Depart- 
ment, from September 8, 1923. 

Second Lieut. James Holden Phillips, Cavalry, from Septem- 
ber 8, 1923. 

8 Lieut. John Edwin Leahy, Cavalry, from September 
11. 1 


Second Lieut, Frederick Weed Drury, Cavalry, from Septem- 


ber 12, 1923. 
Second Lieut. Leander Dunbar Syme, Infantry, from Septem- 
ber 13, 1923. ~ 
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Second Lieut. Ellis Vern Williamson, Field Artillery, from 
September 16, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Leroy Clark Wilson, Infantry, from September 
16, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Nathaniel Alanson Burnell, 2d, Coast Artillery 
Corps, from September 20, 1923. 

Second Lieut. John Bartlett Murphy, Field Artillery, from 
September 21, 1923. 

Second Lieut. James Lowe Harbaugh, jr., Coast Artillery 
Corps, from September 23, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Virgil Farrar Shaw, Cavalry, from September 
24, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Paul Alpheus Noel, Cavalry, from September 
24, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Michael Gibson Smith, Field Artillery, from 
September 25. 1923. 

Second Lieut. Syril Emerson Faine, Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 2, 1023. 

Second Lieut. Arthur Maxon Parsons, Infantry, from October 
6, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Harry Welling Barrick, Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 9, 1923. 

Second Lieut. William Travis Van de Graaff, Infantry, from 
October 11, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Howard Rand Perry, jr., Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 12, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Edward Hamilton Young, Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 13, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Nathan Arthur Smith, Infantry, from October 
14, 1923. ; 

Second Lieut. Gerald St. Claire Mickle, Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 16, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Benjamin Randolph Farrar, Infantry, from 
October 17, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Henry Ellis Sanderson, jr., Field Artillery, 
from October 18, 1923, 

Second Lieut. Hugh French Thomason Hoffman, Cavalry, 
from October 19, 1923. 

Second Lieut. David Stanley Holbrook, Cavalry, from Octo- 
ber 20, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Walter Scott Winn, jr., Infantry, from Novem- 
ber 3, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Willard Gordon Wyman, Cavalry, from Novem- 
ber 3, 1923. 

Seeond Lieut. John Leonard Whitelaw, Infantry, from No- 
vember 5, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Edward Henry Bowes, Infantry, from Novem- 
ber 6, 1923. ; 

Second Lieut. Edwin Maleolm Sutherland, Infantry, from 
November 7, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Joseph Andrew Holly, Infantry, from Novem- 
ber 8, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Henry Baldwin Nichols, Infantry, from No- 
vember 10, 1923. 

Second Lieut. William Douglas McNair, Field Artillery, from 
November 10, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Charles Forrest Wilson, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from November 12, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Robert Francis Carter, Infantry, from No- 
vember 16, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Hugh Garnett Elliott, jr., Field Artillery, from 
November 19, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Nathan Farragut Twining, Infantry, from No- 
vember 20, 1923. 

Second Lieut. William John Crowe, Cavalry, from Novem- 
ber 27, 1023. ’ 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Parr Nn Scovrs. 
To be major. : 
Capt. Vicente Lim, Philippine Scouts, from April 29, 1923. 
To be first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Eustaquio Sabio Baclig, Philippine Scouts, 
from February 10, 1923. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE PHILIPPINE Scouts. 


To be second lieutenant with rank from June 13, 1923. 


Jose Emilio Olivares, graduate of United States Naval 
Academy. 


PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE Navy, 


Rear Admiral Edward W. Eberle, United States Navy, to be 
Chief of Naval Operations in the Department of the Navy, 
with the rank of admiral, for a term of four years from the 21st 
day of July, 1923, 


Rear Admiral Andrew T. Long, United States Navy, to be 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation in the Department of the 
Navy, with the rank of rear admiral, for a term of four years 
from the 27th day of July, 1923. 

Capt. Claude C. Bloch, United States Navy, to be Chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance in the Department of the Navy, with the 
rank of rear admiral, for a term of four years from the Ist day 
of October, 1923. 

The following-named captains to be rear admirals in the Navy 
from the 8th day of June, 1923: 

William D. MacDougall. 

Lucius A. Bostwick. 

Capt. William A. Moffett to be a rear admiral in the Navy 
from the 25th day of July, 1923. 

Capt. Julian L, Latimer to be a rear admiral in the Navy 
from the 13th day of November, 1923. 

Commander Bayard T. Bulmer, an additional number in 
one, to be a captain in the Navy from the 6th day of January, 
1923. 

Commander William Norris, an additional number in grade, 
to be a captain in the Navy from the Ist day of June, 1923. 

Commander Adolphus Andrews to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 1st day of June, 1923. 

The following-named commanders to be captains in the Navy 
from the Sth day of June, 1923: : 

Frederick L. Oliver. John M. Enochs. 

Harold E. Cook. Wilbert Smith. 

Louis C. Richardson. Paul Foley. 

Thomas R. Kurtz. 

Commander Benyaurd B. Wygant to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 25th day of July, 1923. 

Commander Manley H. Simons, jr., to be a captain in the 
Navy from the 24th day of August, 1923. 

Commander Ivan E. Bass an additional number in grade, to 
be a captain in the Navy from the 5th day of October, 1923. 

Commander Burrell C. Allen to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 26th day of October, 1923. 

Commander Arthur P. Fairfield to be a captain in the Navy 
from the ist day of November, 1923. t 

Lieut. Commander Allan S. Farquhar to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 3d day of June, 1922. 

Lieut. Commander Harry J, Abbett to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 19th day of December, 1922. 

Lieut. Commander Charles W. Crosse to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 6th day of January, 1923. 

Lieut. Commander Claudius R. Hyatt to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 9th day of February, 1923. 

Lieut. Commander Roy P. Emrich to be a commander in the 
Navy from the Ist day of June, 1923. 

The following-named lieutenant commanders to be com- 
manders in the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1923: 

Jacob H. Klein, jr. John S. Barleon. 

William T. Smith. Stephen B. McKinney. 

Louis F. Thibault. Baxter H. Bruce. 

Henry R. Keller. Walter F. Lafrenz. 

George C. Logan. Douglas W. Fuller. 

George H. Laird. John B. Earle. 

Raymond F. Frellsen. Henry G. Shonerd. 

Ellis Lando. Thomas A. Symington. 

Lieut. Commander Harlow T. Kays to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 25th day of July, 1923. ` 

Lieut. Commander Clarence N. Hinkamp to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 26th day of October, 1923. 

The following-named lieutenants to be lientenant com- 
manders in the Nayy from the 3d day of June, 1922: 

Glenn A, Smith. Whitley Perkins. 

Homer C. Wick, Earl R. Morrissey. 

Willard E. Cheadle. 

Lieut. Hamilton Harlow to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 5th day of September, 1922. 

Lieut. Daniel E. Barbey to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from tre 15th day of October, 1922. 

Lieut. Grady B. Whitehead to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the 12th day of November, 1922. 

Lieut. Carl K. Martin to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 15th day of November, 1922. 

Lieut. Campbell D. Edgar to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the 19th day of December, 1922. > 

The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenant commanders 
in the Navy from the 6th day of January, 1923: 

John P. Bowden. 

De Witt C. Ramsey. 

Lieut. Baylis F. Poe to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 8th day of January, 1923. 
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Lieut. Roscoe E. Schuirman to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the 9th day of February, 1923. 

Lieut. Charles K. Osborne to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the Sth day of March, 1923. 

Lieut. Ingram C. Sowell to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Nuvy from the 1st day of April, 1923. 

Lieut. Francis E. M. Whiting to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of June, 1923. 

The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenant command- 
ers in the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1923: 


Charles A. Lockwood, jr. John K. Richards, jr. 

Stanley G. Womble. Hans Ertz. 

Paul S. Theiss. Aaron S. Merrill. 

Charles S. Alden. Charles F. Greene. 

George S. Gillespie. Garnet Hulings. 

Hubert V. LaBombard. Otto M. Forster. 

Laurence R. Brown. Leonard N. Linsley. 

William H. P. Blandy. James C. Jones, jr. 

Elmer L. Woodside. Glenn B. Davis. 

Bruce G. Leighton. Palmer H. Dunbar, jr. 

Ray H. Wakeman. Charlie P. McFeaters. 

Carl E. Hoard. Charles N. Ingraham. | 

Thomas M. Shock. Adolph V. S. Pickhardt. 

Stewart F. Bryant. Paul A. Stevens. 

Kenneth R. R. Wallace. George W. Wolf. 

Robin B. Daughtry. William I. Causey, jr. 

Richard H. Knight. Hugh L. White. 

Norman C. Gillette. John A. Brownell. 

Thomas Shine. Roy Dudley. 

Lieut. Laurence Wild to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 16th day of June, 1923. 

Lieut. Reginald S. H. Venable to be a lieutenant commander 
in the Navy from the 25th day of July, 1923. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieuten- 
ants in the Navy from the 31st day of December, 1921: 

George R. Veed. 

Vincent Benedict. 

James M. Connally. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harold J. Wright to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of January, 1922. 

Lieut. Stephen E. Haddon to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the Ist day of January, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Frank A. Brandecker to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 2d day of January, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Arthur Wrightson to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 4th day of January, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. William E. McClendon to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 13th day of January, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Laurence E. Myers to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the Ist day of February, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Henry C. Flanagan to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the Ist day of February, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut, Frank A. Saunders to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the Ist day of February, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Will F. Roseman to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 7th day of February, 1922. 

Lieut. Jesse G. McFarland to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 7th day of February, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. John P. Dix to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 
lith day of February, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Robert E. Davenport to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 14th day of February, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. William Wakefield to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 2d day of March, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Harry L. Dodson to be a Lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 23d day of March, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Roy W. Bruner to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 28th day of March, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Duane L. Taylor to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 2d day of April, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 
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Lieut. Roger F. McCall to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 4th day of April, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut, Richard C. Bartlett to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 19th day of April, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Louis Dreller to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 
26th day of April, 1922, to correct the date from which he takes 
rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

The following-named lientenants to be lieutenants in the Navy 
from the 27th day of April, 1922, to correct the date from which 
they take rank as previously nominated and confirmed: 

James D. Barner, 

Clyde L. Lewis. 

Lieut. Malcolm F. Schoeffel to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the Ist day of May, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Thomas G. W. Settle to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 2d day of May, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Ralph A. Ofstie to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 17th day of May, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut, Rex L. Hicks to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 
2ist day of May, 1922, to correct the date from which he takes 
rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Herbert M. Scull to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 26th day of May, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Matthias B. Gardner to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 27th day of May, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 3d day of June, 1922: 

Maurice H. Stein. William N. Updegraff. 

Richard B. Tuggle. Gerald L. Schetky. 

George C. Dyer. Everett D. Kern. 

Edwin Friedman. Paul B. Thompson. 

Kenneth D. Muir. Thomas B. Fitzpatrick. 

Charles Allen. Robert M. Dorsey. 

Grayson B. Carter. Joseph C. Newman. 

Lloyd S. Kinnear. John P. Hildman. 

John Q. Chapman. Harry F. Newton. 

James E. Arnold. Frank A. Mullen. 

Joseph R. Tobin. John H. Thomas. 

The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenants in the 
Navy from the 3d day of June, 1922, to correct the date from 
which they take rank as previously nominated and confirmed: 

Merritt P. Higgins. 

Curl A. Scott. 

Lieut. William L. Peterson to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 27th day of June, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Homer F. McGee to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1922. 

Lieut. Paul C. Warner to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the Ist day of July, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed, 

Lieut. Raymond F. Tyler to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 2d day of July, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Thomas E. Renaker to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 4th day of July, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Braxton Rhodes to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 7th day of July, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. George A. Ott to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 
8th day of July, 1922, to correct the date from which he takes 
rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

The following- named lieutenants to be lieutenants in the 
Navy from the 12th day of July, 1922, to correct the date from 
which they take rank as previously nominated and confirmed: 

Elwood H. Barkelew. 

Troy N. Thweatt. 

The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenants in the 
Navy from the 16th day of July, 1922, to correct the date from 
which they take rank as previously nominated and confirmed: 

Thomas B, Lee. Howard R. Shaw. 

Malcolm R. Jameson. Emil B. Perry. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John J. Fitzgerald to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 28th day of July, 1922. 

The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenants in the 
Navy from the Ist day of August, 1922, io correct the date from 
which they take rank as previously nominated and confirmed; 
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Arthur C. Smith. Harry J. Lang. 

Harry F. Carlson. Louis T. Young. 

Lieut. David A. Musk to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 
9th day of August, 1922, to correct the date from which he takes 
rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenants in the 
Navy from the 16th day of August, 1922, to correct the date 
from which they take rank as previously. nominated and con- 


firmed: 

William J. Slattery. Dean Blanchard. 

Grover B, Turner. Maxwell B. Saben. 

Earle F. McKellar. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stewart S. Reynolds to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 17th day of August, 1922. 

Lieut. Donald McA. Mackey to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 23d day of August, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. John McC. Fitz-Simons to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 25th day of August, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. Daniel H. Kane to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the Ist day of September, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 2d day of September, 1922: 

Volney C. Finch. 

William B. Lobaugh. 

The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenants in the 
Navy from the 2d day of September, 1922, to correct the date 
from which they take rank as previously nominated and con- 
firmed: 

Cecil F. Harper. Harvey R. Bowes. 

Donald J. MacCalman. Frank R. Whitmore. 

The following-named lieutenants to be lieutenants in the 
Navy from the 16th day of September, 1922, to correct the date 
from which they take rank as previously nominated and con- 
firmed : 

Thomas D. Guinn. 

Steven W. Callaway. 

Barrett Studley. 

Lieut. Herbert A. Anderson to be a lieutenant in the Navy 
from the 19th day of September, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William H. Meyer to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 19th day of September, 1922. 

Lieut. James A. Martin to be a lieutenant in the Navy from 
the 21st day of September. 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Orrin R. Hewitt to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 30th day of September, 1922, 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas Macklin to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the Ist day of October, 1922. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 2d day of October, 1922: 

George D. Samonski. 

John B. Hupp. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry E. Stevens to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 9th day of October, 1922. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants In the Navy from the 11th day of October, 1922: 

Robert C. Greenleaf. 

Ernest W. Dobie. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter M. Shipley to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 15th day of October, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Michael J. Conlon to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 16th day of October, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Clyde Keene to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 26th day of October, 1922. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 27th day of October, 1922: 

Burton W. Lambert. 

William D. Dadd. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Godfrey P. Schurz to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 2d day of November, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Daniel F. Mulvihill to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 3d day of November, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank Schultz to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 4th day of November, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) David F. Mead to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 7th day of November, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) August Logan to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 12th day of November, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frederick J. Legere to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 15th day of November, 1922. 


The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 16th day of November, 1922: 

George W. Waldo. 

Charles ©. Stotz. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Norman McL. McDonald to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from the 2d day of December, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John P. Millon to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 16th day of December, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) James D. Brown to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 19th day of December, 1922. 

Lieut. Alfred Doucet to be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 
26th day of December, 1922, to correct the date from which ha 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) James M. MacDonnell to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 31st day of December, 1922. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 6th day of January, 1923: 

Everest A. Whited. 

David McWhorter, jr. 

Elery A. Zehner. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Samuel E. Lee to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 8th day of January, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George T. Campbell to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 16th day of January, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank Kinne to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 19th day of January, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank Kerr to be a lleutenant in the 
Navy from the Ist day of February, 1923. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 2d day of February, 1923: 

Elmer J. McCluen. 

Claude B. Arney. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Cornelius J. O'Connor to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 9th day of February, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Warwick M. Tinsley to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 16th day of February, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Francis P. Brewer to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 26th day of February, 1923. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 8th day of March, 1923; 

John F. Piotrowski. 

Ralph A. Scott. 

Lient. (Junior Grade) William K. Johnstone to be a lieuten- 
ant in the Navy from the 18th day of March, 1923. 

The following-named Lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the ist day of April, 1923: 

Emmette F. Gumm. 

George B. Evans. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be Tieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 10th day of April, 1923: 

Clarence H. Fogg. 

Thomas Southall. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George C. Neilsen to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 11th day of April, 1923. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 26th day of April, 1923: 

Thomas G. Shanahan. 

Jens Nelson. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George Schneider to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 27th day of April, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank V. Shepard to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 9th day of May, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Abram L. Broughton to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of June, 1923. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the Sth day of June, 1923: 

Harry F. Gray. Brady J. Dayton. 

John F. Kennedy. Arthur D. Murray. 

John F. P. Miller. Thomas P. Kane. 

Albert R. Colwell. Joseph A. Clark. 

Walter C. Haight. Stockard R. Hickey. 

Raymond S. Kaiser. Chris Halverson. 

Frunk Schlapp. Thom H. Williamson. 

William J. Russell, Benjamin J. Shinn. 

William P. Turner. Joseph A. Ouellet, 

Clarence A. Hawkins. Wiley B. Jones. 

Eldred J. Richards. Harley E. Barrows. 

William J. Poland. Charles F. Hudson. 


Emil H. Petri. Edward Danielson. 
Harlie H. Brown. Ira W. Truitt. 
Joe S. Wier. Fleet W. Corwin. 


Carl I. Ostrom. 
Walter E. Holden. 
Grover C. Watkins. 


Charles W. Van Horn. 
Edward J. Spuhler. 
Alva Henderson. 
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Arthur Brown. 

Warren R. Hastings, 

Eli B. Parsons. 

William Klaus. 

Alvin Henderson. 

Harold F. MacHugh. 

Kenneth F. Horne, 

John Sharpe. 

Loar Mansbach. 

Glenn O. Twiss. 

James F. Cooper. 

Laurie C. Parfitt. 

Alfred R. Boileau, 

Harry A. Pinkerton. 

Thomas Fertner. 

Carter E. Parker. 

Harold Bye. 

George H. Turner. 

Percy S. Hogarth. 

Alexis O. Kustel. 

Olaf J. Gullickson. 

John L. Graham. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ira D. Spoonemore to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 20th day of June, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles R. Hoffecker to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from the 23d day of June, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William C. Betzer to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 25th day of July, 1923. 

The following ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 31st day of December, 1921: 

Michael Macdonald. George B. Evans. 

Jens Nelson. Jobn F. Kennedy. 

Frank I. Hart. John Sharpe. 

Frank Schlapp. Robert Anderson. 

Eldred J. Richards. Harlie H. Brown. 

Mauritz M. Nelson. Alexis O. Kustel. 

John G. Cross. Chris Halverson. 

Albert J. Wheaton. Earle C. Peterson. 

John S. Hawkins. Reuben F. Davis. 

William C. Betzer, Theron S. Hare. 

Frank R. Wills. Thomas T. Hassell. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior 
grade) in the Navy from the 31st day of January, 1922: 

Arthur W. Bates. 

Andrew M. Parks. 

Andrew M. Harvey. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior 
grade) in the Navy from the 22d day of April, 1922: 

Leedom B. Andrews. Maurice A. O'Connor. 

Harry Redfern. Harry D. Goldy. 

Irving B. Smith. William L. Travis. 

James J. McGlynn. Albert L. Prosser. 

Floyd Gills. Joseph S. Donnell, jr. 

Leon G. DeBrohun. 

Ensign Karl Sommerfeld to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 1st day of May, 1922. 

Ensign Harold H. Kendrick to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 10th day of May, 1922: 

Ensign Charles G. Miller to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 11th day of May, 1922. 

Ensign Harold J. Kircher to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 1st day of June, 1922. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the Tth day of June, 1922: 

Paul Miller. Eugene Wintermantel. 

John B. Longstaff. Lunsford Y. Mason, jr. 

Eugene W. Kiefer. Dudley M. Page. 

Winfield S. Cunningham. Royal F. Jewett. 

Oscar A. Weller. Lawrence W. Curtin. 

Emanuel C. Beek. Harry H. Deringer. 

Paul W. Lambright. Ninian Beall. 

Walter T. Hart, jr. Rowland D. Hill, jr. 

Campbell Cleave. Charles M. Abson. 

Harry E. Padley. Tighlman H. Bunch, jr. 

Orville G. Cope, jr. James A, Crocker. 

Charles Wilkes. James E. Nolan. 

Hance C. Hamilton. Hugh McG. Taylor. 

Ignatius L. Guerin. 

Ensign James D. Veatch to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 15th day of June, 1922. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 30th day of June, 1922: 

Harry A. Pinkerton. George O. Farnsworth. 

Frederick T. Walling. Arthur P. Spencer. 


John J. Gaskin. 
Ralph M. Gerth. 
William A. Lynch, 
Harry A. Newshaw. 
Frederick T. Walling. 
Hubert K. Stubbs. 
George H. Toefer. 
Howard E. Haynes. 
Harry A. Wentworth. 
Frederick J. Silvernail 
Philip D. Butler. 
Andrew Simmons. 
Franklin E. Cook. 
Myron T. Grubham. 
Gurney E. Patton. 
Donald B. McClary. 
Albert J. Wheaton. 
Philip L. Emerson. 
John B. McGovern. 
Julius C. Kinsky. 
Benjamin S. Brown. 
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Frederick Strohte. 
Claude Farmer. 
James Donaldson. 
Rony Snyder. 


DECEMBER 10, 


Fleet W. Corwin. 
William E. Smith. 
Frank Leghorn, 
Leon W. Mills. 


The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 15th day of July, 1922: 


John W. Dillinder. 
Andrew T. Lamore. 


Ensign Lannis A. Parker to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 31st day of July, 1922. 

Ensign Turner A. Glascock to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 1st day of September, 1922. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 22d day of October, 1922: 


Ralph H. Smith. 
Haskell C. Todd. 


The following named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 4th day of June, 1923: 


Russell H. Quynn. 
Joseph E. Shaw. 
Edgar W. Sheppard, 
William S. Grooch. 
Carlton D. Palmer. 
Lester G. Bock. 
Caleb J. Coatsworth. 
Edward E. Dolecek. 
Giochino Varini. 
Charles G. Shone. 
Nathan W. Bard. 
Stanley A. Jones. 
Francis S. Kosack. 
Leo J. Kelly. 


William N. Crofford, jr. 


Joseph W. Long. 
Earl B. Bark. 

Earl B. Wilkins. 
Warren K. Sherman. 
Vincent W. Grady. 
Thomas O. MeCarthy. 
Stanley F. Patten. 
Roy S. Knox. 
Samuel E. Kenney. 
Satolll W. Hanns. 
Thomas G. Richards. 
John C. Winn. 
Francis A. Packer. 
Daniel N. Logan, 
Phil L. Haynes. 


Richard F. Whitehead. 
Arthur F. Blasiar. 
Clarence L. Hayward. 
John L. Murphy. 
Campbell Keene. 
Nolan M. Kindell. 
William J. Walker. 
Charles E. Bauch. 
Alford J. Williams, jr. 
Rintoul T. Whitney. 
Adolph H. Bamberger. 
August V. Zuccor. 
Stephen H. Harrison. 
Irwin G. Sooy. 

George C. Hern. 
Clarence E. Bence. 
John E. Beck. 

Herbert V. Perron. 
Glenn F. DeGrave. 
Gordon M. Boyes. 
Paul Carle. 

Frederick H. Otta way. 
Dorris D. Gurley. 
Edwin G. Scott. 

Castle J. Voris. 
Wallace B. Hollingsworth. 
Robert E. Mason, 
Cyril A. Rumble. 
William H. Healey. 
William A. Hardy. 


The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from the 5th day of June, 1923: 


Kenneth N. Noble. 
Walter E. Moore. 
Edward M. Thompson. 
Leonidas E. Hill. jr. 
Dunean Curry, jr. 
John G. Jones, 
Ransom K. Davis. 
Richard F. Cross, jr. 
Carl A. L. Sundberg. 
Arnold J. Isbell. 
Morgan C. Barrett, 
Walter J. Harrison. 
Edward B. Haase. 
Robert Strite. 
William R. Millis. 
Wendell G. Switzer. 
Edward T. Kline. 
Burton B. Biggs. 
Elmer D. Snare. 
Fred Morris, jr. 
George H. De Baun, 
Charles J. Maguire, 
Burton G. Lake. 
Bern Anderson. 
Marion R. Kelley. 
Franklin B. Kohrs. 
Virgil V. Jacomini. 
Charles Wellborn, jr. 
Alfred M. Granum. 
Maris V. Lewis. 
Paul R. Coloney. 
James E. Hamilton. 
Clarence E. Olsen. 
Nealy A, Chapin. 
Dew W. Eberle. 


Arthur De L. Ayrault, jr. 
Renwick S. McIver, 
Daniel V. Gallery, jr. 
Edward E. Roth. 
William B. Fletcher, jr, 
Henry G. Williams. 
Walter F. Boone, 

Ralph D. F. Sweeney. 
Norman O. Schwien. 
Claiborne J. Walker. 
William L. Rees. 

Jesse H. Carter. 

Talbot Smith. 

Clarence V. Conlan. 
Edwin G. Fullinwider. 
Andrew P. Lawton. 
Thomas O. Cullins, jr. 
Joseph O. Saurette. 
William M. Hainer. 
Heber H. McLean. 
James R. Dudley. 
Charles R. Kloman. 
Ruper M. Zimmerli. 
James L. Robertson. 
Oswald S. Colclough. 
Leon J. Jacobi. 

Virgil K. Bayless. 
Thomas E. Zellars. 
Thomas L. Wattles. 
James Kirkpatrick, jr. 
Atherton Macondray, jr, 
Max Welborn. 

George H. Bahm. 
Charles G. Magruder, jr, 
Gordon B. Parks. 
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Stuart H. Ingersoll. 
Raymond C. Percival. 
Edgar W. Hampson. 
Frederick G. Clay. 
Clark L. Green. 
Burns MacDonald. 
John W. Jamison. 
William B. Jackson. 
Timothy J. O’Brien, 
Leo L. Pace. 
Timothy F. Wellings. 
Charles F. Erck. 
William G. Buch. 
James C. Harris, jr. 
Edward J. Milner. 
Gilbert B. Myers. 
Lucien A. Moebus. 
Willicm L. Maxson. 
Joseph F. Bolger. 
Raymond D. Tarbuck. 
William E. Sullivan. 
Roy C. Hudson. 


Sampson G. Dalkowitz. 


William C. Allison. 
Lyman A. Thackrey. 
John A. Snackenberg. 
Gerard F. Galpin. 
Thomas A. Esling. jr. 
Kenneth C. Caldwell. 
Alexander J. Gray, jr. 
Joseph A. McGinley. 
Francis J. McKenna. 
Charles R. Pratt. 
Frank J. R. Eggers. 
Heber B. Brumbaugh. 
John E. Piston. 

Guy Chadwick. 
Edwin W. Schell. 
Christopher Noble. 
Joseph Seletski. 
John A. Waters, jr. 
Kinloch N. Gardner. 
Wesley C. Bobbitt. 
Ray F. Yager. 

John F. Grube. 
Ralph E. Butterfield. 
Willard E. Dillon. 
William S. G. Davis. 
Harry W. Ballazzi. 
Sydney S. Bunting. 
Arnold E. True. 
Albert G. Cook, Ir. 
Sterling T. Cloughley. 
Dwight H. Wilson. 
James C. Reisinger. 
Carl H. Reynolds, jr. 
Frederick D. Kime. 
Allen B. Cook. 

James S. MacKinnon, 
Sherwood B. Smith. 
Edward P. Beach. 
Roscoe L. Bowman. 
John G. Burrow. 
William F. Ramsey. 


The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 


Donald R. Tallman. 
Thomas G. Murrell, 
Gerald D. Linke. 

William F. Fitzgerald, jr. 
Alexander S. Edward. 
James ©. Pollock. 
Harold W. Eaton. 


Morton C. Hutchinson, jr. 


William W. Juvenal. 
Harry E. Rice, jr. 
William G. Lalor. 
John P. Womble, Ir. 
Ralph O. Myers. 
Joseph C. Van Cleve. 
Nathan Green, jr. 
Harry A. Guthrie. 
Francis X. McInerney. 
William G. Eaton. 
Joe L. Raichle. 
Grover B. H. Hall. 
Linfield L. Hunt. 
Llewellyn J. Johns. 
Wayne A. McDowell. 
William B. McHugh. 
Rodger W. Simpson. 
Walter S. K. Trapnell. 
Olin E. Gates. 

Roy M. Signer. 
Ralph C. Sanson. 
Charles H. Belcher. 
Rufus G. Thayer. 
Thomas J. Ryan, Ir. 
Arthur D. Condon. 
Eugene P. Sherman. 
Benjamin L. Hailey. 
Malcolm E. Selby. 
Thomas J. Kelly. 
Bruce Settle. 

John J. Curley, jr. 
Harold E. McCarthy. 
Paul E. Roswall. 
Warren F. Taylor. 
Wilson D. Leggett, jr. 
Elmon B. Guernsey. 
Bryan C. Harper. 
Samuel W. Du Bois. 
Frank M. McLaury. 
Thomas F. Darden, jr. 
William G. Fewel. 
Bascom S. Jones. 
Byron H. Hanlon. 
Carl H. Bushnell. 
Artyn L. Main. 
Charles P. Woodson. 
George S. Young. 
Ralph R. Stogsdall, jr. 
Roland R. Killian. 
Paul J. Register. 
Joseph C. Hubbard. 
Parke G. Young. 
William E. Makosky. 
Wilbur F. Broun. 
Kilburn H. Roby. 


in the Navy from the Tth day of December, 1922: 


Carroll H. Fleming. 
Julian B. Edwards. 
Trevor Lewis. 


Midshipman Lowe H. Bibby to be an ensign in the Navy from 
the 3d day of June, 1922, in accordance with the provisions con- 
tained in the act of Congress approved on the 26th day of Feb- 


ruary, 1923. 


The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 
from the 8th day of June, 1923: 


Kenneth M. McLaren. 
Harold W. Northeutt. 
John B. Pearson, jr. 
Henry A. Schade. 


George A. Holderness, jr. 


Arnold E. Moss. 
Robert W. Haase. 
William S. Kurtz. 
Warren S. Parr. 
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John J. Herlihy. 

Selden B. Spangler. 
Laurence E. Hurd. 
Kenneth D. McCracken. 
Joseph N. Wenger. 
Richard G. McCool. 
Gordon W. Daisley. 
Harry R. Carson, jr. 
Henry M. Baker. 


Frank T. Ward, jr. 
Robert A. Casson, jr. 
Robert C. Bell, jr. 
Robert E. Mattson. 
Harry Sanders, 

John W. King, 3d. 
Frederic S. Withington. 
Emmett E. Sprung. 
Edward C. Loughead. 
David Abercrombie, 
Thomas C. Evans. 
William H. Reddington. 
Albert C. Murdaugh. 
Merrall K. Kirkpatrick. 
William V. O' Regan. 
John G. Crommelin, Ir. 
Charles J. Nager. 
Roland N. Smoot. 


William P. E. Wadbrook. 


John R. Perry. 

John Avery. 

Henry W. Dusinberre. 
John R. Johannesen. 
William H. von Dreele. 
Frank V. Rigler. 
Harry H. Keith. 
Harry T. Chase. 
Elliott B. Strauss. 
Carl G. Gesen. 
Wendell C. Fowler. 
John M. Ocker. 
Raymond B. Leavitt. 
Howard M. Kelly. 
Edward S. Pearce. 

Le Merton E. Christ, jr. 
Harold N. Williams. 
John E. Whitehead. 
Rabert L. Dennison. 
Daniel F. J. Shea. 
Arthur A. Ageton. 
Thomas B. Williamson. 
George E. Hodgkiss. 
Sanford D. Fulton. 
Alvan R. Pierson, jr. 
Marshall M. Dana. 
John P. Gilmer, jr. 
Charles W. Humphreys. 
William B. Ammon. 
Roy E. Carr. 

Henry D. Wolleson, 
Paul ©. Wirtz. 

Neil K. Dietrich. 
Charles H. Momm. 
Morris Smellow. 
McFarland W. Wood. 
Alfred C. Olney, jr. 
Joseph T. Sheehan. 
Stewart Lindsay. 
William A. Riley. 
James H. Thach, jr. 
James B. Morrison. 
Richard Hight. 
Harold D. Krick. 
Arleigh A. Burke. 
William M. Neill. 
Richard F. Armknecht. 
Church A, Chappell. 
Elbert L. Fryberger. 
Gordon J. Crosby. 
Roland M. Huebl. 
Anthony Kennedy, jr. 
Richard W. Ruble. 
Stanhope C. Ring. 
Kenneth P. Hartman. 
Charles F. Coe. 
Thayer T. Tucker. 
Claude H. Bennett, jr. 
William T. Rassieur. 
Allen V. Bres. 

Louis H. Brendel. 
John M. Melsaac. 
Thomas L. Turner. 
Robert P. Robert. 
William L. Hoffheins, jr. 


William K. Mendenhall, jr. 
Kenneth D. Ringle. 
Farrington L. Barr. 
Thomas R. Molloy. 
Edward P. Montgomery. 
Joseph L. Kane. 

John A. Traylor. 
Robert I. Hicks, jr. 
John D. Kelsey. 

Jean P. Bernard. 
Philip S. Reynolds. 
Henry C. Johnson, jr. 
Fred W. Walton. 

Rae H. Cunningham. 
Edwin M. Graham. 
Layton A. Zimmer.“ 
William E. Rigsby. 
Percival E. McDowell 
Edward Rembert. 
Herbert M. Wescoat. 
Willis C. Parker, jr. 
Robert D. Huntington. 
Edwin R. Duncan. 
Henry G. Moran. 
Frank K. Shoup, jr. 
George W. Welker, jr. 
Harry A. Bolles, 

Paul F. Dugan. 

Aaron P. Storrs, 3d. 
Frank H. Bond. 

John L. Welch. 
Frederick M. Trapnell. 
Louis F. Teuscher. 
Richard M. Seruggs. 
Frederick A. Edwards. 
William H. Hennigar, 
Peter W. Hass, jr. 
John ©. Goodnough. 
Donald S. Macahan. 
Walter C. Russell, jr. 
Frederick L. Caudle. 
James H. Willett. 
David T. Baskett. 
Ralph J. Arnold. 

John S. Keating. 
Thomas B. Birtley, jr. 
Carl K. Zimmerman, 
Leon N. Blair. 

Harry D. Felt. 

Joseph B. Spangler, 
John M. Will. 

Karl G. Hensel. 
Robert H. Rodgers. 
Louis M. Fabian. 
George W. Meyers. 
Samuel G. Fuqua. 
Charles D. Beaumont, jr. 
Frederick Moosbrugger. 
Francis M. Hughes. 
Alfred H. Richards. 
Melville B. Grosvenor. 
Richard F. Rebbeck. 
Stanley Leith. 

Robert A. Cook. 

John C. McCutchen. 
Curtis S. Smiley. 
Richard C. Kendall. 
Louis A. Reinken. 
Joseph E. Chapman. 
Howard L. Young. 
Marvin M. Stephens. 
Harold Doe. 

Ronald D. Higgins. 
Robert P. Wadell. 
Richard M. Oliver. 
Allan M. Robinson. 
James E. Fuller. 
William M. Haynsworth, jr. 
Pleasant D. Gold, 3rd. 
Arthur L. Maher. 
John R. Nunn, 
Robert W. McCormick, 
John E. Shomier, jr. 
Walter O'Sullivan. 
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Charles R. Pickell. 
Richard D. Stimson. 
Dwight H. Day. 

Bolt wood E. Dodson. 
Burton Davis. 

John J. Jecklin. 
Louis N. Miller. 
William R. Thayer. 
Steele B. Smith. 
Charles R. Ensey, jr. 
William T. Pearce. 
Edwin R. Peek. 
Hugh Severin. 
George A. Dussault. 
Murvale T. Farrar. 
Alan C. Davis. 
William E. Donovan. 
Balch B. Wilson, jr. 
Joseph C. Molder. 
Olin Scoggins. 
Josephus A. Briggs. 
Francis W. Laurent. 
Thomas E. Boyce. 
Justin S. Fitzgerald. 
Francis D. Hamblin. 
Harold H. Connelley. 
Benjamin W. Arnold, 8rd. 
Vincent P. Conroy. 
Cabell Gwathmey. 
Earl Maeser. 
Richard D. Pratt. 
Albin R. Sodergren. 
Joseph J. Rooney. 
Earl F. Jenkins. 
Philip H. Ryan. 
Robert A. MacKerracher, 
Henry M. Cooper. 
Blackwell Newhall. 
Walter ©. Holt. 
Joseph L. Schwaninger. 
Reed T. Roberts. 
Glover McArthur. 
Joseph E. M. Wood. 
Daniel N. Cone, jr. 
Walter F. Burns, jr. 
Paul B. Koonce. 
Louis A. Drexler, jr. 
Hubert M. McLellan. 
Terance R. Harp. 
Francis S. Drake. 
Charles F. Just. 
Harry D. McCament, 
Charles H. Walker. 
William J. McCafferty. 
John W. Price, jr. 
Henry D. Batterton. 
Augustus S. Mulvanity. 
Calvin H. Mann. 
John L. Brown. 
Thomas E. Kelly. 
Joseph B. Renn. 
Alvin D. Chandler. 
Frederick J. Nelson. 
George A. T. Washburn. 
James C. Guillot. 
William H. Hamilton. 
William J. McCord. 
Murr E. Arnold. 
Carson R. Miller. 
Claude F. Sullivan. 
Guy M. Neely. 
William P. Burford. 
Philip R. Coffin, 
George W. Lehman. 
Shirley M. Barnes. 
Raymond E. Woodside. 
Marion J. Duncan. 
Douglas R. Burkam. 
Donald E. Wilcox. 
Edmund W. Egbert. 
Frank H. Newton, jr. 
Frank Monroe, jr. 
Thomas J. Casey. 
John V. Peterson. 
William D. Wright, jr. 
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Walter A. Goldsmith, 
William P. McCarty. 
Gilbert L. Burt. 
Samuel P. Comly, jr. 
George E. Taylor. 
Chester T. Smith. 
Francis L. Robbins. 
Richard P. McDonough. 
Matthew L. Kelly. 
Robert M. Morris. 
Julian J. Levasseur. 
Joyce A. Ralph. 
Homer Ambrose. 
Wendell S. Taylor. 
William J. F. Rafferty. 
William D. Anderson. 
Marcus Erwin, jr. 
Matthias M. Marple, jr. 
William M. Hobby, jr. 
Edgar H. Myers. 
Robert R. Buck. 
Wells L. Field. 

Homer B. Hudson. 
John P. L. Sower. 
James H. Pierson. 
Horace ©. Robison. 
Donald Weller. 

John B. Moss. 
Valentine L. Pottle. 
Joseph H. Foley. 
Harlow H. Loomis. 
Wallace E. Guitar. 
William A. Fiy. 
William A. Bowers. 
Edward R. Sperry. 
Frank W. Parsons. 
John R. McKinney. 
Frederick W. Long. 
Michael E. Flaherty. 
Harry A. Dunn, Ir. 
Everett H. Browne. 
Horatio Ridout. 
Francis L. McCollum. 
Gilmer G. Weston. 
John H. Parrott. 
Henry T. Agnew. 
Robert K. Walker. 
Dominic J. Tortorich, jr. 
George L. Wallace, 
Philip A. Rodes. 
Ralph W. D. Woods. 
Robert E. Cofer, jr. 
Graham N. Fitch. 
James R. Bell. 

John B. Patton, jr. 
John D. Shaw. 
Thomas F. Carlin. 
David E. Roth. 

Cary W. Stevenson. 
Warren F. Simrell, jr. 
Thomas H. Hederman, 
Walter S. Ginn. 


William G. Pogue, 


Philip D. Lohman. 
Philip H. Jenkins. 
Marvin P. Kingsley. 
Paul C. Treadwell. 
Walter S. Sargent. 
Charles A. Parker. 
David L. Nutter. 
John A. Morrow. 
Lester H. Kern. 
John H. Brady. 
John P. Larimore. 
Luther S. Schmidt. 
Howard F. Green. 
Victor B. Tate. 
Edward T. Collins. 
Willlam J. Mullins. 
John K. B. Ginder. 
Herbert Hezlep. jr. 
Herbert A, Niemyer. 
James R. Andrews. 
Paul F. Schoeffel. 
Raymond D. Lewis. 


DECEMBER 10, 


Thomas B. Congdon. 
Alberton C. Harshman. 
John T. Waldhauser, Ir. 
Charles F. Schlichter. 
Gilbert R. Crowther, 
John W. Harper. 
Francis J. Ball. 

Ralph B. McRight. 
Paul Jackson. 

Zeus Soucek. 

Winston P. Folk. 
Charles S. Walsh. 


Beverley R. Harrison, jr. 
John M. Cooper. 
Porter L. Loomis. 
William E. Stock, Ir. 
Harry E. Morgan. 
Alden D. Redfield. 
George Castera. 
Eugene L. Monagin. 
Edward S. Mulheron, 
John P. B. Barrett. 
William A. Graham, 


MARINE CORPS. 


Lieut. Col. Alexander S. Williams to be a colonel in the 
Marine Corps from the 17th day of April, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Julius S. Turrill to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 2d day of August, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas ©, Turner to be a lieutenant colonel in 
the Marine Corps from the 6th day of April, 1921, to correct 
the date from which he takes rank as previously nominated 
and confirmed. 

Lieut. Col. Raymond B. Sullivan to be a lieutenant colonel 
in the Marine Corps from the 14th day of July, 1921, to cor- 
rect the date from which he takes rank as previously nominated 
and confirmed. 

Lieut. Col. Charles F. Williams to be lieutenant colonel in 
the Marine Corps from the Ist day of January, 1922, to correct 
the date from which he takes rank as previously nominated and 
confirmed. 

Maj. Nelson P. Vulte to be lieutenant colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 2d day of January, 1923. 

Maj. Perey F. Archer, assistant quartermaster, to be an as- 
sistant quartermaster in the Marine Corps, with the rank of 
lieutenant colonel, from the 4th day of April, 1923. 

Maj. Seth Williams, assistant quartermaster, to be an as- 
sistant quartermaster in the Marine Corps, with the rank of 
lieutenant colonel, from the 17th day of April, 1923. 

Capt. Earl C. Long to be a major in the Marine Corps from 
the 11th day of February, 1923. 

Capt. Harry L. Smith to be a major in the Marine Corps 
from the 4th day of April, 1923. 

Capt. Roy D. Lowell to be a major in the Marine Corps from 
the 17th day of April, 1923. 

Capt. Julius T. Wright to be a captain in the Marine Corps 
from the 27th day of June, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. ; 

Capt. Samuel J. Bartlett to be a captain in the Marine Corps 
from the 18th day of July, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed, 

Capt. Oliver A, Dow to be a captain in the Marine Corps 
from the 26th day of July, 1922, to correct the date from which 
he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Capt. Louie W. Putnam to be a captain in the Marine Corps 
from the 18th day of August, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

First Lieut. Austin G. Rome to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 3d day of November, 1922. 

First Lieut. Clate C. Snyder to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 15th day of November, 1922. 

First Lieut. Edgar S. Tuttle to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 1st day of January, 1923. 

First Lieut. Charles E. Rice to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 2d day.of January, 1923. 

First Lieut. Bert A. Bone to be a captain in the Marine Corps 
from the 11th day of February, 1923. 

First Lieut. Robert C. Thaxton to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 2d day of March, 1923. 

First Lieut. Euvelle D. Howard to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 4th day of April, 1923. 

First Lieut. Harlen Pefley to be a captain in the Marine Corps 
from the 10th day of April, 1923. 

First Lieut. Harold D. Campbell to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 17th day of April, 1923. 

First Lieut, Samuel W. Freeny to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 18th day of May, 1923. 

First Lieut. William H. Harrison to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 3d day of June, 1923. 

First Lieut. Otto E. Bartoe to be a captain in the Marine Corps 
from the 2d day of August, 1923. 

First Lieut. Ramond J. Bartholomew to be a captain in the 
Marine Corps from the 23d day of August, 1923. 

First Lieut, Ogbourne A. Hill to be a first lleutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the Ist day of July, 1921, to correct. the date 
eel a he takes rank us previously nominated and con- 
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First Lieut. Melvin E. Fuller to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the Ist day of July, 1921, to correct the date 
from which he takes rank as previously nominated and con- 
firmed. 

First Lieut. Francis I. Fenton to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the Ist day of July, 1921, to correct the date 
13 which he takes rank as previously nominated and con- 

rmed, 

First Lieut. Ralph W. Luce to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the ist day of July, 1921, to correct the 
date from which he takes rank as previously nominated and 
confirmed. 

First Lieut. Harmon J. Norton to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the ist day of July, 1921, to correct the 
date from which he takes rank as previously nominated and 
confirmed. 

Second Lieut. Willard R. Enk to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the Ist day of July, 1921. 

Second Lieut. Gerald C. Thomas to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 14th day of July, 1921. 

Second Lieut. John W. Cunningham to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 26th day of August, 1921. 

Second Lieut. Charles H. Hassenmiller to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 28th day of August, 1921. 

Second Lieut. Joseph F. Driscoll to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 3d day of September, 1921. 

Second Lieut. Adolph Stahlberger to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 24th day of September, 1921. 8 

Second Lieut. Thomas J. Cushman to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 18th day of October, 1921. 

Second Lieut. William P. Kelly to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 2d day of November, 1921. 

Second Lieut. Erie W. Ojerholm to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 13th day of December, 1921. 

Second Lieut. Monitor Watchman to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 17th day of December, 1921. 

The following-named noncommissioned officers in the Marine 
Corps to be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps for a pro- 
bationary period of two years from the 26th day of Febru- 
ary, 1923: 

First Sergt. John W. Lakso. Corpl Lawrence R. Kline. 

Corpl. Albert R. Bourne. Sergt. Clarence M. Knight. 

Corpl. William W. Paca, U. S. Marine Corps, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps for a probationary period of 
two years from the 11th day of April, 1923. 

The following-named midshipmen to be second lieutenants in 
the Marine Corps from the 8th day of June, 1923: 

John T. Harris, John E. Curry. 

Shelton C. Zern. Richard M. Cutts, jr. 

Frederick C. Stevens. 


The following- named midshipmen to be second lieutenants in 
the Marine Corps from the 8th day of June, 1923: 
Frank D. Weir. William G. Manley. 
Merlin F. Schneider. Henry J. Voss. 
Kenneth L. Moses. William W. Davidson. 
Ira L. Kimes. Robert H. Rhoads. 
George F. Good, jr. Wilson B. Trundle. 
William C. Lemly. Lawrence T. Burke. 
Donald J. Hawthorne. Thomas B. White. 
Merrill B. Twining. Thomas J. Walker, jr. 
Frank H. Lamson-Scribner. Maxwell H. Mizell. 
William J. Scheyer. Charles W. Kail. 


The following-named citizens to be second lieutenants in the 
Marine Corps for a probationary period of two years from the 
6th day of July, 1923: 


Philip L. Thwing, a citizen of Vermont. 

Caleb T. Bailey, a citizen of Maryland. 

Clarence J. Chappell, a citizen of Georgia. 

Robert S. Viall, a citizen of New York. 

John D. Muncie, a citizen of Ilinois. 

William E. Burke, a citizen of Washington. 

Phil P. Goodman, a citizen of Virginia. : 

Robert J. Straub, a citizen of Colorado. 

Veryl H. Dartt, a citizen of Vermont. 

Jesse C. Harmon, a citizen of South Carolina. 

Reginald H. Ridgely, jr., a citizen of Maryland. 

Arthur T. Mason, a citizen of California. 

Lawrence R. Dewine, a citizen of New York, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps for a probationary period of 
two years from the 30th day of July, 1923. 

Robert G. Hunt, a citizen of Colorado, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Marine Corps for a probationary period of two 
years from the 17th day of September, 1923, 


James E. Kerr, a citizen of South Carolina, to be a second 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps for a probationary period of two 
years from the 15th day of October, 1923. 


PosTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


Roy A. Lifsey to be postmaster at Montgomery, Ala., in 
place of ©. T. Fitzpatrick. Incumbent's commission expired 
October 24, 1922. 

Edna T. Lee to be postmaster at Newton, Ala., in place of 
Pauline Moore, resigned. 

Charles S. Prescott to be postmaster at Wedowee, Ala., in 
place of R. L. Adcock, resigned. 

James Alexander to be postmaster at Marion Junction, Ala. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Gus. L. Camp to be postmaster at Arab, Ala. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1923. 

Maude A. Bosarge to be postmaster at Bayou Labatre, Ala, 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

May H. Johnston to be postmaster at Boligee, Ala. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Wert W. James to be postmaster at Brent, Ala. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1922. 

James F. Slone, jr., to be postmaster at Cedar Bluff, Ala. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Warren C. Davis to be postmaster at Daphne, Ala. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1928. 

Laurence L. Mallette to be postmaster at Dozier, Ala. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923, 

Paul B. Curtis to be postmaster at Glenwood, Ala. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John H. Nixon to be postmaster at Goshen, Ala. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1923. 

Ella M. Sullins to be postmaster at Hackleburg, Ala. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

William A. Giddens to be postmaster at Jones Mills, Ala, 
Office became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Bessie L. Prim to be postmaster at Siluria, Ala. Office be- 
eame presidential October 1, 1923. 

Ellis Bynum to be postmaster at Tarrant, Ala. Office became 
presidential April 1, 1923. 

Zada M. Jackson to be postmaster at Vredenburgh, Ala. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Sarah A. Shedd to be postmaster at Adamsville, Ala., in 
place of A. L. King. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 5, 1922. 

Ada M. Burks to be postmaster at Fairfield, Ala., in place of 
Robert Stephens, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Thomas P. Bonner to be postmaster at Ashland, Ala., in 
place of O. L. Pruet. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

James F. Baker to be postmaster at Columbiana, Ala., in 
place of C. E. Niven. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 5. 1922. 

Jacob E. Hood to be postmaster at Cordova, Ala., in place of 
J. E. Hood. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Robert B. Evans to be postmaster at Elkmont, Ala., in place 
of R. B. Evans. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Martha C. Park to be postmaster at Flomaton, Ala., in place 
of R. C. Abernethy. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Theresa C. Spink to be postmaster at Grand Bay, Ala., in 
place of T. C. Spink. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Blevins S. Perdue to be postmaster at Greenville, Ala., in 
place of R. E. Burnett. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

Lonnie W. Johnston to be postmaster at Hanceville, Ala., in 
place of Walter Whisenhunt. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Sylvanus L, Sherrill to be postmaster at Hartsells, Ala., in 
place of Elizabeth Simpson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
November 8, 1923. 

Sarah M. Salley to be postmaster at Hayneville, Ala., in place 
of S. M. Salley. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Stephen H. Murphy to be postmaster at Huntsville, Ala., in 
place of R. L. O'Neal. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 5 

Roy M. Boak to be postmaster at Lineville, Ala., in place of 
J. S. McCain. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Ruth K. Conerly to be postmaster at Lockhart, Ala., in place 
hs K. Conerly. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
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James L. Ragland to be postmaster at Pell City, Ala. in 
place of Bays D. Cather. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Bettie T. Forster to be postmaster at Thomasville, Ala., In 
place of B. T. Forster. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28. 1923. 

Emerson E. Etheredge to be postmaster at Town Creek, Ala., 
in place of L. L. Srygley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Martin E. Forsyth to be postmaster at Union Springs, Ala., 
in place of B. L. Perry. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

Edna Young to be postmaster at Warrior, Ala., in place of 
S. T. Moss. Incumbent's commission expired October 24, 1922. 

Maggie Winningham to be postmaster at York, Ala., in place 
of Maggie Winningham. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

John Thompson to be postmaster at Altoona, Ala., in place of 
J. D. Silvey, removed. 

George F. Schad to be postmaster at Brewton, Ala., in place 
of J. R. L. Carmack, removed. 

John N. Edwards to be postmaster at Eclectic, Ala., in place 
of C. R. Osborne, résigned. 

Henry A. Cathey to be postmaster at Florence, Ala., in place 
of M. W. Camper, deceased. 

Ira G. Mathews to be postmaster at Tallassee, Ala., in place 
of H. J. Sullivan, resigned. : 

Charles S. Mathers to be postmaster at Theodore, Ala., in 
place of J. W. Fincher, deceased. 


ALASKA. 


Stephen Birch to be postmaster at Kennecott, Alaska. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Guy Job to be postmaster at Latouche, Alaska. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Frank Lyons to be postmaster at Nulato, Alaska. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1923. 

Eliel T. Miner to be postmaster at Humboldt, Ariz Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Henry S. Sogn to be postmaster at Anchorage, Alaska, in 
place of D. W. Stoddard, resigned. 

ARIZONA. 


Elfreda M. McIntyre to be postmaster at Gila Bend, Ariz. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

J. Lee Conrad to be postmaster at Scottdale, Ariz. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Harry E. Jenkins to be postmaster at Cooley, Ariz. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Leonard D. Redfield to be postmaster at Benson, Ariz., in 
place of L. D. Redfield. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

John R. Livingston to be postmaster at Chloride, Ariz., in 
place of J. R. Livingston. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

John A. Williams to be postmaster at Hayden, Ariz., in place 
of Z. G. Page. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Luther Cadwell to be postmaster at Holbrook, Ariz., in place 
of Charles Osborne. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. A 

ARKANSAS. 


Jason O. Burns to be postmaster at Batesville, Ark., in place 
of H. C. Wade, deceased. 

John T. Harper to be postmaster at Huntsville, Ark. in place 
of W. M. Goucher, removed. 

Joseph S. Cotner to be postmaster at Branch, Ark. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Reuben P. Allen to be postmaster at Smackover, Ark. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Mary Brown to be postmaster at Alpena Pass, Ark. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

William H. Ashburn to be postmaster at Joiner, Ark. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. ; 

Earnest R. Clark to be postmaster at Knobel, Ark. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Thomas H. Perry to be postmaster at Louann, Ark. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

James L. Willson to be postmaster at Moro, Ark. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Paul Smith to be postmaster at Nettleton, Ark. Office be- 
came presidential October 1. 1923. 

Walter G. Baker to be postmaster at Peach Orchard, Ark. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

James H. Ward to be postmaster at Quitman, Ark. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 
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Robert Dail to be postmaster at Ravenden, Ark. Office he- 
came presidential January 1, 1923. 

Hugh T. Brown to be postmaster at Scott, Ark. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

William J. Rumsey to be postmaster at Hardy, Ark., in placa 
14 G. Ritchie. Incumbent's commission expired December 6, 


Oliver A. Hill to be postmaster at Hartford, Ark., in place of 
B. C. Milhoan. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 
Charles L. Jones to be postmaster at Junction City, Ark., in 
eee S. W. Harris. Incumbent's commission expired August 
j Harry L. Shambarger to be postmaster at Mulberry, Ark., in 
aes N. J. Nixon. Iicumbent’s commission expired August 
Thomas A. Hunt to be postmaster at Murfreesboro, Ark., in 
gay S. K. Hohes. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
Ned P. Atkin to be postmaster at Parkdale, Ark., in place of 
N. P. Atkin. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 
Frank Weldin to be postmaster at Piggott, Ark., in pluce of 
— 70 Browning. Incumbent's commission expired August 8, 
Simon L. Gustafson to be postmaster at Searcy, Ark., in place 
o: Toos Pilkington. Incumbent's commission expired August 
; William N. Stranahan to be postmaster at Sulphur Springs, 
Ark., in place of S. O. Whaley. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 
Rosa Wallace to be postmaster at Washington, Ark., in place 
= Rene Wallace. Incumbent's commission expired August 8, 


Stella Winn to be postmaster at Winslow, Ark., in place of 
J. M. Crider. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923, 
George E. Davis to be postmaster at Wynne, Ark., in place 
of E. H. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 


Redford G. Miles to be postmaster at Des Arc, Ark., In place 
a D. Bellew. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 

Philip J. Smith to be postmaster at Dumas, Ark., in place of 
P. J. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

John E. Bittinger to be postmaster at Grady, Ark., in place of 
— 5 Bittinger. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1 


Garland S. Russell to be postmaster at Green Forest, Ark., in 
ery H. C. Maples. Incumbent's commission expired August 

Louis Reitzammer to be postmaster at Arkansas City, Ark., 
in place of Louis Reitzammer. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

Thomas T. West to be postmaster at Beebe, Ark., in place of 
S. J. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Milton R. Stimson to be postmaster at Brinkley, Ark., in 
place of J. H. Stack. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 5, 1922. 

George A. Clark to be postmaster at Calico Rock, Ark., in 
place of W. K. Estes. Ineumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

King J. Basham to be postmaster at Clarksville, Ark., in 
place of W. A. Ragon. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

Kay S. Rolley to be postmaster at Crawfordsville, Ark., in 
place of K. S. Rolley. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1928. 

Edith M. Cook to be postmaster at De Valls Bluff, Ark., in 
place of F. M. Zearing. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Roy W. Stevens te be postmaster at Ashdown, Ark., in place 
of D. D. Draper, removed. 

Bing Moody to be postmaster at Bald Knob, Ark., in place 
of R, H. Clark, resigned. 

Robert M. Deason to be postmaster at El Dorado, Ark., in 
place of J. H. Garison, resigned. 

George H. C. Palmer to be postmaster at McGehee, Ark., in 
place of M. E. Sherland, resigned. 

John S. Bowden to be postmaster at Russellville, Ark., in 
place of J. L. Ragsdale, resigned. 

Edwin S. Thompson to be postmaster at Springdale, Ark., in 
place of J. P. Stafford, resigned. 

John W. Honeycut to be postmaster at Strong, Ark., in place 
of G. D. Gillette, resigned. 

Nona E. Robertson to be postmaster at Thornton, Ark., in 
place of J. J. Shaddock, resigned. 
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CALIFORNIA. 


Algera M. Rumsey to be postmaster at Saugus, Calif. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Claude D. Richardson to be postmaster at McFarland, Calif. 
in place of Earl Stacy, resigned. 

John H. Tittle to be postmaster at Needles, Calif., in place 
of F. M. Kelly, resigned. 

Justin P. Martin to be postmaster at San Martin, Calif. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Seth A. Frank to be postmaster at Alderpoint, Calif. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Walter L, Haley to be postmaster at Associated, Calif. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923, 

Mae C. Lodge to be postmaster at Auberry, Calif. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Joseph T. Johndrew to be postmaster at Bloomington, Calif. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Alice Warner to be postmaster at Delhi, Calif. Office became 
presidential July 1, 1923. 

George H. Burk to be postmaster at Elk, Calif. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1923. 

Harry S. Barbee to be postmaster at Fontana, Calif. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Maude H. Parsons to be postmaster at Gerber, Calif: Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Charles Hofstetter to be postmaster at Harbor City, Calif. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Glenn W. Alexander to be postmaster at Lynwood, Calif. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Wilford J. Scilacci to be postmaster at Point Reyes Station, 
Calif. Office became presidential January 1, 1923. 

John G. Smale to be postmaster at Raymond, Calif. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Wade J. Williams to be postmaster at Tranquillity, Calif. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Jennie E. Kirk to be postmaster at Waterford, Calif. Office 
beeame presidential April 1, 1923. 

William V. McCoy to be postmaster at West Los Angeles, 
Calif. Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Belle B. Jenks to be postmaster at Willowbrook, Calif. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

James B. Fugate to be postmaster at Chino, Calif., in place of 
W. A. Dickey. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 1923. 

Charles F. Riedle to be postmaster at Los Banos, Callf., in 
place oe ©. F. Riedle. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

William J. Murray to be postmaster at Yucaipa, Calif., in 
pac N V. L. Dillow. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

Clarence E. Polhemus to be postmaster at Elk Grove, Calif., 
in place of W. C. Brill, resigned. 

Grace E. Tooker to be postmaster at Santa Monica, Calif., in 
pao Harry Hines, Ineumbent’s commission expired August 

Patrick C. Mulqueeney to be postmaster at Sawtelle, Calif., 
in place of C. S. Martin. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1923. : 

Anna L. Monroe to be postmaster at Ferndale, Calif., in place 
15 ss 55 Eriksen. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

Corinne Dolcini to be postmaster at Guadalupe, Calif., in 
place of Corinne Dolcini. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 15, 1923. 

George T. Pearson to be postmaster at Healdsburg, Calif., 
in place of R. E. Baer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 15, 1923. 

Daniel McCloskey to be postmaster at Hollister, Calif., in 
place of J. H. Garner, Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. i 

Elson G. Conrad to be postmaster at Huntington Beach, Calif, 
in place of T. C. H. DeLapp. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 15, 1923. 

Edwin J. Thompson to be postmaster at La Jolla, Calif., in 
place of N. L. Rannells. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923, 

Ira B. Jones to be postmaster at Los Molinos, Calif,, in place 
or 1 McDaniel. Incumbent's commission expired September 

Thomas P. Cosgrave to be postmaster at Madera, Calif., in 
place fet J. L. Murphy. Incumbent's commission expired August 

Fred Lewis to be postmaster at Mayfield, Calif., in place of 
J. P. Schaefer. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 


Fred F. Darcy to be postmaster at Montebello, Calif., in place 
of F. F. Darcy. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 
1928. 


George W. Archer to be postmaster at Norwalk, Calif., in 
place of G. W. Archer. Incumbent's commission expired August 
15, 1928. 

Presley E. Berger to be postmaster at Ontario, Calif., in place 
of John Mitchell. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

Frederick S. Lowden to be postmaster at Orland, Calif., in 
place of J. N. Tibessart. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 5, 1922. 

James Harper to be postmaster at Pacific Grove, Calif., in 
place of E. C. Hurlbert. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 

William Henson to be postmaster at Riverdale, Calif., in 
place of William Henson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 15, 1923. 

Ellery M. Murray to be postmaster at St. Helena, Calif., in 
place of Joseph Galewsky. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 15, 1923. : 

Harrie ©. Caldwell to be postmaster at San Fernando, Calif., 
in place of R. H. Hille. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 15, 1923. 

Terry E. Stephenson to be postmaster at Santa Ana, Calif., 
in place of C. D. Overshiner. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 15, 1923. z 

Jobn Grant to be postmaster at Sherman, Calif., in place of 
L. C. Poor. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 1923. 

Ruby Vinten to be postmaster at Terminal, Calif., in place of 
Ruby Vinten. Incumbent’s commission expired August 9, 1923. 

Mary B. Rozier to be postmaster at Tuolumne, Calif., in place 
of A. W. Rozier. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1928. 

Ernest D. Gibson to be postmaster at Van Nuys, Calif., in 
place of D. M. Gibson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
15, 1923. 

Asa C. Howard to be postmaster at Yreka, Calif., in place of 
Nellie Hawkins. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

James H. Whitaker to be postmaster at Anaheim, Calif., in 
place of J. F. Ahlborn. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

John H. Hoeppel to be postmaster at Arcadia, Calif., in place 
of S. D. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1928. 

W. Wallace Watson to be postmaster at Beaumont, Calif., in 
place of J. A. Kelly. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 

Theodore Rueger to be postmaster at Benicia, Calif., in place 
of ©. G. Clyne. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1923. 5 

Peter D. Melntyre to be postmaster at Blythe, Calif., in place 
of P. D. McIntyre. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

Peter Hopkins, jr., to be postmaster at Calistoga, Calif., in 
place of Owen Kenny. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 

George P. Morse to be postmaster at Chico, Calif., in place of 
B. F. Hudspeth. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1923 


Ruth E. Powell to be postmaster at Claremont, Calif., in place 
of I. J. Cree. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1923 


Lillian B. Wiedersheim to be postmaster at Cloverdale, Calif., 
in place of W. E. Hiatt. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 15, 1923. 

Robert E. Thomas to be postmaster at Clovis, Calif., in place 
of K. S. Bell. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 1923. 

Presentation M. Soto to be postmaster at Concord, Callf., in 
place of C. H. Guy. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

William P. Nye to be postmaster at Covina, Calif., in place 
2 8 F. Stafford. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1 r 

Gertrude Brandon to be postmaster at Crockett, Calif., in 
place of Gertrude Brandon. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

John H, Dodson to be postmaster at El Cajon, Calif., in place 
of J. H. Dodson. Incumbent's commission expired September 
5, 1922. 

Myrtle E. Trout to be postmaster at Avalon, Calif., in place of 
J. F. Trout, deceased. 

George M. Brown to be postmaster at Bellflower, Calif., in 
place of Otto Warnke, resigned. 
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Clifford M. Barnes to be postmaster at Big Creek, Calif., in 
place of C. J. Aggergaard, resigned. 

George Cunningham (Miss) to be postmaster at Boulder 
Creek, Calif., in place of Luella Mann, resigned. 

Viola A. Johnson to be postmaster at Chula Vista, Calif., 
in place of J. C. Dutra, resigned. 

Lela Meday to be postmaster at El Segundo, Calif., in place 
of J. V. Van Eaton, resigned. 

Blanche M. Staton to be postmaster at Hamilton City, Calif., 
in place of L. A. Murray, resigned. 

Clarence E. French to be postmaster at Indio, Calif., in place 
of H. W. Haskell, resigned. 

Raymond A. Rigor to be postmaster at McCloud, Calif., in 
place of G. W. Hunt, resigned. 

Edmund V. Wahlberg to be postmaster at Manhattan, Calif., 
in place of Joseph Chattwood, resigned. 

Charles G. Barnes to be postmaster at Morgan Hill, Calif., in 
place of T. H. Miller, resigned. 

May C. Baker to be postmaster at Paradise, Calif., in place 
of L. E. Baker, deceased. 

Sula D. Abbott to be postmaster at Placentia, Calif., in place 
of C. R. Farrar, resigned. 

William J. Dusel to be postmaster at Redwood City, Calif., 
in place of J. V. Swift, resigned. 

Pastor A. H. Arata to be postmaster at San Luis Obispo, 
Calif., in place of G. E. Kirby, deceased. 

Branham B. Brown to be postmaster at Seal Beach, Calif., 
in place of J. H. May, resigned. 

Henry F. Stahl to be postmaster at Vallejo, Calif., in place 
of R. W. Walker, removed. 

Alfred T. Taylor to be postmaster at Westwood, Calif., in 
place of W. E: Taylor, resigned. 

Marshall N. Johnson to be postmaster at Windsor, Calif., in 
place of Clarita Welch, resigned. 


COLORADO. 


Herbert D. McCaslin to be postmaster at Byers, Colo., in 
place of Hal Parmeter, resigned. 
Elizabeth Amy to be postmaster at Kirk, Colo. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1923. 
Mary J. Fuller to be postmaster at Two Buttes, Colo. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 
Emma B. Champie to be postmaster at Kersey, Colo. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1922. 
Dallas E. Daniels to be postmaster at Manassa, Colo. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 
William A. Sawyer to be postmaster at Mount Morrison, Colo. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1921. ` 
Edward F. Green to be postmaster at Tungsten, Colo. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 
Charles C. Hurst to be postmaster at Antonita, Colo., in 
place of H. L. Hurst, resigned. 
Ralph W. Bidwell to be postmaster at Briggsdale, Colo., in 
place of G. F. Wilson, resigned. 
Lillie W. Tomkins to be postmaster at Buena Vista, Colo., in 
place of Raymond Roberg, removed. 
George Baker to be postmaster at Delagua, Colo., in place of 
J. H. Espey, resigned. 
Anna Richards to be postmaster at Ouray, Colo., in place of 
Thomas Mowatt, resigned. 
Eldon J. Fisher to be postmaster at Alamosa, Colo., in place 
of J. J. Roper. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 
Paul P. Huston to be postmaster at Calhan, Colo., in place of 
a Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 20, 
1923. 
Charles L. Rudel to be postmaster at Fleming, Colo., in place 
of Vina Work. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 
Newell R. Usher to be postmaster at Florence, Colo., in place 
8 ENA Burkhard. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
Alexander G. Johnson to be postmaster at Fort Lupton, Colo., 
in place of W. G. Hubbell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 
Lawrence H. Dewey to be postmaster at Fruita, Colo., in 
8 A. V. Sharp. Incumbent's commission expired August 
* 4 
Lula D. Trimble to be postmaster at Georgetown, Colo., in 
place of S. J. O'Connell. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 
Mary E. Kendall to be postmaster at Kiowa, Colo., in place of 
72 5 Finnicum. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
James M. Brown to be postmaster at Mancos, Colo., in place 
g 2 M. Brown. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 


Ellsworth A. Weller to be postmaster at New Castle, Colo., in 
place of M. L. Weller, Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Cecil M. Mount to be postmaster at La Jara, Colo., in place 
3 et McOCunniff. Incumbent's commission expired August 

, 1923. 

Lilian D. Watson to be postmaster at Louisville, Colo., in 
place of G. J. W. Longmore. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 

Ralph H. Weekly to be postmaster at Yuma, Colo., in place 
of J. G. Lett. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 


CONNECTICUT, 


Nelson E. Welch to be postmaster at Somers, Conn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Carl W. Brage to be postmaster at Darien, Conn., in place of 
F. H. Smith, resigned. 

Leontine M. Root to be postmaster at East Berlin, Conn. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1928. 

Margaret C. Kelly to be postmaster at Noroton, Conn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Robert E. Taft to be postmaster at Unionville, Conn., in 
place of T. S. Rourke. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

James J. Fitzpatrick to be postmaster at Meriden, Conn., in 
place of J. F. Penders. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 1, 1923. 

Frank La Favre to be postmaster at Central Village, Conn., 
in place of G. L. Gardner, resigned. 

William C. Bushnell to be postmaster at Plantsville, Conn., 
in place of E. W. Doolittle, resigned. 

Walter B. Palmer to be postmaster at Sound Beach, Conn., 
in place of E. B. Binney, resigned. 

John V. Abbott to be postmaster at Watertown, Conn., in 
place of C. A. Bush, declined. 

Harrie E. Starks to be postmaster at Winsted, Conn., in place 
of E. L. Reidy, resigned. 

John W. Cook to be postmaster at Beacon Falls, Conn., in 
place of J. W. Cook. Incumbent’s commission expired August 1, 
1923. 

Henry G. Linsley to be postmaster at Branford, Conn., in 
place of J. P. Callahan. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 1, 1923. 

Sarah L. Ruie to be postmaster at Farmington, Conn., in 
place of T. H. Collins. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 1, 1923. 

W. Burton Allen to be postmaster at Litchfield, Conn., in 
place of T. F. Ryan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

Ernest F. Brown to be postmaster at Manchester, Conn., in 
place of F. H. Wall. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

Courtland ©, Potter to be postmaster at Mystic, Conn., in 
place of G. H. Foley. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

Walter E. Brown to be postmaster at Naugatuck, Conn., in 
place of Hugh Hearns. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 

Leopold J. Curtiss to be postmaster at Norfolk, Conn., in 
place of John Mulville. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 1, 1923. 

William P. Leete to be postmaster at North Haven, Conn., in 
place of W. H. Bishop. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 1, 1923. 

Cyrus I. Byington to be postmaster at Norwalk, Conn., in 
place of M. J. Howard. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 1, 1923. 

Casper K. Bailey to be postmaster at Norwich, Conn., in place 
of J. P. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expired September 
10, 1923. s 

Fred R. Alford to be postmaster at Oakville, Conn., in place 
of J. T. Kelly. Incumbent's commission expired August 1, 
1923. 

William P. Stone to be postmaster at Salisbury, Conn., in 
place of W. P. Stone. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

John P. McGrath to be postmaster at Southington, Conn., in 
place of J. J. Moran. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

Henry Muir to be postmaster at Thomaston, Conn., in place 
ba L. Hanley. Incumbent's commission expired August 1, 
1923. 

William C. Saunders to be postmaster at Waterford, Conn., in 
place of W. C. Saunders. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 1, 1923. 


1923. 
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Adele P. Brush to be postmaster at West Cornwall, Conn., in 


place of A. P. Brush. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 
DELAWARE. 


Stephen W. Miller to be postmaster at Camden, Del. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923, 

Jehu F. Hudson to be postmaster at Georgetown, Del, in 
place of G. R. Mears. Incumbent’s.commission expired July 28, 


William H. Morris to be postmaster at Greenwood, Del,, in 
place of E. V. Ocheltree. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

John F. Phillips to be postmaster at Rehoboth Beach, DeL, in 
place of E. M. Truitt. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 


FLORIDA, 


Clarence O. Gerber to be postmaster at Brewster, Fla., in 
place of Marie Layton, resigned. 

Thelma Taylor to be postmaster at Alton, Fla. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1922. 

Lawrence P. Abney to be postmaster at City Point, Fla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

John M. McKinney to be postmaster at Cross City, Fla. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Edgar T. Hitchcock to be postmaster at Davenport, Fla. Of- 
fice became presidential July 1, 1923. 

George R. Millard to be postmaster at Hialeah, Fla. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 


Edwin C. Shuler to be postmaster at Hosford, Fla. Office. 


became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Mabel Miller to be postmaster at Littleriver, Fla. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1922. 

Mary E. Edwards to be postmaster at Lloyd, Fla. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1925, 

John B. Jones to be postmaster at Oviedo, Fla. Office became 


presidential October 1, 1022. 


George C. McLarty to be postmaster at Pahokee, Fla. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Claudia B. DeLaney to be postmaster at Orlando, Fla., in 
place of W. C. McLean. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Robert E. Coates to be postmaster at Fort Meade, Fla., in 
place of F. B. Swearingen, deceased. 

Walter C. Gholson to be postmaster at Chattahoochee, Fla., 
in place of L. L. McKinnon, resigned. 

Frederick W. Oren to be postmaster at Florence Villa, Fla., 
in place of G. W. Bailey, declined. 

Paul R. Whitaker to be postmaster at Monticello, Fla., in 
place of R. J. Mays, resigned. 

Lola Hershberger to be postmaster at Palm Beach, Fla., in 
place of J. W. Doe, removed. 

Lydia E. Ware to be postmaster at St. Andrew, Fla., in place 
of J. R. Thompson, resigned. 

Joseph P. Hall to be postmaster at Sanford, Fla., in place of 
P. M. Elder, resigned. 

Homer T. Welch to be postmaster at Sarasota, Fla., in place 
of J. W. Philip, removed. 

Thomas R. Gamble to be postmaster at Wildwood, Fla., in 
place of T. J. Nobles, resigned. 


Gabriel I. Daurelle to be postmaster at Bowling Green, Fla., 


in place of T. E. Blackburn. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Capers S. Weathersbee, jr., to be postmaster at Branford, Fla., 
in place of C. S. Weathersbee, jr. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

James L. Ambrose to be postmaster at Bunnell, Fla., in place 
5 9 5 8 Buchanan. Incumbent's commission expired August 

1923. 

Curtis W. Swindle to be postmaster at Chipley, Fla., in place 
2 5 ae Douglas. Incumbent’s commission expired September 

Harrison W. Lowe to be postmaster at Daytona, Fla., in place 
of L. J. Cowan. Incumbent's commission 
1923. 


of J. L. Love. 
1922. 
Elisha D. Wightman to be postmaster at Fruitland Park, Fla., 
in place of E. D. Wightman. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Eugene D. Rosenberger to be postmaster at Micanopy, Fla., in 
paa of J. L, Stokes. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 


expired August 21, 


Le Roy T. Hirth to be postmaster at Delray, Fla., in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired September 6, | 


Samuel J. Yoder to be postmaster at Moore Haven, Fla., in 
place of Rinda Daniel, Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923 


j Caroline D. Simrall to be postmaster at Ormond, Fla., in place 
of C. D. Simrall. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

William E. Burch to be postmaster at Palmetto, Fla., in place 
of J. W. Jackson. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1928. 

HAWAII. 


Edward K. Ayan to be postmaster at Alea, Hawall. Offica 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 
John I. Silva to be postmaster at Eleele, Hawail, in place of 
Maria Silva, resigned. 
John F. Daly to be postmaster at Hilo, Hawall, in place of 
J. F. Daly. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 1923. 
IDAHO, 


Russ H. Merriman to be postmaster at St. Joe, Idaho. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John P. McEachern to be postmaster at King Hill, Idaho. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Fred V. Diers to be postmaster at Mackay, Idaho, in place 
of W. A. Criswell. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 5, 1922. 

James M, Shaw to be postmaster at Kooskia, Idaho, in place 
of C. H. Gelbach, restgned. 

Sherman ©. Hemstreet to be postmaster at Laclede, Idaho, 
in place of Andrew Christenson, resigned. 

Joseph Y. Haight to be postmaster at Oakley, Idaho, in 
place of J. C. De La Mare, resigned. 

Allen H. Smith te be postmaster at Roselake, Idaho, in placa 
of L. V. LeGere, resigned. 

Richard L. Baker to be postmaster at Ashton, Idaho, in place 
of R. L. Baker. Ineumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923. : 

Florence V. Clark to be postmaster at Bellevue, Idaho, in 
place of W. T. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 20, 1923. 

Elsie Harrell to be postmaster at Cambridge, Idaho, in place 
of Elsie Harrell. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923 


George W. Prout to be postmaster at Council, Idaho, in place 
of W. F. Winkler. Incumbent's commission expired August 
20, 1923. 

Roy M. Parsons to be postmaster at Hagerman, Idaho, in 
place of S. R. Gwin. Incumbent's commission expired August 
20, 1928. 

Wheeler W. Elledge to be postmaster at Lava Hot Springs, 
Idaho, in place of G. A. Bristol. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired August 20, 1923. 

Helga M. Cook to be postmaster at McCall, Idaho, in placa 
of H. M. Cook. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1928. 

Mabel P. Wetherell to be postmaster at Post Falls, Idaho, in 
place of T. J. Russell. Incumbent's commission expired Au 
gust 20. 1923. : 

Oakley A. West to be postmaster at Weiser, Idaho, in place 
of R. D. Bothwell. Incumbent's commission expired August 
21, 1923. = 

ILLINOIS. 


Frank Gain to be postmaster at Astoria, III., in place of 
5 Atkinson. Incumbent's commission expired October 24, 

Horace J. Boozell to be postmaster at Ipava, III., in place of 
F. O. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired October 24, 1922. 

Fred W. Pitney to be postmaster at Augusta, III., in place of 
J. H. Coffman. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
Raymond Phillips to be postmaster at Beecher City, III., 
in place of A. J. F. Larimore. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1928. 

Harry C. Murphey to be postmaster at Blue Mound, III., in 
place of M. E. Trainer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Russell S. Brown to be postmaster at Brighton, III., in place 
of A. E. Gent. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 


1923. 

William F. Lammers to be postmaster at Buckley, DL, in 
place of W. F. Lammers. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

S. Elmer Simpson to be postmaster at Carrollton, III., in 
place of F. P. Williams. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 
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Cecil W. Bishop to be postmaster at Carterville, III., in place 
25 1 5 Washburn. Incumbent's commission expired August 

, 1923. 

Edward R. Boswell to be postmaster at Carthage, III., in 
place of I. C. Davidson. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Thomas R. Pearce to be postmaster at Chillicothe, III., in 
place of E. M. Wescott. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

John W. Dye to be postmaster at Christopher, III., in place 
of Roscoe Tygett. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
923 


1923. 

Mabel G. Holmes to be postmaster at Cornell, III., in place of 
M. G. Holmes. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Fred E. Flessner to be postmaster at Cullom, III., in place of 
E. J. Kingdom. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Lawrence M. Birch to be postmaster at Danville, III., in place 
of G. R. Tilton. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

John E. Moyer to be postmaster at Dixon, III., in place of 
W. F. Hogan. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Louis O. Mekerrow to be postmaster at Elmwood, III., in 
place of Ella Martz. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1928. 

Homar Darst to be postmaster at Ewreka, III., in place of 
Peter Petri. Incumbent’s commission expired February 4, 1922. 

Glenn S. Wade to be postmaster at Farina, III., in place of 
C. E. Schmidt. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Perry Westerfleld to be postmaster at Frankfort Heights, III., 
in place of Perry Westerfield. Ineumbent's commission ex- 
pired August 29, 1923. 

George L. Spangler to be postmaster at Franklin Grove, III., 
in place of F. H. T. Maronde. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

John C. Reuter to be postmaster at Freeburg, III., in place 
of J. C. Reuter. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

George J. Patterson to be postmaster at Genoa, III., in place 
of Catherine Burroughs. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Bennett F. Henderson to be postmaster at Georgetown, III., 
in place of B. M. Dinsmore. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1928. 

John R. Hanlon to be postmaster at Grant Park, III., in place 
of F. W. Freeman. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

George F. Batty to be postmaster at Greenfield, III., in place 
of W. M. Cannedy. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Elmer L. Trowbridge to be postmaster at Green Valley, III., 
in place of E. M. Runyon. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Charles H. Derry to be postmaster at Greenview, III., in place 
8 5 A. Mathews. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Silas H. Rich to be postmaster at Gridley, III., in place of 
David Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

John H. Brill to be postmaster at Hampshire, III., in place of 
E. T. Crock. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Leo M. Stoecklin to be postmaster at Highland, III., in place 
of Edward Suppiger. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Ina R. Stout to be postmaster at Hopedale, III., in place of 
L. I. Hannig. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

William Sutton to be postmaster at Kempton, III., in place of 
William Sutton. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Joel H. Boyd to be postmaster at Lincoln, III., in place of 
Peter M. Biwer. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Daisy M. Uphaus to be postmaster at Macon, III., in place of 
D. M. Uphaus. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Arthur H. Simmons to be postmaster at Marseilles, III., in 
pan of C. L. Tisler. Incumbent's commission expired August 

9, 1923. 

John W, Lewis to be postmaster at Marshall, III., in place of 
S. H. Handy. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Ulysses E. Smith to be postmaster at Metropolis, III., in place 
of S. M. Stewart. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 


Clark Dale Smith to be postmaster at Milan, III., in place of 
¢ 3 Incumbent’s commission expired October 

Marion F. Stewart to be postmaster at Moweaqua, III., in 
place of H. G. Longenbaugh. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Frank H. Creswick to be postmaster at Mulberry Grove, III., 
in place of T. E. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

John F. Johnson to be postmaster at New Douglas, III., in 
pee Aes Dora Blair. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

James H. Faley, jr., to be postmaster at Ohio, III., in place of 
erie Sheehan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 

Robert R. Banta to be postmaster at Oquawka, III., in place 
oe) S. Stults. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
Lewis E. Selby to be postmaster at Pekin, Ill., in place of B. 
be pe sill Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 


Charles B. Switzer to be postmaster at Piper City, III., in 
3 Hugh Rice, jr. Incumbent's commission expired August 

Homer H. Cravens to be postmaster at Plymouth, III., in place 
. C. Aleshire. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 

Charles W. Ong to be postmaster at Pontiac, III., in place of 
J. S. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Myron J. Yolton to be postmaster at Port Byron, III., in place 
of G. R. Skelton. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Benjamin F. Bosley to be postmaster at Ransom, IIL, in place 
of B. F. Bosley. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

J. Clyde Wilson to be postmaster at Richmond, IIL, in place 
of W. P. Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expired October 24, 
1922. 

Ted Henderson to be postmaster at Ridge Farm, III., in place 
of C. E. Baum. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Samuel M. Combs to be postmaster at Ridgway, III., in place 
of W. B. Barnum. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Earl L. Longfellow to be postmaster at Rock Falls, TIL, in 
place of C. C. Grady. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Hugh A. J. McDonald to be postmaster at Rock Island, III., in 
place of H. P. Simpson. Incumbent's commission expired 
October 24, 1922. 

Robert L. Shroyer to be postmaster at St. Francisville, III., in 
place of C. L. Stephenson. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Albert B. Thompson to be postmaster at Saybrook, III., in 
place of J. T. Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Joseph R. Atkinson to be postmaster at Sidell, III., in place of 
T. B. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29. 
1923. 

William J. Parsons to be postmaster at Silvis, III., in place of 
J. P. McMahon. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

George W. Menzimer to be postmaster at Stockton, III., in 
place of G. W. Menzimer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Charles E. MePheeters to be postmaster at Sullivan, III., in 
place of F. A. Reese. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1928. 

Henry Bailey to be postmaster at Tamaroa, III., in place of 
Isaac W. Terry. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Walter E. Skelton to be postmaster at Toluca, III., in place of 
J. T. Carroll. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 1923. 

John P. Mathis to be postmaster at Vienna, III., in place of 
C. C. Clymore. Incumbent’s commission expired December 6, 
1922. 

Ernst W. Loehr to be postmaster at Waterloo, III., in place of 
Albert Heyl. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Clara M. Smith to be postmaster at Weldon, III., in place 
of C. M. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Henry J. Busefink to be postmaster at West Salem, III., in 
place of Fred Beehn, sr. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 
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Elmer ©. Thorp to be postmaster at Winslow, III., in place 
of F. W. Burley. Incumbent’s commission expired October 5, 
1921. 

Bryce E. Currens to be postmaster at Adair, III. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1923. 

Esther V. Wheeler to be postmaster at Ashmore, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John H. Holthaus to be postmaster at Aviston, Ill. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

Alwine E. Rowe to be postmaster at Bellewood, III. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Bernice I. Bryant to be postmaster at Browning, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1922. e 

Della M. Green to be postmaster at Cambria, Ill. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. * 

William R. Barnstable to be postmaster at Chesterfield, III. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Georgia W. Cooper to be postmaster at Congress Park, III. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Robert L. Endicott to be postmaster at Crossville, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

William E. Mickle to be postmaster at Emden, III. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1923. 

Hulda G. Sherman to be postmaster at Ferris, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Charles O. Selfridge to be postmaster at Good Hope, III. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Olive Whitworth to be postmaster at Harvel, Ill. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Lora Johnston to be postmaster at Hudson, Ill. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1923. 


Mayme F. Brooke to be postmaster at Matteson, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 
Lydia Drain to be postmaster at Oconee, Ill. Office became 


presidential January 1, 1923. 

James G. Baker to be postmaster at Waltonville, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Ralph K. Crawford to be postmaster at West Point, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Arthur P. Welborn to be postmaster at Woodlawn, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Lewis B. Tuthill to be postmaster at Anna, III., in place of 
C. A. Jean, resigned. 

Hugh Martin to be postmaster at Argenta, III., in place of 
Dora Clifton, resigned. 

William Hughes to be postmaster at Bement, III., in place of 
C. W. Grant, resigned. 

Lewis A. Roberts to be postmaster at Blandinsville, III., in 
place of H. L. Garvey, resigned. 

Alice Jenkins to be postmaster at Carriers Mills, III., in place 
of C. C. Roper, declined. 

Oscar Siggins to be postmaster at Chebanse, III., in place of 
L. R. Trescott, resigned. 

Herbert D. Short to be postmaster at Coffeen, III., in place 
of W. E. Roberts, resigned. 

Guy H. McKelvey to be postmaster at Coulterville, III., in 
place of R. C. Baird, resigned. 

Carroll ©. Porter to be postmaster at Dahlgren, III., in place 
of L. A. Karcher, resigned. 

George A. Kraus to be postmaster at Danvers, III., in place 
of A. L. Burdette, resigned. 

Thomas M. Jones to be postmaster at Goreville, III. 
of A. L. Grace, resigned. 

Adam P. Brown to be postmaster at Henry, III., in place of 
J. R. Paskell, resigned. 

William R. Gaddis to be postmaster at Lomax, III., in place 
of W. Q. Crane, removed. 

Margaret T. Layne to be postmaster at Menard, III., in place 
of N. T. Crews, resigned. 

Louis J. Neltnor to be postmaster at West Chicago, III., in 
place of J. M. Fairbank, deceased. 

Roy L. Waldruff to be postmaster at Chrisman, IIL, in place 
of James Wyatt, removed. 

William T. Bedford to be postmaster at La Salle, III., in place 
of F. G. Pierski, removed. 

Charles DeKeuster to be postmaster at South Pekin, III. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Ruby Moak to be postmaster at Cypress, III. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1923. 

William W. Taylor to be postmaster at Divernon, III., in place 
of J. L. Molohon. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Joseph V. Campeggio to be postmaster at Ladd, II., in place 
45 von Campeggio. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

* 1 


in place 


Reuben D. Coffin to be postmaster at Pleasant Plains, III., in 
place of W. P. Purviance. Incumbent’s commission expired 
October 4, 1922. 

Rollin A. Gouwens to be postmaster at South Holland, III., 
in place of R. A. Gouwens. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

INDIANA. 


Agnes M. Hiatt to be postmaster at Hymera, Ind., in place of 
C. Van Arsdall. Ineumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

John T. Clapp to be postmaster at Beech Grove, Ind. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Earle O. Gilbert to be postmaster at Brooklyn, Ind. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Elvin R. Long to be postmaster at Denver, Ind. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1923. 

Bertha Boyers to be postmaster at Freedom, Ind. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Jacob O. Hawley to be postmaster at Paragon, Ind. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Gerry E. Long to be postmaster at Porter, Ind: Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Charles E. Noble to be postmaster at Rolling Prairie, Ind. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

George A. White to be postmaster at Union Mills, Ind. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Charles A. Burgess to be postmaster at Yorktown, Ind. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Samuel Ratcliff to be postmaster at Bainbridge, Ind., in place 
of P. M. Clark, resigned. 

Hugh Horn to be postmaster at Bicknell, Ind., in place of 
Lewis Phillippe, deceased. 

Roy J. Lingeman to be postmaster at Brownsburg, Ind., in 
place of V. S. Watson, resigned. 

Charles F. Robertson to be postmaster at Brownstown, Ind., 
in place of J. R. Robertson, removed. 

James E. Thompson to be postmaster at Clarks Hill, Ind., in 
place of P. M. McDole, resigned. 

Finley Franklin to be postmaster at Clayton, Ind., in place 
of E. A. McGinnis, deceased. 

Job C. Burnworth to be postmaster at Columbia City, Ind., 
in place of J. W. Brand, resigned. 

Harry S. Irvin to be postmaster at Morocco, Ind., in place of 
Frank Billings, removed. 

Reader J. Meroney to be postmaster at Topeka, Ind., in place 
of J. H. Roy, resigned. 

Orville C. Bowen to be postmaster at Upland, Ind., in place 
of C. W. Reed, resigned. 

Samuel J. Purnell to be postmaster at Veedersburg, Ind., in 
place of R. W. I. Boggs, resigned. 

Alpheus L. Adamson to be postmaster at Akron, Ind., in 
place Bei F. M. Fultz. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

David R. Alpaugh to be postmaster at Andrews, Ind., in 
place of C. E. Heiney. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Earl L. Eldridge to be postmaster at Boswell, Ind., in place of 
S. M. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

William H. Beckheiser to be postmaster at Bremen, Ind., in 
place of C. L. Berg. Incumbent’s commission expired July 25, 
1923. 

Claude A. Warr to be postmaster at Brook, Ind., in place of 
W. L. McMillen. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Hugh R. Foss to be postmaster at Cambridge City, Ind., in 
place of Merrimon Straughn. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Samuel C. Morgan to be postmaster at Campbellsburg, Ind., 
in place of H. C. Wesner. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Julia V. Clark to be postmaster at Colfax, Ind., in place of 
F. E. Parker. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Edward C. Bales to be postmaster at Dana, Ind., in place of 
Marley Kendall. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Harry M. Weliever to be postmaster at Darlington, Ind., in 
place of V. E. Craig. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 5, 1922. 

Lionel A. Pratt to be postmaster at Dunkirk, Ind., in place 
of B. F. Houseman. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Ira Craig to be postmaster at Farmland, Ind., in place of 
O. S. Hurst. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Werner A. Wollenmann to be postmaster at Ferdinand, Ind., 
in place of C. J. Metzger. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 
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Ebert Garrigues to be postmaster at Francesville, Ind., in 
lace of W. M. Engle. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
8, 1923. 

Erasmus R. Bartley to be postmaster at Greencastle, Ind., 
in place of W. L. Denman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Hugh E. Johnson to be postmaster at Greenfield, Ind., in 
3 of G. J. Richman. Incumbent's commission expired July 

„ 1923 

Richard H. MeHie to be postmaster at Hammond, Ind., in 
lace T J. L. Rohde. Incumbent's commission expired July 

„ 1923. 

Ralph W. Monfort to be postmaster at Hartford City, Ind., 
in place of E. E. Cox. Iucumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Ned A. Parham to be postmaster at Howe, Ind., in place of 
B. E. Kimmel. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

John J. Himsel to be postmaster at Jasper, Ind., in place of 
J. P. Huther. Ineumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

William H. Morey to be postmaster at Lowell, Ind., in place 
7 5 H. Morey. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Charlie O. Alton to be postmaster at Milan, Ind., in place of 
17 7 55 Alton. Incumbent's commission expired November 5, 

James W. Robinson to be postmaster at Milford, Ind., in 
E a, John Postma. Incumbent's commission expired July 

1 t 

Neil W. Troutman to be postmaster at Montpelier, Ind., in 
pan of R. F. Schneider. Incumbent's commission expired July 

„1923. 

John F. Trimble to be postmaster at Morristown, Ind., in 
place of A. E. Hauk. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Willard Lucas to be postmaster at New Haven, Ind., in place 
of T. C. Dowling. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Luella Moore to be postmaster at Orleans, Ind., in place of 
©. E. Skelton. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Harold C. Littell to be postmaster at Pekin, Ind., in place of 
©. C. Rickard. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Earl V. Sell to be postmaster at Pennville, Ind., in place of 
A. M. Hiatt. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

George W. Owen to be postmaster at Poseyville, Ind., in place 
of W. J. Ten Barge. Incumbent’s commission expired July 21, 
1921. 

Perry Leavell to be postmaster at Red Key, Ind., in place of 
F. * Campbell. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Quimba O. Hallowell to be postmaster at Ridgeville, Ind., in 
place of C. A. Wall. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

James H. Turner to be postmaster at Roann, Ind., in place of 
J. E. Turner. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Guy H. Walker to be postmaster at Rockport, Ind., in place of 
C. H. Salm. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5, 1922. 

Celia Johnson to be postmaster at Russiaville, Ind., in place 
of C. K. Lewis. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Glen R. Brown to be postmaster at Spiceland, Ind., in place of 
L. T. Pennington. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Elmer E. Harding to be postmaster at Union City, Ind., in 
place of D. C. Ward. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

E. Delight Bradford to be postmaster at Vanburen, Ind., 
in place of Burr Atkinson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Betty M. Miller to be postmaster at West Baden, Ind., in 
piace of G. A. Dalton. Incumbent's commission expired July. 

, 1923. 

Frank R. McCullough to be postmaster at Westport, Ind., in 
place of W. S. Sanders. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

George H. Williams to be postmaster at Wheatfield, Ind., in 
place 5 B. H. Knapp. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28. 1923. 

Austin Palin to be postmaster at Wingate, Ind., in place of 
ae Marmaduke. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 


IOWA. 
Wiliam H. Beacom to be postmaster at Clayton, Iowa. Of- 
fice became presidential July 1, 1923. 
Adam F. Deadrick to be postmaster at Dike, Iowa, in place of 
R. E. Bagley, removed. 
Carl A, Wissler to be postmaster at Oakdale, Iowa, in place 
of M. C. Trott, resigned, 


Hope C. Niemann to be postmaster at Marcus, Iowa, in place 
or C. Niemann. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 

Lanah A. Lawler to be postmaster at North English, Iowa, 
in place of E. A. Butler. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Omar H. Brooks to be postmaster at Cleghorn, Iowa. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Thomas Phillips to be postmaster at Dedham, Iowa. 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Joseph D. Schaben to be postmaster at Earling, Iowa. 


became presidential October 1, 1923. 


James H. Reynolds to be postmaster at Gilbert, Iowa. 
became presidegtial October 1, 1922. 

Flossie H. Ca%bolt to be postmaster at Henderson, 
Office became presidential July 1, 1922. 

Kearney F. Elder to be postmaster at Portsmouth, 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Lucille Brouillette to be postmaster at Salix, Iowa. 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Grant E. Olson to be postmaster at Soldier, Iowa. Office be- 
came presidental October 1, 1923. 

Alvah S. Dukes to be postmaster at Unionville, Iowa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Ada C. Trindle to be postmaster at Van Meter, Iowa. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Gabriel Pederson to be postmaster at Waterville, Iowa. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1928. 

Emily T. Lukan to be postmaster at Worthington, Iowa. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923, 

Dwight C. Kessler to be postmaster at University Park, Iowa, 
in place of T. G. White, deceased. 

Howard ©. Walter to be postmaster at Arnolds Park, Iowa, 
in place of E. F. McGorrisk, resigned. 

Elda Bendigkeit to be postmaster at Bennett, Iowa, in place 
of M. M. Walter, resigned. 

Ralph R. Ray to be postmaster at Doon, Iowa, in place of 
M. D. Swenning, resigned. 

Albert G. Ogren to be postmaster at Kingsley, Iowa, in place 
of L. A. Dugan, resigned. 

Maurice L. Curtis to be postmaster at Knoxville, Iowa, in 
place of W. J. Casey, removed. í 

Edwin E. Starr to be postmaster at Lake Park, Iowa, in 
place of I. L. Breffle, resigned. 

Anna A. Meek to be postmaster at Minburn, Iowa, in place 
of H. L. Brenton, removed. 

James M. Crawford to be postmaster at New London, Iowa, 
in place of H. E. Chichester, resigned. 

Roy H. Bailey to be postmaster at Newton, Iowa, in place of 
J. A. Winger, resigned. 

Chester C. Yelland to be postmaster at Sheffield, Iowa, in 
place of J. M. Schollian, resigned. 

Nels A. Christensen to be postmaster at Alta, Iowa, in place 
of N. A. Christensen. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Edward J. Kooreman to be postmaster at Alton, Iowa, in 
place of E. J. Kooreman. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1928. 

Lucian C. Tilden to be postmaster at Ames, Iowa, in place of 
O. L. Little. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Arthur L. Remley to be postmaster at Anamosa, Iowa, in 
place of Maurice Fay. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Eddy L. Newton to be postmaster at Anita, Iowa, in place of 
H. H. Cate. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Ross S. King to be postmaster at Barnes City, Iowa, in place 
of P. W. Farrell. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1928. 

Allen A. Mickelson to be postmaster at Battle Creek, Iowa, in 
place of Henry Durst. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. : 

Walter H. Herzog to be postmaster at Baxter, Iowa, in place 
of P. J. Cool. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

George L. Beeler to be postmaster at Bellevue, Iowa, in place 
of J. E. McKillip. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

J. Tracy Garrett to be postmaster at Burlington, Iowa, in 
place of J. H. Pettibone. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Sigvart T. Kittlesby to be postmaster at Calmar, Iowa, in 
place of J. F. Conover. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Lloyd Lock to be postmaster at Castana, Iowa, in place of 
J. E. McNamara. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 


Office 
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Howard C. Copeland to be postmaster at Chariton, Iowa, in 
place of W. H. Dewey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Ella Yeager to be postmaster at Cincinnati, Iowa, in place 
of G. W. McKeehan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

William M. Crosier to be postmaster at Coggon, Iowa, in 
place of J. J. McAreavy. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Orlean P. Riordan to be postmaster at Correctionville, Iowa, 
in place of W. B. Chapman. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Frank M. Willlams to be postmaster at Couneil Bluffs, Iowa, 
in place of G. F. Hughes. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Wilbur C. Patterson to be postmaster at Cresco, Iowa, in place 
of F. D. Mead. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

William Linnevold to be postmaster at Decorah, Iowa, in 
place of F. E. Biermann. Incumbent’s commission expired 
November 21, 1922. 

Ressie E. Scheib to be postmaster at Delmar, Iowa, in place 
of C. H. Bloom. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

John F. Homer to be postmaster at Dewitt, Iowa, in place 
of M. F. Kelly. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Andrew ©. Link to be postmaster at Dyersville, Iowa, in 
place of William Walter. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Howard C. Snyder to be postmaster at Earlville, Iowa, in 
place of Maurice Moroney. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Arthur W. Moore to be postmaster at Eldon, Iowa, in place 
of H. C. Hastings. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Inez L. Hanson to be postmaster at Ellsworth, Iowa, in place 
of I. L. Hanson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1928. 

Harry L. Upham to be postmaster at Fredericksburg, Iowa, 
in place of S. B. Weep. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Madge Fell to be postmaster at Fremont, Iowa, in place of 
Madge Fell. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

William Molloy to be postmaster at Galva, Iowa, in place of 
William Molloy. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

James O. Vail to be postmaster at Garden Grove, Iowa, in 
place of G. E. Jennings. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

William L. McLaughlin to be postmaster at Glidden, Iowa, 
in place of W. L. McLaughlin. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired August 29, 1923. 

Marion G. MecCreight to be postmaster at Greenfield, Iowa, 
in place of F. B. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Howard L. Nickerson to be postmaster at Grundy Center, 
Iowa, in place of John Vanderwicken. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired August 5, 1923. 

John C. Foster to be postmaster at Hedrick, Iowa, in place 
of 2 5 MeWilliams. Incumbent's commission expired August 

1 

Alphonso T. Joder to be postmaster at Hudson, Iowa, in 
piaco ot A. T. Joder. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Charles C. Shrader to be postmaster at Iowa City, Iowa, in 
pare or Max Mayer. Incumbent's commission expired August 

l k 

Charles W. Woodward to be postmaster at Kellogg, Iowa, in 
place of W. P. Coutts. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Dora M. Schenken to be postmaster at Keystone, Iowa, in 
place of D. M. Schenken. Incumbents commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Emma A. Gibbs to be postmaster at Klemme, Iowa, in place 
of J. W. Waterman. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Edward Thaves to be postmaster at Lakota, Iowa, in place 
1 5 H. D. Mussman. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

James J. Pruitt to be postmaster at Larchwood, Iowa, in place 
of W. F. Oehmke. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Andrew F. Bittle to be postmaster at Lisbon, Iowa, in place 
of J. E. McHugh. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 


Lambert H. Meier to be postmaster at Lowden, Iowa, in place 

7 — 55 H. Jurgensen. Incumbent's commission expired March 16, 
Maurice A. Brewer to be postmaster at Malcom, Iowa, in 
po 5 James Nowak. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
s Irven L. Donner to be postmaster at Malvern, Iowa, in place 


of G. C. Boston. 
1928. 

Gus E. Holmberg to be postmaster at Manning, Iowa, in place 
of H. P. N. Rix. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Arthur E. Granger to be postmaster at Marion, Iowa, in place 
oe E. Granger, Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1 

Harland J. Maurer to be postmaster at Mechanicsville, Iowa, 
in place of E. H. Vary. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Claude I. Patterson to be postmaster at Mediapolis, Towa, in 
place of J. A. Cowger. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

William E. Males to be postmaster at Milo, Iowa, in place of 
W. B. Durham. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

George Guyan to be postmaster at Monticello, Iowa, in place 
of J. T. Lanigan. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

James F. Albert to be postmaster at Moravia, Iowa, in place 
of J. D. Minnes. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

John M. Garrett to be postmaster at Moulton, Iowa, in placa 
of C. C. Beggs. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Charles S. Rogers to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, Iowa, 
in place of Stanley Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

William S. McKee to be postmaster at Muscatine, Iowa, in 
place of F. W. Eichoff. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Edward E. Simpson to be postmaster at Nashua, Iowa, in 
place of G. E. Scoles. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Rose M. Ward to be postmaster at Neola, Iowa, in place of 
Richard O'Connor. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Alexander J. Irwin to be postmaster at New Virginia, Iowa, 
in place of J. J. Stansell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 5, 1922. 

Christopher C. Morris to be postmaster at Oakland, Iowa, in 
place of C. A. Sample. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

John B. Balkema to be postmaster at Orange City, Iowa, in 
place of Herman Toering. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Joseph E. Crissinger to be postmaster at Oxford, Iowa, in 
place of J. W. Floerchinger. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 5, 1922. 

Louis F. Bousquet to be postmaster at Pella, Iowa, in place of 
G. A. Stout. Incumbent’s commission expired September 7, 
1920. 

Maude E. Barkley to be postmaster at Pierson, Iowa, in place 
of M. E. Barkley. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Keith Gray to be postmaster at Postville, Iowa, in place of 
Emma Nicolay. Incumbent’s commission expired Augnst 5, 
1923. 

Edward Aldis to be postmaster at Preston, Iowa, in place of 
Joseph Peters. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Jo G. Milligan to be postmaster at Pulaski, Iowa, in place 
3 G. Milligan. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Irving J. Foy to be postmaster at Ruthven, Iowa, in place of 
I, J. Foy. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

John S. Baxter to be postmaster at Red Oak, Iowa, in place 
of John O’Rourke. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 


George M. Wright to be postmaster at Russell, Iowa, in place 
of A. F. Jenkins. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Lloyd R. Hughes to be postmaster at Sac City, Iowa, in 
place of L. A. Wine. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Willis W. Overholser to be postmaster at Sibley, Iowa, in 
place of P. W. Lembke, Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 


Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 


188 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 10, 


Walter E. Witten to be postmaster at Sloan, Iowa, in place 
of W. E. Witten. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Edward R. Bender to be postmaster at Spencer, Iowa, in place 
of Earl Bronson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

George W. Sisler to be postmaster at Stanwood, Iowa, in 

lace of John Grant, Incumbent’s commission expired August 

1923. 

John D. Herriott to be postmaster at Stuart, Iowa, in place 
of A. A. Montgomery. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. . 

John A. Hale to be postmaster at Tripoli, Iowa, in place of 
J. A. Hale. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Tabitha Yelsma to be postmaster at Ute, Iowa, in place of 
Tabitha Yelsma. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Lennie L. Hoffman to be postmaster at Vail, Iowa, in place 
of John Hickey. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Layton E. Brown to be postmaster at Victor, Iowa, in place 
725 5 E. Brown. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 

Clarence A. Knaack to be postmaster at Walcott, Iowa, in 
place of Alma Camblin. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Jessie E. D. Palmer to be postmaster at Walnut, Iowa, in 
place of F. A. Gallagher. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. : 

Chester M. Burnside to be postmaster at Waucoma, Iowa, in 
place of C. E. Lynch. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

George H. Leasure to be postmaster at Williamsburg, Iowa, 
in place of R. B. McSwiggin. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

James A. Smiley to be postmaster at Winfield, Iowa, in place 
of E. P. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1928. 

John ©, Erton to be postmaster at Blairsburg, Iowa, in place 
of A. S. Lynd. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

KANSAS. 

Zella M. Johnston to be postmaster at Zenda, Kans. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1922. 

Orville G. Hannum to be postmaster at, Corning, Kans., in 
place of Arthur Poole. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 8, 1923. 

Hiram L. Hyde to be postmaster at Geneseo, Kans., in place 
of 7 Johnson. Incumbent's commission expired September 
13, 1922. 

Joseph C. Wolf to be postmaster at Macksville, Kans., in 
place of Ida McCann. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 13, 1922. 

Arthur B. Fowler to be postmaster at Brookville, 
Office became presidential October 1, 1922. 

Harry B. Gailey to be postmaster at Cambridge, Kans. 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Lloyd T. Erickson to be postmaster at Cleburne, Kans. 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Alfred N. Parrish to be postmaster at Dunlap, Kans. 
became presidential October 1, 1922. 

Loraine A. Lyon to be postmaster at Edgerton, Kans. 
became presidential April 1, 1922. 

Marjorie Van Meter to be postmaster at Johnson, 
Office became presidential July 1, 1922. 

John D. Eisenhower to be postmaster at Navarre, 
Office became presidential April 1, 1922. 

Clarence E. Wilson to be postmaster at Mildred, Kans. 
became presidential April 1, 1922. 

Rhoda Champagne to be postmaster at Oketo, Kans. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1922. 

Leslie Fitts to be postmaster at Reading, Kans. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Samuel Barber to be postmaster at Barnard, Kans., in place 
of M. F. Miller, resigned. 

Linnihan M. Kelleher to be postmaster at Burlingame, Kans., 
in place of R. G. Hepworth, resigned. 

Grace E. Campbell to be postmaster at Elmdale, Kans., in 
place of B. J. Childs, resigned, 

Edward W. Melville to be postmaster at Eudora, Kans., in 
place of W. H. Stadler, resigned. 

Charles S. Goodrich to be postmaster at Goff, Kans., in place 
of C. K. Simon, resigned. 

Kirby L. Griffith to be postmaster at Kanopolis, Kans., in 
place of C. P. Ackerman, resigned. 


Rella Maupin to be postmaster at St. John, Kans., in place 
of J. B. Kay, resigned. 

Samuel M. Simmons to be postmaster at Spring Hill, Kans., 
in place of H. R. Payne, resigned. 

Orli F. Falls to be postmaster at Valley Falls, Kans., in 
place of George Harman, resigned. 

Connie Collins to be postmaster at Washington, Kans., in 
place of O. L. Clarke, resigned. 

David R. Price to, be postmaster at Williamsburg, Kans., in 
place of V. G. Reed, resigned. 

Frederick H. Dodd to be postmaster at Altoona, Kans., in 
place of H. C. Duckworth. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Charles N. Hunt to be postmaster at Arkansas City, Kans., 
in place of G. S. Hartley. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

William P. Ham to be postmaster at Atchison, Kans., in 
piace of L. C. Orr. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 

Ella M. Greason to be postmaster at Atwood, Kans., in place 
Ahy E. Munger. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

Maurice W. Markham to be postmaster at Baldwin City, 
Kans., in place of W. A. McClure. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired July 28, 1923. 

Ernest E. Shannon to be postmaster at Barnes, Kans., in place 
0 W. Marmon, Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 

John G. Hyde to be postmaster at Beloit, Kans, in place of 
C. D. Wyatt. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Jessie M. Arbogast to be postmaster at Belpre, Kans., in place 
5 — 7 Brumfield. Incumbents commission expired October 
14, 1923. 

Horace C. Lathrap to be postmaster at Blue Rapids, Kans., 
in place of Clarence Coulter. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

James R. Galyon to be postmaster at Burden, Kans., in place 
of S. A. Pack. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Claude W. Simpson to be postmaster at Cawker City, Kans., 
in place of F. H. Higley. Incumbent's commission expired July 


28, 1923. 

Martin W. Sanderson to be postmaster at Cedar Vale, Kans., 
in place of Thomas Pore. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

William C. Coates to be postmaster at Clyde, Kans., in place 
of F, M. Murphy. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Elwood M. Jones to be postmaster at Council Grove, Kans., 
x pace of E. E. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired July 

Edward L. Kier to be postmaster at Courtland, Kans., in place 
of C. E. Hallberg. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 

Harvey E. Lenser to be postmaster at Delphos, Kans., in 
place of I. N. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Harry A. Osborn to be postmaster at Emporia, Kans., in 
place of Harrison Parkman. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Carl E. Myers to be postmaster at Enterprise, Kans., in placa 
of J. A. Lindahl Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

William L. Oliver to be postmaster at Erie, Kans., in placa 
of J. A. Carson. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

George G. Wood to be postmaster at Eureka, Kans., in place 
of Robert Focht. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Rebecca C. Minneman to be postmaster at Fairview, Kans., 
in place of John J. Germann. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Charles D. Pritchard to be postmaster at Fall River, Kans., 
in place of V. H. Kinyon. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Edward M. Brown to be postmaster at Greensburg, Kans., in 
place of H. V. Paxton, Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 18, 1923. 

Simon W. Jones to be postmaster at Hanover, Kans., in place 
of Hiram R. Fulton. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Luella Meredith to be postmaster at Hill City. Kans., in place 
of A. C. Inlow. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Ferdinand Scharping to be postmaster at Hillsboro, Kans., in 
2 2 of F. Scharping. Incumbent's commission expired July 
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William T. Beck to be postmaster at Holton, Kans., in place 
of S. T. Orterhold. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Alvey P. Spessard to be postmaster at Junction City, Kans., 
in place of Michael A. Frey. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Elmer E. Brewster to be postmaster at Leavenworth, Kans., 
in place of ©. A. Taschetta. Incumbent’s commissien expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Anna J. Miller to be postmaster at Lebanon, Kans., in place 
of A. J. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Clayton R. Abbott to be postmaster at Lincoln, Kans., in 
place of Wenslow Cipra. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Neeley F. Troy to be postmaster at Little River, Kans., in 
place of Jefferson Dunham. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 23, 1921, 

Eben Carlsson to be postmaster at McPherson, Kans., in place 
of L. E. Jackson, Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

John O. Rodgers to be postmaster at Mankato, Kans., in place 
of H. R. Honey. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 


1023. 

Josiah Foltz to be postmaster at Newton, Kans., in place of 
W. L. D. Hagan. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Clarence Haughawont to be postmaster at Onaga, Kans., in 
place of Edwin F. Moody. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Herman F. Kiesow to be postmaster at Osage City, Kans., in 
place of W. C. White. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. : 

Walter S. Clark to be postmaster at Ottawa, Kans., in place of 
A. P. Elder. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Cyrus W. Ricketts to be postmaster at Paola, Kans., in place 
ie W. Ricketts. Incumbent’s commission expired August 8, 
1923. 

William M. McDannald to be postmaster at Peru, Kans., in 
place of Lula Ferrell, Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Albert E. Kerns to be postmaster at St. Marys, Kans., in 
place of T. J. Ryan, Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

1923. 

Ralph G. Johnson to be postmaster at Seneca, Kans., in place 
of R. D. McCliman. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Guy E. Woodhouse, jr., to be postmaster at Sharon Springs, 
Kans., in place of W. L. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Chester A. Freeman to be postmaster at Tonganoxie, Kans., 
in place of T. D. Seeley. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Viola E. Stauffer to be postmaster at Valley Center, Kans., 
in place of J. B. Temple. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Carroll B. Kelly to be postmaster at Wakeeney, Kans., in 
rag? His J. J. Keraus. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

1 

Mary O. Detwiler to be postmaster at Wamego, Kans., in 
place of HE. C. Warner. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 8, 1923. 

Charles E. Painter to be postmaster at Waverly, Kans., in 
place of Alonzo Glass. Incumbent’s commission expired Octo- 
ber 14, 1922. 

Claude J. Wood to be postmaster at Wetmore, Kans., in place 
of C. J, Wood. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

William L. Holmes to be postmaster at White City, Kans., in 
place of Thomas Torgeson. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28. 1923. 

Althea C. Curry to be postmaster at Winchester, Kans., in 
pro of A. C. Curry, Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

John F, Allen to be postmaster at Yates Center, Kans., in 
place of William Reedy. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 8, 1923, 

KENTUCKY. 


Mildred A. Day to be postmaster at Whitesville, Ky. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

George W. Murphy to be postmaster at Livingston, Ky. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1921. 

Bettie K. Wyatt to be postmaster at Valley Station, Ky. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Orvil Coleman to be postmaster at Wolfpit, Ky. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1921. 


Dewey Daniel to be postmaster at Hazard, Ky., in place of 
Rebel Martin, resigned. 


Carl Young to be postmaster at Pikeville, Ky., in place of 
R. T. Huffman, removed. 

Claude T. Winslow to be postmaster at Mayfield, Ky., in place 
1 L. Hale. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 

John M. Miller to be postmaster at Middlesboro, Ky., in 
8 oe ©. E. Cooke. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

Henry B. Morehead to be postmaster at Morgantown, Ky., 
in place of A. T. Dockery: Incumbent’s commission expired 
October 8, 1922. 

James A. Hargan to be postmaster at Stithton, Ky., in place 
1 B. Wise. Incumbent’s commission expired August 20, 

a LOUISIANA. 


Esther Matmstadt to be postmaster at Ludington, La. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John A. Moody to be postmaster at Cotton Valley, La. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Thomas L. Ducrest to be postmaster at Broussard, La. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Ella A. McDowell to be postmaster at Hodge, La. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1923. 

Dennis Gomez, jr., to be postmaster at Marrero, La. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Novilla T. King to be postmaster at Simsboro, La. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Chester C. Heinemann to be postmaster at Rayville, La., in 
place of W. T. Oliver, removed. 

Ralph M. Menetre to be postmaster at Covington, La., in place 
of Jacob Seiler, resigned. 

Edward H. Tullis to be postmaster at Destrehan, La., in place 
of J. F. Basty, resigned. 

George W. Varnado to be postmaster at Franklinton, La., 
in place of H. C. Richardson, resigned. 

Edward F. Crawford to be postmaster at Gretna, La., in 
place of G. A. Rau, removed. 

John E. Johnson to be postmaster at Harrisonburg, La. in 
place of J. C. Jack, removed. 

Elson A. Delaune to be postmaster at Lockport, La., in place 
of E. A. Barrios, deceased. 

Edwin J. Le Blanc to be postmaster at Melville, La., in place 
of W. M. Hathorn, failed to qualify. 

James H. Gray to be postmaster at Pollock, La., in place of 
W. P. Willett, resigned. 

J. Rodney Murrell to be postmaster at Church Point, La., in 
place of Moise Bellard. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Robert M. Johnson to be postmaster at Colfax, La., in place 
of William La Croix. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Vera M. Canady to be postmaster at Eros, La., in place of 
V. M. Canady. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

George W. Taylor to be postmaster at Franklin, La., in place 
of H. C. Baldwin. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Claude H. Wallis to be postmaster at Houma, La., in place of 
T. E. Wright, jr. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. — 

Shep B. Hanes to be postmaster at Jena, La., in place of 
S. B. Hanes. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Fred B. Callaway to be postmaster at Jonesboro, La., in place 
of J. M. Callaway. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Lilha B. Brown to be postmaster at Lecompte, La., in place 
oe H. H. Sample. Incumbent's commission expired July 21, 
1921. 

William R. Morgan to be postmaster at Mandeville, La., in 
place of W. R. Morgan. Incumbents commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Melvin P. Palmer to be postmaster at Morgan City, La., in 
place of J. P. Hebert. Incumbents commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

Simon Kahn to be postmaster at Raceland, La., in place of 
Simon Kahn. Ineumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Samuel L. Barksdale to be postmaster at Ruston, La., in 
place of S. L. Barksdale. Ineumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Walter B. Eisely to be postmaster at Tallulah, La., in place 
of G. S. Eisely. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

Samuel A. Fairchild to be postmaster at Vinton, La., in place 
nh H. J. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1928. 
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Robert J. Rasbury to be postmaster at West Monroe, La., in 
place of L. E. Collins. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 18, 1922. 


MAINE, 

Everett E. Brown to be postmaster at Brooks, Me., in place 
of W. O. Estes. Incumbent’s commission expired September 28, 
1922. 

Everett E. Sinnett to be postmaster at Bailey Island, Me. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Everett M. Vannah to be postmaster at East Boothbay, Me. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Sarah J. Jordan to be postmaster at Ellsworth Falls, Me. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Walter B. Stone to be postmaster at Lovell, Me. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

Rose McLaughlin to be postmaster at Mapleton, Me. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Bernice E. Morse to be postmaster at North Jay, Me. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Edith B. Holden to be postmaster at Oakfield, Me. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1923. 

Ernest C. Butterfield to be postmaster at Springfield, Ma. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

George W. Tracy to be postmaster at Stockholm, Me, Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Clarence T. Carll to be postmaster at Waterboro, Me. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

George W. Jordan to be postmaster at Cumberland Center, 
Me., in place of J. L. Dunn, deceased. 

Eugene L. Jewell to be postmaster at Fairfield, Me., in place 
of S. G. Wing, resigned. - 

John E. Sargent to be postmaster at Fryeburg, Me., in place 
of J. W. Hutchins, resigned. 

Wade P. Clifton to be postmaster at Greenville Junction, Me., 
in place of L. B. Smith, resigned. 

Stephen H. Ward to be postmaster at Kennebunk Port, Me., 
in place of W. F. Goodwin, resigned. 

Homer M. Orr to be postmaster at Oldtown, Me., in place of 
E. A. Conant, deceased. 

Edward C. Bridges to be postmaster at York Village, Me., in 
place of H. E. Fellows, declined, 

William F. Holden to be postmaster at Bangor, Me., in place 
of W. F. Curran. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
15, 1923. . 

William C. Libbey to be postmaster at Belfast, Me., in place of 
A. W. Keating. Incumbent’s commission expired August 1, 1923. 

Dwight A. Bisbee to be postmaster at Canton, Me., in place 
of A. F. Russell, jr. Incumbent's commission expired October 
24, 1922. 

Fred A. Pitts to be postmaster at Damariscotta, Me., in place 
of F. A. Pitts. Incumbent’s commission expired August 1. 1923. 

George D. Vose to be postmaster at Kingfield, Me., in place of 
G. D. Vose. Incumbent’s commission expired August 1, 1923. 

Charles E. Perry to be postmaster at Kittery Point, Me., in 
place of C. E. Perry. Incumbent's commission expired August 
20, 1923. 

Mary G. Kennison to be postmaster at Madison, Me., in place 
of Stanley Renier. Incumbent’s commission expired August 1, 
1923. 

Albert C. Bradbury to be postmaster at Newport, Me., in 
place of J. C. Scribner. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 

Dwight P. Macartney to be postmaster at Oakland, Me., in 
place of D. P. Macartney. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 1, 1923. 

Louise R. Harding to be postmaster at Orono, Me., in place of 
F. H. Paraday. Incumbent's commission expired August 1, 1923. 

Alice C. Havener to be postmaster at Searsport, Me., in place 
of A. C. Havener. Incumbent’s commission expired August 1, 
1923. 

Earle R. Clifford to be postmaster at South Paris, Me., in 
place of J. A. Kenney. Incumbent's commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

George H. Hopkins to be postmaster at Stockton Springs, Me., 
in place of R. L. Mudgett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 1, 1923. 


MARYLAND. 


Brenta F. Wallace to be postmaster at Bethesda, Md., in place 
of Louis Keiser, resigned. 

Elizabeth L. Edwards to be postmaster at Glenarm, Md. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Eva L. Mitzel to be postmaster at Cardiff, Md. Office became 
presidential April 1, 1923. 
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William Marshall to be postmaster at Lonaconing, Md., in 
place of W. J. Ford. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 30, 1923. 

Allan Urie to be postmaster at Rock Hall, Md., in place of 
. Incumbent’s commission expired September 

James O, Wilson to be postmaster at Hebron, Md. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

William J. Lyon to be postmaster at Hughesville, Md. Office 
became presidential July 22, 1922. 

James J. Shoemaker to be postmaster at Sandy Spring, Md. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1922. 

Frank L, Spitzer to be postmaster at Brunswick, Md., in place 
of W. G. Musgrove, resigned. 

Charles R. Wilhelm to be postmaster at Monkton, Md., in 
place of H. M. Bishop, resigned. 

Ivey S. Callaway to be postmaster at Mount Rainier, Md., in 
place of C. M. Newman, resigned. 

Walter A. Aaronson to be postmaster at Aberdeen, Md., in 
pisce o W. 8. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired October 

1 

William L. Marcy to be postmaster at Annapolis, Md., in place 
= 3 Linthicum. Incumbent's commission expired September 

, 1922. 

Charles H. Johnson to be postmaster at Edgewood, Md., in 
place of J. H. Numbers. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 30, 1923. 

Jessie P. Smith to be postmaster at Luke, Md., in place of 
7 Smith. Incumbent's commission expired September 30, 
1923. 

David H. Hastings to be postmaster at Lutherville, Md., in 
place of D. H. Hastings. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 30, 1923. 

George S. Stevens to be postmaster at Millington, Md., in 
place of A. E. Bowers. Incumbent’s commission expired Octo- 
ber 29, 1923. 

Webster Ravenscroft to be postmaster at Oakland, Md., in 
place of C. A. Deffinbaugh. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 30, 1923. 

Elmore H. Owens to be postmaster at Perryville, Md., in 
place of E. H. Owens. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 30, 1923. 

Guy M. Coale to be postmaster at Upper Marlsboro, Md., in 
place of S. A. Wyvill. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 30, 1923. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Karl F. Koch to be postmaster at Montague City, Mass., in 
place of W. A. Burnham, deceased. 

Edmund F. Peck to be postmaster at West Wareham, Mass., 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John J. Downey to be postmaster at Blackstone, Mass., in 
place of J. J. Downey. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Albert F. Newell to be postmaster at Holden, Mass., in place 
of A. F. Newell. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Frederick C. Haigis to be postmaster at Turners Falls, Mass., 
in place of A. J. Crean. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 20, 1923. 

Charles W. Hastings to be postmaster at Agawam, Mass. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Harry F. Bingham to be postmaster at Ashby, Mass. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Ruth M. Davis to be postmaster at Auburn, Mass. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

Edith H. Johnson to be postmaster at North Middleboro, 
Mass. Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

John Hamilton to be postmaster at Otter River, Mass. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Mary A. Fallon to be postmaster at West Stockbridge, Mass. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Samuel L. Porter to be postmaster at Amesbury, Mass., in 
place of John McGrath. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

John D. Quigley to be postmaster at Ashland, Mass., in place 
of J. T. King. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Albert L. Porter to be postmaster at Avon, Mass., in place of 
J. T. Dolan. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Daniel M. O'Leary to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, Mass., 
in place of D. M. O’Leary. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Lewis R. Holden to be postmaster at Bondsville, Mass., in 
place of J. F. Shea. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 


1923. 
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Lawrence T. Briggs to be postmaster at Brockton, Mass., in 
place of Edward Gilmore. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Maynard N. Wetherell to be postmaster at Chartley, Mass., 
in place of M. N. Wetherell. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

William H. Lilley to be postmaster at Chicopee, Mass., in 
place of R. A. Cronan. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Wann Davidson to be postmaster at Chicopee Falls, Mass., 
in place of D. J. Driscoll. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Fred A. Campbell to be postmaster at Dedham, Mass., in place 
7 5 H. Bowler. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

George W. Jones to be postmaster at Falmouth, Mass., in 
place of G. W. Jones. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28. 1923. 

George H. Staples to be postmaster at Franklin, Mass., in 
place Foss B. F. Callahan. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1 

Gilbert W. O'Neil to be postmaster at Gloucester, Mass., in 
page of C. D. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 

923. 

Charles H. Slocomb to be postmaster at Greenfield, Mass., in 
pan 5 N. J. Lawler. Incumbent's commission expired July 

1923. 

Leroy E. Johnson to be postmaster at Groton, Mass., in place 
of T. F. Donahue, jr. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28. 1923. 

Harry L. Howard to be postmaster at Hatfield, Mass. in 
place of P. R. Mullany. Iucumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

William F. Keller to be postmaster at Holliston, Mass., in 
place of E. F. Dannahy. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

George A. Coolidge to be postmaster at Hudson, Mass., in 
place of J. F. Lapine. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Ernest H. Wilcox to be postmaster at Manchester, Mass., in 
place of F. A. Foster. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Leon C. W. Foote to be postmaster at Lee, Mass., in place 
of E. E. Hoxie. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Bernard Campbell to be postmaster at Millville, Mass., in 
Place of Bernard Campbell. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Charles D. Streeter to be postmaster at Mount Hermon, Mass., 
in place of C. D. Streeter. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Harold Winslow to be postmaster at New Bedford, Mass., in 
place of G. L. Olivier. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

George W. Orcutt to be postmaster at North Abington, Mass., 
in place of J. M. Hayes. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 20, 1923. 

James T. Potter to be postmaster at North Adams, Mass., in 
2 of M. O. Haggerty. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

1923. 

Frederic W. Brows to be postmaster at North Scituate, 
Muss., in place of F. W. Brown. Incumbent's commission 
expired July 28, 1923. 

Charles W. Adams to be postmaster at Onset, Mass., in 
3 W. S. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired July 

Alonzo W. Jones to be postmaster at Orleans, Mass., in place 
of A. W. Jones. Ineumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Palmer J. Lord to be postmaster at Petersham, Mass., in 
place of F. E. Gibbs. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Aloysius B. Runbed to be postmaster at Rochdale, Mass., 
in place of A. B. Kennedy. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

William E. Chaffin to be postmaster at Scituate, Mass., in 
oes oe W. E. Chaffin. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

Edward L. Chapin to be postmaster at Southbridge, Mass., in 
place An Joseph Metras. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Wesley G. Rose to be postmaster at South Deerfield, Mass., 
23 creed of W. G. Rose. Incumbent's commission expired July 


Maurice Williams to be postmaster at South Easton, Mass 
in place of Maurice Williams. Incumbent’s commission 5 
July 28, 1923. 

John H. Preston to be postmaster at South Hadley, M 
in place of D. J. O'Connell, jr. Incumbent's commission Pret 
October 1, 1922. 

Susan F. Twiss to be postmaster at Three Rivers, Mass., in 
place of S. F. Twiss. Incumbent's commissien expired July 
28, 1923. 

Alfred N. Andrews to be postmaster at Topsfield, Mass., in 
place of B. P. Edwards. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Otis J. A. Dionne to be postmaster at Walpole, Mass., in place 
of O. J. A. Dionne. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Blanche E. Robinson to be postmaster at Wareham, Mass., in 
place of J. T. Hennessy. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Alexander Wylie to be postmaster at Webster, Mass., in place 
of T. F. Hederman. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

George D. Roe to be postmaster at Westfield, Mass., in place 
of W. B. Mahoney. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

W. C. Arthur Hebert to be postmaster at West Warren, Mass. 
in place of W. C. A. Hebert. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Turner R. Bailey to be postmaster at Medfield, Mass., in place 
of E. M. Bent, resigned. 

Alice K. Briggs to be postmaster at North Easton, Mass., in 
place of E. A. Craig, resigned. 

Margaret E. Rourke to be postmaster at Prides Crossing, 
Mass., in place of T. J. Murray, removed. 

Mark A. Putnam to be postmaster at Rutland, Mass., in place 
of W. C. Temple, declined. 

Thomas E. Hynes to be postmaster at Wayland, Mass., in 
place of M. W. Hynes, deceased. 

Henry O. Bailey to be postmaster at West Newbury, Mass., 
in place of H. L. Smith, resigned. 

Harry W. Metcalf to be postmaster at Wrentham, Mass., in 
place of W. H. Rowell, resigned. 

Frederick H. Green to be postmaster at Ashburnham, Mass., 
in place of J. T. Wheelan. Incumbent's commission ‘expired 
July 28, 1923. 

_ MICHIGAN. 

Hannibal A. Hopkins to be postmaster at St. Clair, Mich., 
in place of T. H. Sawher. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Edward W. Huff to be postmaster at Rock, Mich. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1922. 

Harold M. Howell to be postmaster at Allen, Mich., in place 
of B. E. Ford, deceased. 

Frankie Harris to be postmaster at Ada, Mich., in place of 
C. C. Butterick, resigned. 

Frank J. Adams to be postmaster at Rogers, Mich., in place 
of H. J. Klee, resigned. 

Oscar Wertanen to be postmaster at Mass, Mich. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Floyd P. Fox to be postmaster at Williamsburg, Mich. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Maud Miller to be postmaster at Peck, Mich. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1923. 

Dee J. Wilson to be postmaster at Orchard Lake, Mich. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Aaron R. Merritt to be postmaster at Mulliken, Mich. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Kathryn I. Stanley to be postmaster at Morrice, Mich. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Nettie B. Goheen to be postmaster at Lincoln, Mich. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. : 

John J. Schmidt to be postmaster at Bravo, Mich. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Adrian J. Van Wert to be postmaster at Essexville, Mich. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Arthur A. Graves to be postmaster at Grosse Ile, Mich. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Francis R. Hemenger to be postmaster at Algonac, Mich., in 
place of B. W. Frantz, deceased. 

Milford W. Covert to be postmaster at Clio, Mich., in place of 
J. J. Jones, resigned. 

Walter J. Kern to be postmaster at Frankenmuth, Mich., in 
place of F. J. Hobn, resigned. 

Benjamin Rankens to be postmaster at Hamilton, Mich., in 
place of F. W. Voorhorst, resigned. 
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Frank A. Schulte to be postmaster at Hemlock, Mich., in place 
of Patrick Garvey, resigned. 

Earl E. Secor to be postmaster at Imlay City, Mich., in place 
of F. L. Washer, resigned. 

Inez O. Peasley to be postmaster at Lexington, Mich., in place 
of E. A. Gorton, resigned.“ 

William A. Keeler to be postmaster at North Branch, Mich., 
in place of P. F. Heenan, resigned. 

George W. Farmer to be postmaster at Redford, Mich., in 
place of E. F. Eversole, removed. 

Gertrude Moffatt to be postmaster at Sandusky, Mich., in 
place of John Moffatt, deceased. 

Erva J. Mallory to be postmaster at Albion, Mich., in place 
1 W. R. Noyes. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

Volney W. Ferris to be postmaster at Allegan, Mich., in 
place of C. E. Firestone. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Ambrose C. Pack to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, Mich., in 
place As H. G. Abbott. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Lorenzo D. Anderson, jr., to be postmaster at Armada, Mich., 
in place of A. E. Millett. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Arthur G. Creevy to be postmaster at Barryton, Mich., in 
place of A. G. Creevy. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

John C. Davis to be postmaster at Battle Creek, Mich., in 
place of Edward Austin. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Homer E. Buck to be postmaster at Bay City, Mich., in place 
of A. M. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Jesse A. Hurd to be postmaster at Ceresco, Mich., in place 
of J. G. Ulrich. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Jean M. Jackson to be postmaster at Croswell, Mich., in place 
of J. I, Galbraith. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

John Fenine to be postmaster at Dowagiac, Mich., in place 
of F. W. Richey. Incumbent’s commission expired September 
18, 1922. 

Warner B. Atkinson to be postmaster at Evart, Mich., in 
place of J. E. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Clarence J. Fuller to be postmaster at Fowlerville, Mich., in 
place of Lewis Hart. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 13, 1922. 

Mary E. Chadwick to be postmaster at Frankfort, Mich., in 
place of M. E. Chadwick. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

George L. Olsen to be postmaster at Grand Haven, Mich., 
in place of Peter Van Lopik. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Robert G. Hill to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, Mich., in 
place of C. E. Hogadone. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Henry C. Hemingsen to be postmaster at Grant, Mich., in 
place of H. C. Hemingsen. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

William H. Cansfield to be postmaster at Howell, Mich., in 
place of W. H. S. Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Ernest C. Baldwin to be postmaster at Hudson, Mich., in 
place of William O'Riley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

John A. Gries to be postmaster at Laurium, Mich., in place 
of Christopher Lowney. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 13, 1922. 

Clara E. Benedict to be postmaster at Lawrence, Mich., in 
place of ©. E. Benedict. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Frank J. Gehringer to be postmaster at Lenox, Mich., in 
place of C. W. Beier. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Frederick R. Gibson to be postmaster at Lawton, Mich., in 
place of Irwell Brody. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Norman E. Borgerson to be postmaster at Lowell, Mich., in 
place of Earl Hunter. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Mark Boyd to be postmaster at McBain, Mich., in place of 
Mark Boyd. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Sadie Wheeler to be postmaster at Manton, Mich., in place of 
Sadie Wheeler. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Archie Lowry to be postmaster at Marion, Mich., in place of 
W. G. Howard. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 


Mark L. Osgood to be postmaster at Monroe, Mich., in place 
ane E. Younglove. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 

Lincoln Rodgers to be postmaster at Muskegon, Mich., in 
place of B. G. Oosterbaan. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Frank S. Neal to be postmaster at Northville, Mich., in place 
YANA L. Tinkam. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

William C. Miller to be postmaster at Pinckney, Mich., in 
Set fs W. E. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

Charles H. Heath to be postmaster at Richmond, Mich., in 
place of Charles Davidson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Gordon R. Whitney to be postmaster at Rose City, Mich,, 
in place of E. W. Fleming, Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Ernest E. Vibert to be postmaster at Saginaw West Side, 
Mich., in place of W. F. Hemmeter. Incumbent’s commission 
expired August 8, 1923. 

Walter G. Wykoff to be postmaster at St. Johns, Mich, in 
place of W. H. Vau Consant. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Herman G. Muellerweiss to be postmaster at Sebewaing, 
Mich., in place of J. C. Armbruster. Incumbent’s commission 
expired July 28, 1923. 

Edwin D. Greenhoe, to be postmaster at Sheridan, Mich., in 
place of A. L. Stebbins. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Nora Covert to be postmaster at Springport, Mich., in place 
8 Sapne McClellan. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

„1923. 

Henry W. McClure to be postmaster at Tecumseh, Mich., in 
place of H. W. McClure. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 8, 1923. 

John B. Murphy to be postmaster at Wayne, Mich., in place 
of J. B. Murphy. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Frank Aldrich to be postmaster at Webberville, Mich., in 
place A James Fraser. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. i 

Alexander M. Mackay to be postmaster at West Branch, 
Mich., in place of J. D. Burgess. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired July 28, 1923. 

Arthur E. Baisley to be postmaster at Wyandotte, Mich., in 
place of J. F. McInerney. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Charles F. Goetzen to be postmaster at Chesaning, Mich., in 
place of V. E. Johnstone. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

MINNESOTA. 


Martin Leet to be postmaster at Blackduck, Minn., in place 
of E. N. Smith, resigned. 

Charles J. Franti to be postmaster at Bovey, Minn., in place 
of J. K. Jasper, resigned. 

Paul Sartori to be postmaster at Buhl, Minn., in place of 
M. E. Demel, resigned. 

Delmore A. Ahlin to be postmaster at Carver, Minn., in place 
of O. C. Bruntus, resigned. 

Charles A. Morse to be postmaster at Elk River, Minn., in 
place of F. L. Frye, deceased. 

Bernice M. Westhaver to be postmaster at Alysian, Minn., in 
place of S. A. Terrell, removed. 

Donald P. McIntyre to be postmaster at Eveleth, Minn., in 
place of Charles Jesmore, deceased. 

Albert J. Schroeder tg be postmaster at Holdingford, Minn., 
in place of W. E. Murphy, deceased. 

Cline C. Parker to be postmaster at Kinney, Minn., in place 
of Ina Jarvi, resigned. 

David C. McKenzie to be postmaster at Lake City, Minn., in 
place of M. J. O’Laughlin, deceased. 

James H. Smullen to be postmaster at Lesueur Center, Minn., 
in place of John Butler, resigned. 

Edwin H. Vollmer to be postmaster at Northfield, Minn., in 
place of C. S. Dougherty, deceased. 

Henry Goelet to be postmaster at Onumia, Minn., in place of 
F. E. Stanchfield, appointee declined. 

John N. Ross to be postmaster at Westbrook, Minn., in place 
of J. L. Sammons, deceased. 

Julia H. Johnson to be postmaster at Windom, Minn., in place 
of G. E. LeTourmeau, deceased. 

Roy A. Smith to be postmaster at Beardsley, Minn., in place 
of A. H. Christenson, removed. 
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Henry Groth to be postmaster at Wright, Minn. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1923. 

Gena A. Johnson to be postmaster at Beaver Creek, Minn. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Lily M. Clark to be postmaster at Brownsdale, Minn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Raiph C. Peterson to be postmaster at Dilworth, Minn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Mathias R. Hannula to be postmaster at Embarrass, Minn. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Walter J. Westensee to be postmaster at Lewisville, Minn. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

John J. Ruff to be postmaster at Long Lake, Minn. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

William Orr to be postmaster at Orr, Minn. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1923. 

Frederick F. Arndt to be postmaster at Prior Lake, Minn. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Laura E. Cronan to be postmaster at Rose Creek, Minn. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Verge Kenison to be postmaster at Alden, Minn., in place of 
Verge Kenison. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

Carl Adams to be postmaster at Brainerd, Minn., in place of 
H. P. Dunn. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Prudence M. Crosbie to be postmaster at Brewster, Minn., in 
place of P. M. Crosbie. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Norman W. Christensen to be postmaster at Cass Lake, Minn., 
in place of F. L. Gorenflo. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Charles E. Seeley to be postmaster at Coleraine, Minn., in 
place of C. E. Seeley. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Georgia C. Hompe to be postmaster at Deer Creek, Minn., in 
place of G. C. Hompe. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Arla C. Coffin to be postmaster at Deer Wood, Minn., in place 
of William Reid. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Halsey C. Baldwin to be postmaster at Egerton, Minn., in 
place of F. H. Baldwin. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Clarence W. Ivey to be postmaster at Elmore, Minn., in place 
Soo W. Owens. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

John A. Gregerson to be postmaster at Fertile, Minn., in 
place of Knute Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

George H. Baer to be postmaster at Frazee, Minn., in place 
of J. J. Daly. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Albert W. Johnson to be postmaster at Fulda, Minn., in place 
of E. M. Price. Incumbent's commission expired September 
26, 1922. 

Arthur W. Austin to be postmaster at Glencoe, Minn., in place 
of F. X. Eickmann. Incumbents commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Nels O. Strommen to be postmaster at’ Halstad, Minn., in 
place of C. O. Madson. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Harry U. Boe to be postmaster at Hayfield, Minn., in place of 
John Wicker. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Thomas J. Godfrey to be postmaster at Hibbing, Minn., in 
place of J. B. Connors. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Wilbur H. Noble to be postmaster at Hinckley, Minn., in place 
of H. B. Lyon. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Wellington S. Clay to be postmaster at Hutehinson, Minn., in 
pac 5 S. G. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

„1923. 

Adolph C. Gilbertson to be postmaster at Ironton, Minn., in 
place of A. C. Gilbertson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

William N. Johnson to be postmaster at Ivanhoe, Minn., in 
place of W. H. Nevin. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Carl F. Peterson to be postmaster at Kennedy, Minn., in place 
a mo F. Peterson. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

William P. Marston, jr., to be postmaster at Lake Crystal, 
Minn., in place of W. P. Marston, jr. Incumbent's commission 
expired July 28, 1923. 


LXV——13 


Michael J. Rowan to be postmaster at Lakeville, Minn., in 
8 a M. J. Rowan. Incumbent's commission expired July 

Alfred J. Gebhard to be postmaster at Lamberton, Minn., in 
place of W. B. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Jacob Gish to be postmaster at Le Sueur, Minn., in place of 
Jacob Gish. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Turstein M. Teigum to be postmaster at Madelia, Minn., in 
place of E. L. Gove. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Isaac I. Bargen to be postmaster at Mountain Lake, Minn., 
JA ee of I. I. Bargen. Incumbent's commission expired July 

Alvin A, Ogren to be postmaster at New London, Minn., in 
piece of A. A. Ogren, Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

Walter E. Johnson to be postmaster at New Richland, Minn. 
in place of Andrew Rotegard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Dorothy W. Johnson to be postmaster at Oslo, Minn., in place 
of O. P. Oseth. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Harry W. Ward to be postmaster at Redwood Falls, Minn., in 
place of C. A. Lauterbach. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 18, 1922. 

Emily F. Peake to be postmaster at Remer, Minn., in place of 
E. F. Peake. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Anthony J. Malmquist to be postmaster at Rushmore, Minn., 
in place of A. J. Malmquist. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Clayton A. Larsen to be postmaster at St. James, Minn., in 
place of P. H. Grogan. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Peter J. Schwartz to be postmaster at Shakopee, Minn., in 
place of William Lynch. Incumbents commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Frank L. Henderson to be postmaster at South St. Paul, 
Minn., in place of F. L. Henderson. Incumbent’s commission 
expired August 29, 1923. 

Theodore C. Radde to be postmaster at Truman, Minn., in 
place of T. C. Radde. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Henry W. Fingarson to be postmaster at Walnut Grove, 
Minn., in place of C. W. Bulen. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired July 28, 1923. 

Lambert L. H. Osberg to be postmaster at Winthrop, Minn., 
in place of M. A. H. Taggatz. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Isane J. Morris to be postmaster at Coahoma, Miss. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

David F. Fondren to be postmaster at Fondren, Miss. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Nettie E. Shelby to be postmaster at Beulah, Miss. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Archibald R. Hart to be postmaster at Bay St. Louis, Miss., 
in place of J. E. Sancier. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Mary Norwood to be postmaster at Belzoni, Miss., in place of 
G. C. Jackson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Emma M. Therrell to be postmaster at Florence, Miss., in 
place of J. V. Therrell. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Joseph A. De Monbrum to be postmaster at Lucedale, Miss. 
in place of B. R. Trotter. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Clarence Laughter to be postmaster at Moorhead, Miss., in 
place ot E. M. Gardner. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 20, 1923. 

Minnie O. Sharbrough to be postmaster at Rolling Fork, Miss., 
in place of M. O. Sharbrough. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired December 6, 1923. 

MISSOURI. 


Earl A. Blakely to be postmaster at Revere, Mo. 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Lou A. Slade to be postmaster at Rocheport, Mo.. Office be- 
eame presidentiai October 1, 1923. 

Edgar A. Crandell to be postmaster at Wyaconda, Mo., in 
‘bas Ass A. S. Wells. Incumbent's commission expired August 

Edward A. Birkmann to be postmaster at Beaufort, Mo. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 


Office be- 
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Nellie B. Gallihugh to be postmaster at Blairstown, Mo. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Calvin T. Morrissy to be postmaster at Clifton Hill, Mo. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1921. 

Gustave R. Baumann te be postmaster at Creve Coeur, Mo. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Robert C. Remley to be postmaster at Grain Valley, Mo. 
Ofke became presidential April 1, 1923. 

William A. Barnes to be pestmaster at Marston, Mo. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

A. B. Williams to be postmaster at Campbell, Mo., in place 
of J. R. Pollock, removed. 

Ruby E. Howe to be postmaster at Hardin, Mo., in place of 
W. H. Howe, deceased. 

Joseph Q. Martin to be postmaster at Huntsville, Mo., in 
place of W. T. Dameron, resigned. 

Victor M. Blankinship to be postmaster at Kennett, Mo., in 
place of John M. Cash, resigned. 

Oliver H. Simmons to be postmaster at Lancaster, Mo., in 
place of Bennett Wardlow, resigned. 

Ethel I. Kehr to be postmaster at Marthasville, Mo., in place 
of Frank Riemeier, resigned. 

Edward F. Walden to be postmaster at Morehouse, Mo., in 
place of O. M. Headlee, resigned. 

Eugene E. Wyatt to be postmaster at Oak Grove, Mo., in 
place of N. M. Lemasters, resigned. 

Henry O. Hopp to be postmaster at.Oronogo, Mo., in place of 
Cris Ogden, resigned. 

Samuel S. Freeman to be postmaster at Piedmont, Mo., in 
place of Bristol French, resigned. 

Alfred A. Smith to be postmaster at Rolla, Mo., in place of 
B. H. Rucker, removed. 

Francis B. McCurry to be postmaster at Salisbury, Mo., in 
place of R. L. Hamilton, removed. 

Lee H. Bently to be postmaster at Westboro, Mo., in place 
of E. C. Utter, resigned. 

Archie T. Hollenbeck to be postmaster at Westplains, Mo., 
in place of W. H. Zorn, removed. 

Lester H. Pettit to be postmaster at Ava, Mo., in place of 
T. H. E. Mathis. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Verner H. Kirkendall to be postmaster at Birch Tree, Mo., 
in place of G. H. Ineumbent’s on expired 
August 12, 1923. 

George ©. Blackwell to be postmaster at Breckenridge, Mo., 
in place of HE. L. Reed. Incumbent's commission expired August 
12. 1 


Cleo J. Burch to be postmaster at Brookfield, Mo., in place 
of O. J. Burch. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Joe D. Seott to be postmaster at Bunceton, Mo., in place 
of M. L. Shackleford. Incumbent's commission expired August 


12, 1923. 

Robert D. Gardner to be postmaster at Center, Mo., in 
place of E. F. Layne. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
12, 1923. 

Edward J. Schmidt to be postmaster at Centralia, Mo., in 
place of F. M. Traughber. Ineumbent's commission expired 
August 12, 1923. $ 

Anna B. Thomas to be postmaster at.Corder, Mo., in place 
of V. J. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Isaac N. Parrish to be postmaster at Cowgill, Mo., in place 
of D. S. Pollard. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 


1923. 

Bransby B. Houghton to be postmaster at Crystal City, Mo., 
in place of D. F. Willm. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 12, 1923. 

Harry C. Grant to be postmaster at Cuba, Mo., in place of 
I. C. Walker. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 1923. 

Sallie F. Duncan te be postmaster at Dearborn, Mo., in place 
of S. F. Duncan. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Mandana A. Schriefer to be postmaster at Fornfelt, Mo., in 
place of J. E. Kinkhead. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 12, 1923. $ 

George L. Keener to be postmaster at Galt, Mo., in place of 
es D. Elmore. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1 

William B. Green to be postmaster at Goodman, Mo., in place 
As G. Whited. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Thomas A. Scott to be postmaster at Greenfield, Mo., in place 
tA ARS Engleman. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

1 ; 


Harley C. Shively to be postmaster at Hamilton, Mo., in place 
of Tinsley Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 


Tom D. Purdy to be postmaster at Harris, Mo., in place of 
peg Haley. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5, 

George Scott to be postmaster at Higginsville, Mo., in place 
—— H. Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 

Jennette M. Boisseau to be postmaster at Holden, Mo., in 
pere of F. D. Ball. Ineumbent's commission expired August 12, 

William R Duff to be postmaster at Houston, Mo., in place of 
— Farris. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 

Amanda P. Renfrow to be postmaster at Humansville, Mo., in 
place of W. A. Crow. Ineumbent's commission expired August 
12, 1923. 

Maurice Craig to be postmaster at Illmo, Mo., in place of 
G. C. Bean. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 1923. 

John G. Kies to be postmaster at Jackson, Mo., in place of 
R. K. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 1923. 

Benjamin F. Linhardt to be postmaster at Jefferson City, Mo., 
in place of J. T. Fisher. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 12, 1923. 

Roy S. Kline to be postmaster at Kearney, Mo., in place of 
A. L. Davis. Ineumbent's commission expired August 12, 1923. 

Hugh L. Virtue to be postmaster at Kingston, Mo., in place 
of D. E. Gudgell. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1928. 

Ray C. Waddill to be postmaster at Kirksville, Mo., in place 
of ry Osenbaugh. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
12, 

Ernest A. Wilson to be postmaster at Liberal, Mo., in place 
of E. A. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1928. 

Byron Burch to be postmaster at Linneus, Mo., in place of 
H. J. Wigginton. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Henry H. Jones to be postmaster at Memphis, Mo., in place 
of 5 7 5 Bumbarger. Incumbent's commission expired August 
12 1 

John M. Medcalf to be postmaster at Monroe City, Mo., in 
place of W. J. Rouse. Incumbent's commission expired August 
12, 1923. 

Howard W. Mills to be postmaster at Mound City, Mo., in 
place of J. T. Dearmont. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 12, 1922. 

Leslie R. Millsap to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, Mo., 
in place of J. E. Cherry. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 12, 1923. 

Ray R. Kelly te be postmaster at New Hampton, Mo., in place 
1 Smyth. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 

Celia F. Kerr to be postmaster at New Madrid, Mo., in place 
2 Ponal Johnson. Incumbent's commission expired August 

1923. 

Sam S. Ruton to be postmaster at Odessa, Mo., in place of 
oa Kuehls. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Frank L. Zeller to be postmaster at Oregon, Mo., in place of 
D. B. Martin. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Amy B. Burchard to be postmaster at Owensville, Mo., in 
place of John Tappmeyer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 12, 1923. 

Bruce C. Maples to be postmaster at Ozark, Mo., in place of 
Dew. C. Leonard. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

James W. Fleming to be postmaster at Parkville, Mo., in 
place of G. C. Gresham. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 12, 1923. 

Delbert Fisher to be postmaster at Pattonsburg, Mo., in place 
of M. B. Yates. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

George T. Holybee, jr., to be postmaster at Platte City, Mo., 
in place of J. W. Davis. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 12, 1923. 

Jesse A. Linthacum to be postmaster at Ridgeway, Mo., in 
place of C. A. Stoner. Incumbent’s commission. expired August 
12, 1923. 

Lester S. Eddings to be postmaster at Rogersville, Mo., in 
place of T. C. Bassore. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 12, 1923. 
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Elliot Marshall to be postmaster at St. Joseph, Mo., in 
place of Frank Freytag. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

Herman G. Roseman to be postmaster at St. Marys, Mo., 
in place of T. J. Thomure. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 12, 1923. 

Luster ©. Cottrill to be postmaster at Savannah, Mo., in 
place of W. S. Dray. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
12, 1923. 

Otis H. Storey to be postmaster at Senath, Mo., in place of 
A. L. Davidson. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

William S. Copeland to be postmaster at Steele, Mo., in place 
of T. F. Weaver. Incumbent’s commission expired November 
21, 1922. 

Rufus G. Beezley to be postmaster at Steelville, Mo., in place 
of J. T. Haley. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Waldo E. Andrew to be postmaster at Sweet Springs, Mo., in 
place of Edwin Reavis. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 12, 1923. 

Estel G. Crawford to be postmaster at Tipton, Mo., in place 
of P. J. Weber. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Hattie Stierberger to be postmaster at Union, Mo., in place of 
L. R. Conway. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1928. 

Harry N. Lutman to be postmaster at Versailles, Mo., in place 
of P. H. Kidwell. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Fletcher G. Smart to be postmaster at Webb City, Mo., in 
place of A. E. Michie. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
12, 1923. 

Dorothy M. Ritter to be postmaster at Wellington, Mo., 
place of R. A. Strickler. 
gust 12, 1923. 

Artie B. Keadle to be postmaster at Wellsville, Mo., 
of Frederick Blattner, 
gust 12, 1923. 

Cornelius F. Strack to be postmaster at Wright City, Mo., in 
place of J. H. Stegen. Incumbent's commission expired August 
12, 1923. 

Joseph C. Forshee to be postmaster at Ironton, Mo., in place 
of W. W. Reese, resigned. 


in 
Incumbent's commission expired Au- 


in place 
Incumbent's commission expired Au- 


Percy B. Kidney to be postmaster at Darlington, Mo. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Isaac H. Arnold to be postmaster at Forsyth, Mo. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Henry W. Schupp to be postmaster at Fremont, Mo. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John W. Rissler to be postmaster at Houstonia, Mo. Office 


became presidential October 1, 1923. 
MONTANA. 


Asa E. Armstrong to be postmaster at Browning, Mont., in 
place of F. P. Sherburne, resigned. 

George D. Dutro to be postmaster at Dodson, Mont., in place 
of J. P. Heaton, removed. 

Caspar L. Gayle to be postmaster at Manhattan, Mont., in 
place of C. A. Pennell, removed. 

Lunsford Miles to be postmaster at Musselshell, Mont., 
place of Garfield Hankins, resigned. 


in 


Arthur O. Kline to be postmaster at Polytechnic, Mont. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 
A. Maud Davis to be postmaster at Sunburst, Mont. Office 


became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Alfred Briscoe to be postmaster at Cascade, Mont., in place 
1 5 M. Obershaw. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 

Earl M. Davis to be postmaster at Cut Bank, Mont., in place 
of E. M. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

William S. Carlson to be postmaster at Ekalaka, Mont., in 
place of Emma MacPherson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Bernard H. Kreis to be postmaster at Fort Benton, Mont., in 
place of James Bartley. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 8, 1923. 

Cass E. Parker to be postmaster at Fromberg, Mont., in place 
ef J. Conway. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 

James J. Lammerding to be postmaster at Gildford, Mont., in 
pints oe F. A. Gummer. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

Otto M. Christinson to be postmaster at Glasgow, Mont., in 
piace of P. L. Herring. Incumbent’s commission expired August 


5, 


John R. Lloyd to be postmaster at Great Falls, Mont., in place 
of William Cluston. Incumbent’s commission expired August 8, 
1923. 

James R. Minugh to be postmaster at Harlem, Mont., in place 
of W. C. Bernard. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Queenie B. Lyndes to be postmaster at Hysham, Mont., in 
place of Q. B. Lyndes. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
8, 1923. 

Harry Kennedy to be postmaster at Rosebud, Mont., in 
place of Harry Kennedy. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

William L. Marsh to be postmaster at Roy, Mont., in place 
of W. L. Marsh. Incumbent's commission expired ‘August 5, 
1923. 

Jennie Bywaters to be postmaster at Sandcoulee, Mont., in 
place of Jennie Bywaters. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Amy B. Cowee to be postmaster at Wibaux, Mont., in place 
of L. B. Cullen. Incumbent’s commission expired August 21, 
1923. 

Isaac L. Brooks to be postmaster at Culbertson, Mont., in 
place of J. Z. Bruegger, deceased. 

Catherine Murray to be postmaster at Klein, Mont. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 


NEBRASKA. 


William S. Burrows to be postmaster at Albion, Nebr., in 
place of S. D. Phillips, deceased. 

Theodore Nordgren to be postmaster at Ceresco, Nebr., in 
place of Charles Anderson, resigned. 

George A. Fowler to be postmaster at Fairfield, Nebr., in 
place of A. G. Corey, resigned. 

Sanford E. Ralston to be postmaster at Geneva, Nebr., in 


place of H. P. Wilson, removed. 

William Berridge to be postmaster at Wausa, Nebr., in place 
of C. P. Lundgren, resigned. 

Edgar M. Meth to be postmaster at Arthur, Nebr. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 


William H. Bogard to be postmaster at Avoca, Nebr. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Henry L. Balser to be postmaster at Dixon, Nebr. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Daniel W. Roderick to be postmaster at Hubbell, Nebr. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Claude B. Grace to be postmaster at Mascot, Nebr. Office 


became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Fred H. Carlson to be postmaster at Alliance, Nebr., in place 
of Robert Graham. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

J. Worth Egelston to be postmaster at Alma, Nebr., in place 
of E. K. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Robert Pense to be postmaster at Beatrice, Nebr., in place of 
J. R. McCann. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

W. Ross Pedley to be postmaster at Sertrand, Nebr., in place 
of N. M. Thayer. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Mary L. Hoyt to be postmaster at Bloomfield, Nebr., in place 
of M. L. Hoyt. Incumbent’s commission expired September 23, 
1923. 

Arnold J. Fiala to be postmaster at Brainard, Nebr., in place 
of A. J. Fiala. Incumbent’s commission expired September 23, 
1923. 

Francis O. Baker to be postmaster at Bushnell, Nebr., in 
place of J. L. Delong. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 23, 1923. 

Arthur C. Smith to be postmaster at Carleton, Nebr., in place 
of oe M. Beggs. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Clarence G. Struble to be postmaster at Chester, Nebr., in 
place of A. C. Hastings. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Ethel Talcott to be postmaster at Crofton, Nebr., in place of 
E. Talcott. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Erma G. Stoll to be postmaster at Curtis, Nebr., in place of 
W. H. Latham. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Henry C. Blome to be postmaster at Dalton, Nebr., in place of 
E. C. Lane. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 


Charles A. Rogers to be postmaster at Decatur, Nebr., in 
place of S. S. Farrens. Incumbent’s commission expired Octo- 
ber 3, 1923. 

Elva J. Fitzgerald to be postmaster at Elm Creek, Nebr., in 
place of E. P. Fitzgerald. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 
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Earl D. Willard to be postmaster at Genoa, Nebr., in place of 
E. M. Vaught. Incumbent's commission expired September 
23. 1923. 

Lewis A. Wight to be postmaster at Gibbon, Nebr., in place of 
L. A. Wight. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

August J. Baumann to be postmaster at Grand Island, Nebr., 
in place of D. A. -Geil Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Herschel L. Anderson to be postmaster at Havelock, Nebr., 
in place of C. A. Currie. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 23, 1923. 

Herman L. Boyes to be postmaster at Hebron, Nebr., in place 
of T. A. Willmore. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Frank J. Prucha to be postmaster at Howell, Nebr., in place 
of Fanny Dworak. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Benjamin H. Smith to be postmaster at Indianola, Nebr., in 
place of R. L. Duckworth. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Herman H. Schroer to be postmaster at Lawrence, Nebr., in 
place of William Zalman. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Samuel H. Wolfe to be postmaster at Lodgepole, Nebr., in 
place of C. D. Barlow. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Emory S. Clements to be postmaster at Lyons, Nebr., in place 
of C. J. Hultberg. Incumbent's commission expired October 3, 
1922. 

Howard W. Botsford to be postmaster at Meadow Grove, 
Nebr., in place of J. W. White. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Charles McCray to be postmaster at Merriman, Nebr., in place 
of Charles McCray. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
6, 1923. 

Ingebert J. Thomsen to be postmaster at Minden, Nebr., in 
place of R. F. Pate. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Fred L. Hunt to be postmaster at Niobrara, Nebr., in place of 
W. R. Pease. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Edward L. Barker to be postmaster at Pender, Nebr., in place 
of M. W. Murray. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1928. 

Harry Blackstone to be postmaster at Pilger, Nebr., in place 
of Nils Lindskog. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Joseph H. Harrison to be postmaster at Ravenna, Nebr., in 
place of Frank Howard. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Edwin S. Garber to be postmaster at Red Cloud, Nebr., in 
ger H. C. Letson. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Leon M. Suchanek to be postmaster at St. Paul, Nebr., in 
place of S. W. Oleson. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

John C. Oaks to be postmaster at Seward, Nebr., in place of 
i D. Thomas. Incumbents commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Clyde H. Hodges to be postmaster at Superior, Nebr., in place 
of R. E. Oliver. Incumbent’s commission expired September 23, 
1923. 

Claude A. MacDonald to be postmaster at Sutton, Nebr, in 
place of T. P. Griess. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Ray W. Jones to be postmaster at Utica, Nebr., in place of 
J. W. Ragan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Jesse Witte to be postmaster at Winside, Nebr., in place of 
Clinton Fry. Incumbent’s commission expired October 8, 1922. 

Fred F. Thomas to be postmaster at Linwood, Nebr. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Daniel A. Page to be postmaster at Hardy, Nebr., in place of 
D. A. Page. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Georgia Muirhead to be postmaster at Hemingford, Nebr., in 
place of John Kinsella. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Leona V. Snyde to be postmaster at Papillion Nebr., in place 
of G. P. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Edgar T. Lay to be postmaster at Seneca, Nebr., in place of 
E. T. Lay. Incumbent's commission expired December 16, 1922. 


NEVADA, 


Anna S. Michal to be postmaster at Pound Mountain, Nev. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1928. 

Henry J. Marriott to be postmaster at Ely, Nev., in place of 
J. D. Wallace, resigned. 


James L. Denton to be postmaster at Caliente, Nev., in place 
of J. L. Denton. Incumbent’s commission expired July 21, 1921. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Edward E. Cossette to be postmaster at Tonic, N. H. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Stella E. Coburn to be postmaster at North Rochester, N. H. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Byron J. L. Eaton to be postmaster at Seabrook, N. H. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Arthur A. Albrecht to be postmaster at West Ossipee, N. H. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Charles F. Southard to be postmaster at North Haverhill, 
N. H. Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Wallace E. Mayo to be postmaster at Cascade, N. H. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Maurice H. Randall to be postmaster at Haverhill, N. H., 
in place of A. K. Merrill, removed. 

Harold B. Pinkham to be postmaster at New Market, N. H., 
in place of C. G. Colby, resigned. 

Harry D. Eastman to be postmaster at North Conway, N. H., 
in place of A. D. Davis, resigned. 

George P. Furbush to be postmaster at Rochester, N. H., in 
place of Robert Blair, jr., deceased. 

Charles E. Winn to be postmaster at Somersworth, N. H., in 
place of J. E. Sullivan, resigned. 

Eleazer F. Baker to be postmaster at Suncook, N. H., in place 
of B. D. Robinson, resigned. 

Charles E. Ayers to be postmaster at Farmington, N. EL, 
in place of H. A. Browne. Incumbent's commission e..pired 
August 1, 1923. 

May F. Sumner to be postmaster at Goffstown, N. H., in 
place of O. F. Sumner. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 1, 1923. 

Jesse C. Parker to be postmaster at Hillsboro, N. H., in place 
of J. C. Parker. Incumbent's commission expired August 1, 
1923. 

Harriet O. Harriman to be postmaster at Jackson, N. H., in 
place of H. O. Harriman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 1, 1923. 

Charles L. Bemis to be postmaster at Marlboro, N. H., in 
place of C. L. Bemis. Incumbent's commission expired August 
1. 1923. 

Arthur J. Gould to be postmaster at New London, N. H., in 
place of C. E. Shepard. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Howard N. Parker to be postmaster at Gibbsboro, N. J. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1922. 

Charles W. Brophy to be postmaster at Skillman, N. J. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Frank Achilles to be postmaster at Demarest, N. J. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Harry H. Hilyard to be postmaster at Williamstown, N. J., 
in place of H. 8. Ireland, appointee declined. 

Nathaniel S. Hires to be postmaster at Salem, N. J., in place 
of Isaac Klein, resigned. 

Edward T. Sherwood to be postmaster at Rosemont, N. J., 
in place of Charles Place, resigned. 

William O. Maschke to be postmaster at Ridgefield Park, 
N. J., in place of F. E. Smith, resigned. 

John H. Tyrrell to be postmaster at Perth Amboy, N. J., in 
place of R. F. White, removed. 

Ruth E. Amerman to be postmaster at Neshantic Station, 
N. J., in place of W. S. Kershaw, resigned. 

James C. Norris to be postmaster at Hightstown, N. J., in 
place of Addison Robbins, jr., resigned. 

Rosteen H. Jones to be postmaster at Bayhead, N. J., in 
place of H. E. Forsyth, appointee declined. 

Leon Ferbel to be postmaster at Fords, N. J., in place of 
J. H. Fullerton, resigned. 

Frank H. Burgher to be postmaster at Hamburg, N. J., in 
place of C. L. Kent, deceased. 

Velma M. Kitehell to be postmaster at Whippany, N. J., in 
place of W. A. Polhemus, appointee declined. 

Mary E. Cubberley to be postmaster at Hamilton Square, 
N. J. Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Ellen E. Showell to be postmaster at Absecon, N. J., in place 
of E. Bs Showell. Incumbent’s commission expired September 
10, 1923. 

Abram R. Bates to be postmaster at Allentown, N. J., in 
place of Hunn Livingston. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 10, 1923. 

Frank T. Buchanan to be postmaster at Bordentown, N. J., 
in place of J. D. Magee. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 


1925. 
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John B. Buzby to be postmaster at Clayton, N. J., in place 
of ©. E. Crane. Incumbent's commission expired September 10, 
1923. 

William Griffin to be postmaster at Cresskill, N. J., in place 
of William Griffin. Ineumbent's commission expired October 
24, 1922. 

Harry W. Bellis to be postmaster at Flemington, N. J., in 
place of A. C. Hulsizer. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 

Carl L. Riehter to be postmaster at Fort Lee, N. J., in place 
of C. L. Richter. Incumbent’s commission expired September 
10, 1923. 

Heister Clymer to be postmaster at Haddonfield, N. J., in 
place of B. C. Stavely. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 

Frank M. Green to be postmaster at Highlands, N. J., in place 
of J. P. Adair. Ineumbent’s commission expired November 21, 
1922. 

Charles E. Wood to be postmaster at Hohokus, N. J., in place 
of J. C. H. Sherwood. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 10, 1923. 

Arabelle C. Broander to be postmaster at Keansburg, N. J., in 
place of A. C. Broander. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 

Frank Pierson to be postmaster at Lawrenceville, N. J., in 
place of A. F. Stout. Incumbent's commission expired October 
24, 1922. 


Walter D. Finch to be postmaster at. Mahwah, N. J., in place 


of W. D. Finch, Incumbent's commission expired October 24, 
1922. 

Osear Drake to be postmaster at Manasquan, N. J., in place 
of Marcellus Parker. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 10, 1928. $ 

Stephen Bartha to be postmaster at Mays Landing, N. J., in 
place of C. C. Stewart. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 

Elvord G. Chamberlin to be postmaster at Montclair, N. J., 
in place of E. W. Townsend. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 10, 1923. 

James F. Beardsley to be postmaster at Pompton Lakes, N. J., 
in place of J. F. Beardsley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 10, 1923. 

William A. Sweeney to be postmaster at Red Bank, N. J., 
in place of Frank Pittenger. Incumbent’s commission expired 
October 24, 1922. 

Frank Hoffman to be postmaster at South Amboy, N. J., in 
place of J. W. Rea. Iucumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 10, 1923. 

William B. Lance to be postmaster at Stanhope, N. J., in 
place of W. B. Lance. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 

William H. Albright to be postmaster at Woodbury, N. J., in 
place of J. D. Carpenter. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 10, 1923. 

John A. Smith to be postmaster at Wrightstown, N. J., in 
place of J. A. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 

NEW MEXICO. 


Malaquias Baca to be postmaster at Mosquero, N. Mex. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1928. 

John L. Augustine to be postmaster at Lordsburg, N. Mex., 
in place of M. Q. Hardin, resigned. 

Flossie Fraser to be postmaster at Gibson, N. Mex., in place 
of E. T. Roberts, removed. 

Emmet Wirt to be postmaster at Dulce, N. Mex. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Nell P. Drolet to be postmaster at Farmington, N. Mex., in 
piace Ner H. C. Butler. Incumbent's commission expired July 

Marie J. O'Bryan to be postmaster at Santa Fe, N. Mex., in 
parot J. L. Seligman. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

Louise N. Martin to be postmaster at Socorro, N. Mex., in 
place of F. J. Zengerle. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

John H. Vaughan to be postmaster at State College, N. Mex., 
in place of J. H. Vaughan. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 8, 1923. 

NEW YORK. 


Mabel F. Reynolds to be postmaster at Alfred, N. V., in 
place of A. S. Gould. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Charles N. Wood to be postmaster at Angela, N. V., in place 
= A J. Heimburg. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 


Annie J. McFadden to be postmaster at Ardsley, N. Y., in 
place of G. Q. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 30, 1923. 

Joseph A. Douglas to be postmaster at Babylon, N. I., in 
place of C. R. Flanly. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Arthur L. Howard to be postmaster at Baldwinsville, N. Y., 
In place of W. H. Tappan. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. > 

Clarence G. Jones to be postmaster at Barneveld, N. Y., in 
place of F. P. Bagg. Ineumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. : 

Clayton A. Musser to be postmaster at Boonville, N. V., in 
place of H. J. Vollmar. Incumbent's commission expired August 


5, 1923. 


Maud Rogers to be postmaster at Bridgehampton, N. V., in 
place of Maud Rogers. Incumbent's commission expired August: 
29, 1923. 

George H. Farléy to be postmaster at Broadalbin, N. V., in 
8 J. G. Cole. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Lawrence R. Ryckman to be postmaster at Brocton, N. Y., 
in place of W. H. Fox. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. ; 

Adolph Bluestone to be postmaster at Canaseraga, N. Y., in 
place of J. R. Mapes. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Charles W. Brock to be postmaster at Cattaraugus, N. Y., in 
place of S. J. Fuller. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Margaret R. Mulligan to be postmaster at Central Islip, N. Y., 
in place of F. T. Kelly. Incumbent's commission expired Oc- 
tober 24, 1922. 

William G. Fischer to be postmaster at Chadwicks, N. Y., in 
place of J. H. Reagan. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Benjamin Wightman to be postmaster at Cherry Valley, N. 
V., in place of Almond Cramer. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

Robert D. Southward to be postmaster at Congers, N. v., in 
place of E. H. Jolliffe. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Clarence L. Grippen to be postmaster at Corinth, N. V., in 
place of E. E. Costello. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Rhoda Hoyt Lee to be postmaster at Dundee, N. Y., in place 
of T. M. Larsen. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Raymond L. Hodge to be postmaster at Bast Syracuse, N. V., 
in place of M. J. Spillane. Incumbent’s: commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

George A. Matthews to be postmaster at Eden, N. Y., in place 
1 K. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 

Victor Demars to be postmaster at Faust. N. V., in place of 
F. M. Dowd. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Walter A. Pierce to be postmaster at Fort Ann, N. V. in 
place of J. H. Joy. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Edward T. Cole to be postmaster at Garrison, N. Y., in place 
of E. T. Cole. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Paul W. Christenson to be postmaster at Gowanda, N. V., in 
place of A. C. Stafford. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

William L. Froehley to be postmaster at Hamburg, N. Y., in 
place of J. W. Salisbury. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Claude H. Preston to be postmaster at Heuvelton, N. V., in 
1 8 8 J. R. Mayne. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 

Frank W. Thornton to be postmaster at Holland, N. Y., in 
place of Cort Kramer. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust. 5, 1923. 

Thomas J. Wintermute, jr., to be postmaster at Horseheads, 
N. X., in place of J. ©. Barlow. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired September 30, 1923. 

Joseph R. Cowell to be postmaster at Jordan, N. Y., in place 
— — E. Mann. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 

Herbert L. Merritt to be postmaster at Katonah, N. Y., in 
place of M. F. Doyle. Incumbent's commission expired Novem- 
ber 21. 1922. 

Lizzie G. Hall to be postmaster at Little Valley, N. X., in 
1 of J. L. Reed. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
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Henry Strube to be postmaster at Long Island City, N. Y., 
In place of J. W. Kelly. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Charles L. Stackpole to be postmaster at Lyon Mountain, 
N. V., in place of E. W. Harrica. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

Lizzie M. Tuthill to be postmaster at Mattituck, N. Y., in 
place of W. R. Gildersleeye, Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Ernest K. Smith to be postmaster at Middleburg, N. Y., in 
place of C. E. White. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Perry R. Bennett to be postmaster at Milford, N. V., in place 
of Kent Barney. Ineumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Edith A. Parker to be postmaster at Moravia, N. Y., In place 
of C. E. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Edward A. Gross to be postmaster at New City, N. V., in 
place of E. A. Gross. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 30, 1923. 

Ambrose D. Eldred to be postmaster at New Hartford, N. V., 
in place of J. A. Ganey. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. y 

Homer E. Elderkin to be postmaster at New Rochelle, N. Y., 
in place of Gregory Dillon. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 30, 1923. 

Henry Munday to be postmaster at New York Mills, N. Y., 
in place of R. J. Healey. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Charles H. Brown to be postmaster at Orchard Park, N. Y., 
in place of J. ©. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Carl R. Allen to be postmaster at Oriskany Falls, N. Y., in 
ace of G. F. Pollard. Incumbent's commission expired August 

, 1923. 

James Owens to be postmaster at Ossining, N. Y., in place 
of Francis Larkin, Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 30, 1923. 

Anna L. Hunt to be postmaster at Otego, N. Y., in place of 
Jerome Ceperley. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923 


23. 

William O. Cooper to be postmaster at Oxford, N. Y., in place 
of Jesse Jacobs. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

John L. Chatfield to be postmaster at Painted Post, N. X., in 
place of J. S. Moran. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Frank V. Palmer to be postmaster at Philmont, N. X., in place 
of J. E. Walker. Incumbent's commission expired Nov. 21, 
1922. 

Lida M. Gutchess to be postmaster at Port Byron, N. V., in 
place of Willard Vosburgh. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1928. ; 

Leverne Thomas to be postmaster at Prattsburg, N. Y., in 
place of Lererne Thomas. Incumbents commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Willard G. Bullion to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, 
N. V., in place of W. T. Welden. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

Park J. Johnson to be postmaster at Ripley, N. V., in place 
of L. R. Francis. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1928. 

Bruce S. Preston to be postmaster at Roxbury, N. Y., in place 
of M. H. Fanning. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Max C. Headley to be postmaster at Rushville, N. Y., in place 
of J. H. Hurley. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

George H. Farley to be postmaster at Sag Harbor, N. Y., in 
place of W. T. Vaughn. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

William H. Savage to be postmaster at Seneca Falls, N. Y., 
in place of A. S. Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 8, 1923. 

Frank S. Erickson to be postmaster at Sherman, N. X., in 
place of W. L. Bates. Incumbent's commission expired August 
6, 1923. : 

William W. Bates to be postmaster at Sidney, N. V., in place 
of F. A. Bartley. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

William A. Hilton to be postmaster at Skaneateles, N. X., in 
place of W. H. Hennessey. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 


William M. Ackerman to be postmaster at Sparkill, N. Y., in 

lace of Patrick Halloran. Incumbent's commission expired 

ptember 30, 1923. 

Nellie C. Stevens to be postmaster at Spencerport, N. V., in 
place of L. M. Barker. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 80, 1923. 

Luther J. Shuttleworth to be postmaster at Springville, N. Y., 
in place of A. J. Fitzpatrick, Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Almon T. Clarke, jr., to be postmaster at Tupper Lake, N. V., 
in place of A. T. Clarke, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Ray W. McEwen to be postmaster at Waverly, N. Y., in place 
of oe Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
D, 923. 

Robert L. Putnam to be postmaster at Weedsport, N. Y., in 
place of C. E. Whitman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Julius H. Fisher to be postmaster at Wellsville, N. X., in 
place of B. M. Wyvell. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 29. 1923. 

Le Roy Smith to be postmaster at White Plains, N. Y., in 
place of H. S. Sutherland. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 28, 1922. 

George T. Anderson to be postmaster at Whitesboro, N. V., 
in place of E. L. Patten. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Ada J. Folsom to be postmaster at Winthrop, N. Y., in place 
1 oy J. Folsom. Ineumbent’s commission expired August 5, 

John T. Gallagher to be postmaster at Witherbee, N. V., in 
place of J. T. Gallagher. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

©, Irving Henderson to be postmaster at Worcester, N. V., 
in place of ©. L. Goodell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Vida E. Freeman to be postmaster at Bloomingdale, N. Y. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Herbert N. Rothenmeyer to be postmaster at Clarence, N. Y, 
Office hecame presidential April 1, 1921. 

Ennett J. Goodale to be postmaster at Hast Williston, N. Y. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Elmer J. Skinner to be postmaster at East Worcester, N. V. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Henry J. Frey to be postmaster at Ebenezer, N. Y. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Gaylord F. Carpenter to be postmaster at Elbridge, N. Y. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

William A. Patterson to be postmaster at Gansevoort, N. Y. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

James E. Colgan to be postmaster at Hamden, N. V. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Frank H. Burmaster to be postmaster at Irving, N. Y. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Katherine A. Slattery to be postmaster at Maryknoll, N. Y. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Leona Larrabee to be postmaster at Middlesex, N. Y. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Benjamin C. Stubbs to be postmaster at Plandome, N. Y. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1928. 

George W. Fuller to be postinaster at Portland, N. Y. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Harry R. Swift to be postmaster at Richford, N. Y. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

William J. Pike to be postmaster at Sanborn, N. Y. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John W. Bellis to be postmaster at Tappan, N. Y. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

Oliver Keator to be postmaster at Tillson, N. Y. Office be- 
«ome presidential October 1, 1923. 

Jennie C. Stanton to be postmaster at West Camp, N. X. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Robert C. Downey to be postmaster at Akron, N. Y., in place 
of Delos Wilkinson, declined. 

Howard E. Whealey to be postmaster at Baldwin, N. Y., in 
place of Charles Miller, resigned. $ 

Henry B. Mulford to be postmaster at Binghamton, N. Y., 
in place of F. M. Hopkins, resigned. 

Lewis A. Brennemer to be postmaster at Blue Point, N. V., 
in piace of G. S. Ryder, resigned. 

Edmund B. Windsor to be postmaster at Castile, N. Y., in 
place of F. W. Shumaker, resigned. 

George C. Palmer to be postmaster at Cuba, N. Y., in place 
of L. H. Cole, resigned, 


1923. 
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Philip F. Schaefer to be postmaster at Fleischmanns, N. Y., 
in place of J. J. Smith, resigned. 

Ella E. Rodger to be postmaster at Hammond, N. Y., in place 
of J. T. Rodger, deceased. 

Nellie P. Small to be postmaster at Herkimer, N. T., in place 
of Edward Small, deceased. 

Clara E. Tattemer to be postmaster at Hewlett, N. Y., in place 
of C. A. Kinn, resigned. 

John T. Mills to be postmaster at Oyster Bay, N. Y., in place 
of T. H. O'Keefe, deceased. 

Edward R. Harms to be postmaster at Pearl River, N. X., in 
place of G. P. Hammond, removed. 

Mabel S. Griswold to be postmaster at Pottersville, N. I., in 
place of A. T. Wells, resigned. 

John D. Fratsher to be postmaster at Saugerties, N. Y., in 
place of L. M. Kenney, resigned. 

Clarence A. Lockwood to be postmaster at Schroon Lake, 
N. V., in place of F. E. Rooney, resigned. 

Charles L. Carrier to be postmaster at Sherburne, N. Y., in 
place of H. J. MeDaniel, resigned. 

Helen M. Braisted to be postmaster at Silver Bay, N. Y., in 
place of C. C. Michener, resigned. 

Frank T. Rowley to be postmaster at Victor, N. Y., in place 
of G. W. Higinbotham, resigned. 

W. Clifton Seaman to be postmaster at Woodmere, N. I., in 
place of A. S. Brower, resigned. 

Skidmore Pettit, jr., to be postmaster at Jamaica, N. I., in 
place of D. F. Shea, resigned. 

Carolyn F. Noxon to be postmaster at Chestertown, N. X., in 
place of M. C. Force, resigned. 

Walter J. Pelham to be postmaster at Hensonville, N. Y 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

George L. Helfter to be postmaster at Williamsville, N. Y., in 
place of L. P. Snyder. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 


gust 5, 1923. 
NORTH CAROLINA, 

Sudie M. Morgan to be postmaster at Spindale, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

George E. Sweet to be postmaster at Cornelius, N. O. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

David E. Morgan to be postmaster at Glenwood, N. C. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

James A. Wyche to be postmaster at Hallsboro, N. C. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1922. 

Edith E. Holton to be postmaster at Jamestown, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Eugene L. Schuyler to be postmaster at Lowgap, N. C. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Robert W. Taylor to be postmaster at Lucama, N. C. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Seaton M. Woodley to be postmaster at Mackeys, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Nora Stedman to be postmaster at Moncure, N. C. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Flora E. Schlabach to be postmaster at Moyock, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

James L. Baker to be postmaster at Tyner, N. C. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

Arthur H. Gibbs to be postmaster at Whittier, N. C. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Fronie Perry to be postmaster at Wingate, N. C. Office be- 
came presidential October 1. 1923. 

John F. Barlow to be postmaster at Banners Elk, N. C., in 
place of W. L. Norman, resigned. 

William H. Manning to be postmaster at Bethel, N. C., in 


place of L. E. Jones, resigned. 

Andrew J. De Hart to be postmaster at Bryson City, N. C., 
in place of W. E. Elmore, resigned. 

Andrew J. Runion to be postmaster at Hot Springs, N. C., 
in place of T. C. Frisbee, resigned. 

Lonnie R. Cowan to be postmaster at Marion, N. C., in place 
of W. M. Goodson, resigned. 

William F. Ballard to be postmaster at Mount Holly, N. C., 
in place of F. L. Abernethy, resigned. 

James L. Edwards to be postmaster at Newport, N. C., in 
place of L. A. Mann, appointee declined. 

Andrew T. Barkley to be postmaster at North Charlotte, 
N. C., in place of H. E. Garrison, resigned. 

Henry J. Whitt to be postmaster at Roxboro, N. C., in place 
of J. W. Chambers, resigned. 

Robert H. Dixon to be postmaster at Siler City, N. C., 
place of J. C. Wren, removed. 

Grace B. Fagg to be postmaster at Stoneville, N. C., in place 
of T. L. Smith, removed. 


Walter W. Redman to be postmaster at Pilot Mountain, 
N. C., in place of W. R. Badgett, removed. 

Alice W. Starr to be postmaster at Creswell, N. C., in place 
of C. E. Spruill, failed to qualify. 

John H. Hobson to be postmaster at Cleveland, N. C. Of- 
fice became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John H. Williams to be postmaster at Pikeville, N. C. Of- 
fice became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Mae A. Elliott to be postmaster at Union Mills, N. C. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

James H. Ramsay to be postmaster at Salisbury, N. C., in 
Dae 1 57 A. H. Boyden. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

„ 1923. 

William D. Farthing to be postmaster at Boone, N. C., in place 
of J. E. Brown. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Roscoe L. Nicholson to be postmaster at Brevard, N. C., in 
riage of W. M. Henry. Incumbent's commission expired July 

„1923. 

John F. Mathes to be postmaster at East Durham, N. C., in 
place of T. S. Booth. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

James H. Darden to be postmaster at Faison, N. C., in place 
of C. B. Daniels. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

John S. Downing to be postmaster at Fayetteville, N. C., in 
place of R. D. Jones. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 


Herman E. Upchurch to be postmaster at Four Oaks, N 
in place of S. H. Adams. Incumbent's commission explred Jul 
28, 1023. 

Willis A. Willcox to be postmaster at Halifax, N. C., in place 
of L. N. Fenner. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24. 
1922, 

Leah J. Franck to be postmaster at Jacksonville, N. C., in 
place of A. G. Walton. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Jacob M. Stancil to be postmaster at Kenly, N. C., in place 
of R. D. Edgerton. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Clifton H. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Murfreesboro, 
N. C., in place of J. D. Babb. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 5, 1922. 

Rosa J. Cooper to be postmaster at Nashville, N. C., in place 
of S. S. Gay. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 1923. 

George W. Cox to be postmaster at Raeford, N. C., in place 
of L. F. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923, 

Calvin L. Hill to be postmaster at Saluda, N. C., in place of 
J. B. Cullipher. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Jeremiah C. Meekins, jr., to be postmaster at Washington, 
N. C., in place of N. H. Moore. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired July 28, 1923. 

Richard A. Price to be postmaster at Weldon, N. C., in place 
of D. T. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

William P. King to be postmaster at Windsor, N. C., in place 
of Junius Bridger. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 


Hugh H. Parsons to be postmaster at Fessenden, N. Dak., in 
place of H. H. Parsons. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

OHIO. 


Garnet N. Engel to be postmaster at Avon Lake, Ohio. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Alva A. Loomis to be postmaster at Ellet, Ohio. Office became 
presidential April 1, 1923. 

Mary E. Basore to be postmaster at McGuffey, Ohio. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Raymond G. Copeland to be postmaster at Magnetic Springs, 
Ohio. Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

John MecCleery to be postmaster at Masury, Ohio. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

William L. Fortney to be postmaster at Nankin, Ohio. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Alta N. Johnson to be postmaster at Rushsylvania, Ohio. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1922. 

Charles M. Sauder to be postmaster at Smithville, Ohio. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Albert H. Soles to be postmaster at Buchtel, Ohio, in place 
of C. C. Graham, declined. 

Frank G. Pittenger to be postmaster at Dennison, Ohio, in 
place of J. S. Gossett, deceased. 

Fred B. Reed to be postmaster at Green Springs, Ohio, in 
place of A. D. Whiteman, resigned, 
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Ella L. Alstadt to be postmaster at Laurelville, Ohio, in place 
of W. A. Williamson, resigned. 

Charles W. Kennedy to be postmaster at Magnolia, Ohio, in 
place of S. E. Gotshall, resigned. 

Frank H. Miller to be postmaster at Mount Gilead, Ohio, in 
place of C. B. Chilcote, removed. 

William G. Corne te be postmaster at Newark, Ohio, in place 
of F. T. Mercer, removed. 

Cloyd M. Kieffer to be postmaster at Orryille, Ohio, in place 
of H. A. Flinn resigned. 

Maggie J. Olds to be postmaster at Orwell, Ohio, in place of 
Roy Goddard, resigned. 

George A. Fisher to be postmaster at Port Clinton, Ohio, in 
place of F. J. Mitchell, resigned. 

Fred Brockmeyer to be postmaster at Glendale, Ohio, in 
place of Edward Brichta, deceased. 

Effie W. Mansfield to be postmaster at Brilliant, Ohio, in 
place of J. E. Scamahorn, resigned. 

Russel A. Medaugh to be postmaster at Spencerville, Ohio, in 
place of W. W. Rider. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 23, 1923. 

Arthur J. Richardson to be postmaster at Ashtabula, Ohio, in 
place of C. A. Corbin. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 7 

Ambrose B. Wingate to be postmaster at Beach City, Ohio, in 
place of Wilber Winfield. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Fred O. Simpson to be postmaster at Belle Center, Ohio, in 
place of J. A. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Charles A. Bower to be postmaster at Bowerston, Ohio, in 
place of C. A. Bower. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Ralph P. Crane to be postmaster at Bowling Green, Ohio, in 
place of D. C. Van Voorhis. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Carl A. Brown to be postmaster at Bucyrus, Ohio, in place of 
Cc. F. Vollmer. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Fred D. Lodge to be postmaster at Columbiana, Ohio, in 
place of W. O. Wallace. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 23, 1923. 

Alexander C. McDonald to be postmaster at Coshocton, Ohio, 
in place of C. A. Lamberson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Starling . Trimble to be postmaster at Crestline, Ohio, in 
place of J. F. Bauer, Incumbent's commission expired August 
5. 1923. 

Arthur M. Eidson to be postmaster at Cygnet, Ohio, in place 
of A. M. Eidson. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Charles W. Shaffer to be postmaster at Doylestown, Ohio, in 
place of W. J. Deibel. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Guy W. Reuter to be postmaster at Fort Recovery, Ohio, in 
place of F. J. Sonderman, Incumbent's commission expired 
September 19, 1922. 

Earl H. Koger to be postmaster at Frankfort, Ohio, in place 
of J. G. Bell. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Alonzo B. Yarnell to be postmaster at Freeport, Ohio, in 
place of L. S. Green. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Harry R. Hurn to be postmaster at Gallipolis, Ohio, in place 
of L. B. Shaw. Incumbent’s commission expired September 23, 
1923. 

Norman B. Ervin, jr., to be postmaster at Gibsonburg, Ohio, 
in place of B. F. Reineck. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

James Lewis to be postmaster at Girard, Ohio, in place of 
E. L. Hauser. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Frank W. Howard to be postmaster at Grafton, Ohio, in 
place of James Finlayson. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Edward L. Jones to be postmaster at Granville, Ohio, in 
are J. H. Geach. Incumbent's commission expired August 

, 1928. 

Warren H. Noble to be postmaster at Greenwich, Ohio, in 
place of F. M. Black. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Jennie Pfeiffer to be postmaster at Grover Hill, Ohio, in place 
HS G. C. H. Hipp. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

William H. Tracy to be postmaster at Harrison, Ohio, in place 
5 M. J. Zimmerman. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

„ 1923. 
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Charles D. Bush to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, Ohio, in 
place of J. E. Robbins. Incumbent’s commission expired August 


Michael Effinger to be postmaster at Lancaster, Ohio, in place 
5 E Courtright, Incumbent’s commission expired August 

Lincoln A. Slusser to be postmaster at Louisville, Ohio, in 
aaao P. J. Beueler. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

Francis M. Fletcher to be postmaster at McComb, Ohio, In 
piece OF L. E. Bierer. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

William A. Cunningham to be postmaster at Malvern, Ohio, 
in place of R. T. Spratt. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Louis K. Carroll to be postmaster at Manchester, Ohio, in 
ee H. C. Brown. Incumbent's commission expired August 

Walter 8. Bradford to be postmaster at Mansfield, Ohio, in 
place of F. M. Bushnell. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Heyward Long to be postmaster at Martins Ferry, Ohio, in 
place of J. E. Blackford. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Charles E. Penquite to be postmaster at Mason, Ohio, in 
place of C. E. Penquite. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Pearl C. Brown (Mr.) to be postmaster at Middlefield, Ohio, 
in place of R. V. White. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5. 1923. 

Plummer Beeson to be postmaster at Middleport, Ohio, in 
place of L. N. Gerber. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

George L. Sayles to be postmaster at Milan, Ohio, in place 
of R. E. Sickinger. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Freneh C. Stillings to be postmaster at Milford Center, Ohio, 
in place of H. E. McConnell. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Dewey H. Beck to be postmaster at Monroeville, Ohio, in 
place of Albert Sayers. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Calvin L. Hartline to be postmaster at Newcomerstown, 
Ohio, in place of J. O. Shaw. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

Harry M. Day to be postmaster at New Richmond, Ohio, in 
place of F. N. Cary. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Albert S. Nye to be postmaster at New Washington, Ohio, 
in place of Henry Becker, jr. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 19238. 

Robert G. Goff to be postmaster at Painesville, Ohio, in place 
of S. D. Carroll. Incumbent’s commission expired September 
19, 1922. 

Marshall O. Brooke to be postmaster at Peebles, Ohio, in 
place of O. C. Ryan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
20, 1923. 

William E. Whitcomb to be postmaster at Perrysville, Ohio, 
in place of C. R. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Frank B. McCullough to be postmaster at Plain City, Ohio, 
in place of E. C. Chapman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

William M. Johns to be postmaster at Plymouth, Ohio, in 
place of O. S. Earnest. Incumbent's commission expired July 
21, 1921. 

Aaron W. Hartley to be postmaster at Pomeroy, Ohio, in place 
of H. J. Blackmore. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Clarence R. Seymour to be postmaster at Ravenna, Ohio, in 
place of A. H. Austin. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Olive Toland to be postmaster at Rayland, Ohio, in place of 
M. E. Gillespie. Incumbent’s commission expired September 23, 
1923. 

Egbert H. Mack to be postmaster at Sandusky, Ohio, in place 
of J. A. Ryan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

James A. Downs to be postmaster at Scio, Ohio, in place of 
G. O. Canaga. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Fred O. Foster to be postmaster at Seville, Ohio, in place of 
F. F. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Alva H. Anderson to be postmaster at Shelby, Ohio, in place 
of F. C. Schiffer. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 


1923. 


Harry Oldham to be postmaster at Sidney, Ohio, in place of 
Val Lee. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 


Carl S. Penn to be postmaster at Smithfield, Ohio, in place of 


* 
1921. 

Elmer E. Weaver to be postmaster at Sugarcreek, Ohio, in 
place of E. W. Fisher. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Oral H. Hilborn to be postmaster at Tiro, Ohio, in place of 
M. J. Humphrey. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

William W. Keepers to be postmaster at Uhrichsville, Ohio, 
in place of L. K. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Ralph L. Stamm to be postmaster at Versailles, Ohio, in 
place of C. W. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 23, 1923. 

George W. Hassenier to be postmaster at Wapakoneta, Ohio, 
in place of A. E. Schaffer. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

William E. Reed to be postmaster at West Lafayette, Ohio, 
in place of Welker Besst. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Milton W. Stout to be postmaster at West Liberty, Ohio, in 
place of H. B. Popps. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 


Flenniken. Incumbent’s commission expired July 21, 


OKLAHOMA, 


Severee L. Massie to be postmaster at Tyrone, Okla., in place 
of C. M. Philpott, resigned. 

Roy Patton to be postmaster at Ames, Okla. 
presidential April 1, 1921. 

Frank S. Nipper to be postmaster at Apperson, Okla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Roy Patterson to be postmaster at Capron, Okla. Office be- 
caine presidential July 1, 1923. 

Roy M. Muse (Mrs.), to be postmaster at Elmore City, Okla. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 
` Orya A. Crouch to be postmaster at May, Okla. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 


Office became 


Robert A. Covington to be postmaster at Pernell, Okla. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Frank W. Fuller to be postmaster at Ringwood, Okla. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1920. 

William A. Vassar to be postmaster at Tryon, Okla. Office 
became presicential October 1, 1923. 

Robert W. Small tō be postmaster at Webb City, Okla, Office 


became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Royal F. Hall to be postmaster at Boise City, Okla., in place 
of Odalee Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1928. 

William H. Maxey to be postmaster at Randlett, Okla., in 
place of W. H. Maxey. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Harrison Brown to be postmaster at Watonga, Okla., in 
place of R. I. Temple. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 13, 1922. 

Myrta V. Ballenger to be postmaster at Woodward Okla., in 
place of Laura Houston. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

OREGON. 


James J. Hogan to be postmaster at Bend, Oreg., in place of 
W. H. Hudson, resigned. 

Lester A. Cawlfield to be postmaster at Crane, Oreg., in place 
of R. R, Cain, resigned. 

Duncan E. Douglas to be postmaster at Marshfield, Oreg., in 
place of H. P. McLain, resigned. 

Elmer Hopkins to be postmaster at Milton, Oreg., in place of 
S. B. Shangle, resigned. 

Clifford S. Benson to be postmaster at Reedsport, Oreg., in 
place of Joseph Lyons, resigned, 

Charles W. Perry to be postmaster at Richland, Oreg., in 
place of Oscar Kendall, resigned. 

Curtis C. Heidrich to be postmaster at Chiloquin, Oreg, Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

William T. Phy to be postmaster at Hot Lake, Oreg. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Emma L, Hufstater to be postmaster at Knappa, Oreg. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Evelyn D. Davenport to be postmaster at Oak Grove, Oreg. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Fred D. Wagner to be postmaster at Ashland, Oreg., in place 
15 E. J. Kaiser. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 
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Henry A. Barrett to be postmaster at Athena, Oreg., in place 
of C. O. Henry. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Diana Snyder to be postmaster at Aurora, Oreg., in place of 
Diana Snyder. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Arthur C. Wahl to be postmaster at Banks, Oreg., in place of 
H. G. Atlee. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Willis C. Cady to be postmaster at Beaverton, Oreg., in place 
12 5 E. Hedge. Incumbents commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

William H. Hays to be postmaster at Brownsville, Oreg., in 
place of J. P. Cooley. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Arley A. Sollinger to be postmaster at Canyon City, Oreg., 
in place of Margaret Clark. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

William G. Hoover to be postmaster at Fossil, Oreg., in place 
y 0 . W. Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1 1 

Frank W. Castor to be postmaster at Haines, Oreg., in place 
o C. W. Holloman. Incumbent's commission expired October 

4, 1922. 

Nellie Elliott to be postmaster at John Day, Oreg., in place 
of Nellie Elliott. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Fred P. Cronemiller to be postmaster at Lakeview, Oreg., 
in place of C. A. White. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. S 

William R. Cook to be postmaster at Madras, Oreg., in place 
of W. R. Cook. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Otis A. Wolverton to be postmaster at Monmouth, Oreg., in 
place of Archie Parker. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 5, 1922. 

Gaphart D. Ebner to be postmaster at Mount Angel, Oreg., 
in place of G. D. Ebner. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Pauline W. Platt to be postmaster at Ontario, Oreg., in place 
of J. H. Gregg. Incumbents commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Cora Macoon to be postmaster at Warrenton, Oreg., in place 
of Cora Macoon. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Nellie P. Satchwell to be postmaster at Shedd, Oreg. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Andrew R. Siegmund to be postmaster at Gervais, Oreg., in 
place of M. T. Mangold. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Oliver P. Shoemaker to be postmaster at Newport, Oreg., in 
place of W. R. Hamer. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


Edward G. Carper to be postmaster at Roaring Springs, Pa., 
in place of R. E. Burket. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 13, 1922. 

Luther P. Ross to be postmaster at Saxton, Pa., in place of 
W. T. Benner. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

John F. Schwarztrauber to be postmaster at Archbald, Pa., in 
place of T. W. Loftus. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. s 

John R. Baltz to be postmaster at Ardmore, Pa., in place of 
A. L. Reinhold. Incumbent’s commission expired September 19, 
1922. + 

Nettie Beatty to be postmaster at Beatty, Pa., in place of 
ee Beatty. Incumbent's comniission expired September 25, 
1923. 

Archie W. Leech to be postmaster at Beaverdale, Pa., in place 
or A. W. Leech. Incumbent's commission expired September 10, 

23. 

William Brice, jr., to be postmaster at Bedford, Pa., in place 
of Americus Enfield. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 26, 1922. 

Will O. Depp to be postmaster at Big Run, Pa., in place of 
U. G. Bowers. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Luther F. Gilbert to be postmaster at Boyertown, Pa., in place 
of G. D. Schoenly. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1928. 


Robert P. Habgood to be postmaster at Bradford, Pa., in 
place of J. G. Paul. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

William B. Edmiston to be postmaster at Brownsville, Pa., 
in place of J. A. Robinson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 
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George II. Houck to be postmaster at Cairnbrook, Pa., in place 


say H. Houck. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1 

William W. Latta to be postmaster at California, Pa., in 
place of J. E. Coatsworth. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Sarah E. Richey to be postmaster at Carmichaels, Pa., in 
place of L. W. Davidson. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Lawrence E. Grieff to be postmaster at Carrolltown, Pa., in 
place of G. E. Hipps. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Frank U. Armstrong to be postmaster at Cheswick, Pa., in 
place of L. C. Lockerman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Samuel F. Brush to be postmaster at Clarion, Pa., in place 
of A. F. Hess. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Harry O. Campsey to be postmaster at Claysville, Pa., in 
place of E. D. Noble. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Charles C. Sommers to be postmaster at Clifton Heights, Pa., 
in place of Bernard Doherty. Incumbent's commission expired 
October 24, 1923. 

Harry M. Logan to be postmaster at Conshohocken, Pa., in 
place of E. J. Rafferty. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

William M. Heaps to be postmaster at Darby, Pa., in place 
of J. J. Ellison. Ineumbent’s commission expired August 20, 
1928. 

Millard F. Hauser to be postmaster at Delaware Water Gap, 
Pa., in place of H. L. Edinger. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 

Samuel A. Morrison to be postmaster at Delmont, Pa., in 
place of ©. W. Blose. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 25, 1923. 

Clarence E. Keffel to be postmaster at Donora, Pa., in place 
of A. J. Vernon. Incumbent’s commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

Charles R. Kschinka to be postmaster at Dushore, Pa., in 
place of E. M. Dailey. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 

gust 5, 1923. 

JJV ͤĩ ͤ——— 8 Brady, Pa., in 
place of Emma Claughsey. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Harry C. Best to be postmaster at Enon Valley, Pa., in 
place of M. E. Nye. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
20, 1928. 

Mary S. Moore to be postmaster at Everson, Pa., in place of 
D. J. O'Brien. Incumbent’s commission expired March 16, 
1923. 

Roy R. Rhodes to be postmaster at Freedom, Pa., in place 
of H. G. Schleiter. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Edward E. Fricker to be postmaster at Glenside, Pa., in 
place of E. E. Fricker. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

John B. Chase to be postmaster at Greenville, Pa., in place 
of L. B. Rowley. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1023. 

Irene M. Tiffany to be postmaster at Hallstead, Pa., in place 
of D. E. Hanrahan. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

William R. Smith to be postmaster at Harmony, Pa., in 
place of M. L. Simons. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
20, 1923. 

Benjamin F. Jenkins to be postmaster at Jeannette, Pa., in 
place of R. T. Hugus. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Charles C. Young to be postmaster at Jersey Shore, Pa., in 
place of F. B. Dunkle. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Lionel W. Stevens to be postmaster at Knoxville, Pa., in place 
of C. N. Stevens. Incumbent's position expired August 5, 1923. 

Anna R. Parker to be postmaster at Kulpmont, Pa., in place 
of J. J. Hanlon. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 


1923. 

George J. Thumm to be postmaster at Lansdale, Pa., in place 

ot 5 Rodgers, jr. Incumbent's commission expired August 
a. 

Emory B. Collins to be postmaster at Littlestown, Pa., in 
place of E. D. Buckey. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 20, 1923. 

Claude W. Keiser to be postmaster at Lykens, Pa., in place of 
C. A. Hoff. Incumbent’s commission expired October 13, 1923. 


Wellesley H. Greathead to be postmaster at McConnellsburg, 
Pa., in place of B. C. Lumberson, Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

Mabel S. Wetzel to be postmaster at Middleburg, Pa., in place 
of J. W. Runkle. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 


Tillie U. McLaughlin to be postmaster at Midway, Pa., in 
place of T. U. McLaughlin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Maurice G. Coffey to be postmaster at Mill Hall, Pa., in place 
of H. G. Flanigan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 

Agnes M. Whalen to be postmaster at Morris Run, Pa., in 
place of J. W. Kelly. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 30, 1923. 

Jolin W. Clouse to be postmaster at Moscow, Pa., in place of 
J. W. Clouse. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Charles Lunden to be postmaster at Mount Jewett, Pa., in 
place of E. R. Benson. Incumbent’s commission expire i Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Thomas B. Painter to be postmaster at Muncy, Pa., in place 
83 Wood. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 

Everett ©. Davis to be postmaster at Nanty Glo, Pa., in 
pan 5 75 E. C. Davis. Incumbent's commission expired August 

William E. Henry to be postmaster at Nazareth, Pa., in oat 
— E. Knecht. Incumbent's commission expired August 5 

Samuel M. Smith to be postmaster at New Cumberland, Pa., 
in place of G. W. Heffelman. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Clinton B. White to be postmaster at New Wilmington, Pa., 
in place of D. M. Means. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Bert D. Stephens to be postmaster at Nicholson, Pa., in place 
of Edward Ace. Incumbent's commission expired December 23, 


David B. Seasholtz to be postmaster at North Wales, Pa., in 
place of Thomas Rorer. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Samuel J. Matthews to be postmaster at Olyphant, Pa., in 
place of T. F. McHale. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 3, 1923. 

Raymond A. Kistler to be postmaster at Palmerton, Pa., in 
place of A. A. Ziegenfus. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 

Nora L. Pickering te be postmaster at Peckville, Pa., in place 
5 L. Pickering. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 

George B. Wilcox to be postmaster at Portland. Pa., in place 
a Jee B. Wilcox. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 

Teresa G. Burke to be postmaster at Renova, Pa., in place of 
S. B. Ryder. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 1923. 

William M. Thomas to be postmaster at Ridgway, Pa., in 
place of B. P. McNulty. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Eranlous E. Bentel to be postmaster at Rochester, Pa., in 
place of W. A. Ketterer. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Albert S. Grosh to be postmaster at St. Marys, Pa., in place of 
—.— Cashman. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Eberhard D. Smith to be postmaster at Sellersville, Pa., in 
prece Aa H. E. Barndt. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

„ 1 

Richard L. Harpel to be postmaster at Sinking Spring, Pa., 
in place of R. K. Zechman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 

Harry L. Kelley to be postmaster at Slippery Rock, Pa., in 
place of O. K. Bingham. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Charles D. Gramling to be postmaster at South Fork, Pa., in 
8 J. J. Kinney. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

, 1923. 

Frank G. Jones to be postmaster at Spartansburg, Pa., in 
place of J. A. Rifenberick. Incumbent's commission 
October 24, 1922. 

Harry H. Hawkins to be postmaster at Spring Grove, Pa., in 
place of J. S. Stambaugh. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Delos M. Graham to be postmaster at Starjunction, Pa., in 
place of D. M. Graham. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 


1923. 
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Walter B. Parker to be postmaster at Stoneboro, Pa., in place 
of J. P. Hines. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Robert E. Frech to be postmaster at Stowe, Pa., in place 
of L. W. Bechtel. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Maurice F. O'Connel to be postmaster at Susquehanna, Pa., 
in place of J. P. McMahon. 
August 5, 1923. 

Hulett M. Turner to be postmaster at Towanda, Pa., in place 
of J. W. Keating. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Gordon C. Kuhns to be postmaster at Trevorton, Pa., in place 
of M. J. O'Connor. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Harry A. Thompson to be postmaster at Tyrone, Pa., in place 
of A. S. Garman. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

William E. Bowers to be postmaster at Waynesboro, Pa., in 
place of J. W. Warehime. Ineumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Benjamin F. Edwards to be postmaster at Wellsboro, Pa., in 
place of O. H. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. x 

Charles F. Wenrich to be postmaster at Wernersville, Pa., in 
place of C. F. Wenrich. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 20, 1923. 

Frances H. Diven to be postmaster at West Bridgewater, Pa., 
in place of F. H. Diven. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Wayne Elliott to be postmaster at West Chester, Pa., in 
place of G. L. Rettew. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5. 1923. 

Lewis E. Knapp to be postmaster at Westfield, Pa., in place 
of F. M. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

John G. McCune to be postmaster at West Newton, Pa., in 
place of C. L. Kamerer. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 25, 1923. z 

Susanna S. Hartman to be postmaster at Yardley, Pa., in 
place of S. S. Hartman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Verner F. Eichholtz to be postmaster at Zelienople, Pa., in 
place of W. F. Burr. Iucumbent's commission expired August 
20, 1923. 


Phares S. Auxer to be postmaster at Mountville, Pa. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1920. 

Henry O. Sutter to be postmaster at Allison Park, Pa. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Stanley L. Bechtel to be postmaster at Bally, Pa. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

Hope B. Sterner to be postmaster at Dewart, Pa. Office be- 


came presidential July 1, 1923. 

James A. Magoun to be postmaster at Dingmans Ferry, Pa. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Oscar W. Welsh to be postmaster at Douglassville. Pa. 
fice became presidential April 1, 1923. 

John A. Passmore to be postmaster at Gillett, Pa. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 


Of- 


William Irey to be postmaster at Glenmoore, Pa. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Riddile S. Rankin to be postmaster at Hickory, Pa. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Frank E. Tiffany to be postmaster at Kingsley, Pa. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Harry M. Stauffer to be postmaster at Leola; Pa. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

Henry B. Haines to be postmaster at Maytown, Pa. Office 


became presidential January 1, 1923. 
Emma ©. Roseboro to be postmaster at Pomeroy, Pa. 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 


Office 


Howard Sterner to be postmaster at Richlandtown, Pa. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1921. 
Peter L. Rohrer to be postmaster at Smoketown, Pa. Office 


became presidential April 1. 1923. 

George N. Turner to be postmaster at Toughkenamon, Pa. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Jerold J. O'Connell to be postmaster at Valley Forge, Pa. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Russell M. Hartman to be postmaster at Arnold, Pa., in place 
of J- A. Miller, resigned. 

Wayne M. Culley to be postmaster at Burgettstown, Pa., in 
place of J. G. Scott, removed. 

Otis J. Pandel to be postmaster at Burnham, Pa., in place of 
C. W. Gibbs, resigned. 


Incumbent’s commission expired 


Beulah Oswalt to be postmaster at Clarence, Pa., in place of 
W. M. Oswalt, resigned. 

Warren S. Henderson to be postmaster at Downingtown, Pa., 
in place of F. W. McClure, removed. 

Luther J. Lukehart to be postmaster at Dubois, Pa., in place 
of W. T. Evans, resigned. 

William R. Colflesh to be postmaster at East Downingtown, 
Pa., in place of P. C. Zittle, resigned. 

Augustine W. Boslet to be postmaster at Elmora, Pa., in place 
of John Stephenson, resigned. 

Fred L. Webster to be postmaster at Emporium, Pa., in place 
of P. H. Egan, deceased. 

John C. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Everett, Pa., in 
place of W. R. Speer, resigned. 

Constanty Tarnowski to be postamster at Glenlyon, Pa., in 
place of John Dzurik, removed. 

Warren R. Grove to be postmaster at Greencastle, Pa., in 
place of W. J. Patton, resigned. 

Theodore J. Reese to be postmaster at Jenners, Pa., in place 
of J. H. Barnett, resigned. 

William H. Law to be postmaster at Koppel, Pa., in place of 
Louise Martin, resigned. 

Charles B. Bishop to be postmaster at Morton, Pa., in place 
of T. E. Rudolph, resigned. 

William E. Marsden to be postmaster at Nesquehoning, Pa., 
in place of J. J. McArdle, removed. 

Naomi G. Hazell to be postmaster at Norwood Station, Pa., 
in place of F. P. D. Hazell, resigned. 

Thomas Y. Tarlton to be postmaster at Summithill, Pa., in 
place of J. W. McFadden, resigned. 

Carl H. Borgeson to be postmaster at Wilcox, Pa., in place of 
J. F. Mann, removed. 

J. Mateer Pollock to be postmaster at Wilmerding, Pa., in 
place of J. T. Born, resigned. 2 

Ruth S. Waters to be postmaster at Dallas, Pa., in place of 
D. A. Waters, declined. 

Warren Ruth to be postmaster at Malvern, Pa., in place of 
W. G. Biddison, deceased. 

Bertha J. Brobst to be postmaster at Shickshinny, Pa., in 
place of B. W. Brobst, deceased. 

Nell Blackburn to be postmaster at Trafford, Pa., in place of 
R. A. McCall, removed. 

George Glenn to be postmaster at State College, Pa., in place 
of J. M. Williams, deceased. 

Onward A. Rodefer to be postmaster at New Salem, Pa., 
in pluce of William Boyd, sr., resigned. 

Frank Kerr to be postmaster at Madera, Pa., in place of E. J. 
Johnson, resigned. 

Glenn V. Rice to be postmaster at Eldred, Pa., in place of 
©. D. Kelley, resigned. 

Clarence E. Roseberry to be postmaster at Clearfield, Pa., in 
place of W. E. Tobias, resigned. 

John K. Hagerty to be postmaster at Chester, Pa., in place 
of W. H. Nelson, deceased. 

Margaret L. McKee to be postmaster at Clintonville, Pa. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1923. 

William S. Durham to be postmaster at Mont Clare, Pa. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Clarence ©. Bowser to be postmaster at Renfrew, Pa. 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

John Skweir to be postmaster at McAdoo, Pa., in place of 
G. F. Carr. Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1921. 

Curry M. Hurd to be postmaster at Mahaffey, Pa., in place of 
B. W. McCracken. Incumbent's commission expired September 
13. 1022. 

John L. Eppley to be postmaster at Mechanicsburg, Pa., in 
place of M. M. Dougherty. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Samuel L. Rogers to be postmaster at Newell, Pa., in place 
of C. E. Dusenberry. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
20, 1923. 

Raymond R. Strickler to be postmaster at Perryopolis, Pa., in 
place of N. S. Byers. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

M. Grace Gingery to be postmaster at Woodland, Pa., in place 
of J. N. Palmer. Incumbent’s commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

John F. Parrish to be postmaster at Cresson, Pa., in place 
of $ R. Callan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

George W. Larkins to be postmaster at Ford City, Pa., in 
place of C. B. Duff. Ineumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Smith A. Mayers to be postmaster at Grove City, Pa., in place 
of W. W. Van Ernan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 


Office 
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Lula Bufle to be postmaster at Lock No. 4, Pa., in place 
of Lula Buffle. Incumbent’s commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

V. Ralph Miller to be postmaster at New Oxford, Pa., in 
place of T. E. Warner. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

August W. Porter to be postmaster at Springdale, Pa., in 
place of J. W. Hutchinson. Incumbent’s. commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Helen L. Chaffee to be postmaster at Wesleyville, Pa., in 
Place of H. L. Chaffee: Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 30, 1923. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Dora Cone Folk to be postmaster at Brunson, S. C., in place 
of H. H. Gooding. Incumbent’s commission expired September 
19, 1922, 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


John V. Drips. to be postmaster at Belvidere, S. Dak. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Frank B. Sherwood, to be postmaster at Cottonwood, S. Dak. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

William F. D. Ackermann to be postmaster at Kaylor, S. Dak. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

John G. Wordeman to be postmaster at Martin, S. Dak. Office 
hecame presidential April 1, 1923. 

Edward J. Groat to be postmaster at Thunder Hawk, S. Dak. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

John W. Woods to be postmaster at Worthing, S. Dak. Office 
became presidential October 1. 1923. 

Arthur W. Siegele to be postmaster at Herreid. S. Dak., in 
place of A. M. Damberger, removed. 

Albert Koehne: to be postmaster at Oldham, S. Dak., in place 
of R. M. Dahlen, resigned. 

Arthur D. Flagg to be postmaster at Buffalo, S. Dak., in 
place of A. D. Flagg. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust: 29, 1923. 

Leonard J. Walker to be postmaster at Carthage, S. Dak. 
in place of G. M. Barnett. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 5 

William: W. Sour to be postmaster at Castlewood, S. Dak., 
in place of E. H. White. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28; 1923. 

Charles S. Kingsbury to be postmaster at Dallas, S. Dak, 
in place of C. S. Kingsbury. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 

Clyde J. Bowell to be postmaster at Edgemont, S. Dak., in 
place of J. R. Fegan. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28. 1923. 

Winfred E. Whittemore to be postmaster at Estelline, S. Dak., 
in place of G. F. Davis. Ineumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Alma J. McCormack to be postmaster at Faith, S. Dak., in 
place of A. J. McCormack. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28; 1923. 

Lee E. Buck to be postmaster at Flandreau, S. Dak., in place 
of A. J. Littig: Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Hattie L. Meyer to be postmaster at Florence, S. Dak., in 
place of H. L. Meyer: Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Alton E. Lewis to be pestmaster at Henry, S. Dak., in place 
3 P. H. Murphy. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

923. 

Clyle L. Buttrick to be postmaster at Isabel, S. Dak., in 
place en Anton Koch. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Linville: Miles to be postmaster at Langford, S. Dak., in place 
of Linville Miles. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Henry Rohrer to be postmaster at Madison, S. Dak., in place 
of William Lowe. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. : 

John M. Williams to be postmaster at Miller, S. Dak., in 
place of J. T. McCullen, Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Clarence M. Matter to be postmaster at Orient, S. Dak., in 
place of Lena Salomo. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Fred S. Williams to be postmaster at Pierre, S. Dak., in place 
of J. M. Holm. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923. 


Oliver C. Ross to be postmaster at Pine Ridge, S. Dak., in 
place of O. C. Ross. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
28, 1022. 
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Robert G. Andis to be postmaster at Presho, S. Dak., in place 
of C. H. West. Incumbent's commission expired July 28; 1923. 
John Larson to be postmaster at Pukwana, S. Dak., in place of 
Frank Morrow. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 
John H. Mathias to be at Rapid City, S. Dak., in 
8 T. B. Werner. Incumbent's commission expired July 

U 

John W. Rydell to be postmaster at Rosholt, S. Dak., in place 
of J. W. Rydell. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Fred J. Seals to be postmaster at Spearfish, S. Dak., in place 
otii S. Billington. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1 

Gust M. Eggen to be postmaster at Vienna, S. Dak., in place 
of R. S. Owen. Incumbent's commission expired July 28. 1923. 

Victor M. Dalthorp to be postmaster at Volga, S. Dak., in 
place pot V. M. Dalthorp. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Eduard A. Wearne to be postmaster at Webster, S. Dak.. in 
place of M. M. Judge. Incumbents commission. expired July 
28, 1923. 

Guy M. King to be postmaster at Wessington, S. Dak., in 
1 J. I. McNeil. Incumbent's commission expired July 

, 1921. 

Volney T. Warner to be postmaster at Woonsocket, S. Dak., 
in place of H. J. Hobart. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28. 1923. 

John D. Evans to be postmaster at Alpena, S. Dak., in place 
of J. D. Evans. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Benjamin D. Kidman to be postmaster at Bigstone City, 
S. Dak., in place of P. H. Clute. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 23, 1922. 

Willard O. Dailey to be postmaster at Bison, S. Dak., in 
pa SA L. I. Bingham. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

Leroy A. Gage to be postmaster at Bryant, S. Dak., in place 
of L. X. Gage. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Frank I. Neal to be postmaster at Aurora, S. Dak. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Emil O. Vondracek to be postmaster at Yale, S. Dak. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 


TENNESSEE. 


Ernest C. Lowery to be postmaster at Leoma, Tenn., in place 
of D; H. Brock, resigned. 

Bassil G. Taylor to be postmaster at Mason, Tenn., in place 
of J. G. Taylor. removed, 

Willlam S. Weatherly to be postmaster at Puryear, Tenn., in 
place of C. K. Burton, removed. 

William E. Hudgins to be postmaster at Union City, Tenn., 
in place of G. W. Phebus, jr., resigned. 

Baltis L. Kemp to be postmaster at Adamsville, Tenn., in 
place of G. A. Sipes, resigned. 

Lucile Brown to be postmaster at Cornersville, Tenn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923: 

Albert W. Layne to be postmaster at Dunlap, Tenn. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1921. 

Clara M. Cain to be postmaster at Bradford, Tenn., in place 
of B. W. Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27; 
ao a 

Joseph F. Morrow to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, Tenn., 
in place of J. R. Alexander. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 27, 1923. 

Charley M. Mount to be postmaster at Franklin, Tenn., in 
place of T. P. Rucker. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Edgar P. Stubblefield to be postmaster at Morrison, Tenn., 
in place of J. J. Darnell. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 5, 1923. 

A. Henderson Johnson to be postmaster at Newbern, Tenn., 
in place of B. F. Grisham. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 5, 1923. 

Hugh G. Haworth to be postmaster at New Market, Tenn., in 
place of H. G. Haworth. Incumbents commission expired 
September 5, 1923. 

Colpy Upton to be postmaster at Obion, Tenn., in place of 
G. B. Baird. Incumbent's commission expired February 13, 
1923. 

Thomas E. Jones to be postmaster at Prospect Station, Tenn., 
in place of Ben G. Mason. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 5, 1923. 

William E. Stone to be postmaster at Selmer, Tenn., in place 
of M. E. Perkins. Incumbent's commission. expired July 28, 
1923. 


1923. 
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Wilbur Walker to be postmaster at Tiptonville, Tenn., in 
place of L. M. Stanley. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1923. 

TEXAS. 


Mande L. Tucker to be postmaster at Idalou, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

David W. Thompson to be postmaster at Keltys, Tex. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Maude W. Hoople to be postmaster at Lorenzo, Tex. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Charles W. Silliman to be postmaster at Ganado, Tex., in 
place of W. N. Fields, resigned. 

Andrew J. Harrison to be postmaster at Goldthwaite, Tex., 
in place of P. H. Clements, resigned. 

John K. Seale to be postmaster at Hull, Tex., in place of 
J. W. Stubblefield, declined. 

Carl F. Kluge to be postmaster at Linden, Tex., in place of 
W. ©. Blalock, resigned. 

William L. Evans to be postmaster at Lufkin, Tex., in place 
of O. J. Lang, deceased. 

Edward M. Tracy to be postmaster at Victoria, Tex., in place 
of E. R. Fleming, deceased. 

Roscoe L. Garver to be postmaster at Van Alstyne, Tex., in 
place of J. S. Spradley, resigned. 

Grover C. Stephens to be postmaster at Sterra Blanea, Tex., 
in place of J. P. Stephens, resigned. 

Gayle T. Snedecor to be postmaster at Rosenberg, Tex., in 
place of Herman Beyer, resigned. 

Henry L. Cullender to be postmaster at Seminary Hill, Tex., 
in place of Michel Abdelmessih, deceased. 

Bessie Jackson to be postmaster at Paint Rock, Tex., in 
place of E. B. MeCully, removed. 

Helen Newton to be postmaster at Morgan, Tex., in place of 
J. M. Bonds, resigned. 

James M. Cottle to be postmaster at Moran, Tex., in place of 
Cicero Harper, resigned. 

Charles E. Smith to be postmaster at Kerens, Tex., in place 
of C. T. McConnico, deceased. 

James M. Everett to be postmaster at Hedley, Tex., in place 
of J, H. Richey, resigned. 

Emma J. Cleveland to be postmaster at Grand Prairie, Tex., 
in place of S. S. Tullos, resigned. 

Arno L. Wahrmund to be postmaster at Eagle Lake, Tex., in 
place of S. H. Little, resigned. 

John M. Clark to be postmaster at Como, Tex., in place of 
A. J. Page, resigned. 

Josie D. Jackson to be postmaster at Center Point, Tex., in 
place of G. E. Thomas, removed. 

Claude F. Riley to be postmaster at Canton, Tex., in place 
of B. H. McKinnon, jr., resigned. | 

Harry N. Cook to be postmaster at Brady, Tex., in place of | 
A. B. Reagan, resigned. Í 

Defsy N. Garrard to be postmaster at Batson, Tex., in place | 
of H. B. Rushing, resigned. i | 

Joel A. Reese to be postmaster at Ballinger, Tex., in place 
of C. S. Guin, resigned. 

Roberta G. Sterrett to be postmaster at Albany, Tex., in 
place of F. K. Sterrett, deceased. 

Anderson J. Hixson to be postmaster at Abbott, Tex. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Marion G. Hedrick to be postmaster at Mirando City, Tex. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Mildred Hughes to be postmaster at Onalaska, Tex. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Claud A. Minton to be postmaster at Pioneer, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1923. 

Arthur N. Brown, jr., to be postmaster at Richland, Tex. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1922. 

Walter Kurz to be postmaster at Somerset, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1923. 

Josie I. Coleman to be postmaster at Tehuacana, Tex. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1922. 

Homer G. Robinson to be postmaster at Quitman, Tex., in 
place of W. L. Crofford. Incumbent’s commission expired Octo- 
ber 24, 1922. 

Elmer I. Wade to be postmaster at Rockdale, Tex., in place 
of H. P. Talley. Incumbent’s commission expired October 24, 
1922. 

Kelsey R. Dort to be postmaster at St. Jo, Tex., in place of 
W. E. Bellah. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

John M. Cape to be postmaster at San Marcos, Tex., in place 
oon T. Jackman. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
Riley M. Foster to be postmaster at Saratoga, Tex., in place 
of J. L. Sandel. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 


May Murray to be postmaster at Sonora, Tex,, in place of 
mer, Murray. Incumbents commission expired November 21, 

Nelson L. Yates to be postmaster at Stratford, Tex., in place 
25 pace Jackson. Ineumbent's commission expired January 

James I. Dunn to be postmaster at Tioga, Tex., in place of 
co Sharp. Incumbent's commission expired September 5, 

Ralph D. Gilbert to be postmaster at Trinity, Tex., in place 
7 5 R. Arnold. Incumbent's commission expired December 6, 

Vera Butler to be postmaster at Troup, Tex., in place of A. S. 
Jarvis. Ineumbent's commission expired July 21, 1921. 

John A. Emmitt to be postmaster at Tulia, Tex., in place of 
J. W. Grigg. Incumbent's commission expired April 6, 1922. 

R. Emory Howle to be postmaster at Venus, Tex., in place of 
7775 Hornbuckle. Incumbent's commission expired July 21, 

William G. McClain to be postmaster at Waxahachie, Tex., 
in place of J. W. Singleton. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Alphonso S. Butler to be postmaster at Winona, Tex., in place 
of T. W. Shank. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Lindsey C. Payton to be postmaster at Albilene, Tex., in place 
5 1 E. Rankin. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

Mack M. Pittman to be postmaster at Annona, Tex., in plaee 
of E. M. Dellinger. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 


Ernest E. Cornelius to be postmaster at Athens, Tex., in place 
of A. B. Culbertson. Incumbent's commission expired August 
15, 1923. : 

Frederick W. Guffy to be postmaster at Belton, Tex., in place 
eS G. Vick. Ineumbent’s commission expired August 29, 

X 

Edith M. Bursey to be postmaster at Brackettville, Tex., in 
place tes E. M. Bursey. Ineumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1 

Elizabeth A. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Bullard, Tex., 
5 eo of J. E. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

„ 1923. 

William P. Lace to be postmaster at Burleson, Tex., in place 
of R. G. Bransom. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Henry M. Bridges to be postmaster at Campbell, Tex., in place 
of F. R. Ridley. Incumbent's commission expired September 5, 
1922. 

Winnie B. Carroll to be postmaster at Center, Tex., in place 


| of J. D. Redditt. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5, 


1922. 

Alfred A. Thomas to be postmaster at Chandler, Tex., in place 
of A. A. Thomas. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 5, 1922. 

John W. Triplitt to be postmaster at Cisco, Tex., in place of 
R. A. St. John. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 
Homer Glaseoe to be postmaster at Clarendon, Tex., in place 


| of C. C. Powell. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 


James L. Reed to be postmaster at Clarksville, Tex., in place 
of J. F. Kunkel. Incumbent's commission expired September 5, 
1922. 

Etta Varley to be postmaster at Collinsville, Tex., in place of 
C. F. Goodman. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Owen D. Holleman to be postmaster at Corpus Christi, Tex., 
in place of G. B. Welch. Ineumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Wellington T. Cutler to be postmaster at Crockett, Tex., in 
Hep s oe W. Hail. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 

r 5, 8 

Chess W. Barr to be postmaster at Cross Plains, Tex., in place 
of R. H. Davanay. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

William A. Conner to be postmaster at Dawson, Tex., in 
pan ay J. A. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

Wilson I. Lawler to be postmaster at Deport, Tex., in place of 
S. H. Bell. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Francis C. Elam to be postmaster at Edgewood, Tex., in 
place of S. P. Wilcoxson. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 21, 1921. 

James E. Cook to be postmaster at Mart, Tex., in place of 
R. W. Bass. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

August G. Koepsel to be postmaster at Mathis, Tex., in place 
of Betty Ramey. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 
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William M. Owens to be postmaster at Memphis, Tex., in 
place of B. F. Shepherd. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

Harvey J. McKinzie to be postmaster at Midlothian, Tex., 
in place of W. M. Stanberry. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 2, 1920. 

Arthur J. Thomas to be postmaster at Mineral Wells, Tex., 
in place of W. H. Mercer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 5, 1922. 

Wenzel K. Richter to be postmaster at Moulton, Tex., in 
place of L. A. Meiners. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

George T. Wood to be postmaster at Olney, Tex., in place of 
G. T. Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5, 
1922. 

Hattie M. Culpepper to be postmaster at Palmer, Tex., in 
place of H. M. Culpepper. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Jasper W. Blount to be postmaster at Quinlan, Tex., in place 
of H. B. Cooper. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Theodore B. Newman to be postmaster at Fairfield, Tex., in 
place of Lonnie Childs. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Charles H, Cmajdalka to be postmaster at Fayetteville, Tex., 
in place of C. H. Cmajdalka. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

James P. Hewitt to be postmaster at Giddings, Tex., in place 
of J. R. Folkes. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Virgil G. Pritchett to be postmaster at Gladewater, Tex., in 
place of N. E. Porter. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28,- 1923. 

William I. Rogers to be postmaster at Gunter, Tex., in place 
of J. T. Tarlton. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1928. 

Eva Currie to be postmaster at Happy, Tex., in place of 
W. F. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

* Mamie B. Mustaine to be postmaster at Honey Grove, Tex., 
in place of S. L. Erwin. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Allen M. Huddleston to be postmaster at Hubbard, Tex., in 
place of C. N. Newton. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. : 

Charles F. Adams to be postmaster at Jacksonville, Tex., in 
place of S. H. Lane. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Helen M. Peel to be postmaster at Jourdanton, Tex., in place 
of T. L. D. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Annie D. Russell to be postmaster at Kilgore, Tex., in place 
of Crown Dickson. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Nicholas C. Nail to be postmaster at Krum, Tex., in place 
of H. R. Park. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Helen C. Wallace to be postmaster at Kyle, Tex., in place of 
M. K. Hartson. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

John A. McFarland to be postmaster at Ladonia, Tex., in 
place of A. H. Wolfe. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

James D. Dyer to be postmaster at Lamesa, Tex., in place of 
P. L. Alexander. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Evans H. Angell to be postmaster at Longview, Tex., in place 
of O. W. Gallman, Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

UTAH. 

Frances C. England to be postmaster at Scofield, Utah, in 
place of Augusta Harkness, resigned. 

Alta A. Dayton to be postmaster at Magna, Utah, in place of 
V. A. Neilson, resigned. 

Goldie F., Stevenson to be postmaster at Lynndyl, Utah, in 
place of Clinton Dutson, resigned. 

Maranda Smith to be postmaster at Heber, Utah, in place of 
J. C. Jensen, resigned. 

Peter Allan to be postmaster at Blanding, Utah, Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Elsie Tallestrup to be postmaster at Clearcreek, Utah. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

James C. Hill to be postmaster at Elsinore, Utah. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Harold A. Wood to be postmaster at Holden, Utah. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Norman G. Allan to be postmaster at Wellsville, Utah, Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Henry H. Lunt to be postmaster at Cedar City, Utah, in 
place of W. K. Granger. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 


+ 


Will ©. Barton to be postmaster at Garfield, Utah, in place 
of F. A. LeCheminant. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 10, 1923. : 

Ezra P. Jensen to be postmaster at Garland, Utah, in place of 
1 Gleason. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 

Leo N. Gledhill to be postmaster at Gunnison, Utah, in place 
1 ean Bardsley. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 

Henry C. Jacobs to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, Utah, 
in place of L. P. Nelson, Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

George G. Rosevear to be postmaster at Park City, Utah, in 
place of F. J. McLaughlin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. : 

Mary Cooper to be postmaster at Pleasant Grove, Utah, in 
place of H. W. Wadley. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Thomas H. Latimer, jr., to be postmaster at Springville, 
Utah, in place of G. A. Zabriskie. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

VERMONT. 


Douglas C. Montgomery to be postmaster at East Arlington, 
Vt., in place of V. L. Smith, resigned. 

Frank C. Dyer to be postmaster at Salisbury, Vt. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1923. 

Joshua H. Blakley to be postmaster at Bellows Falls, Vt., in 
place pos D. H. Cray. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Burt Merritt to be postmaster at Brandon, Vt., in place of 
F. L. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

William A. Beebe to be postmaster at Bristol, Vt., in place 
185 8 A. Burnham. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 

Stanley E. Brownell to be postmaster at Burlington, Vt., in 
place 1 J. E. Burke. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

, 1923. 

Henry Jones to be postmaster at Castleton, Vt., in place of 
N Dunn, Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 

Lyman H. Leach to be postmaster at Essex Junction, Vt., in 
place of J. A. Donahue. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Charles W. Humphrey to be postmaster at Poultney, Vt., in 
place of Patrick Mahoney. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 19, 1922. 

Dwight L. M. Phelps to be postmaster at Richmond, Vt., in 
puos or M. E. Leary. Incumbent's commission expired August 
15, 1923. 

William F. Hager to be postmaster at Wallingford, Vt., in 
place of J. H. Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Earle H. Bishop to be postmaster at West Rutland, Vt., in 
place of Rodger Dwyer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. ; 

Dora W. Brown to be postmaster at Lunenburg, Vt. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Frank E. Robinson to be postmaster at Barre, Vt., in place 
of G. W. Gorman. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

George E. King to be postmaster at Barton, Vt., in place of 
Cornelius Buckley. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 19, 1922. i 

Charles L. Stuart to be postmaster at Lyndonville, Vt., in 
place of G. W. Pierce. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. > 

Walter W. Wright to be postmaster at North Troy, Vt., in 
place of H. B. Parkhurst, jr. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

Ernest W. Chase to be postmaster at Rochester, Vt., in place 
of J. A, Cannon. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Fred H. Brock to be postmaster at Wells River, Vt., in place 
2 a E. Randall. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Beile H. Covell to be postmaster at Williamstown, Vt., in 
pace Re G. E. Wilber. Incumbent’s commission expired August 


VIRGIN ISLANDS. 


Leslie C. Brothers to be postmaster at St. Thomas, Virgin 
Islands., in place of A. L. Lockwood, resigned. 


WASHINGTON. 


Mark Harris to be postmaster at Brusk Prairie, Wash. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 


1923. 
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Katherine A. King to be postmaster at Carbonado, Wash. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John W. Cowdery to be postmaster at Rainier, Wash. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Stella F. Fix to be postmaster at Kapowsin, Wash. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1023. 

Lovilla R. H. Bratt to be postmaster at Richmond Beach, 
Wash. Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Charles C. Mulligan to be postmaster at Kirkland, Wash., in 
Place of A. A. Chapman, resigned. 

Carl M. Jensen to be postmaster at Manson, Wash. in place 
of C. N. Stutsman, resigned. ` 

Hazel P. MacVicker to be postmaster at Port Blakely, Wash., 
Jn place of R. A. M. Hilstad, resigned. 

Louis E. Wolfe to be postmaster at Concrete, Wash., in place 
of R. E. Wiliams,- resigned. 

Wiliam W. Woodward to be postmaster at Darrington, Wash. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Edwin R. Larson to be postmaster at Hamilton, Wash. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Emmett V. Fleming to be postmaster at Springdale, Wash. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

William G. Powell to be postmaster at Aberdeen, Wash., in 
place of J. J. Carney. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Louis: H. Gurnsey to be postmaster at Addy, Wash., in place 
of L. H. Gurnsey. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Charles P. Stapp to be postmaster at Anacortes, Wash., in 
place of G. D. Shannon, Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. : 

Fred H. Tonkin to be postmaster at Black Diamond, Wash., 
In place of W. R. Whitlock. Incumbents commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Eliza F. Head to be postmaster at Cathlamet, Wash., in place 
of E. F. Head. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Arthur B. Cass to be postmaster at Connell, Wash., in place 
of A. B. Cass. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Will T. Howard to be postmaster at Coupeville, Wash., in 
place of L. N. Sill. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Herbert P. Fisher to be postmaster at Garfield, Wash., in 
place of E. J. Byrne. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Margaret J. Chilberg to be postmaster at La Conner, Wash., 
in place of J. H. Chilberg. Incumbent's commission expired 
October 14, 1922. 

Ernest R. Anderson to be postmaster at La Center, Wash., in 

lace of P. M. Kane. Incumbent's commission expired August 

„ 1928, 

Curtis B. Bay to be postmaster at Lynden, Wash., in place of 
D. L. Becker. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Anna M. Robertson to be postmaster at Montesano, Wash., 
in place of C. G. Clark. Ineumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

George W. Edgerton to be postmaster at Puyallup, Wash., in 
place of Robert Montgomery, Incumbent’s commission expired 
October 14, 1922. 

Fred B. Goldsworthy to be postmaster at Rosalia, Wash., in 
place of F. B. Goldsworthy. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

James Lane to be postmaster at Roslyn, Wash., in place of 
James Lane. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Charles M. Perkins to be postmaster at Seattle, Wash., in 
place of Edgar Battle. Incumbent’s commission expired Oc- 
tober 14, 1922. 

Thomas F. Laurenson to be postmaster at Sequim, Wash., 
in place of J. H. McCourt. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Warren P. Cressy to be postmaster at South Bend, Wash., 
in place of Fenton Smith. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Robert O. Logsdon to be postmaster at Sprague, Wash., in 
place of R. O. Logsdon. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Albert C. Sly to be postmaster at Stevenson, Wash., in place 
of A. C. Sly. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 1923. 

James H. Adams to be postmaster at Waitsburg, Wash., in 
place of J. H. Adams. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

Judd C. Bush to be postmaster at Chehalis, Wash., in place 
5 5 McBroom. Incumbent’s commission expired August 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Nina E. Nettles to be postmaster at Camden on Gauley, W. 
Va. Office became presidential April 1, 1922. 

Perry ©. Thomas to be postmaster at Helen, W. Va. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John H. Middleton to be postmaster at Elk Garden, W. Va. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1912. 

Everett B. Wray to be postmaster at Glen White, W. Va. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 

John F. Lusk to be postmaster at Itmann, W. Va. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Millard F. Forgey to be postmaster at Kingston, W. Va. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Leonard C. Griffith to be postmaster at Power, W. Va. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Frank T. Corder to be postmaster at Raleigh, W. Va. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Preston R. Payne to be postmaster at Switchback, W. Va. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

James A. Little to be postmaster at Waverly, W. Va. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Edgar I. Hatfield to be postmaster at Cairo, W. Va., in 
place of Monroe Burns, declined. 

Osear Sipple to be postmaster at Fort Gay, W. Va., in place 
of L. L. Lyean, resigned. 

William R. Moore to be postmaster at Mount Hope, W. Va., 
in place of J. H. Bailey, resigned. 

John A. Diehl to be postmaster at Mullens, W. Va., in place 
of E. S. Hatfield, appointee, who failed to qualify. 

Waitmon T. W. Morgan to be postmaster at Rainelle, W. Va., 
in place of F. H. Mahey, resigned. 

George H. Spencer to be postmaster at Rivesville, W. Va., 
in place of R. U. Myers, removed. 

Henry A. Russell to be postmaster at Berkeley Springs, 
W. Va., in place of E. C. Queen. Incumbent's commission ex- 
plred August 29, 1923. 

Dorsey J. Lake to be postmaster at Bridgeport, W. Va., in 
place of Harry Brooke. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Cecil H. Martindale to be postmaster at Ansted, W. Va., in 
place of A. J. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Rosa P. Oxley to be postmaster at Athens, W. Va., in place 
1 R. G. Oxley. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Stark A. Willhide to be postmaster at Durbin, W. Va., in 
place of C. F. Hull. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Thomas W. Stalnaker to be postmaster at Elkins, W. Va., in 
place of O. J. King. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Wilbur Dolly to be postmaster at Franklin, W. Va., in place 
of R. E. Hedrick. Incumbent's commission expired August 
5, 1928. 

Bailey G. Stump to be postmaster at Grantsville, W. Va., in 
place of F. S. Hathaway. Incumbents commission expired 
August 5, 1923, 

Elmer B. Radabaugh to be postmaster at Masontown, W. Va., 
in place of H. D. Carroll. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Joe Van Zandt to be postmaster at Newburg, W. Va., in 
place of Hayes Sapp. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Lloyd V. McIntire to be postmaster at New Martinsville, 
W. Va., in place of J. A. Pyles. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

Wesley L. Lawson to be postmaster at Nitro, W. Va., in place 
of J, P. Ashby. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. : 

Lawrence Lipscomb to be postmaster at Parsons, W. Va., in 
place of T. A. Wamsley. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 


5, 1923. 

Jessie L. Henery to be postmaster at Pine Grove, W. Va., in 
place of W. A. Stackpole. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Emerson E. Deitz to be postmaster at Richwood, W. Va., in 
place of W. D. McClung. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Lester F. Buck to be postmaster at Sistersville, W. Va., in 
place of Sam’ Hissam. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Justus Stalnaker to be postmaster at Sutton, W. Va., in 
place of M. T. Morrison. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 


> 
HD 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. | 


DECEMBER 10, 


Lawrence B. Kenniburg to be postmaster at Thomas, W. Va., 
in place of D. J. Moran. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Abner N. Harris to be postmaster at Thorpe, W. Va., in place 


of A. N. Harris, Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

William G. Damron to be postmaster at War, W. Va., in 
place of C. T. Henritze. Incumbent's commission expired 
November 21, 1922. > 

Wilis H. Marshall to be postmaster at Wheeling, W. Va., in 
place of W. W. Irwin. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

WYOMING. 


Grace B. Morrow to be postmaster at Clearmont, Wyo., in 
place of A. E. Case, resigned. 

Fred W. Smith to be postmaster at Glenrock, Wyo., in place 
of F. A. Graham, resigned. 

Harry R. Ellison to be postmaster at Parkerton, Wyo., in 
place of F. N. Stuart, removed. 

Robert E. Chittick, jr., to be postmaster at Shoshoni, Wyo., 
in place of R. E. Fuller, declined. 

John T. Platt to be postmaster at Kemmerer, Wyo., in place 
of John McNamara. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Alvah J: Macy to be postmaster at Moorcroft, Wyo., in place 
of A. J. Macy. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Harry Faweett to be postmaster at Newcastle, Wyo., in place 
of I. S. Bowker, Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Conrad Johnson to be postmaster at Pinebluff, Wyo., in 
place of T. W. Keenan. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

L. Roy Ness to be postmaster at Powell, Wyo., in place of 
J. J. Champlin. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

John A. Stafford to be postmaster at Rock Springs, Wyo., in 
place of C. P. Wassung. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

Florence Hullett to be postmaster at Chugwater, Wyo., in 
place of J. W. Hullett, deceased. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, December 10, 1923. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, y 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


We thank Thee, blessed Lord God, that back of this great 
world house—back of our joys and afflictions—back of our 
hopes and disappointments—back of our infirmities and tend- 
encies—back of our perplexities and problems—back of all 
earth’s loves are the mercy and wisdom of our heavenly 
Father. 
charity—which defeat doubt, subdue fear, and destroy hate. 
May we be strong in our convictions and determined in our en- 
deavors to fulfill all obligations to our homes and to our coun- 
try. For Thy name's sake. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, December 6, 
1923, was read and approved. 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON, Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas, Mr. FLEETWOOD, 
and Mr. Wricramson appeared at the bar of the House and took 
the oath of office. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, on the completion of the werk on 
the Speaker’s desk next Thursday, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for one hour on the subject of conditions in 
Russia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that on Thursday next, upon the completion of 
the routine business, he be permitted to address the House for 
one hour upon conditions in Russia, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, on the 5th of December, 1923, 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kress] 
introduced the bill (H. R. 506) to authorize the Public Printer 
to fix rates vf wages for employees of the Government Printing 
Office, which was referred to the Committee on Printing. On 
the 6th of December the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania attempted to report the bill from his committee to the 


Bless us with those virtues of life—faith, hope, and | 


House and place the same on the Union Calendar. I make the 
point of order that that act was improper, that the gentlemun 
was not so authorized by any committee of the House, and 
that this bill should go back to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That question has been called to the at- 
tention of the Chair. The Chair is disposed to think that the 
Committee on Printing was not in existence at that time 
for the purpose of legislation, although the Chair would ba 
glad to hear from the gentleman from Pennsylvania, if he de- 
sires to be heard. Evidently he is not in the Chamber, and the 
Chair thinks the matter would better be postponed until he 
is present. : 

Mr. BLANTON. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I withhold the 
matter. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


PRINTING OF NEWSPAPER EXTRACTS IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print 
in the Recorp a clipping from the New York Evening Post on 
the proposed amendment to the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp an article from the New 
York Evening Post on the proposed amendment to the rules. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
during the last two or three years the custom has grown up 
of putting a great deal of extraneous matter into the RECORD. 
It seems to me that the Recorp is intended to print the doings 
of the House and the speeches of the Members. While I 
do not care to object in this particular instance at this time, 
I do feel that we should start out right in this session and 
print in the Recorp only those things for which it is intended, 


! and for the present I wish the gentleman from New York 


would withdraw his request. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I am asking unanimous consent 
to present certain information to the House. If there be ob- 
jection, that is the end of the matter. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 
New York yield? ‘ 

Mr. SNELL. Certainly, 

Mr. TREADWAY. As I understood the gentleman, he 
stated that he would not object to the request of his colleague 
at this time. If it is a question of having the Recorp an actual 
record of the proceedings of the House and of the doings on 
the floor, why should he not begin by objecting now? 

Mr. SNELL. I think, perhaps, I would better, 

Mr. TREADWAY. I think so, too. 

Mr. SNELL. I think we ought to have an understanding in 
respect to the matter. I intended to bring this subject up 
before anyone asked for unanimous consent, so that there could 
be no charge that there is anything personal in it. As far as 
I am concerned, I think a majority of the Members of the 
House feel with me that the Recorp should be kept for the 
transactions of Congress and the individual Members thereof, 
{Applause.] I have no objection to gentlemen extending thelr 
remarks in the Recorp by printing speeches that they have 
made or that may have been made by some one of their col- 
leagues, if it be deemed important to print them; but I do not 
think that extracts from newspapers, editorials, and letters 
that various Members receive from time to time should be 
printed in the Record, and in order to bring the matter before 
the House I object. 


DEATH OF FORMER REPRESENTATIVE M’ARTHUR. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is with deepest sorrow that I 
announce to the House the death of Hon. C. N. McArthur, of 
Oregon, who died suddenly last night at 9 o’clock at his home 
in Portland, Oreg. For eight years, during the Sixty-fourth, 
the Sixty-fifth, the Sixty-sixth, and the Sixty-seventh Con- 
gresses, he was a Member of this body. Prior to his entrance 
into Congress he was an important factor in the State of 
Oregon, having served in 1909 and 1913 as speaker of its house 
of representatives. 

He was diligent in his business, very competent, very capable, 
a public servant of the very highest type and of outstanding 
courage, sincerity, and good judgment. I think the Members 
here will recall that he presided many times over the sessions 
of this body with great ability. At some future time we wii! 
ask opportunity to express more at length appreciation of his 
life and public services. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

S. 1. An act granting a pension to Florence Kling Harding. 

S. 2. An act granting a franking privilege to Florence Kling 
Harding. 

The Senate also passed the following resolution, in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 


Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed on the 
part of the Senate to join such committee as may be appointed on 
the part of the House to consider and report by what token of respect 
and affection it may be proper for the Congress of the United States 
to express the deep sensibility of the Nation to the death of the 
late President Warren Gamaliel Harding, and that so much of the mes- 
sage of the President as relates to that sad event be referred to such 
committee. 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House will be inter- 
ested in the following telegram which the Chair received from 
Peru, and also in the reply which the Speaker sent, both of 
which the Chair will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lima, December 8, 1923. 


The Most Excellent the PRESIDENT 
OF THE CHAMBER OF DEPUTIES, 
Washington, D. O.: 


The National Chamber of Deputies of Peru, by a unanimous vote, 
resolved to express its earnest sympathies to the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States on this classic date of the inauguration 
of the Pan American international policy, recollecting that Peru, 
from her emancipation, identified herself with the noble and effective 
doctrine proclaimed in 1823 by- President Monroe insuring stability 
for the new continent and in our days constituting an axiom of public 
law. I express to you, Mr. President, the sentiments of my high dis- 
tinguished consideration. 

Focion A. MARIATEGUI, 
Deputy President, 


December 8, 1923. 
Hon. FOCION A, MARIATEGUI, 
President Chamber of Deputies of Peru, 
Lima, Peru. 

Dear Sin: On behalf of the House of Representatives, I have the 
honor to acknowledge receipt of your cablegram of December 3 ex- 
tending to the House the greetings of the National Chamber of Depu- 
ties of Peru on the occasion of the one hundredth anniversary of the 
promulgation of the Monroe doctrine. Permit me, on behalf of the 
House, to thank you and your honorable body for its considerate 
action, and to express the bope that this continental doctrine in which 
we so heartily concur may prove a permanent bond of sympathy and 
cooperation. 

With sentiments of high regard, I am, 

Respectfully yours, 
FREDERICK H. GILLETT, 
Speaker House of Representatives, 


THE VETERANS’ BUREAU. 


Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Record by printing a statement de- 
livered by me before the Senate investigating committee, in- 
vestigating the United States Veterans’ Bureau on November 
20, 1923. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The address referred to is as follows: 


STATEMENT CONCERNING THE VETERANS’ BUREAU MADE BEFORE THE SEN- 
ATE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE, 


(By Congressman WILLIAM P. Connery, Jr., of Massachusetts, on 
November 20, 1923.) 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Senate investigating committee : 
My purpose in coming before the committee is twofold: First, as a rep- 
resentative of the people of the seventh Massachusetts district, espe- 
cially the ex-service men of that district; second, because having 
served as an enlisted man in the One hundred and first Infantry, 
Twenty-sixth (Yankee) Division, for 19 months tn France, I am natu- 
rally deeply Interested In everything that pertains to the welfare of all 
service and ex-service men. 

The information which I have to offer has been acquired by obser- 
vation of cases in my own and other districts and by personal investi- 
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gation made through available sources here and elsewhere. I have no 
desire to minimize or discountenance the good that has been done by 
the Veterans’ Bureau, but I do feel that there is room for vast im- 
provement. Many injustices have been and are being done to the ex- 
service men by improper methods of administering the war risk insur- 
ance act, 

By way of illustration, I wish to cite one case, typical of many that 
I have in my files. I know that each member of the committee has 
had many similar cases. 

Case No, C-493179. This man’s predicament is shown plainly by 
his letter, which reads as follows: 

“May 26, 1923. 
“Congressman CONNERY. 

“Dear Sm: I met you Saturday and explained my story to you. 
This is just a reference for you. I joined the Army in February, 1917. 
At that time I was in good physical condition. I served 27 months in 
France with Company C, Twenty-sixth Infantry, First Division. Dur- 
ing that time I was gassed on March 31, 1918, and on July 19, 1918, 
was shell shocked and wounded in the right leg. On October 14, 1919, 
I was burned with mustard gas and taken prisoner. These three mis- 
fortunes have left me unable to do any manual labor. I have a wife 
and one child to support. I have received from the United States 
Government but $6.93, and section 8, vocational training, which will 
not support a wife and family. Please look into this matter and I will 
appreciate anything you may do for me.” 

After six months of continuous effort on my part, the bureau rated 
this man totally disabled, I leave it to your imagination, gentlemen, 
how long it would bave taken this soldier to obtain justice single- 
handed, 

The almost universal dissatisfaction of the ex-service man in all 
parts of the country is proof that there is something fundamentally 
wrong with the bureau. Examination of the methods of procedure in 
handling claims will show that from the very moment of the first 
examination a man making claim for relief is subjected to defects in 
administration which persist on and on through every phase of his 
case. A claimant filing claim for compensation must first establish to 
the satisfaction of the bureau that his disability resulted from injury 
or disease incurred in the service. If he is one of the fortunate indi- 
viduals whose military records can be found, and are complete when 
found, there is no difficulty in showing service connection. If, how- 
ever, military records can not be found or are incomplete when found, 
it becomes necessary to establish service connection by other evidence, 
It is an ironclad rule in the Veterans’ Bureau to consider only medical 
evidence when determining service connection. Affidavits of laymen, 
whose honesty and integrity can not be questioned, and who frequently 
are the only ones who have knowledge of the fact that disability was 
due to service, are not worth the paper they are written on. Each 
claimant must rely exclusively upon the medical evidence which is 
contained in his file. 

After filing claim for compensation the claimant is ordered to report 
for physical and mental examination. This examination, being nearest 
to the time of discharge, is most important to show service connection 
of existing disabilities, In the majority of cases this examination is 
not made by a competent physician. but by one of doubtful ability 
who at best can not be regarded as an expert in any branch of medi- 
cine. His report of the examination, however, is afterwards regarded 
as being sufficiently accurate and complete to show the service connec- 
tion and extent of the claimant’s disability, if any. As a matter of 
fact, this examination is incomplete and misleading, and necessitates 
the denial of the claim. Obviously, the services of high-grade spe- 
cialists, rather than ordinary practitioners, should be procured for 
this important initial examination. 

The quality of the medical examination, however, is not the only 
defect in the bureau's method of adjudicating the claim. The war 
risk insurance act specifically provides in section 302 that compensation 
shall be awarded in proportion to decreased earning capacity. An 
individual's earning capacity depends as much upon his economic 
surroundings as it does upon his physical and mental condition, but 
the bureau completely ignores this fact and awards compensation on 
physical disability only. 

I understand that in former times the claims division had the power 
to increase the amount of compensation when it appeared justified by 
economic conditions. But at the present time the claims division has 
been shorn of this power, and compensation is awarded without regard 
to economic factors, 

This situation, to my mind, demonstrates tie basic trouble with the 
bureau. The medical phase is overaccentuated and bas resulted in a 
mass of technical rules which exclude the operation of common-sense 
principles. The medical division should be restricted to medical ques- 
tions, and claim examiners familiar with economic conditions should 
be permitted and required to determine and rate the claimant's indus- 
trial handicap. In other words, the claims division should be allowed 
to function, 
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It is frequently urged that a dissatisfied claimant may secure relief 
by appeal to a district board of appeals. This board of appeals con- 
sists of three men, who rarely, if ever, see the claimant in person, 
They are bound by the same ironclad rule to consider only the medical 
evidence and disregard the economic factors while considering a clain- 
ant's disability. ; 

The claimant’s dissatisfaction results in many tnstances from failure 
to attach proper weight to affidavits of laymen and other evidence on 
file which was ignored by the medical division m making the initial 
rating. The board of appeals is prohibited by regulations from 
allowing any more weight to this evidence than was given in the 
original adjudication of the claim, and consequently there is nothing 
left for the board of appeals to do but rubber stamp the previous 
medical rating. 

The case finally reaches the central office board of appeals. This 
board consists of seven members, three of whom, including the chair- 
man, are physicians. I understand that testimony has already been 
given to the effect that this beard covers about 40 cases a day, The 
information which F have received, however, tends to show that unless 
a change has been made fn the last month or so the average number 
of eases per day greatly exceeds this number, and that, in fact, any- 
where from 200 to 400 cases are daily adjudicated by this board. 
I suggest that this discrepancy between 40 and from 200 to 400 cases 
a day be investigated by summoning the chairman of the appeal board 
before this committee. But even proceeding upon the assumption that 
there are Dut 40 cases dally, allowing that the board works seven hours 
a day, how can deep and deserving consideration be given to any man's 
case in 10 minutes, especially when this involves the reading of from 
50 to 200 papers in each case? So here, again, in the final considera- 
tion of the appeal, we find utter disregard of the economic phase of 
the chim anda repetition of the medical rubber stamp, only this time 
at the rate of one for every 10 minutes. 

The theoretical remedies of the claimant have not yet been exhausted. 
Ne may further appeal to the supreme court of the bureau—the central 
omre board of appeals. In this event his case upon arrival in Washing- 
ton is first turned over to the medical rating section, where bis dis- 
ability is agaim rated from a purely medical standpoint, with utter dis- 
regard of the economic condition involved. While this rating is sup- 
posed to be merely advisory, it is of necessity, as will be shown later in 
most instances, the ultimate answer to the appeal. It is to be noted in 
passing that in determining injuries and resultant disabilities the 
medieal rating section is bound by rule of thumb as outlined in a 
schedule of inconsistencies known as the “ Medical rating schedule.” 
This schedule purports to lst all injuries and diseases which may be 
compensated for and te indicate with accuracy the various degrees of 
disability which may result from same, regardless of the economic 
factors in the individual case. In other words, “if you are not in the 
book, you don't fit.” 

So much for compensation. 

Now, as te the subject of rehabilitation. Gentlemen, you have heard 
the old saying that everything that is colossal is wonderful. The 
rehabilitation division of the Veterans’ Bureau must be wonderful, be- 
cause it is colossal in its ignorance and inefficiency. Men are being 
forced to train in lines of work for which they are absolutely unũtted. 
When I say forced I mean that they are being required to take the 
course offered under the threat of vou take this or you get nothing.” 
On the other hand, men are being turned out of training daily as 
rehabilitated when as a matter of fact they are unable to earn a suit- 
able liveliiiood at that particular line of work or profession in which 
training has been commenced. So much has been said about the inem- 
ciency of the rehabilitation division during this investigation that I 
deem it unnecessary to extend my remarks further upon this subject. 

I will take but a few minutes more of your time, gentlemen, in which 
to refer briefly to war-risk insurance. I wish to call the attention of 
the committee to the woeful misconstruction placed upon section 408, 
war risk insurance act, by the opinion rendered in the famous, or rather 
infamous, case of Benjamin Schwartz. If I remember correctly, this 
case was brought to the attention of the committee by Mr. Irwin, of 
the Disabied Veterans of the World War. As you know, this opinion 
holds that unpaid compensation due as of the date of the lapse was not 
actually due en the date of the lapse, and for that reason can not be 
deemed to prevent lapse of insurance. By this play upon words this 
opinion defeats the evident intention ef Congress in enacting section 
408 and deprives dependents of soldiers of $10,000 in cash. 

If the Veterans’ Bureau can not be induced to properly interpret 
section 408, this section should be so amended as to eliminate the 
possibility of such an assinine decision. 

There is another phase of insurance to which I wish to call your 
nttention. There are many ex-service men who have been totally dis- 
abled for the last four or five years from such diseases as tuberculosis, 
diabetes, and psychoneurosis and are now totally disabled from such 
diseases. To the normal mind this condition alene would warrant a 
finding that such disability should be regarded as permanent and total. 
The bureau, however, has refused and now refuses to consider these 
men to be permanently and totally disabled and will not grant them 


the disability benefits to which they are entitled in the express terms 
of their contract of insurance. The only proof that the bureau will 
take at the present time of permanent and total disability is the actual 
death of the man. Some effectual means should be provided to prevent 
the bureau from requiring a man to dle to win the benefits to which 
he was entitled in his lifetime under the contract of insurance for 
which he has paid premiums. 

In preparing this statement I have purposely refrained from making 
specific reference to the many individual cases which have come to my 
attention, such as the gas cases, in which compensation is denied 
altogether because service connection can not be shown, or gunshot 
cases, in which a claimant is awarded a paltry $8 for the injury in- 
flicted by a German bullet. These cases are too common and too 
well known to each member of the committee to require further 
comment, 

The correction of these injustices is a serious problem and merits 
the earnest consideration, not only of this committee but of the whole 
Nation, 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

In compliance with paragraph 5, section 2, of the Army ap- 
propriation act, approved August 29, 1916, I transmit herewith 
the seventh annual report of the Council of National Defense 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923. 


THE White House, December 10, 1923. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


As required by the act of Congress to regulate and improve 
the Civil Service of the United States, approved January 16, 
1883, I transmit herewith the fortieth annual Report of the 
United States Civil Service Commission for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923. 


THe Warre House, December 10, 1923. 
NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered printed. 

To the Congress of the United States: 

In compliance with the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1915, establishing the National Advisory Committee for Aero- 
nauties, I submit herewith the ninth annual report of the 
committee for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923. 

The attention of the Congress is invited to the conclusion 
of the committee’s report, which contains constructive recom- 
mendations for the advancement of aeronautics, civil and 
military. I wish especially to indorse the recommendation of 
the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics for the es- 
tablishment of a Bureau of Civil Aeronautics in the Depart- 
ment of Commerce. I concur in the committee's views as to 
the necessity of scientific research and the importance of pro- 
viding for continued development of military and naval avia- 
tion if America is to keep abreast of other nations. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


THE Warre House, December 10, 1923. 


[Nore.—Report accompanied similar message to the United 
States Senate.] 


ENTOMBMENT OF BODIES IN ARLINGTON AMPHITHEATER. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on the 
Library: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

As provided in Publie Act No. 397, Sixty-sixth Congress, I 
transmit herewith the annual report of the Commission on the 
Erection of Memorials and Entombment of Bodies in the Ar- 
lington Memorial Amphitheater for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1923. Your attention is invited to the recommendation of 
the commission, in which I heartily concur, that the memorial 
to the Unknown Soldier at the Arlington Memorial Amphi- 
theater shall be completed and that an appropriation for $50,000 
be made available for the purpose. 

Oatvin COOLIDGE. 


THE WHITE House, December 10, 1928. 
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PORTS OF ENTRY. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

The sundry civil act approved August 1, 1914, contains the 
following provisions, viz: 

The President is authorized from time to time, as the exigencies of 
the service may require, to rearrange, by consolidation or otherwise, 
the several customs collection districts and to discontinue ports of 
entry by abolishing the same or establishing others in their stead: 
Provided, That the whole number of customs collection districts, ports 
of entry, or either of them, shall at no time be made to exceed those 
now estsblished and authorized except as the same may hereafter bo 
provided by law: Provided further, That hereafter the collector of 
customs of each customs collection district shall be officially designated 
by the number of the district for which he is appointed and not by the 
name of the port where the headquarters are situated, and the Presi- 
dent is authorized from time to time to change the location of the 
headquarters in any customs collection district as the needs of the 
service may require: And provided further, That the President shall, 
at the beginning of each regular session, submit to Congress a state- 
ment of all acts, if any, done hereunder, and the reasons therefor. 


Pursuant to the requirements of the third proviso to the 
said provision, I have to state that the following changes in 
the organization of the customs service have been made Ly 
Executive order: 

By Executive order, dated January 26, 1923, customs collec- 
tion district No. 25, with headquarters at San Diego, Calif., 
was abolished and consolidated with customs collection district 
No. 27, with headquarters at Los Angeles, Calif., effective 
February 1, 1923. The consolidated district includes all of the 
territory formerly covered by districts Nos, 25 and 27, and is 
under the jurisdiction of the collector of customs of district No. 
27, with headquarters at Los Angeles, Calif., and in which Los 
Angeles, San Diego, Calexico, and Tia Juana are ports of entry. 

By Executive order, dated March 28, 1923, Hyder, Alaska, 
was created a port of entry in customs collection district No. 31 
(Alaska), with headquarters at Juneau, Alaska. 

By Executive order, dated May 4, 1923, Wheeling, W. Va., was 
abolished as a port of entry in customs collection district No. 12 
(Pittsburgh), headquarters port Pittsburgh, Pa. 

By Executive order, dated May 4, 1923, Yuma was abolished 
as a port of entry in customs collection district No. 20 
(Arizona), headquarters Nogales, Ariz, 

By ‘Executive order, dated May 16, 1923, the port of Boston, 
the headquarters of customs collection district No. 4 (Massa- 
chusetts), was abolished, and a new port of entry established to 
be known as the port of Boston, the headquarters of customs 
collection district No. 4 (Massachusetts) covering all of the 
area necessary in order to include the territory embraced in the 
cities of Boston, Chelsea, Everett, Medford, Somerville, Cam- 
bridge, and Quincy, and the adjacent waters. 

By Executive order, dated July 27, 1923, the State of Arkansas 
was transferred from district No. 45 (St. Louis) and made a 
part of customs collection district No. 43 (Tennessee), with 
headquarters at Memphis, Tenn., effective October 1, 1923. 

By Executive order, dated August 13, 1923, Cambridge, Md., 
was created a port of entry in customs collection district No. 13 
(Maryland), with headquarters at Baltimore, Md., effective 
October 1, 1923. 

By Executive order, dated November 1, 1923, St. Andrews, 
Fla., was abolished as a port of entry in customs collection dis- 
trict No. 18 (Florida), and Panama City was created a port of 
entry in the said customs collection district, with headquarters 
at Tampa, Fla., effective November 15, 1923. 

By Executive order, dated November 13, 1923, St. Albans, 
Swanton, and Highgate were abolished as ports of entry in 
customs collection district No. 2 (Vermont), and the port of 
St. Albans, to include the townships of St. Albans, Swanton, 
Highgate, and Franklin, was created and designated the head- 
quarters of the said customs collection district, effective Decem- 
ber 1, 1923. 

By Executive order, dated November 22, 1923, Chopaka was 
abolished as a port of entry in customs collection district No. 30 
(Washington), and Nighthawk was created a port of eütry 
in the said district, with headquarters at Seattle, Wash., effec- 
tive December 1, 1923. 

All of the above changes were dictated by considerations of 
economy and efficiency in the administration of customs and 
other statutes with the enforcement of which the customs 
service is charged, as well as the necessities and convenience 
of commerce generally. 


THE WRITE House, December 10, 1923. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by the acts of March 4, 1915, and February 28, 
1916, I transmit herewith the reports of the United States 
Bureau of Efficiency for the years ended October 31, 1922, and 
October 8, 1923. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE Warre House, December 10, 1923. ‘ 


ACTS, ETC., OF LEGISLATURE OF PORTO RICO. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


As required by section 23 of the act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a civil government for 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith copies 
of certain acts and resolutions enacted by the Tenth Legislature 
of Porto Rico during its special session (August 18 to August 
23, 1923, inclusive). 

These acts and resolutions haye not previously been trans- 
mitted to Congress and none of them has been printed. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE Warre House, December 10, 1923. 


PANAMA CANAL. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce: 


To the Congress of the United States: ` 
I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
annual report of the Governor of the Panama Canal for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923. 
CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
THE Warre House, December 10, 1928. 


RAILROADS IN ALASKA. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on the 
Territories: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

In accordance with the provisions of section 4 of the act of 
Congress approved March 12, 1914, authorizing the President 
of the United States to locate, construct, and operate rail- 
roads in the Territory of Alaska, I transmit herewith the re- 
port of the Alaskan Engineering Commission covering the 
period from Jannary 1 to December 81, 1922. 

OALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Tue Warre Houses, December 10, 1923. 


ACTS, ETC., OF LEGISLATURE OF PORTO RICO. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 23 of the act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a civil government 
for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith 
copies of certain acts and resolutions enacted by the Tenth 
Legislature of Porto Rico during its second session (February 
12 to July 24, 1923, inclusive). 

These acts and resolutions have not previously been trans- 
mitted to Congress and none of them has been printed. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe WRITE House, December 10, 1923. 


RUSSIAN BELIEF. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, a 
supplementary report of the American Relief Administration on 
the distribution in Russia of commodities received from the 
Purchasing Commission for Russian Relief, a letter from the 
Comptroller of the American Relief Administration, together 
with the final report of the American Relief Administration on 
the distribution of the surplus medical supplies under authori- 
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zation of Congress (Public Act 117, Sixty-seventh Congress, ap- 
proved December 22, 1921, and Public Act 129, Sixty-seventh 
Congress, approved January 20, 1922). 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


THe Warre House, December 10, 1923. 
[Nore.—Report accompanied similar message to the Senate.] 


INTERDEPARTMENTAL PATENTS BOARD, 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


On August 9, 1922, the President, by Executive order, ap- 
pointed a board, known as the Interdepartmental Patents 
Board, for the purpose of recommending suitable regulations 
establishing policies to be followed by the Government with re- 
spect to handling inventions and patents evolved by Government 
employees and other inventions or patents acquired by the 
Government. 

I transmit herewith, for the information and consideration 
of the Congress, a report made to me by said Interdepartmental 
Patents Board, together with drafts of bills to authorize the 
President to constitute an Interdepartmental Patents Board 
and to authorize the President to withhold from publication 
and to place in a secret file any patent which, in his opinion, 
would be detrimental to the national defense. 

` ALVIN COOLIDGE. 
Tue Ware House, December 10, 1923. 


SESSION LAWS, ETC., OF ALASKA. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on the 
Territories: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

In compliance with the requirements of section 20 of the 
act of Congress entitled “An act to create a legislative assembly 
in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, 
and for other purposes,” approved August 24, 1912, I transmit 
herewith a copy of the session laws, resolutions, and memorials 
passed at the sixth regular session of the Territorial Legis- 
lature of Alaska, convened at Juneau, the capital, on the 5th 
day of March, 1923, and adjourned sine die the 3d day of 
May, 1923. 

In this connection I deem it proper to call the attention of 
the Congress, for such action as the Congress may see fit to 
take, to three of these laws in particular, all of which are the 
subject of more or less criticism on the part of the district 
judges and the district attorneys of the Territory of Alaska. 

First. Chapter 68 provides in substance that women shall be 
competent to serve on grand and petit juries, and allows them 
to claim exemption on account of sex. This statute has the 
effect of amending a law of Congress, 30 Statutes, 1286, which 
declares that only male inhabitants shall be competent for 
such service. The principal objection raised to this law is 
that it entails delay in jury trials and imposes an unnecessary 
financial burden on the government. One of the judges, more- 
over, has questioned the power of the legislature to enact this 
law on the ground that it is repugnant to the act of August 24, 
1912, supra. Delays in trials arise, I am informed, from the 
fact that women are allowed under this law two days in which 
to claim exemption, and that it is often necessary to suspend 
all proceedings until the two-day period has expired. Further- 
more, I am advised that nearly 90 per cent of the women claim 
exemption. 

Second. Chapter 75 provides that no costs shall be taxed to 
the defendant in any criminal case in any of the Territorial 
courts. It is needless to say that the power to impose costs in 
criminal cases is one of universal recognition, and this law 
constitutes a radical departure from prevailing custom. More- 
over, section 974 of the Revised Statutes, which is applicable 
to the whole of the United States as well as Alaska, expressly 
gives the courts the power to impose costs, and the law now in 
question will, if allowed to stand, operate to repeal that section 
so far as Alaska is concerned. 

Third. Chapter 91 provides machinery for drawing grand 
and petit jurors from a box containing the names of three- 
fourths of all qualified residents of the division where the 
court is held who voted at the last preceding general Territorial 
election. Some of the district Judges and district attorneys 
dispute the power of the legislature to enact this law con- 
sistently with the limitations of the organic act referred to 
and other legislation of Congress applicable to Alaska. They 
all agree that it will undoubtedly restrict the work of the 


courts and are apprehensive that this law, as well as the others 
just mentioned, will impose on the National Government an 
unreasonable financial burden, since all of the expenses of 
administration are payable out of the Federal Treasury. 

These enactments involve the legislative policy of Congress, 
and I invite the consideration of the Congress as to whether 
they should be disapproved, 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
THe Wuite House, December 10, 1923. 


THE BUDGET. 


Also the following message from the President of the United 
States, which was read and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit herewith the Budget of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1925. Im making this submission it 
is felt that the present is a peculiarly appropriate time briefly 
to review the fiscal experience of the country since the begin- 
ning of the World War. 

The beginning of the war marked also the beginning of a 
period of unprecedented and unexampled public expenditure not 
only by our own but by well-nigh all the nations of the world. 
The great weight of the fiscal burden that our own country has 
borne since our entrance into the war is suggested by the state- 
ment that our part in the great conflict cost the Nation roundly 
forty billions of dollars. While the war was in progress, by 
dint of the patriotic willingness of the people to pay heavy 
taxes, it was possible to meet from current revenues about 25 
per cent of the war costs. This in itself was a remarkable ac- 
ecomplishment—I believe without parallel in any of the other 
warring countries. 

The public debt at the beginning of the war amounted to 
about a billion dollars. At the close of August, 1919, it reached 
its highest point, approximately $26,500,000,000. From that 
point it has since been reduced until it now totals about 
$22,000,000,000. : 

The American people have given a truly magnificent demon- 
stration of patience and patriotism during the years in which 
they have borne this burden. In less than seven years, to put 
the matter very briefly, we have spent $40,000,000,000 and 
we have paid off from current revenues $18,000,000,000, or 
nearly half of the amount, Certainly the Nation, which has 
thus patiently persisted in meeting the enormous burden of 
governmental costs, is entitled at the earliest possible moment 
to the largest measure of relief from these burdens that can 
possibly be accorded. I am convinced that the time has now 
come to extend this relief through a substantial reduction. of 
taxation, and the fiscal program which is crystallized in the 
Budget estimates which are herewith transmitted to the Con- 
gress is based on this purpose. 

We are all familiar with the fact that the larger part of the 
tax burden arises not from the exactions of the Federal Gov- 
ernment but from the governmental costs of the States and 
municipalities. President Harding, in his address on taxation 
and Government costs at Salt Lake City last June, pointed out 
that for the year 1922 approximately 60 per cent of all taxes 
collected throughout the Nation were for the States, cities, and 
other local taxing bodies. It is therefore highly desirable that 
an example of determined and insistent economy be set by the 
Federal Government for the sake of its influence upon every 
body which possesses the authority to levy taxes. I am firmly 
persuaded that if the National Government will reduce its 
expenditures and its levies under the program which is pre- 
sented to you herewith, it will have a highly salutary effect in 
inducing greater economies in all other departments of public 
taxation. A definite recommendation for tax reduction is made 
later in this message. 

The Budget transmitted herewith is summarized in the fol- 
lowing statement: 


Budget summary. 


{Exclusive of postal revenues and postal expenditures paid from postal 
revenues.] 


$3, 693, 762,078 | $3,894,677, 712 | $4,007, 135,480 


3, 298, 080.444 | 3,565,038, 088 3, 697, 478, 020 


309, 657, 460 


In the Budget for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, trans- 
mitted to Congress December 4, 1922, the estimated receipts 
fer the fiscal year 1923 were $3,429,862,959, and the estimated 
expenditures $3,703,801,671, thus forecasting an apparent excess 
of expenditures over receipts of $273,988,712. President Harding, 
in referring to this estimated deficiency, said: 

“I am hopeful, however, that the condition on which this 
estimate is predicated will change for the better in the ensuing 
months of the fiscal year and that the close of the year will 
show 2 balanced budget.” 

This hope was justified. At the close of business June 30, 
1923, the actual receipts for the year were $4,007,135,480, and 
the: actual expenditures: $3,697,478,020, an excess of receipts 
over expenditures of $309,657,460. This fortunate transition 
from an apparent deficit to a large surplus, while greatly 
aided by an unexpected increase in receipts, was due in no 
small measure to the efforts of the individual departments and 
establishments of the Government and to the spirit of coopera- 
tion shewn by them in carrying out the economy policies of the 
President. 

The estimates made at the time of the presentation of the 
Budget in December, 1922; indicated that for 1924 the receipts 
would be $3,361,812,359. and the expenditures $3,180,843,234, 
making an excess of receipts over expenditures of $180,96?,125. 
The revised estimates recently made indicate that the receipts 
for the current year will be $3,894,677,712 and the expenditures 
$3,565,088,088, making an excess of receipts over expenditures 
of $329,639,624. 

For the fiscal year 1925 it is estimated that the total ordinary 
receipts from all sources, excluding the Postal Service, will be 
$3,693,.762,078. This is $313,373,402 less than the actual receipts 
for 1923 and $200,915,684 less than the estimated receipts for 
1924. 

The expenditures during the fiscal year 1923 were $3,697,478,- 
020 compared with 83,793. 302,409 for 1922, a reduction of more 
than $97,000,000. Included in the 1923 expenditures, how+ver, 
were certain items appearing also among the receipts for the 
purposes of clearness in accounting. To get an accurate com- 
parison between the expenditures for the two years, it is neces- 
sary to deduct the sum of these items from the gross expendi- 
tures of 1923, which are reduced to $3,532,269,266.32. This 
shows a reduction of approximately $263,000,000 below the ex- 
penditures for 1922. A 

Tt is estimated that the expenditures for 1924 will be $3,565,- 
038.088, which is $132,439,932 less than the expenditures for 
1923. 

The estimate of expenditures for 1925. is $3,298,080.444, which 
is $266.957,644 less than the estimated expenditures for 1924. 
By expenditures for 1925 is meant the amount it is estimated 
will be withdrawn from the Treasury during the year ending 
June 30, 1925, This is to be distinguished from the estimate of 
appropriations for the same year. Withdrawals during the 
fiscal year will be from funds heretofore appropriated as well 
as from appropriations recommended in the Budget. Further- 
more, a portion of the money to be appropriated for 1925 will 
not be withdrawn from the Treasury until after the close of 
that fiscal year, 

The foregoing does not inelude expenditures for the Postal 
Service and the Post Office Department payable from postal 
revennes. Such expenditures for the fiscal year 1923 were 
$570,823,232. A deficiency of $32,526,915, payable: from ordinary 
receipts, is included in the ordinary expenditures herein- 
before mentioned. The estimated expenditures from postal 
revenues during 1924 are $593,309,673. An estimated deficiency 
of $24,679,673, is, included in the estimated ordinary expendi- 
tures for 1924. The estimated expenditures from postal reve- 
nues for 1925 are $613,295,184. It is estimated that the postal 
expenditures for that year will exceed postal revenues by 
$2,085,184, 

This brings us to the estimates of appropriations contained in 
this Budget. The Executive instructions governing the prepara- 
tion of these estimates called for a substantial reduction as 
compared with the appropriations for 1924. This was essential 
to a continuation of the policy of strict and drastic economy. 
That is the administration’s undebatable policy. It has been 
adhered to unswervingly in the past and we shall hew to the 
line in the future. 

The estimates of appropriations. appearing in this Budget for 
1925, exclusive of the estimate for the Post Office Department, 
amount to $3,018,069,946.06, which is $260,365,022.56 less than 
the appropriations for 1924. 

I give below a comparative statement of the estimates of 
appropriations for 1925 and the appropriations for 1924. 


Legislative establishment $14, 416, 911. 60, 
Executive Office ...........0. 445,770.00 
Independent offices: 
vil Service Commission saana eanne nn 990, 895, 00 
E Compensation Commission... f: k 2, 450, 500. 00 
F Board for Vocational Education. ý 6, 427, 000. 00 
Federal Trade Commission. 1, 019, 009. 00 
General Accounting Office.. 3,870, 801,00 
Housing Corporation — 920, 450, 00 
nines Cook cad = i RS ET 5, 203, 880. 00 
pping Board morgoncy 
FFP 50, 411. 500. 00 
State, War, and Navy Department Build- 
VVVVVVFVTFVTVTVT chanceusceres 2, 412, 121. 00 
Tarif? Commission -o.s ocasssss20u 681, 980. 742.000. 00 
United States Veterans’ Bureau -re - ! 431, 514, 053.00 
ere. offices... 2,656, 018. 45 1. 1. 74 
Department of Agriculture 69, 590, 575: 00 E, 061), 453. 00 
Department of Commerce. 24, 048, 025. 00 21, 145, 
Department of the Interior. 299, 312, 600. 00 825, 872, 
Department of Justice aon 21, 378, 456. 00 19, 253, 
Department of Labor 6, 702, 576.51 , 470, 
278, 499, 054. 00 


State Department... 14, 988, 446. 29 15, 205, 
Treasury Departmont -smarre sernanana a 148, 995, 035. 00 157, 214, 
War Department, including Panama Canal 349, 192, 
District of Columbia 872, 23, 036, 825. 00 


Ordinary ——— 
Reduction in principal of the publie debt: 
Sinkin. 


FETO T ETIE TE OET ETTA 


yments of principal and as interest, 
ee 8 of foreign. 


r T T 160, 989, 325..00 

Principal of the publie debt 482, 277, 978. 00 511,988, 125. 00 

Interest on the publit deb 890, 000, 000. 00 „000, 000. 00 

eve eee ee 3, 018, 000, 948.03 | 3, 278, 434, 988. 62° 
Post Office Department and Postal Service, 

payable from postal revenues eae 585,210,239. 50, 

„ 3, 863, 645, 208. 12 


The estimates of appropriations for the Department of Jus- 
tice show an increase of something more than $2,000,000 above 
the estimates contained in the Budget for 1924 Probably to a 
much greater extent than any other executive department, the 
Department of Justice involves activities which are not subject 
to. administrative control as regards expenditures. Due to this 


condition the practice for a great many years has been to pre- 


sent estimates of appropriations; for the Department: of Justice 
which were known to be less than the amount which would 
eventually be required for the service of the fiseal year to which 
they pertained and to follow these annual estimates: with sup- 
plemental estimates when the fiscal year was; well under way 
and the needs could be more accurately determined. This prac- 
tice was known to and sanctioned by Congress. The estimates 
for the fiscal year 1925 are in an amount which it is believed 
will cover in full fhe requirements of the Department of Justice 
for that fiscal year. This change in practice operates to in- 
crease the Budget something more than $2,000.000- over what 
the total of the Budget estimates would be if the old practice 
had been continued, but it presents a truer picture of the esti- 
mated requirements of this department which is in accord with 
the principles of proper budgeting: 

The estimate for the Department of Commerce includes 
$3,500,000 for the decennial census of agriculture, required by 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1919. 

For prohibition enforcement the Congress has appropriated 
for the current fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, an amount 
which provides an executive unit of 700, directorates for the 
several States, and a field force of 1,522, A considerably en- 
larged field force should be provided for prohibition enforce- 
ment, and to meet this requirement the estimates of appropria- 
tions for the prohibition unit for the fiscal year 1925 are some- 
thing more than $1,600,000. in excess of appropriations for the 
current fiscal year. In my annual message I am presenting to 
Congress the need for a material increase in the personnel and 
equipment of the United States Coast Guard for the purpose of 
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combating more thoroughly rum-running and unlawful im- 
portations. I mention this here for the reason that I will 
shortly present to Congress a supplemental estimate of appro- 
priations for the Coast Guard of approximately $20,000,000, 
mainly for additional vessels and boats, for the current fiscal 
year, which, if granted, will be followed by a request for a 
further appropriation of approximately $6,000,000 for the 
coming fiscal year, 

The estimates of appropriations contained in the Budget 
include amounts to cover the classification of civilian positions 
within the District of Columbia as required by the act of Con- 
gress approved March 4, 1923. The amounts involyed in the 
classification are also reflected in the estimates of expenditures 
contained in the Budget. The Budget contains a statement giv- 
ing a detailed summary and comparison of the Budget estimates 
of appropriations with the expenditures for 1924 as regards 
the personnel of the departments and establishments in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The gross public debt, which on June 30, 1922, was $22,963,- 
881,708.31, on June 30, 1923, was $22,349,707,365.86, a reduction 
of $613,674,342.95 during 1928. The total of this reduction was 
made up, first, in the amount of $402,850,491.10, through the 
cumulative sinking fund and other public debt expenditures 
payable from certain specific receipts; and, second, in the 
amount of $210,823,851.85, from the surplus of $309,657,460.30 
of ordinary receipts over expenditures for the year. The bal- 
ance of this surplus, $98,833,608.45, was added to the net bal- 
ance in the general fund of the Treasury, which was thus in- 
creased from $272,105,512.63 at the commencement of the year, 
to $870,989,121.08 at the end of the year. 

During the next five years there mature $4,000,000,000 of 


Treasury notes and about $3,400,000,000 of third Liberty bonds, | 


a total of 57,400, 000.000. The ordinary sinking fund will take 
care of about $1,600,000,000 in the five years, leaving between 
$5,000,000,000 and $6,000,000,000 of Government securities to 
be refunded. 

The debt agreement with the British Government, concluded 
on June 19, 1923, involves a payment of approximately $160,- 
000,000, principal and interest, each year, and in accordance 
with the terms of the agreement, these payments may be made 
in bonds of the United States issued since April 6, 1917. Such 
bonds, when so used in payment, are canceled and retired, but 
this is not likely to affect the earlier maturing debt referred to 
above, because the bonds tendered in payment by the British 
Government will probably be those of longer term which are 
now lower in price. If future adjustments are made with 
other foreign Governments, the United States debt may be 
affected, but for some years to come the principal reliance on 
debt reduction must be the sinking fund, and the specific re- 
ceipts referred to above. 

The fiscal year 1923 was closed with a surplus or more than 
$300,000,000. For 1924 the forecast is that the ordinary re- 
ceipts will exceed the expenditures chargeable thereto, includ- 
ing our fixed-debt charges, by $329,000,000. The surplus for 
the next fiscal year, 1925, under present revenue laws, is esti- 
mated at $395,000,000. Joint executive and legislative action 
has demonstrated what united effort can do toward reducing 
expenditures, and the results certainly justify the view that we 
can stand a reduction in our ordinary receipts and still achieve 
a balanced Budget. This, of course, will be possible only if 
the present pressure and coordinated effort for economy in our 
public expenditures be continued without relaxation and there 
be no embarkation upon any extraordinary expenditure pro- 
gram. I have in mind that the taxpayers are the stockholders 
of the business corporation of the United States, and that it 
this business is showing a surplus of receipts the taxpayer 
should share therein in some material way that will be of 
immediate benefit, 

Having in mind that the Budget and accounting act, 1921, 
contemplates that the Chief Executive, under the fortunate 
situation in which we now find ourselves, shall make such rec- 
ommendations as in his opinion the public interests require, I 
recommend a revision of tax laws along lines which will effect 
a reduction of income taxes by taxing earned income more 
lightly than income from business or from investments; by re- 
ducing the percentages of the normal tax, and by reducing the 
surtax rates, with commencement of their application at 
$10,000 instead of $6,000. I also recommend repeal of the tax 
on telegrams, telephones, and leased wires, and of the tax on 
admissions, and revision of the miscellaneous taxes which are a 
source of inconvenience to taxpayers, and difficult to collect. 
On the other hand, amendments which would cause some in- 


where income from tax-exempt securities is involved: and the 
manner of taxing community incomes. These changes would re- 
duce taxes by more than $300,000,000, which is safely within 
the probable surplus. 

It would not take much, however, to exhaust this margin, 
and any program of new expenditure on a large scale would 
make tax reduction impossible for years to come. 

_I know of nothing which will give the people of this Nation 
greater assurance that we are unalterably committed to a 
campaign of economy in public expenditure than a reduction 
of our present taxation. It will take from the realm of debate 
plans which contemplate extravagant expenditures or expan- 
sions of the business of government beyond those necessary to 
keep pace with a growing Nation and fix as the measure of 
our requirements an amount which will represent what is 
actually necessary to carry on efficiently the proper business 
and functions of government and meet our fixed debt charges 
payable out of current revenue. It would certainly tend to 
align the whole people in support of economical administra- 
tion of government, and I frankly state that such an align- 
ment is becoming every day more and more necessary because 
of the influence which it will have upon the States and the other 
lesser subdivisions of our body politic. 

In stating that a reduction in taxation carries with it an 
obligation not to embark upon an extraordinary expenditure 
program, I am not unmindful of the demand for adjusted 
compensation for soldiers of the World War, which would in- 
clude among its beneficiaries the able-bodied of our veterans 
as well as the disabled. I question if there is any sound 
reason for such a measure. The country is prosperous, and 
remunerative employment is available for the able-bodied 
veterans as well as for other citizens. For the disabled 
yeterans of the war and the dependents of those who fell the 
country can not do too much. It has already spent nearly 
two billions of dollars and is now spending nearly half a billion 
dollars yearly in their behalf. That obligation it must and 
will continue to fulfill in fullest measure, and it is one of the 
most important of the duties and privileges of the Chief Ex- 
ecutive to minister to the wants and needs of these wards and 
creditors of the Nation. But the fit and able-bodied veterans 
are offered the opportunities open to every other citizen. The 
Government has no money to distribute to any class of its 
citizens that it does not take from the pockets of the people, 
and the payment of.a bonus to millions of our former soldiers 
could only be accomplished at a cost to the whole com- 


| munity, including the veterans themselves, far outweighing 


the benefits intended to be conferred. If I felt that a soldiers’ 
bonus represented a great need and a proper obligation, which 
should be fulfilled by this Nation, I certainly would not make 
a recommendation which would be adverse thereto. 

We have now reached a point in our financial program where 
we can lighten the tax burden of the people, which is an added 
reason for taking a firm stand against any and all programs 
of spending that would tend to absorb the expected margin 
between receipts and expenditures. 

I also recommend the enactment of legislation which will 
authorize u reasonable progressive building program to meet 
the needs of the executive departments and establishments of 
the Government in the District of Columbia. All of the perma- 
nent and semipermanent buildings are more or less crowded 
with an overflow which of necessity is housed in temporary 
buildings erected during the period of the late emergency. A 
program authorizing an expenditure of not exceeding $5,000,000 
annually for a period of years would operate to gradually 
relieve the existing unfortunate situation, and in the course 
of time give adequate accommodations to the departments and 
establishments. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE, 

Tur Work House, December 3, 1923. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. Pank of Georgia, at the request of Mr. Crisp, for 30 
days, on account of serious illness of his wife. 

To Mr. Wise, for 30 days, at the request of Mr. Crisp, on ac- 
count of illness. 

To Mr. Morgan, for three days, on account of attendance 
upon a funeral. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw from the files of the House without leaving copies, 
evidence and papers filed in connection with the following 


crease of revenue should also be made to existing income tax | cases: 


laws relative to deductions of capital losses; deductions from 


Catherine Yelle (H. R. 12205), Committee on Pensions, Sixty- 


gross income for interest paid and nonbusiness losses sustained, | seventh Congress, second session. 
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David H. Whitehead (H. R. 18992), Committee on Pensions, 
Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session. 

Adaline Smith (H. R. 13991), Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session. 

Agatha M. Miller (H. R. 14030), Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session. 

Elizabeth A. Limes (H. R. 13990), Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session. 

Wilber C. Gahret (H. R. 10691), Committee on Pensions, 
Sixty-seventh Congress, second session. 

Sarah A. Gill (H. R. 11557), Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Sixty-seventh Congress, second session. 

Sarah E. Ford (H. R. 18752), Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session, 

Dennis Conner (H. R. 13029), Committee on Pensions, Sixty- 
seventh Congress, third session. 

Mary C. Brandyberry (H. R. 14160), Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session. 

Parthine Curtis (H. R. 11602), Committee on Pensions, Sixty- 
seventh Congress, second session, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 


cation, which was read: 
Orve HILL, KY., December 7, 1023. 


Hon. FREDERICK H. GILLETT, 
Speaker United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Speaker: I have tendered to the Governor of Kentucky 
my resignation as a Representative in Congress from the ninth district 
of Kentucky, to take effect at 12 o'clock meridian, Tuesday, December 
11, 1923. 


Yours very truly, W. J. FIELDS. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 85 
minutes p. m.), in accordance with the order heretofore made, 
the House adjourned until Thursday, December 13, 1923, at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

126. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting annual report of all operations, including receipts and 
disbursements, in connection with war minerals rellef act from 
December 1, 1922, to and including November 30, 1923; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

127. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting statement showing expenditures made by the Bureau 
of Internal Revenue, fiscal year ended June 80, 1923, on ac- 
count of refunds of taxes illegally or erroneously collected; 
to the Committe on Ways and Means. 

128. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting report that no expenditures were made during the fiscal 
year ended June 80, 1923, for the construction of hospitals 
from the appropriation, “ Relieving distress and prevention, 
etc., of diseases among Indians, 1923”; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

129. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting 
report that a special contract has been entered into with the 
Pacific & Arctic Railway & Navigation Co. for carrying the 
mails on its raflroad on route No. 113739, between Skag- 
way and White Pass (no oflice), Alaska; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post Office Department. 

130. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting 
report that a special contract has been entered into with the 
Alaskan Engineering Commission for carrying the mails on 
the Government railroad in Alaska; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Post Office Department. 

131. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting 
report that a special contract has been entered into with the 
Copper River & Northwestern Railway Co. for carrying the 
mails on route No. 113737, between Cordova and Kennecott, 
Alaska; to the Committee ou Expenditures in the Post Office 
Department. 

122. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting 
report that a special contract has been entered into with the 
Denver & Salt Lake Railroad for carrying the mails on its 
road on route No. 114773, between Denver and Craig, Colo, ; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department, 


133. A letter from the chairman of the National Advisory 
Committee for Aeronautics, transmitting report of number 
of publications issued during the fiscal year 1923; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

134. A letter from the chairman of the National Advisory 
Committee for Aeronautics, transmitting report that this 
committee exchanged one typewriter during the fiscal year 
1923; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

135. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
annual report of Indian tribes for whose benefit expenditures 
from public or tribal funds were made during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department. 

186. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting 
annual report of operations of the Postal Savings System for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928 (H. Doc. No. 102); to the 
ee i on the Post Office and Post Roads and ordered to be 
printed. 

187. A letter from the chief justice of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting report of the United States of America v. The 
J. Maury Dove Co. (Inc.), equity No. 31520; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

188, A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
statement showing what officers and employees of the depart- 
ment (other than special agents) traveled on official business 
from Washington to points outside of the District of Columbia 
during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1923; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

139. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
detailed record of each specific sale of wool, showing the per- 
son or agency to whom sold and the price received; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

140. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a re- 
port of expenditures during the fiscal year 1923 under the ap- 
propriation for the encouragement of breeding of riding horses 
suitable for the Army; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department. 

141. A letter from the chairman of the Tax Simplification 
Board, transmitting a report as to recommendations made to 
the bureau, the condition of the work, and recommendations as 
to legislation regarding the simplification of the administration 
of the internal revenue laws (H. Doc, No. 103); to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and ordered to be printed. 

142. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a let- 
ter of the Chief of Engineers, inclosing a report of the Board 
of Engineers regarding the continuing the project for the re- 
clamation of Anacostia River and flats above Benning Bridge; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

143. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
detailed statements of expenditures under the contingent appro- 
priations for the Navy Department (civil) for the fiscal year 
ended June 80, 1928; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Departinent. 

144. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of 
the finances for the fiscal year ended June 80, 1923; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 


PUBLIO BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 2808) to provide for 
the extension of the time within which desert-land entrymen 
may make final proof upon their entries; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2809) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to erect a monument at Fort Pierre, S. Dak., to com- 
memorate the explorations and discoveries of the Verendrye 
brothers and to expend not to exceed $25,000 therefor; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2810) to establish the Wonderland Na- 
tional Park in the State of South Dakota; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2811) to amend section 7 of the act of 
February 6, 1909, entitled “An act authorizing the sale of 
lands at the head of Cordova Bay, in the Territory of Alaska, 
and for other purposes”; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2812) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to sell certain lands, and for other purposes; fo the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2813) to increase the import duty on 
certain grains; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) to authorize the sale of lands and 
plants not longer needed for Indian administrative or allot- 
ment purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2815) to provide for the enlargement, ex- 
tension, and improvement of the post-office building at Belle- 
fourche, S. Dak; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. WARD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 2816) to 
prohibit the transportation of pistols and other pocket weapons 
into States regulating the acquisition of same in violation of 
the laws of such State; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 2817) to provide for the in- 
dependence of the Philippine Islands; to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. LYON: A bill (H. R. 2818) to grant the consent of 
Congress to construct, maintain, and operate a spillway across 
the Waccamaw River in North Carolina; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 2819) to amend an act 
to reduce and equalize taxation, to provide revenue, and for 
other purposes, approved November 23, 1921; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 2820) making addi- 
tional appropriation for improvement of Kissimmee River, Fla. ; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FREDERICKS: A bill (H. R. 2821) authorizing the 
erection of a sanitary fireproof hospital at the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Santa Monica, Calif.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a will (H. R. 2822) to amend section 5 of the Judicial 
Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2823) to amend section 4 of 
the act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, as 
amended; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 2824) for examination and 
hospitalization of World War veterans; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 2825) to pension 
soldiers and sailors of the war with Spain, the Philippine in- 
surrection, and the China relief expedition; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2826) to amend the Federal farm loan 
act so that actual farmers may borrow money for indebtedness 
due by them when not incurred for agricultural purposes; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2827) to amend the war risk insurance 
act, as amended; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. > 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 2828) increasing the limit 
of cost for a Federal building at Wilson, N. C.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 2829) to in- 
crease the cost of the public building at Durango, Colo.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2830) to acquire a site for a public 
building at Salida, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2831) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Montrose, Colo.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2882) to acquire a site for a public build- 
ing at Delta, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

By Mr. BECK: A bill (H. R. 2833) for the purchase of 
ground and the erection of a Federal building at Viroqua, Wis. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 2834) for the erection of a 
Tederal building at Buena Vista, Va.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 2835) amending the 
provision contained in the sundry civil act approved July 19, 
1919 (41 Stat. L. 164), for the remodeling and repair of the cus- 
tomhouse and post office at Buffalo, N. Y.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 2886) to purchase a site for 
the erection of a post-office building in the city of Perryville, 
Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 2887) to enlarge, extend, 
and remodel the post-oflice building at Joplin, Mo.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2838) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Neosho, Mo.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2839) for the erection of a public building 
at Aurora, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2840) for the erection of a public building 
at Lamar, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2841) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Monett, 
Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 2842) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Osceola, Nebr.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2843) providing 
for the cession to the State of Virginia of sovereignty over a 
tract of land located at Battery Cove, near Alexandria, Va., and 
for conveyance thereof by the Secretary of the Treasury; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 2844) for the 
erection of a public building at Duncan, Stephens County, 
Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2845) for the erection of a public building 
at Walters, Cotton County, Okla.; to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 2846) to authorize 
the acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building 
at New Lexington, Perry County, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 2847) for the purchase of 
a site and the erection thereon of a public building at Okmulgee, 
Okla. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2848) 
authorizing an increase n appropriation for the purchase of 
a site and erection of a post office at Harrisonville, Mo., from 
$52,500 to $62,500; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 2849) to authorize the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building at 
Circleville, Pickaway County, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WARD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 2850) for 
the erection of a post-office building at Edenton, N. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2851) to purchase a site and erect a post- 
office building at Hertford, N. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2852) to authorize erection of a public 
building at Farmville, N C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2853) to provide for a post-office building 
at Williamston, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2854) for the con- 
struction of a public building at Clarendon, Va.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2855) for the construction of a public 
building at Culpeper, Va.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 2856) to provide for the 
deportation of certain undesirable aliens; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 2857) to establish a term of 
the United States Circuit Court of Appeals at Oklahoma City, 
Okla.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 2858) for the relief of cer- 
tain customs employees at the port of Philadelphia who served 
us acting customs guards during the war emergency; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROACH: A bil! (H. R. 2859) requiring national banks 
to advertise all unclaimed deposits, dividends declared, and ac- 
cumulated interest; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 2860) to amend section 
848 of the Revised Statutes relating to witness fees; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: A bill (H. R. 2861) to 
incorporate the United States Platinum Corporation and aid in 
the development of the mineral resources of Alaska, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 2862) to provide for 
the payment by advertisers of postage on replies to advertis- 
ing matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: A bill (H. R. 2863) to amend section 
5190, Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 2864) for the relief of 
distress in Germany; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 2865) to provide for an 
allowance for maintenance of equipment for carriers in rural 
mail service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, 

By Mr. STEVENSON: A bill (H. R. 2866) to amend the 
Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act by placing calcium arsenate on 
the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLOOM: A bin (H. R. 2867) providing for the 
estublishment of an advisory board in the United States Vet- 
erans’ Bureau to obfain employment for disabled veterans and 
to finances them in business; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R, 2868) for the reduction of 
postage on first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 2869) for the establishment 
of a United States industrial reformatory; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 2870) to 
provide for prompt adjustment of claims agaiust common car- 
riers for loss and damage to freight in interstate commerce ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 2871) to amend section 
115 ot the act of March 8, 1911, entitled “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary”; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 2872) to create 
the American stabilizing commission and to provide for stabiliz- 
ing the prices of certain farm products; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2873) to pro- 
vide for the reduction of mileage to actual transportation ex- 
penses of Representatives and Senators; to the Committee on 
Mileage. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2874) to establish a fish hatchery and 
biological station in the sixth congressional district of the 
State of Tennessee; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 2875) to provide for the 
addition of the names of certain persons to the final roll of the 
Indians of the Flathend Indian Reservation, Mont.; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2876) to provide for the payment of 
claims of Chippewa Indians of Minnesota for back annuities; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) providing for the reservation of 
certain lands in New Mexico fer the Indians of the Zia Pueblo; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2878) to authorize the sale of lands 
allotted to Indians under the Moses agreement of July 7, 1883; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2879) to provide for the disposal of home- 
stead allotments of deceased allotees within the Blackfeet 
Indian Reservation, Mont.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2880) to amend section 1 of the act of 
Congress of March 3. 1921 (41 Stat. L. 1249), entitled “An act 
to amend section 3 of the act of Congress of June 28, 1906,” 
entitled “ An act for the division of the lands and funds of the 
Osage Indians in Oklahoma, and for other purposes"; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2881) to compensate three Comanche In- 
dians of the Kiowa Reservation; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2882) to provide for the reservation of 
certain land in Utah as a school site for the Ute Indians; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2883) to validate certain allotments of 
land made to Indians on the Lac Courte Oreille Indian Reser- 
vation in Wisconsin; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2884) providing for the reservation of 
certain lands in Utah for certain bands of Paiute Indians; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2885) to provide for exchanges of Govern- 
ment and privately owned lands in the Walapai Indian Reser- 
vation, Ariz; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2886) to provide for the disposition of 
bonuses, rentals, and royalties received under the provisions of 
the act of Congress entitled “An act to promote the mining of 
coal, phosphate, oil, oil shale, gas, and sodium on the public 
domain,” approved February 25, 1920, from unallotted lands in 
Executive-order Indian reservations, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) to authorize the extesion of the 
period of restriction against alienation of the homestead allot- 
ments made to members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians 
in Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2888) to es- 
tablish a national park in the States of Kentucky, Tennessee, 
and Virginia; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TILLMAN; A bill (H. R. 2889) to pay to Confed- 
erate soldiers and to the widows of Confederate soldiers $1,000 
and $50 per month during the remainder of their lives; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VARE: A bill (H. R. 2890) providing for the pay- 
ment of certain judgments allowed by the United States Dis- 
trict Court of New Jersey; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 2891) to repeal the excise 
tax on automobiles and motor cycles; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2892) to repeal the excise tax on auto 
trucks and auto wagons; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2898) to repeal the excise tax on tires, 
inner tubes, parts, and accessories; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 289+) to provide that the 
principal officer of each executive department shall attend 
certain sessions of the Senate and House of Representatives; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KAHN; A bill (H. R. 2895) to amend the retirement 
laws affecting certain grades of Army officers; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 2896) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to compensate veterans of the Civil War for time 
served in Confederate prisons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 2897) to amend section 
96, chapter 5, of the act of Congress of March 3, 1911, entitled 
“The Judicial Code“; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2898) au- 
thorizing the use of vessels of the United States Navy in the 
prevention of smuggling; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 2899) providing that proposed 
legislation dealing with Indian affairs be submitted to Indian 
councils; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2900) to provide for inspection of aliens 
desiring to emigrate to the United States at the ports of em- 
barkation ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 2901) making 
an appropriation for erecting and equipping and otherwise pro- 
viding a quarantine station at or near New Orleans, La.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2902) to authorize the establishment of a 
Coast Guard station on Lake Pontchartrain at New Orleans; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 2903) to provide for the pro- 
tection and development of the lower Colorado River Basin; to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R, 2904) authoriz- 
ing the exchange of lands within the Routt National Forest, in 
the State of Colorado, and for other purposes; to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2905) to authorize an exchange of lands 
with Ed Johnson, of Eagle, Colo.; to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2906) to provide for the consolidation of 
forest lands within the San Juan National Forest, State of 
Colorado, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2907) for the further protection of 
homestead and desert-land entrymen of public lands where, 
subsequent to entry, the mineral deposits are embraced in 
permits or leases, or otherwise disposed of; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. STENGLE: A bill (H. R. 2908) to amend an act 
entitled “An act for the retirement of employees in the clas- 
sified civil service and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 
1920; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 2909) to amend section 
852 of the Revised Statutes relating to jurors’ fees; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2910) to 
limit and define the powers of the judges of the district courts 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2911) to determine the jurisdiction of 
United States courts in matters of contempt, and to regulate 
the trial and punishment of same; to the Committee on the 


Judiciary, 
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By Mr. GASQUE: A bill (H. R. 2912) for the erection of a 
public building at Conway, S. C., and appropriating money 
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREENWOOD: A bill (H. R. 2913) to authorize 
the acquisition of a site and the erection of a Federal building 
thereon at Sullivan, Ind.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2914) to make additions, extensions, and 
improvements to the post-office building at Vincennes, Ind., 
to be used for post-office and mine- rescue purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2915) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a Federal building at Bicknell, Ind.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also a bill (H. R. 2916) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Linton, Ind.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MacLAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 2917) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Oakland, Alameda County, 
Calif.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 2918) 
to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
new public building at Pawtucket, R. I., and also for the sale 
of the present post-office building and its site; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 2919) for 
the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public 
building at Marshall, Mich.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRYNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2920) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire a suitable site 
and erect thereon a suitable building for a post office, sub- 
station, and post-office motor-vehicle service at Nashville, 
Tenn. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 8186) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Perry, Okla.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 3187) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Ponca City, Okla.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a- bill (H. R. 3188) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Beaver, Okla.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3189) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a publie building at Cherokee, Okla.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8190) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Medford, Okla.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3191) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Harper, Okla.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3192) providing for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Fairview, Okla.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3193) providing for the erection of a 
public building at Newkirk, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bil. (H. R. 3194) providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Alva, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3195) to amend section 4 of the act to 
regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, and subsequent 
amendments thereof; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. J 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 8196) to prohibit the 
collection of a surcharge for the transportation of persons or 
baggage in connection with the payment for parlor or sleeping 
car accommodations; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 3197) to suspend immi- 
gration to the United States until January 1, 1934; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) to authorize the States of Alabama 
and Georgia, through their respective highway departments, 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Chattahoochee 
River at or near Eufaula, Ala., connecting Barbour County, 
Ala., and Quitman County, Ga.; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3199) to pro- 
vide a site and erect a building thereon at Lenoir City, Tenn.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3200) to provide a site and erect a publie 
building thereon at Rockwood, Tenn.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8201) to provide a site and erect a public 
building thereon at Lafollette, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8202) to provide a site and erect a publie 
building thereon at Knoxville, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res, 65) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States fixing the commencement of the term of Members 
of Congress; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 67) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
68) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CELLER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 69) proposing 
that The Star-Spangled Banner be adopted as the national an- 
them; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. DUPRE: Resolution (H. Res. 69) setting a time 
limit for report on election contests; to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res, 70) pro- 
viding for the numbering of seats in the gallery of the House 
of Representatives and for the issuance of numbered cards of 
admission, corresponding to such seats, on certain occasions; to 
the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. JONES: Resolution (H. Res. 71) amending section 7 
of Rule XXIV of the House of Representatives; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. KELLY: Resolution (H. Res. 72) providing for the 
purchase and installation of an electromechanical voting system 
in the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. JONES: Resolution (H. Res. 73) amending section 
2 of Rule XXI of the House of Representatives; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Oregon, relative to the revenue de- 
rived by the Federal Government from Sand Island, situated at 
the mouth of the Columbia River, Oreg.; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of the House of Representatives of South 
Dakota, the Senate concurring, favoring the creation of a 
corporation for the stabilizing of markets of agricultural prod- 
ucts; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Senate and Assembl of the State of 
New York, favoring modification of the Volstead Act; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: Memorial of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of Georgia, Senate concurring, to amend the trans- 
portation act of 1920; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho, providing for a direct route of transportation on a 
water grade between Huntington and Lewiston; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the State of Idaho, to provide for the con- 
struction of public roads leading into and throughout national 
forests, Indian reservations, and other public land areas; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAKER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of New Jersey, condemning the maladministration of the 
United States Veterans’ Bureau; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 2921) for the relief of 
Paymaster Herbert Elliott Stevens, United States Navy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2922) granting a pension to Mary R. Phil- 
brick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 2923) to authorize associa- 
tion of producers of turpentine and rosin; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 2924) granting an increase of 
pension to Charlotte E. Lewman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2925) granting an increase of pension to 
Corlissa R. McCleary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BIXLER: A bill (H. R. 2926) granting a pension to 
Catherine A. Lunger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 2927) authorizing the See- 
retary of War to donate to the county of Mills, State of Texas, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2928) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Llano, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2929) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Burnet, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2930) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Taylor, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2931) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Shackelford, State of Texas, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2982) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Nolan, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2933) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Concho, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2934) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Runnels, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2935) authorizing the Secretary of War to, 
donate to the county of Palo Pinto, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2936) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Coleman, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2937) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Brown, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2938) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Callahan, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2989) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Stephens, State of Texas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2940) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Lampasas, State of Texas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2941) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Jones, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2942) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Eastland, State of Texas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2948) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Comanche, State of Texas, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2944) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of San Saba, State of Texas, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2945) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of McCulloch, State of Texas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 2946) for the relief of Louis 
Manzumin; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2947) for the relief of Clara Thurnes; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2948) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Jane Warren; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2949) granting a pension to Carrie C. 
Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2950) granting a pension to Cordelia S. 
Milliken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2951) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah F. Murdock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2952) granting a pension to Barbara 
Bever; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2958) granting a pension to Martha Eber- 
lein; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2954) granting a pension to Marion D. 
Sweet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: A bill (H. R. 2955) for the relief of 
George Hayes; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2956) granting an increase of pension 
to John M. Winder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill. (H. R. 2957) for the relief of 
Patrick Fay, alias Owen Carroll; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of 
Isaac J. Reese; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2959) for the relief of Louis Blanchette, 
alias Lewis Blanchard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 2960) to pay Frank H. 
Howell the sum of $818, money paid for medical services 
while in the military service of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2961) to pay the Pioneer Steamship Co. 
the sum of $3,100.50, money paid as duty for repairs in foreign 
ports; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2962) granting 
an increase of pension to Noel M. Pursley; to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2963) for the relief of Myer Morris; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 2964) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob Sash; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) granting an increase of pension to 
John A, Ruddell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2966) granting a pension to Eldoris Y. 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2967) granting a pension to Albert Jacobs; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2968) granting a pension to Frances 
Server; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2969) granting a pension to Julia Luken- 
bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2970) granting a pension to Indiana 
Grant; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension to Lottie B. Reid: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2972) granting a pension to Kate Cald- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2978) granting a pension to James W. 
Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2974) granting a pension to Mary A, 
Shook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension to William Tur- 
ner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 2976) for the relief of the 
estute of James A. MeErlain; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 2977) for the 
relief of H. E. Kuca and V. J. Koupal; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEARY: A bill (H. R. 2978) for the relief of the 
Erie Railroad Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 2979) for the relief of Louie 
June; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: a bill (H. R. 2980) to authorize the 
appointment of Pvt. (First Class) Morris Ahearn, retired, to 
grade of first sergeant, retired, in the United States Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 2981) for the relief of the 
Mutual Fire, Marine, and Inland Insurance Co. of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., for stamp taxes illegally paid; to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2982) for the relief of the owner of the 
fishing smack Mary S. Dolbow; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2983) granting 
an increase of pension to Kitty 8. Johnson on account of help- 
less child; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 2984) to provide for a sur- 
vey of the Anclote River, Fla.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2985) to provide for a survey of the Pith- 
lachascootee River, Fla.; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2986) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Lamb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUPRÉ: A bill (H. R. 2987) for the relief of Louise 
Saint Gez, executrix of Auguste Ferré, deceased, surviving 
partner of Lapene & Ferré; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2988) for the relief of Celeste Doussan 
Bisset; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 2989), for the relief of. Mrs. 
E. L. Guess; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of the 
Kanawha & Ohio Transfer Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also,. a bill (H. R. 2991) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Russell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2992) for the relief of Albert Bowen; 
to the Committee on Military, Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2993) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Hawthorne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2994) for the relief of Darius Atkinson; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2995) granting a pension to Pearl Reed; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2996) granting a pension to William 
Bruce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2997) granting a pension to Rebecca Hook; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension to Tracey M. 
Halley; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2999) granting a pension to Alban D. 


Philson; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Elson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3001) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3002) granting a pension to Rebecca Duty; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3003) granting a pension to Bertha Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICKS: A bill (H. R. 3004) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Baker Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8005) to reimburse the members of Com- 
pany B, California Engineers, in the aggregate amount person- 
ally expended by them for United States Army equipment; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8006) granting a pen- 
sion io Emma E. Howe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3007) to reimburse Lieut. Col. Charles F. 
Sargent, National Guard of Massachusetts; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Wilson 
B. Burtt; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GASQUE: A bill (H. R. 3009) for the relief of Robert 
J. Kirk; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr: GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 3010) granting a pension to 
Laura M. A. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr: GREENWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3011) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah J. Doll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3012) granting a pension to James N. 
Meyers; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3013) granting a pension to Herschel 
Spainour; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3014) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Crim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3015) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Lucy E. 
Harrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3017) granting a pension to Mary F. Wel- 
leons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3018) granting a pension to James H. 
Beaman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3019) granting a pension to James Adams; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3020) granting a pension to Elsa Gilmore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 8021) granting a pension to 
Julia A. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a hill (H. R. 3022) granting a pension to Freeman H. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8023) granting a pension to Susan E. Ben- 
nett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3024) granting an increase 
of pension to Edith MacAlpine Murray; to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

By Mr. HOCH: A bill (H. R. 8025) granting a pension to 
Francis Marion Lucas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8026) granting an increase of pension to 
Arminta Shinn; to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3027) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna G. Walquist; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN; A bill (H. R. 3028) granting a pension to 
T. L. Ingram; to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3029) for the relief of the Alaska Com- 
mercial Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3030), to allow and credit the accounts of 
Albert J. Capron, formerly captain, Quartermaster Corps, United 
States Army, the sum of 884.52, disallowed by the Comptroller 
General of the United States; to the Committee on Military, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8031) to allow and credit the aceounts 
of Lieut.. Col. W. F. H. Godson, Cavalry, United States military 
attaché, acting quartermaster at Berne, Switzerland, with. 
$2,590.75 disbursed as refundment of expenses. incurred through 
loss of exchange by oflicers and employees in procuring pro- 


‘ceeds of checks drawn on the Treasurer of the United States; 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. KERR: A bill (II. R. 8082). granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E. Todd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 3033) granting an increase 
of pension to David Ebner; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3034) granting an increase of pension) 
to Mary V. Webster; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3035) granting an increase of pension to 


(D L. Pugh; ti 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3000) granting a pension to Mary Jane hg 71 na acnaaihet rca 


By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 3036) granting an increase 
of pension to Ellen L. Stone; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3037) granting a pension to Kate Garrity; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3038) granting a pension to Susan Ritter; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3039) granting an increase of pension 
to Harriett L. Sheets; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a: bill. (H. R. 3040): granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Huffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3041) granting a pension to Rosetta Allo- 
way; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8042) granting an inerease of pension to 
Elizabeth E. Lanam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KUNZ: A bill (H. R. 8043) for the relief of Ovid 
Lemieux and Joseph M. Caulfield; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3044) granting a pension to James Me- 
Donough; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3045) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Evans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of J. W. 
Cook; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3047) for the relief of John T. Eaton; to 
the Committee on Claims: 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 3048) granting a pension to 
Cleara V. Watson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8049) 
granting a pension to Sarah E. Miller; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McSWEENEY: A bill (H. R. 3050) granting a pen- 
sion to Theodore S. Steffy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3051) granting a pension to Emma A. 
Kline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3052) granting a pension to Catherine 
Crawford ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3053) granting a pension to Jessie Par- 
sons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3054) granting 
a pension to Sarah M. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3035) granting a pension to Hanna C. 
Seward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 3056) granting a pension 
to Martha A. Brigance; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8057) granting a pension to William 
Karch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3058) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Points; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Cora Wilhite; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3060) granting a pension to Matilda D. 
Bell; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3061) granting a pension to Melissa S. 
Omans; to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAPES; A bill (H. R. 3062) granting an increase of 
pension to James Kulins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3068) granting a pension to Albert S. 
Riddle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 3064) granting an increase 
of pension to Guy W. Rowe; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 8065) granting a pension 
to Asa R. Daniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 8066) for the relief of John 
P. Fitzpatrick; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8067) granting a pension to Mary Lord 
Harrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 8068) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the Commercial Pacific Cable Co.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8069) granting 
retirement pay to Christ Roesch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 8070) 
granting a pension to Joseph F. Walsh; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3071) for the relief of Daniel A. Spaight; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8072) for the relief of Mary F. Spaight; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3073) for the relief of Thomas F. Sutton; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3074) for the relief of Elizabeth Tabele; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3075) for the relief of Thomas A. Tabele; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 3076) for the 
relief of Frank B. Ferrill; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3077) for the relief of Rose L. Kiefer, 
widow of Theodore E. Perin, individually, and for the use 
and benefit of Edna J. Perin and Olga G. Perin, her minor 
children; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) for the relief of Alice Sarrazin; to, 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3079) for the relief of Joseph L. Galle; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON; A bill (H. R. 3080) to complete the 
military record of Jacob W. Starr; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 3081) authorizing the 
reinstatement of James A. Murphy as a second lieutenant in 
the Regular Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8082) for the relief of Christine Mygatt; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3083) appointing Charles H. Slack to the 
grade of chief engineer on the retired list; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 3084) granting a pension to 
Anna W. Nixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 8085) granting a pension 
to Fannie M. O’Linn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3086) granting an increase of pension to 
Barbara Schneider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3087) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Comstock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to Henry C. 
Bagley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) granting a pension to Alden T. 
Wathan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3090) granting an inerease of pension to 
Rufus W. Jones: to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SITES: A bill (H. R. 3091) granting a pension to 
Samuel H. Simon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3092) granting a pension to Emma Tom- 
linson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3093) granting a pension to George J. 
Beam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3094) granting an increase of pension to 
Bruce R. Vaughn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3095) granting an 
increase of pension to Fannie L. Ryan; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 3096) for the relief of 
George H. Ewart; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3097) to compensate Lieut. L. D. 
Webb, United States Navy, for damages to household effects 
while being transported by Government conveyance; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Robert- 
son; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3099) granting a pension to Frances E. 
Austeel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8100) for the 
relief of John R. Smith, deceased; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3101) for the relief of Daniel Sheets, 
deceased; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3102) granting a pension to Hattie E. 
Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8108) granting a pension to Rachel A. 
Roden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3104) granting 160 acres of land to the 
Colorado State Normal School of Gunnison, Colo., for use of 
their Rocky Mountain biological station; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8105) to 
reimburse Tennie A. Anderson for money, money orders, and 
postage stamps stolen; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3106) granting 
an increase of pension to Bradford R. Sartin; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3107) granting an increase of pension to 
Grant Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3108) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3109) granting an increase of pension to 
David Akridge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3110) granting a pension to Frank Me- 
Coy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3111) granting a pension to Samuel E. 
Acuff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Zack Amis; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8118) granting a pension to Jasper O. 
Craig; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3114) granting a pension to Adaline Penk; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8115) granting a pension to Margaret 
Driskell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3116) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Gregory; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3117) granting a pension to John T. 
Everett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3118) granting a pension to Leona J. 
Luttrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3119) granting an increase of pension to 
Maggie L. Manley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8120) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy A. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3121) granting a pension to Louisa 
Woods; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8122) granting a pension to James H. 
Buckner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3123) granting a pension to Lucy J. Pope- 
joy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3124) granting a pension to James H. 
Arnold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8125) granting a pension to Robert G. 
Rhea; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3126) granting a pension to Swepson 
Sutton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8127) granting a pension to Mary F. 
Doyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3128) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3129) granting a pension to Maggie Allen; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3130) granting a pension to Mattie Dunn; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3131) granting a pension to Polly Nelson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3132) for the relief of William J. Oliver 
Manufacturing Co., and William J. Oliver, of Knoxville, Tenn.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3133) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3134) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Shelby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3135) granting a pension to Hiram M. 
Graves; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3136) for the relief of Virgie Young; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 8137) grant- 
ing a pension to Jesse Lairson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3138) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Rockenbach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3139) granting 
= pension to Harriet Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 3140) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Dodson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3141) granting a pension to Mary R. 
Lewark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3142) granting a pension to Ella Lee; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 8148) for the re- 
lief of Bernice Hutcheson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3144) for the relief of the Southern Rail- 
way Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3145) for the relief of W. C. Moye and 
Nannie Moye; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8146) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Stevens; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3147) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Benton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8148) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3149) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Harlem, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3150) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Sparta, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8151) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Crawfordville, State of Georgia, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 3152) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate {| the city of Thomson, State of Georgia, one Ger- 
man cannoli or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3153) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Louisville, State of Georgia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3154) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Sandersville, State of Georgia, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3155) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lincolnton, State of Georgia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3156) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Tennille, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3157) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Milledgeville, State of Georgia, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3158) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Irwinton, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3159) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Gibson, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 3160) to 
authorize survey of Knobs Creek, Pasquotank County, N. C.; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3161) for the relief of E. A. Beals; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 3162) granting a pension to 
Mary Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3163) granting a pension to Mary Cain; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8164) granting relief to Irving J. Kelley; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8165) granting relief to Howard A. Mox- 
ley; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8166) granting relief to Charles H. 
Prince; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3167) granting relief to the estate of 
Charles E. Stevens; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3168) granting a 
pension to Emma L. Bush; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3169) granting a pension to Horace 
McGillum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3171) granting a pension to Caroline K. 
Nester; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELSH: A bill (H. R. 3172) granting a pension to 
Henry Lawton Hicks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WERTZ: A bill (H. R. 3178) granting a pension to 
Henry E. Gilbert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 3174) grant- 
ing a pension togMargaret Emmons; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, i 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 3175) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles Sidney George; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8176) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Pyle; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8177) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice A. Mangum; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3178) granting a pension to William H. 
McIntosh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8179) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Ellen Britton; to the Committee of Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3180) granting a pension to Nancy Harper; 
to the Committee of Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bili (H. R. 8181) granting a 
pension to Mathias Backes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3182) granting a pension to Michael 
Halloran; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3183) for the relief of Rush O. Fellows; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) for the relief of William E. Snyder; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 3185) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Arcadia charge of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Resolution (H. Res. 68) providing 
for the payment to Marie Hall Hollingsworth, widow of John 
H. Hollingsworth, late Chief “lerk of the House of Represen- 
tatives, a sum equal to one year’s salary as Chief Clerk, and 
$250 as funera! expenses of said John H. Hollingsworth; to 
the Committee on Accounts. 


— — 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

90. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Massa- 
chusetts State Nurses’ Association, protesting against the action 
of the National Personnel Reclassification Board in placing all 
nurses in Government employ in a nonprofessional grade; to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 

91. Also (by request), petition of Lincoln Post, No. 1, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, Topeka, 
Kans., favoring an increase of pension being granted to veter- 
ans and widows of veterans of the Civil War; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

92. Also (by request), petition of the city council of Chi- 
eago, III., urging Congress to enact legislation to enable the 
United States Government to assume jurisdiction over all 
branches of radio communication by telephone and telegraph; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

93. Also (by request), petition of the mayor and council of 
Menasha, Wis., requesting the United States Senate and House 
of Representatives to take steps toward some settlement between 
France and Germany; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

94. Also (by request), petition of the manager of the Dyck- 
man Branch of the Corn Exchange Bank, New York, approv- 
ing Secretary Mellon’s plan of tax reduction; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

95. Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of Alamo, 
N. Dak., favoring action by Congress to stabilize the price of 
wheat in Minneapolis and Duluth, Minn.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

96. Also, (by request), petition of Edith E. Davis, Lansing, 
Mich., that Congress amend the Constitution of the United 
States to prohibit child labor; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

97. Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of East 
Bridgewater, Mass., requesting the creation of some agency of 
the Federal Government to fix a maximum price for coal; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

98. Also (by request), petition protesting against the seat- 
ing of Edward E. Miller, of Illinois; to the Committee on 
Elections No. A. 

99. By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of the Gloucester Chamber 
of Commerce, Gloucester, Mass., favoring ownership and con- 
trol of Cape Cod Canal by Federal Government; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

100. By Mr, ASWELL: Petition of W. T. Maddox, outlining 
a plan for a perpetual calendar embracing all time; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

101. By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the officers and employees 
of the Cleveland Folding Machine Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, urg- 
ing support of the proposition of Secretary Mellon to reduce 
Federal income taxes and favoring proper aid to injured and 


FCCVVCCCCCCVCCCCTTCTT ee ees are 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


223 


disabled soldiers; also protesting against any legislation grant- 
ing a bonus to able-bodied soldiers; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

102. By Mr. DARROW: Petition of the Philadelphia Produce 
Exchange, urging the adoption of the Mellon tax-reduction 
plan; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

103. Also, petition of the Philadelphia Stock Exchange, in 
favor of the Mellon tax-reduction plan; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

104. Also, petition of the Philadelphia Real Estate Board, urg- 
ing the adoption of the Mellon tax-reduction plan; also favoring 
tax-exempt securities; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

105. By Mr. DOYLE: Petition of the city council of the city of 
Chicago, urging Congress to enact legislation to regulate radio; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

106. By Mr. FENN: Petition of the New Britain Chamber of 
Commerce, favoring Secretary Mellon’s proposal to reduce 
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 3 

107. Also, petition of the Hartford Chamber of Commerce, of 
Hartford, Conn., favoring Secretary Mellon’s proposal to re- 
duce taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

108. Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of Con- 
necticut, Hartford, Conn., favoring Secretary Mellon’s proposal 
to reduce taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

109. Also, petition of Daniel C. Rodman Camp, No. 27, Con- 
necticut Division, Sons of Veterans, East Hartford, Conn., favor- 
ing increased pensions for veterans of the Civil War and their 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

110. Also, petition of the Woman's Relief Corps, Department 
of Connecticut, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring increased 
pensions for the veterans of the Civil War and their widows; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

111. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the National Association 
of Upholstered Furniture Manufacturers, favoring the plan of 
the Secretary of the Treasury for a reduction of Federal taxa- 
tion; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

112. Also, petition of F. M. Edgett, manager of the Lyric 
Theater, of Earlville, III., for repeal of the war tax on ad- 
missions; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

113. Also, petition of the Illinois Municipal League, concern- 
ing valuation of railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

114. Also, petition of the Military Order of the World War, 
opposing any reduction of the present authorized strength of 
the Regular Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

115. Also, petition of the Morris (III.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, favoring reclassification and increase of the salaries of 
postal employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 5 

116. Also, petition of the Illinois Telephone Association, 
favoring repeal of the tax on telephone toll messages; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

117. By Mr. KAHN: Petition of retired postal clerks of 
San Francisco, Oakland, and Berkeley, Calif., asking an in- 
crease in pension of $40 per month; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

118. Also, petition of Presidio Parlor, No. 194, Native Sons 
of the Golden West, San Francisco, urging the enactment of 
laws excluding from entry into the United States all persons 
ineligible for citizenship; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

119. Also, petition of Olympus Parlor, No. 189, Native Sons 
of the Golden West, San Francisco, Calif., urging the enact- 
ment of laws excluding from entry into the United States all 
persons ineligible for citizenship; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, 

120. By Mr. MADDEN: Petition of the city council of the 
city of Chicago, III., urging Congress to enact legislation so as 
to enable the United States Government to assume jurisdiction 
over radio communication by telephone and telegraph; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

121. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of Robert 
W. Mintha, Brooklyn, N. Y., for suspending the postal service 
on Christmas Day; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

122. Also, petition of George C. Scott, of New York, favoring 
Secretary Mellon’s proposal to reduce taxes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

123. Also, petition of the Gasau-Thompson Co., of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favoring Secretary Mellon’s proposal to reduce taxes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

124, Also, petition of the B. F. Keith Circuit of Theaters, 
favoring Secretary Melion’s tax-reduction plan; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

125. Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, the 
Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, the Bronx 


Board of Trade of New York, and the Livingston Street Asso- 
ciation, Brooklyn, N. Y., urging the adoption of Secretary Mel- 
lon’s tax-reduction plan; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

126. Also, petition of the Grand Street Board of Trade, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., the Rochester Chamber of Commerce, Roches- 
ter, N. T., and Wallace & Co., Brooklyn, N. Y., urging the 
adoption of Secretary Mellon’s tax-reduction plan; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

127. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State 

of New York, opposed to the governmental construction and 
operation of hydroelectric plants, and also Government opera- 
tion of steamship lines; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
„ 128. Also, petition of the New York State Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, favoring America joining the World Court and 
indorsing the principle of world peace; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

129. Also, petition of the executive board of the New York 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, to amend .the Constitution to 
limit or prohibit the labor of children; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

130, Also, petition of the New York State Federation of 
Women's Clubs, favoring the separation of schools and politics; 
to the Committee on Education. 

131. Also, petition of the New York State Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, indorsing the interstate plan to correct and 
control certain immigration evils; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, 

132. Also, petition of New York State Federation of Women's 
Clubs, urging advertisers to confine advertising to commercial 
locations; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. ° 

133. Also, petition of the New York State Federation of 
Women's Clubs, urging the Legislature of New York State to 
enact a reform game law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

134. Also, petition of the New York State Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, indorsing the plan of the New York State 
Department of Education on rural schools; to the Committee on 
Education. 

135. Also, petition of the New York State Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, indorsing the principle of appropriating income 
derived from automobile fees for the regulation of traffic; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

136. Also, petition of the Beth Israel Hospital, of New York, 
protesting against placing nurses in the subprofessional or non- 
professional grade and praying that Congress change the pres- 
ent classification; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

137. Also, petition of the Vulcanite Portland Cement Co., 
New York, urging that railroads have a further period for re- 
cuperation and opposed to Government control; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

138. Also, petition of Auburn City Hospital, Auburn, N. V., 
protesting against placing nurses in the subprofessional or non- 
professional grade and praying that Congress change the pres- 
ent classification; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

189. Also, petition of Charles F. Noyes Co., New York, favor- 
ing Secretary Mellon’s proposal to reduce taxes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

140. By Mr. RAKER: Petitions of the California Federation 
of Women’s Clubs, regarding child-labor legislation, and to 
permit the States to enact legislation fixing a minimum wage 
for women engaged in trade; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

141. Also, petition of the California Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, requesting transfer to the city of San Francisco land on 
which the Palace of Fine Arts stands; to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

142. Also, petition of the Commercial Trust & Savings Bank, 
Oakland, Calif., relative to income-tax reduction and soldiers’ 
bonus; Moreland Motor Truck Co., Los Angeles, Calif., regard- 
ing income-tax reductions; and Southern Metal Trades Asso- 
ciation, Atlanta, Ga., in regard to cutting taxes versus soldiers’ 
bonus; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

148. Also, petition of the San Francisco Chamber of Com- 
merce, regarding the acceptance of tidelands in the city of Ala- 
meda, and the California Commandery, Naval and Military 
Order of the Spanish-American War, urging necessary appropria- 
tions to maintain our standing with the navies of the world; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

144. Also, petitions of the American Association for the Ad- 
vancement of Science, favoring the safeguarding of all national 
parks in the United States and Canada, and the California Fed- 
eration of Women's Clubs, relative to the situation in regard to 
the redwood forests; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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145. Also, petition of the Oakland Chamber of Commerce, 
Calif., in regard to providing funds for the Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

146. Also, petition of the Commercial Board of Los Angeles, 
indorsing the Budget system; to the Committee on Rules. 

147. Also, petition of the Convention of the International 
Typographical Union at Atlanta, Ga., indorsing the work of the 
joint conference on retirement; to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

148, Also, petition of the Greenhorn Grange, No. 384, relative 
to the reduction of express and freight rates on purebred stock; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

149. Also, petition of citizens of Berkeley, Calif., indorsing the 
League of Nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

150. Also, petition of the California Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, indorsing the Swing-Johnson bill; to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

151. Also, petition of the San Diego Chamber of Commerce, 
opposing any amendments to the transportation act; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

152. Also, petitions of the Fresno County Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of recommendations contained in Rodman 
report; the Oakland Chamber of Commerce, California, in favor 
of recommendations made by the naval commissions; and the 
Fresno County Chamber of Commerce, urging the acceptance of 
gift of tidewater lands at city of Alameda; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

153. Also, petitions of the Citizens’ National Bank, of Los 
Angeles, Calif., and the Farmers and Merchants’ Bank, of Santa 
Paula, Calif., regarding income tax and soldiers’ bonus; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

154. Also, petitions of Langley & Michaels Co., San Francisco, 
Calif., in regard to legalizing price maintenance, and Hayes 
Valley Pharmacy, San Francisco, Calif., in re misuse of well- 
known goods as cut-price advertising; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

155. Also, petition of Kellogg Switchboard & Supply Co., Chi- 
cago, III., relative to repeal of Federal tax on telephone and 
telegraph calls, and of People’s Reconstruction League, Wash- 
ington, D. C., requesting legislation on three subjects—Federal 
taxation, a Government marketing corporation, and transfer of 
administration of the packer and stockyards act to the Federal 
Trade Commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

156, Also, petitions of the Oakland Chamber of Commerce, 
California; the city council of the city of Los Angeles, Calif. ; 
and the Fresno County Chamber of Commerce, California, in- 
dorsing the National Budget system; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

157. By Mr. SITES: Petition of sundry citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the repeal of the discriminatory tax on small- 
arms ammunition and firearms; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

158. Also, petition of Gen. Todd Council, No. 161, Sons and 
Daughters of Liberty, Carlisle, Pa., opposing any increase of the 
8 per cent quota in the restriction of immigration and pray- 
ing that the present immigration law be even more fully 
strengthened; to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

159. Also, petition of Mount Vernon Council, No. 333, Order 
of Independent Americans, Harrisburg, Pa., opposing any in- 
crease of the 3 per cent quota in the restriction of immigra- 
tion and suggesting prohibition of immigration, with certain 
limitations, for a period of years in the best interest of our 
people; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

160, Also, petition of Enhaut Council, No. 231, Order of In- 
dependent Americans, Enhaut, Pa., opposing any increase of 
the 3 per cent quota in the restriction of immigration and sug- 
gesting prohibition of immigration, with certain limitations, 
for a period of years in the best interest of our people; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

161. Also, petition of- Melrose Council, No. 928, Order of In- 
dependent Americans, Harrisburg, Pa., opposing any increase 
of the 3 per cent quota in the restriction of immigration and 
suggesting prohibition of immigration, with certain limitations, 
for a period of years in the best interest of our people; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

162. By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Utica, N. Y., favoring Secretary Mellon’s proposal to 
reduce taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

163. By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of members of the Woman’s 
Auxiliary, First Presbyterian Church, Staunton, Va., in refer- 
ence to giving aid to the Alabama Indians of Polk County, Tex.; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

164. By Mr. QUAYLE: Petition of George Tieman & Co. for 
maintenance and control of prices on standard articles; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 


Turspay, December 11, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


O God, the heavens declare the glory of God; and the firma- 
ment showeth His handiwork. Day unto day uttereth speech, 
and night unto night showeth knowledge. We would think 
Thy thoughts after Thee. We would recognize our obligations 
to Thee, and both in character and in conduct we would ex- 
emplify the law of Thy commandments. So help us daily to 
understand that we live and move and have our being in Thee. 
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 
day’s proceedings when, on request of Mr. Loper and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PHIPPS submitted a resolution adopted by the Denver 
Civic and Commercial Association, of Denver, Colo., favoring 
the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the following resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Georgia, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce: 


Whereas the Supreme Court of the United States, in the Wisconsin 
case, places a construction upon the transportation act of 1920 such 
as gives to the Interstate Commerce Commission complete authority 
over the entire subject of transportation, and including the right to 
prescribe intrastate rates; and 

Whereas it means, in effect, the abrogation of all authority of 
State regulation to make and prescribe rates for intrastate move- 
ment of freight; and 

Whereas the freight rates are in some instances so burdensome and 
excessive at this time as to prohibit the free movement of various 
commodities, and passenger rates are so excessive as to deter travel, 
to the end that the railroads are receiving less passenger revenues 
than they would receive if lesser rates were in effect: Therefore be It 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Georgia 
(the. Senate of Georgia concurring), That we call upon the Congress 
of the United States to so amend the transportation act of 1920, and 
in such plain language as the authority of the States over intrastate 
traffic in their respective States will be fixed and in certain language 
plainly declaring the right of States to prescribe intrastate rates; be it 
further 

Resolved, That a topy of this resolution be sent to each United 
States Senator and Congressman from the State of Georgia. 


Mr. HARRIS also presented the petition of W. H. McDaniel, 
of Abbeville, Ga., praying that the first Sunday in March be 
designated as national invocation day, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LADD presented petitions of Mrs. A. Roe and 100 other 
citizens of Cando; of Rey. J. S. Wilds and 86 other citizens of 
Valley City; of Fred Bickerdike and 47 other citizens of Fair- 
mount; of J. A. Goentar and 81 other citizens of Fairmount; 
of W. T. Spencer and 34 other citizens of Hankinson; of J. R. 
Jones, jr., and 95 other citizens of Hankinson; of Mrs. W. S. 
Rance and 35 other citizens of Egeland; of Smith Stimmel and 
80 other citizens of Fargo; and of H. A. Alm and 18 other 
citizens of Hankinson, all in the State of North Dakota, pray- 
ing for the participation of the United States in the Permanent 
Court of International Justice. which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MeLEAN presented resolutions adopted by the executive 
committee, American Manufacturers of Toilet Articles, of Clin- 
ton, Conn., favoring the so-called Mellon plan of tax reduction 
and opposing the soldiers’ adjusted compensation bill, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Daniel C. Rodman Camp, No. 
27, Sons of Veterans, of East Hartford; of Abraham Lincoln 
Camp, No. 2, Sons of Veterans, of Stamford; of Isbell Camp, 
No. 35, Sons of Veterans, of Naugatuck; of Trumbull Camp, No. 
9, Sons of Veterans, of Southington; of Franklin Bartlett Camp, 
No. 11, Sons of Veterans, of Bridgeport: and of widows of 
Civil War veterans, of Unionville, all in the State of Connecti- 
cut, praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions 
of $72 per month to Civil War veterans and $50 per month to 
their widows, which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented petitions of the League of Women Voters, 
of Greenwich and Salisbury, both in the State of Connecticut, 
praying for the participation of the United States in the Per- 
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manent Court of International Justice, which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ster- 
ling, Kans., praying for the participation of the United States 
in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which was 
presented to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of McPherson; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Winfield; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Independence; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Salina; of the Central Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Topeka; of the Grandview Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Kansas City; and of the Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union of Emporia, all in the State 
of Kansas, remonstrating against the adoption of a proposed 
amendment to the Constitution granting equal rights to women, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by a joint committee 
meeting of the Kansas League of Women Voters at Wichita, 
Kans., protesting against a proposed amendment to the Consti- 
tution granting equal rights to women, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented a resolution adopted at a mass 
meeting of citizens of McKenzie County at Arnegard, N. Dak., 
favoring the passage of legislation establishing a governmental 
agency to bring about the orderly marketing of grain, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of T. M. Rawlins and sundry 
other citizens of Velva, N. Dak., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Bursum pension bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of S. O. Pladson and sundry 
other citizens of Hatton, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to stabilize the prices of farm products, which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the bankers of 
northwest North Dakota in group meeting assembled at Minot, 
N. Dak., favoring the enactment of legislation to modify the 
laws governing loans made to North Dakota farmers by the 
Intermediate Credit Bank at St. Paul, Minn., which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

He also presented a resolution of the Commercial Club of 
Grand Forks, N. Dak., protesting against the enactment of 
legislation to reduce the tariff on flax, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the North Dakota 
Bankers Association at Minot, N. Dak., favoring the enact- 
ment of legislation increasing the tariff schedules governing 
wheat and flax, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, ; 

He also presented a resolution of the directors of the Carring- 
ton National Farm Loan Association and the Ray National 
Farm Loan Association, of Ray, both in the State of North Da- 
kota, favoring the enactment of legislation to remove the special 
privilege granted the joint-stock land bank by repealing the 
tax-free provision as applied to joint-stock land bank bonds and 
also amending the Federal farm loan act so as to declare that 
such bonds shall not be instrumentalities of the United States, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of W. J. Lane and sundry 
other citizens of Fargo, N. Dak., praying for the passage of 
legislation to reduce taxes, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Commercial Club of 
Mandan, N. Dak., praying for the passage of legislation repeal- 
ing the toll tax on telephone and telegraph messages, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Young People’s Federa- 
tion of the Lutheran Free Church of Fargo, N. Dak., condemn- 
ing all offensive warfare and preparation for war, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Bismarck As- 
sociation, of Bismarck, N. Dak., protesting against rate action 
taken by the Northwestern railroads relative to lignite coal 
and requesting that the presidents and traffic managers of these 
railroads withdraw such rates, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petitions of Rev. A. H. Gamble. pastor 
of the Dunseith Methodist Episcopal Church, of Dunseith, and 
of Mrs. A. J. Catherwood and 40 other citizens of Park 
River, all in the State of North Dakota, praying for participa- 
tion by the United States in the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice, which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 
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He also presented resolutions of the Fargo-Moorhead branch, 
American Association of University Women in the State of 
North Dakota, favoring the participation of the United States 
In the Permanent Court of International Justice, and also the 
entry of the United States into the covenant of the League of 
Nations, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a petition from 
the Valley City (N. Dak.) branch of the American Association 
of University Women, praying for the participation of the 
United States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the congregation 
of the Christian Union Church of Hankinson, N. Dak., favoring 
the participation of the United States in the Permanent Court 
of International Justice, which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions of the Woman's Club, of Mercer; 
of the Thursday Evening Music Club, of New Rockford; of the 
Tioga Literary Society, of Tioga; of the St. Thomas Study 
Club, of St. Thomas; of the Current Event Club, of Bismarck ; 
and of the Fortnightly Club, of Bismarck, all in the State of 
North Dakota, favoring an amendment to the Constitution 
regulating the employment of child labor and indorsing tha 
so-called Sheppard-Tower Act relative to maternity and in- 
fancy, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


INVESTIGATION OF THE BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY, 


Mr. McCORMICK. From the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments I report back favorably Senate Reso- 
lution 31. In view of the fact that I must leave town to-day, 
I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report 
the resolution for information. 

The reading clerk read Senate Resolution No. 81, submitted 
yesterday by Mr. McCormick, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Executive 
Departments be, and hereby is, directed to inquire into the annual 
cost of the United States Bureau of Efficiency, the number of persons 
employed therein, the individuals responsible for their appointment, 
and the value, if any, of the Bureau of Efficiency. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
asks for the immediate consideration of the resolution just 
read, Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Reserving the right to object, I suggest 
to the Senator that he explain the justification for the resolu- 
tion which he reports. 

Mr. McCORMICK. The bureau has remained, as the Senator 
knows, long in existence. Since its creation we have created, 
by joint resolution of Congress, a Committee on Reorganization, 
which has completed its work. I want to learn through the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Executive Departments if 
there is any reason for the continuance of the Bureau of Effi- 
ciency. I am quite certain that it will involve no outlay. A 
brief inquiry by the small committee, of which the Senator from 
Arkansas was until recently a member, will determine the facts. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is the report unanimous? 

Mr. McCORMICK. There is one member of the committee 
who has not joined in the report. All the other members, 
minority and majority, have joined in it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator has just stated that his ob- 
ject is to find out whether there is any justification for con- 
tinuing the Bureau of Efficiency. Is the resolution broad 
enough to comprehend that inquiry? 

Mr. McCORMICK. I think so. 

Mr. ROBINSON, I make no objection to the adoption of the 
resolution, 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? He says the Committee on Reorganization has fin- 
ished its work. Did I understand him correctly? 

Mr. McCORMICK. Perhaps I ought to say it has reported 
that it has done its work, 

Mr. HARRISON. May I say to the Senator that the Com- 
mittee on Reorganization has done nothing toward its work 
and that it is waiting on the Executive department of the Gov- 
ernment. It was appointed in April, 1922, and has had ample 
time to do something, but it has done absolutely nothing, 

Mr. McCORMICK. I shall not challenge that statement. If 
the work alleged has been done, if the report made to the Presi- 
dent by the chairman of the committee is as reported, the work 
is ready to be laid before the Congress. I merely want to in- 
quire whether there is any reason for the continuance of the 
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Bureau of Efficiency. There is no one estopped from presenting 
an adverse view. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the resolution was just brought 
to my attention. It reads: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Executive 
Departments be, and hereby is, directed to inquire into the annual 
cost of the United States Bureau of Efficiency. 


The appropriation covers that amount. 

Mr. McCORMICK. It will take only a very few hours for 
the committee to assemble the facts and make a report. 
There is no difficulty about it. f 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course I think it is perfectly useless. 

Mr. McCORMICK. There Is a good deal that the Senator 
finds useless and there is a good deal that I find useless. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 930) to fix salaries of officers and members of the 
Metropolitan police force and the fire department of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 931) to amend an act of Congress approved 
June 18, 1893, entitled “An act to regulate plumbing and gas 
fitting in the District of Columbia“; 

A bill (S. 932) authorizing the tranter to the jurisdiction 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of a certain 
portion of the Anacostia Park for nursery purposes; 

A bill (S. 933) to provide for the examination and regis- 
tration of architects and to regulate the practice of architec- 
ture in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 934) to prevent fraud respecting securities of- 
fered for sale within the District of Columbia, to provide a 
summary proceeding therefor, to register persons selling se- 
curities in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 935) for the relief of the Erie Railroad Co.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 936) to protect navigation from obstruction and 
injury by preventing the discharge of oil in the coastal navi- 
gable waters of the United States; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 937) to establish a department of mines; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. GREENE: 

A bill (S. 938) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. ` 

A bill (S. 939) providing reimbursement for loss of personal 
effects of the officers and employees of the Public Health Service 
destroyed by fire at United States Public Health Service Hos- 
pital, Greenville, S. C., November 7, 1919; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 940) to amend section 4 of the act of February 4, 
1887, and as subsequently amended. entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce“; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 941) for the relief of Flitner-Atwood Co.; and 

A bill (S. 942) for the relief of A. T. Marix; to the Committee 
on Claims, 

A bill (S. 943) for the relief of James Minon; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 944) granting a pension to George Reynolds; and 

A bill (S. 945) granting a pension to John A. McNeil; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 946) for the relief of the family of Lieut. Henry 
N. Fallon (retired); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 947) to amend section 2 of the act entitled “An act 
to incorporate the Sisters of Charity of St. Joseph and the 
Sisters of the Visitation of Georgetown, in the District of Co- 
Tumbia,” approved May 24, 1828; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (S. 948) granting a pension to Mary E. Lowe; 

A bill (S. 949) granting a pension to Miller Kincaid; 

A bill (S. 950) granting a pension to Ella M. Porter; and 

A bil (S. 951) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Yoho; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. WHEELER: 

A bill (S. 952) for the relief of J. W. Cook; and 

A bill (S. 953) for the relief of William Kaup; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. z 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 954) for the relief of Susan T. Smoke; and 

A bill (S. 955) for the relief of Lewis G. Norton; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 956) for the erection of a public building for a 
Dost office and other purposes at Marianna, Fla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 957) to reduce the rate of postage on farm prod- 
ucts, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 958) to amend the interstate commerce act, as 
amended; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 960) to provide adjusted compensation for veterans 
of the World War, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 961) for the relief of the heirs of Paul Noyes; to 
the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 962) to amend an act concerning the recording of 
liens; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 963) for the relief of Almeda Lucas; and 

A bill (S. 964) for the relief of William J. Ewing; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 965) to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to 
establish and recommend approved trading rules and business 
practices for handlers of and dealers in farm products, to pro- 
vide for a System of adjustment of disputes, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. CAMERON: 

A bill (S. 966) for the continuance of construction work on 
the San Carlos Federal irrigation project in Arizona, and for 
other purposes: to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bill (S. 967) for the relief of the estate of C. C. Spiller, 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. EDWARDS: 

A bill (S. 968) granting a pension to Michael O'Connor 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 969) for the relief of Clotilda Freund (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 970) for the relief of the De Ktmpke Construction 
Co., of West Hoboken, N. J. (with accompanying papers) ; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 971) granting a pension to Mrs. H. A. Whittington; 

A bill (S. 972) granting a pension to Alwilda Flannery; 

A bill (S. 973) granting a pension to John Hermo; 

A bill (S. 974) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
Simpson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 975) for the relief of Aaron Kibler; and 

A bill (S. 976) for the relief of Lyn Lundquist; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 977) granting a pension to Fannie Bonk; 

A bill (S. 978) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Halls; 

A bill (S. 979) granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
Greer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 980) granting a pension to John F. Waggoner; 
and 

A bill (S. 981) granting an increase of pension to Rachel A. 
Wamsley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (8. 982) granting allowances for rent, fuel, light, and 
equipment to postmasters of the fourth class, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 983) to prohibit and punish certain seditious acts 
against the Government of the United States and to prohibit 
the use of the mails for the purpose of promoting such acts; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 984) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
erect a monument at Fort Pierre, S. Dak., to commemorate the 
explorations and discoveries of the Verendrye brothers, and to 
expend not to exceed $25,000 therefor; to the Committee on 
the Library. 

A bill (S. 985) to transfer to the classified service agents and 
inspectors in the field service, including general prohibition 
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agents and field supervisors appointed and employed pursuant 
to the national prohibition act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Civil Service. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 986) granting a pension to Charles Edwards (with 
an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 987) to extend the time for the completion of the 
municipal bridge approaches, and extensions or additions 
thereto, by the city of St. Louis within the States of Illinois 
and Missouri; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 988) to cancel an allotment of land made to Mary 
Crane, or Ho-tah-kan-win-kaw,a deceased Indian, embracing land 
within the Winnebago Indian Reservation in Nebraska (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 989) authorizing the enlargement of the Federal 
building at Salt Lake City, Utah; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 990) to transfer to the Secretary of Commerce the 
powers, duties, and functions of the United States Shipping 
Board and the assets, properties, funds, and liabilities of the 
Emergency Fleet Corporation; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 991) transferring to the Department of Justice 
certain functions, powers, and duties relating to the national 
prohibition act and the secret-service division, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 992) authorizing the promotion of Lieut. Col. 
Clyde S. Ford, retired, to the grade of colonel, retired, United 
States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 993) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
erection thereon of a public’ building at Gassaway, W. Va.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 32) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States abolishing the Electoral 
College; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 33) to admit Anna Lerner, the 
wife of an American citizen, to the United States; to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 34) for the relief of delinquent 
homesteaders on the Fort Peck Indian Reservation in Mon- 
tana; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 


ROADS AND TRAILS IN NATIONAL PARKS. 


Mr. SMOOT. I introduce a bill for reference to the Public 
Lands Committee, and in this connection I present a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior which I would like to have 
printed in the Recorp. It explains the bill. 

The bill (S. 959) authorizing the construction, reconstruc- 
tion, and improvement of roads and trails, inclusive of neces- 
sary bridges, in the national parks and monuments under the 
jurisdiction of the Department of the Interior, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 


in the Recorp, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


Washington, December 10, 1983. 
Hon, REED SMOOT, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands and Burveys, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator Smoot: I am submitting herewith draft of a 
proposed bill authorizing the construction, reconstruction, and im- 
provement of roads and trails, inclusive of necessary bridges, in the 
national parks and monuments under the jurisdiction of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. The Director of the Budget has advised me that 
“the contemplated expenditure is not in conflict with the President's 
financial program, and I recommend favorable consideration of this 
important measure to your committee. P 

In my opinion the most urgent demand of the national parks to-day 
is for the reconstruction of most of the existing roads within their 
borders to measure up to the high standard of the roads constructed 
or being constructed to their boundaries by the United States, or by 
the various States either with or without Federal aid, and for a few 
new roads. In recent years the Congress has giyen special attention 
to the construction, in cooperation with the various States, of a net- 
work of roads throughout the entire country. Under this policy some 
$540,000,000 has been authorized for this Federal-aid roads program 
and $52,000,000 for road work within the national forests, a consid- 
erable part of which has been appropriated. This has resulted in a 
system of well-constructed highways to a few of the entrances of the 
various national parks and monuments, enabling motorists to travel 
in comfort to them, ~ 


But since 1872, when the first national park—the Yellowstone—was 
created, a total of only $3,042,300 has been appropriated for the roads 
in the national parks under small annual appropriations by Congress, 
of which sum $1,482,000, or about one-half, was expended for road de- 
velopment in Yellowstone National Park while the War Department had 
charge of that park. This explains why the road system in Yellowstone 
is better developed than in any other park. Practically all roads in 
the national parks were originally built for horse-drawn vehicular 
traffic, and with the advent of the automobile have proven inadequate. 
The travel to the national parks in the past years has increased to a 
tremendous total. Our records show that since 1916, when the National 
Park Service was created a bureau of this department and took active 
charge of the administration of the national parks and monuments un- 
der the jurisdiction of this department, since which time the popularity 
of the park and monument system dates, travel to the parks and monu- 
ments has increased from 356.097 visitors to the tremendous total of 
1,493,712 visitors. For automobile use the existing park roads are in 
many instances too narrow for safe Ariving, contain too much adverse 
grade, and particularly have not the base to withstand the continu- 
ous and severe pounding of modern high-powered motor-vebicle travel. 
With the exception of about 12 miles of pavement in two of the parks 
there are no hard-surfaced roads in the system, and some hard surfacing 
is imperative. In trying to maintain the roads in at least traversable 
condition unusually heavy maintenance charges have resulted; and, in 
fact, in several of the parks reconstruction of existing roads would be 
less expensive than to continue the annual maintenance and repair 
charges. 

The national parks of the country are the lodestones of travel—they 
draw travel as nothing else does—and yet under existing conditions, 
when the people of the United States have accepted the invitation of 
the Government to visit these superb scenic reservations they en- 
counter such poor roads that severe criticism results. This criticism 
is considered well merited by the visitors, because it is the policy of the 
Government to exact sn automobile license fee for use of the roads in 
most of the major parks where there is a large road mileage. Revenues 
from automobile license fees alone amounted to $293,962 in 1922 and 
$385,687.50 in 1923. These receipts are not available for improvement 
of the roads, but are deposited in the Treasury to the credit of miscel- 
laneous receipts. 

It is estimated that it will take not less than $7,500,000 to be ex- 
pended over a period of three years to put the park roads in satisfac- 
tory and safe condition for motor travel, a figure indeed small when 
compared with the large amounts authorized and spent by the Federal 
Government in aid of good roads. In our national road program the 
national parks have. been practically ignored, and I believe that the 
proposed legislation will meet with general public approval. 

Very truly yours, 
HUBERT WORK, Secretary. 


INVESTIGATIONS RY COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 


Mr. SMOOT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 48), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance or any subcommittee 
thereof be, and hereby is, authorized to sit during the sessions or re- 
cesses of the Sixty-eighth Congress at such times and places as they 
may deem advisable; to make investigations into internal revenue, 
customs, currency, and coinage matters, and other matters within its 
jurisdiction, and to compile and prepare statistics and documents re- 
lating thereto as directed from time to time by the Senate and as may 
be necessary; and to report from time to time to the Senate the result 
thereof; to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ such expert, stenographic, clerical, and other assistance 
as may be necessary; and all of the expenses of such committee shall 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate; and the committee is 
authorized to order such printing and binding as may be necessary for 
Its use. . 


INTEREST ON FUNDS DEPOSITED BY ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. 


Mr. WATSON. I submit the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask that it may lie over one day under the rule. 
The resolution (S. Res. 49) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Alien Property Custodian is directed to report to 
the Senate as soon as practicable— 

(a) Tue amount of interest acerued prior to March 4, 1923, on any 
money deposited in the Treasury of the United States which bas been 
invested or reinvested by the Secretary of the Treasury under the pro- 
visions of the trading with the enemy act or any amendment thereof; 

(b) Whether the return of such interest is provided for or prohibited 
by such act or any amendment thereof, or by any other law of the 
United States; and 

(c) Whether there are administrative difficulties which render im- 
practicable the return of any part of such interest. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, the resolution will lie over one day. 
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RECOGNITION OF SOVIET GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA. 


Mr. BORAH. I submit a resolution, which I ask may lie on 
the table for the present. 

The resolution (S. Res. 50) was read and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States favors the recognition 
of the present Soviet Government of Russia. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KEYES submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 51), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Nxpenses of the Senate be, and hereby is, authorized to employ an 
assistant clerk during the Sixty-eighth Congress, to be paid at the rate 
of $2,000 per annum out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 52), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingeut Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and it is hereby, 
authorized to employ an assistant clerk during the Sixty-eighth Con- 
gress at the rate of $2,000 per annum, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, 


HEARINGS BEFORE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
53), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, is authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send 
for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words, to re- 
port such hear.ngs as may be had on any subject before said com- 
mittee, the expense thereof to be paid ont of the contingent fund of 
the Senate; and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, 
may sit during any session or recess of the Senate. 


INDEPENDENCE OF ARMENIA. 


Mr. KING. I submit the resolution which I send to the 
desk, protesting against the ratification of the treaty with 
‘Turkey, aud I ask its reference to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The resolution (S. Res. 54) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Whereas the United States on the 23d day of April, 1920, recognized 
Armenia as an independent State and the Senate by resolution of May 
14, 1920, extended congratulations to Armenia upon the attainment of 
her independence; and 

Whereas the President of the United States on November 20, 1920, 
pursuant to the stipulations of the treaty of Sevres and at the in- 
stance of the powers signatory to said treaty, defined the southwestern 
boundaries of Armenia, and the President of the United States on 
November 10, 1922, declared that “everything which may be done will 
be done to protect the Armenian people and reserve to them the rights 
which the Sevres treaty undertook to bestow”; and 

Whereas Great Britain, France, Italy, Japan, Belgium, Greece, Poland, 
Portugal, Rumania, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, and Turkey on the 10th 
day of August, 1920. formally recognized Armenia as a free and inde- 
pendent State and solemnly pledged themselves to protect the national 
rights and liberties of the Armenian people; and 

Whereas the people of the United States view with misgiving and 
disappointment the failure of the powers to pretect the independence 
of Armenia, to bring to an end the reign of violence and terrorism to 
which the Armenians had been subjected at the bands of the Turks, 
and to remove impediments to the maintenance of an independent 
Armenian State and to the peaceable settlement of Armenians within 
the territories ascribed to said State in the treaty of Sevres and de- 
limited by the President of the United States in accordance with said 
treaty: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the United States 
do not resume diplomatic relations with Turkey. or permit its nationals 
to advance any financial aid to Turkey, until the Turkish Government 
shall have withdrawn all its military forces and occupation from the 
territories allocated to Armenia in the treaty of Sevres and delimited 
by the President of the United States in conformity with said treaty 
and shall have removed all impediments to the peaceable settlement of 
Armenians within said territory and shall have consented to the setting 
up of an independent Armenian State therein free from any claim of 
sovereignty thereover by the Turkish Government, 


WITHDRAWAL OF UNITED STATES FORCES FROM HAITI. 


Mr. KING. I submit a resolution asking for the withdrawal 
of the United States forces froni Haiti, which I request may be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 55) was read 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


Whereas the relations between the United States and the Republic 
of Haiti have assumed a condition which is unsatisfactory to the 
inhabitants of said countries and otherwise disadvantageous to the 
United States, which condition is due in large measure to the presence 
of the naval forces of the United States in said country and the 
exercise by the United States of the control of the finances and revy- 
enues of said country; and 

Whereas the purpose of the intervention by the United States in 
the political affairs of said country, the direction of their revenues 
and finances, and the police of the same by the Unite States naval 
forces has been accomplished, and there is no further advantage either 
to the United States or said country from any continued intervention 
in its affairs: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate of the United States 
that the President should withdraw the naval forces of the United 
States now in Haiti and should arrange an abrogation of any treaty, 
protocol, or other agree men: providing for the con vol of the revenues 
of Haiti by the United States, or providing for the intervention of 
the United States in the politica) affairs of said country, and that it 
is the sense the Senate that Haiti should be free from any external 
interference with its domestic policies or internal administration. 


INVESTIGATION OF INTERNAL REVENUE BUREAU. 


Mr. KING. I submit a resolution calling for an investiga- 
tion as to the administration of certain functions of the Treas- 
ury Department, and ask its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The resolution (S. Res. 56) was read and referred to tha 
Committee on Finance, as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged that there is waste, inefficiency, and extrava- 
gance in the administration of the Bureau of Internal Revenue, due in 
part to the disorganized and demoralized condition of the bureau, caused 
by attempts to replace and reassign personnel for partisan purposes} 
and 

Whereas it is alleged that the work of the recovery and collection of 
delinquent taxes, amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars, has been 
delayed by reason of assigning personnel to the work of auditing claims 
against the Treasury, for the refund of taxes already collected, and of 
claims for tax exemption, and that such claims are being injudicioualy 
allowed to the detriment of the Goyernment; and 

Whereas it is claimed that numerous tax attorneys, agents, specialists, 
advisers, and lobbyists in the employ of claimants for refunds and ex- 
emptious, some of whom, it is claimed, pretend to have partisan politi- 
cal influence, are carrying on negotiations with officers of the Bureau of 
Internal Revenue in regard to the allowance of such claims, which nego- 
tiations preclude a judicious examination of and action upon such 
claims, and will result in scandal and the disadvantage of the Govern- 
ment: Now therefore be it l 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance of the Senate or any sub- 
committee thereof is authorized and directed to investigate the afore- 
said matters, and to report to the Senate whether or not it be advisable 
to make a public record of tax-exemption and tax-refund claims which 
have been decided or which are pending before the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue, and whether or not it be advisable to establish a court or 
public tribunal for the handling and allowance of claims for tax exemp- 
tions and refunds filed with the Bureau of Internal Revenue; aud to 
recommend effective measures to relieve the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
from the influence of partisan politics. The committee is authorized to 
administer oaths, to send for persons and papers, and to employ such 
clerical and professional assistance as may be necessary, payment theres 
for to be mud out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon the order 
of the chairman of the committee. Í 


LOANS FOR SPECULATIVE PURPOSES. i} 


Mr. KING. I submit a resolution and ask its reference to 
the Committee on Finance. It calls for an investigation of 
stock exchanges, bucket shops, and other similar organizutions 
in the United States. 

The resolution (S. Res. 57) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Finance, as follows: l 


Whereas it has been publiely charged that the stock exchanges, com 
modity exchanges, and brokerage houses in New York City and In other 
cities of the United States are being so conducted as to facilitate the 
manipulation of prices of securities, of grain, and of other commodi- 
ties on such exchanges and to cause grave injury and loss to the general 
body of investors. producers, and consumers of this country; and 

Whereas it has been publicly charged that banks, including member 
banks of the Federal reserve system, insurance companies, and othes 
financial interests in New York City and in other cities have improvk 
dently loaned large sums of money to brokers and to individuals com 
pected with brokerage houses, banks, insurance companies, or other 
financial interests, which sums of money are used by brokers and othe 
individuals for speculative or marginal dealings and in the manipula 
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tion of prices of securities and commodities on stock exchanges and 
commodity exchanges; and ` 

Whereas it is advisable to gather the facts relating to the aforesaid 
charges as the basis for remedial and other legislative purposes : There- 
fore be it 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate. The committee is hereby authorized and di- 
rected: 

1. To conduct an investigation of stock exchanges, commodity ex- 
changes, and brokerage houses and of the means and methods employed 
by speculatcrs in the manipulation on such exchanges of prices of securi- 
ties and commodities, particularly grain, sugar, and other food prod- 
ucts; and 

2. To inquire into and investigate the charges that banks, including 
member banks of the Federal reserve system, insurance companies, and 
other financial interests in New York City and in other cities have 
improvidently loaned large sums of money to brokers and to individuals 
connected with brokerage houses, banks, insurance companies, and 
other financial interests, which loans are used for speculative or mar- 
ginal dealings and for the manipulation of prices of securities and com- 
modities on the stock exchanges and produce exchanges. 

Such committee as a whole or by subcommittee is authorized to hold 
hearings, to sit during the sessions or recesses of the Sixty-elghth Con- 
gress at such times and places, to employ such counsel, experts, and 
accountants, and clerical and other stenographic assistants as it may 
deem advisable. The committee is further authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers; to require by subpæna or otherwise the attendance 
of witnesses, the production of books, papers, and documents; to ad- 
minister oaths, and to take testimony as it may deem advisable. The 
cost of stenographic service to report such hearings shall not be in 
excess of 25 cents per hundred words. Subpœnas for witnesses shall be 
issued under the signature of the chairman of the committee or sub- 
committee thereof. Every person who, having been summoned as a 
witness by authority of said committee or any subcommittee thereof, 
willfully makes default, or who having appeared refuses to answer any 
question pertinent to the investigation heretofore authorized shall be 
liable to the penalties provided by section 102 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. The expenses of the committee shall be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


ALASKAN FISHERIES. 


Mr. KING. I offer a resolution providing for an investiga- 
tion of the fisheries conditions in Alaska, and ask its reference 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

The resolution (S. Res. 58) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, as follows: 


Whereas by joint house memorial No. 1 the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska, recently in session at Juneau, Alaska, con- 
demned the creation of fish reserves in Alaska by presidential procla- 
mation, denounced same as a dangerous usurpation of legislative power 
by the Executive Department of the Government, and charged that 
the fishing population of the Territory has become the prey of vicious 
discrimination practiced by the Burean of Fisheries; and 

Whereas the Delegate from Alaska has charged that the creation 
of said reseryes was conceived for the -purpose of abolishing the 
common right of fishery in Alaska, and of turning the fishing grounds 
of that Territory over to a few favored corporations; that the said 
reservations have been dishonestly administered by the Bureau of 
Fisheries, and that vicious discrimination has been practiced by that 
bureau to the detriment of the public; and 

Whereas a recent grand jury in session at Valdez, Alaska, and 
another grand jury, recently in session at Ketchikan, Alaska, has each 
condemned the practices of many concerns engaged in catching and 
canning salmon in the Territory of Alaska; and 

Whereas in said house joint memorial No. 1 ‘the Legislature of 
the Territory of Alaska urge the immediate abolishment of sald 
reservations and pray that the Legislature of the Territory be given 
full authority to legislate on ‘the subject of fisheries within the ter- 
ritorlal waters; therefore be it 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate appoint a special com- 
mittee of five menibers to investigate, ascertain, and report the facts 
relative to the inception, creation, and administration of the various 
fish reserves In Alaska, to investigate, ascertain, and report the facts 
relative to any monopolization, or attempt at monopolization, of the 
industry of fishing, or of preparing fish for the market in said Terri- 
tory, the partiality or impartiality of public officials in the enforce- 
ment of the law applicable to said industry, and the conditions of 
labor and sanitation and the standards of living connected with 
such industry, and to ascertain the truth of the statements containea 
in the said memorial and in the said charges made by the Delegate 
from Alaska and the said grand jury reports above referred to; 
also that said committee report such measures as they may deem 
necessary to remedy any evils found to exist, and to protect the fish- 
eries of the United States, 

For the purpose of this resolution the committee is authorized to 
Bit and act at such times during the Sixty-eighth Congress in the 


city of Washington, D. C., to hold such hearings and to employ coun- 
sel and such clerical and stenographic assistance as it deems neces- 
sary, the cost of stenographic services to report such hearings to be 
not in excess of 25 cents per 100 words. 

The committee is further authorized to send for persons, books, 
and papers, to administer onths, and to take testimony. The ex- 
penses of the committee, including fees and mileage for witnesses, 
shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


AMERICAN SHIPS AND SHIPPING, 


Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, one of the great industries 
of the State of Maine is shipping. Of the two figures which 
appear on the great seal of the State of Maine, one is that of 
a sailor, the other that of a farmer. When Maine took her 
proud position in the galaxy of sovereign States a century ago 
there was no question among our people but that the interests 
of the sailor and of the farmer were one, and that both the 
industries represented by them were of vital importance to 
our people. 

The century past has seen our country develop so that new 
industrial relations have resulted, so that great commercial 
questions have arisen; and many conscientious people have 
felt that there had grown up a changed relation between com- 
merce and agriculture. But in Maine we know of no such 
change. I believe that there is no such change. Commerce 
a agriculture still remain of vital importance to the whole 

ation. 

I have seen the great shipping interests.of the United States 
become crippled and, so far as service upon international 
highways of the sea is concerned, practically disappear. 

While after the Civil War there were many shipping men 
who felt that the only way they could continue to engage in 
international ocean commerce was by employing ships carry- 
ing foreign flags, there were men in my State who refused to 
yield their country's position on the sea without a struggle. 
Great family names in Maine are associated with that struggle 
to continue the flag of this Nation upon the ocean. The Pat- 
tens, the Houghtons, the Allens, and the Sewalls were the last 
to retire from that commercial arena where they and their 
forefathers had been prominent so long. The last firm to 
yield in this unequal contest was the Sewalls of Maine. The 
last ship which they operated was one that bore the name of 
a former always beloved and honored member of this great 
body, William P. Frye. That ship was destroyed during the 
World War by a submarine, and thus the last great firm of 
Maine shipping men disappeared from the foreign trade of 
this country. 

Those men knew, and their successors know, the national im- 
portance of an American merchant marine. Our late beloved 
President, Mr. Harding, cherished an American merchant ma- 
rine as one of the things held closest to his heart. He had 
been a member of the Commerce Committee when the law of 
1920 was framed, and as one of his associates on that com- 
mittee I know how earnestly he investigated the subject and 
how absolutely he became convinced not only that Government 
aid alone could restore our flag to the seas, but how deeply he 
was convineed that the Nation’s safety required an adequate 
merchant fleet both in the interest of commercial independence 
and as an arm of national defense. 

I hold in my hand a copy of an address delivered Monday 
evening by a man from my own State who has made a life 
study of our shipping problem. I believe this address is edu- 
cational and will be helpful to Senators as they approach the 
discussion of the shipping question, to which the President has 
drawn our attention in his annual message. I ask leave of 
the Senate to have this address printed in the RECORD in con- 
nection with my remarks. 

Mr. FLETCHER. May I ask the Senator from Maine who 
delivered the address to which he refers? 

Mr. FERNALD. The address was delivered by Commissioner 
Edward C. Plummer, of the Shipping Board. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, 
and the address will be printed in the Recorp as requested. 

The address is as follows: 


SPERCH OF COMMISSIONER EDWARD C. PLUMMER, UNITED STATES SHIP- 
PING BOARD, BEFORE THE WASHINGTON BOARD OF TRADE, NEW WILLARD 
HOTEL, MONDAY EVENING, DECEMBER 10, 1923, 


If one were to form an opinion of the United States Shipping Board 
based on sundry comments regarding that body made by parties more 
or less closely related to Ananias, he would assume that the Bible was 
about the last volume to which members of this governmental organi- 
zation could look for comfort. Yet almost at the beginning of the 
sacred volume it is related how the chosen people of Jehovah were 
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at one time put into exactly the same position as that now occupied 
by the United States Shipping Board. 

Since these critics of the board evidently are not familiar with the 
volume to which reference is here made, it may be well to explain 
that after Pharaoh had appointed the Children of Israel to be his 
official brickmakers and they had begun operations under a contract 
which provided for the required materials to be furnished by the 
king, this same Pharaoh suddenly refused to furnish the necessary 
straw. Nevertheless he insisted that there should be no reduction in 
the output of brick; and then the narrative states how the Children 
of Israel were abused because of their inability to do what was 
demanded of them by the king. 

This is exactly the case of the United States Shipping Board. The 
same law which created this board recognized that the greater cost of 
operating American ships made it impossible for such ships to compete 
with foreign vessels unless Government aid sufficient to overcome this 
handicap was furnished, and it therefore provided such financial 
assistance as would put American craft on an equal footing with for- 
elgn-flag ships engaged in the foreign commerce of this country. That 
is, Congress arranged to provide the straw necessary for this maritime 
brick operation. When, however, the Shipping Board undertook to 
perform the tasks for which it had been appointed, it discovered that 
the necessary aids which had been promised were not forthcoming, 
1. e., it discovered that it was expected to make bricks without straw. 

Stated in mathematical form the board was expected to make 2 ard 2 
equal 5, and it hasn't been able to do that as yet. As there appear 
to be some Ponzis who insist on ignoring the conclusiveness of this 
arithmetical fact, it may be well to review the shipping situation. 

Ever since Congress began its investigations and discussions cf the 
shipping question it has been found that it does cost more to operate 
vessels under the American flag than it does to operate under a foreign 
flag; and from the close of the Civil War most Americans who at- 
tempted to remain in the foreign carrying trade of this country put 
their money into ships carrying foreign flags. Therefore the World 
War found the United States practically without ships for our foreign 
trade. 

Then the people of the United States were forced by war necessities 
to invest more than $3,000,000,000 in merchant ships. These ships 
are in existence and headed straight for the scrap heap, where the bulk 
of them must and will land inside of five years if they remain exposed 
to the killing competition of foreign cheap labor. Therefore, it is 
appropriate that the public should be giyen a plain statement of the 
exact situation in which this vast fleet of ships, built with their money 
and with assurance that this investment meant a restoration of the 
United States to its proper position on the sea, now is. 

Neither this Shipping Board nor any other shipping board, bureau, 
commission, or individual, however selected, can enable the bulk of 
these freight ships now owned by the United States to compete suc- 
cessfully with foreign craft unless Government aid is given them. This 
is not a matter of opinion; it is a fact. 

Yet would-be advisers keep telling the public that the Shipping Board 
should sell these ships, implying that if it was willing to sell the 
problem would be solved. 

For two years the board has been offering these ships for sale at 
$30 a ton—an outrageously low figure. Why don't buyers come for- 
ward? Why don't these critics jump at this bargain? The answer 
is that no sensible man is going into a business where he knows that 
for every dollar he spends he can get back only 90 cents or less. 

Recently the board undertook to put a fleet of its tied-up ships 
into the sugar trade. It was found that the mere transportation costs, 
aside from all overhead and commissions to operators, amounted on the 
average to 19 cents per hundred pounds, while the Norwegians could 
carry it at a profit for 15 cents. This meant a loss of $2,000,000 in 
operations alone in addition to operators’ commissions and one and one- 
half miliion dollars required to put the ships into condition for service. 
Yet the board has been criticized as incompetent and negligent because 
it did not engage in this trade. 

But take cases outside of the Government fleet. 

When the World War tied up foreign vessels the Texas Oll Co. 
was compelled to build ships for its own use. It established a ship- 
yard in my home city, Bath, Me., and there bullt 16 vessels of the 
best type and kind, With the close of the war and returned availability 
of foreign-built ships they scrapped that yard, pocketed the great loss 
which this act necessitated, and returned to pre-war practices. Why? 
The late president of that company, Mr. Thompson, stated to a con- 
gressional committee that he could charter foreign vessels for less 
money than it cost merely to run his own ships. 

When Mr. Charles Schwab acquired the Bethlehem plants some years 
ago he stated his purpose to bring Chilean ore in his own ships to his 
own furnaces, manufacture steel and carry it abroad in his own vessels ; 
yet, in the end we find him compelled to let foreigners build those ore 
ships and handle his cargoes while his own shipyards remain idle, 
because, even beginning with the ore and himself carrying the manu- 
facturing through all stages up to the finished steamer, he could not 
handle his own freight as cheaply as can the foreigner. 


On September 6 just past, Lloyd’s list reports on the trial trip of a 
10,000-ton collier built in England for the Berwind-White Coal Co. to 
carry coal from Norfolk to the West Indies. At the time this vessel 
was being built the Shipping Board was offering for sale 10,000-ton 
freighters at half the cost of that ship. But the extra cost of operat- 
ing under the American flag was such a compelling element that busi- 
ness sense justified the action taken. 

These are but a few of many cases which show conclusively the im- 
possibility of American ships carrying cargoes to and from this country 
without Government ald. This is why I make the unqualified prediction 
that failure to give Government ald, which aid a majority of the 
Congressional Commission of 1904—5 found should be $5 per gross ton 
per year for freight vessels, means the scrap heap for the bulk of 
these vessels within five years. That this must be so the following 
facts unquestionably demonstrate. Since the World War England 
alone has built 6,000,000 tons of shipping, or nearly three times the 
amount of our Government-owned vessels now in operation. Every 
one of those new ships was built and equipped for a particular service, 
while most of our ships were built solely with an eye to quick con- 
struction for the purpose of saving the necks of those who now are so 
ambitious to push us off the seas. This statement means that since 
the armistice England has rebuilt more than one-quarter of her 
entire merchant fleet, while we have been struggling along with the 
eraft we had. 

As a result, already one-third of the fleet which our country built for 
the World War is scrapped or listed for scrapping. No matter what 
Congress may do now, those ships are gone or doomed. While tha 
Macedonian cry has been coming across the water that the world is 
swamped with surplus tonnage, and the United States should scrap its 
ships to remedy this evil, England has absorbed that vast new ton- 
nage, which she has been building while we have been talking, and 
to-day has idle but 5 per cent of her shipping or little more than a 
normal amount. Meanwhile Germany, France, and other maritime 
nations have been, and still are, building; and they have increased 
their hold upon our ocean trade. 

How they have done this, and why, is clearly revealed in the fol- 
lowing statement just received through Britain's maritime voice, Fair- 
play, which says: 

“Where a certain number of lines build up a trade and arrangé 
amongst themselves how many vessels should be employed it is un- 
businesslike to suggest that they should allow an outsider to come in 
on bis own terms at any time he likes and upset the whole apple cart, 
In the conference lines, where rebates are the custom, this, of course, 
could not often occur, because the shippers would stand to lose a 
lot of money. 

“The appearance of the United States Shipping Board on the scene 
has, of course, changed the aspect of affairs, though it can not yet be 
seen what the effect will be of its decision to run boats to Europe, 
the American taxpayer thus paying its losses in carrying American 
cargoes. 

Its losses of money on the steamers trading from the Atlantic and 
Gulf ports must be enormous, and I understand that the services show- 
ing the heaviest deficits will probably be dropped. What this loss actu- 
ally is no one can really say, for the Shipping Board, like other liner 
folk in the trade generally, does not advertise its woes. They must, 
however, be colossal, though perhaps not heavier than those made re- 
cently by the vessels of British lines, which have dropped over £10,000 
each on one voyage.“ 

Why are these competitors willing to carry on such an expensive con- 
flict? The answer is to be found in the report of that merchant ma- 
rine investigation made during the first Wilson administration wherein 
it developed that these European lines had combined to control trade 
and whenever an interloper appeared they put on what they themselves 
called “ fighting ships until they starved him out. 

That method took care of individual interlopers. As soon as the 
Shipping Board put a merchant fleet into the North Atlantic, which 
area may properly be designated as the commercial cockpit of ocean 
traffic, there appeared a fleet of 32 European ships, which by cutting 
rates and thus taking cargoes from regular liners have greatly in- 
creased the losses of Shipping Board vessels in that zone, so that the 
number there has been largely reduced. Of course, when the number 
of Shipping Board vessels has become sufficiently small, capital will be 
provided to purchase those ships under an agreement that the Ship- 
ping Board will no longer operate there, and then the exports and im- 
ports of this country will again be at the mercy of foreign competi- 
tors who will fix the rates. So long as individual “ fighting ships” 
were sufficient, individual “fighting ships appeared. As soon as a 
fleet of “ fighting ships was required to check our competition, a fleet 
of “fighting ships appeared. 

Their unvarying attitude toward American merchant ships in general 
is clearly revealed by the following closing sentence of a strong edil- 
torial in the Liverpool Journal of Commerce of October 14 regarding 
the Dollar Steamship Co.’s proposed “ round-the-world service,” a 
service which the great commercial interests of this company in the 
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Orient, and the long link of protected intercoastal United States trade 


opened only to American vessels makes possible. Says the Journal: 

“The most interesting factor to observe will be what steps the 
British companies will take to counter this new and formidable com- 
petition; and it may be taken for granted that they will be both 
prompt and effective.” 

That's the kind of a welcome independent privately owned American 
ships receive upon the sea. 

But the above is only one of the many methods employed in fighting 
our ships. Take this scheme which hits our railroads as well as our 
ships. If an American manufacturer—in Chicago, for illustration— 
ships goods for Australia by way of American railroads to San Francisco 
and thence by American steamers to destination, he finds upon arrival 
that in determining the value of those goods for purposes of tariff 
taxes the Australian customs official adds to the original cost of the 
goods whatever sum has been paid American railroads for hauling 
them from Chicago to the vessel at San Francisco. But he also learns 
that if those same goods had been shipped across the continent on 
Canadian railroads to a British port from which an English steamer 
could take them to Australia, then their customs charges would have 
been based on the original cost, but without adding the cost of trans- 
continental baal by the Canadian railroad. So the next time he ships 
he patronizes Canadian roads and British vessels. 

That is why 68 per cent of the freight passing through Vancouver in 
one year was American, while the American steamship line to Australia 
last year lost from 400 to 500 tons of such American freight every 
voyage. It apparently is all right for the foreigner to impose discrimi- 
nating duties upon goods which have been transported in American cars, 
but it is all wrong for the American to impose discriminating duties 
upon goods transported in foreign vessels. 

How England protects herself against such treatment as this is 
shown by the following legislation enacted by her in 1853, or as soon as 
we had surrendered the last remnant of that protective legislation 
which the administration of Washington had given our ships in foreign 
trade. This act, after elaborately reciting every possible discrimina- 
tion which could be thought of, Includes this blanket clause : 

“Or that any preference whatsoever is shown either directly or ind! 
rectly to national vessels over British vessels.” 

That act is still in force and is now being brought forward by British 
publications as an avowed warning to the United States against any of 
those indirect aids to our shipping which they are advised may be con- 
templated by this Congress, which fact shows once more the utter im- 
possibility of devising any effective method of assisting our ships to 
resume their proper place on the sea which our competitors will not 
oppose to the bitter end. Of course, they will oppose us; they would be 
foolish if they did not. 

America’s ocean-carrying trade is the richest single prize in the 
world’s commercial arena, and those who have grown rich by their 
control of it will never release their grip upon it so long as by hook or 
crook they cam hang on. The great mistake we have continuously made 
for 40 years has been our trying to devise some plan under which com- 
petitors will not object to the United States regaining its rightful herit- 
age on the sea. It simply can not be done; you can not push a hog 
from a full feed trough without his squealing; and the fact that you are 
merely trying to make a just division of the food will not in the slight- 
est reduce the volume of that ear-splitting noise. 

Therefore our only proper course is to select the most directly 
effective legislation for our shipping and put it in force, regardless of 
squeals. Then the bulk of our ships could be sold, thus providing 
the ald funds needed for their operation and be consumed in service 
instead of idleness. Then Congress would have results for its 
guidance. 

And don't let anyone deceive you as to what is that heritage we 
seek. We ask no share of any nation’s carrying trade except our own. 
We have no desire for a merchant fleet even commensurate with that 
of Great Britain. Our purpose was authoritatively stated by Congress 
in the act of , viz, that we should have ships sufficient to handle 
a major portion, merely a major portion, of cargoes going out of and 
coming into the United States. Five million tons of efficient shipping 
will do that, and England has four times as much. 

Why such an amount of shipping is to us a national necessity has 
been stated hundreds of times, but never better than by Secretary 
Hoover, whose dispassionnte views of international affairs no one 
will question. ‘peaking the other day in New York, he said: 

“Tt is simply a truism to say that we must have an American 
merchant overseas marine. 

“We must have ships if we would expand our exports on sound 
lines, and we must have them as an auxiliary to our national defense. 

“Our international trade is one of the very foundations of our 
standards of living. 

“We need a constant expansion of our export markets to give sta- 
bility to our internal production by a wider range of customers. 

“To secure export markets we must have some sound proportion of 
American-controlled shipping to assure us against combinations in 
rates which would prejudice our goods in competitive markets. Nor 


have our merchants been without the experience of finding that the 
transport of our goods in foreign bottoms has been taken advantage 
of by our competitors to learn the details of our trade connections. 
Combinations in control of sea rates are the commonest thing in 
the world shipping fabric. 
“It is just as Important to the farmer to be guaranteed reasonable 
rates of sea transport as of land freight. The real security is an 


.American-owned merchant marine.” 


Every word there spoken is absolutely true. That our trade under- 
takings with foreign people have been revealed to competitors through 
transportation services is an old, old story. How freight rates have 
been manipulated to our disadvantage has been repeatedly shown. 

Take the case exposed by Senator FLETCHER, of Florida, in 1915, 
and cited by him as “typical.” American cement producers had been 
trying to get into the markets of Brazil against propaganda which 
claimed that United States cement was worthless. Therefore, cement 
was sent as a gift for trial and proved so superior to the European 
article that a large order was placed for it. There was no American 
steamship line then in existence and the European lines at once raised 
the rates for transportation so high that the order was canceled. 

When Argentina asked bids on 50 locomotives and Americans were 
the lowest bidders, the freight rate was immediately raised $3 per ton 
and the contract was lost to our people. 

Then the Shipping Board established a first-class line of steamers 
to both those countries—and you know how competitors have tried to 
run us off. But we are still there, and what our service is meaning 
to the Industries of this country stands revealed in the report of Sir 
John Thornycroft, in his last year's report, that “the Americans are 
pushing everywhere.” The records show how we have built up our 
foreign business; and how thoroughly our competitors appreciate the 
truth of Secretary Hoover's statement that “we need a constant ex- 
pansion of our export markets to give stability to our internal pro- 
duction by a wider range of customers” is shown by the following 
comment of Fairplay on the American situation, viz: 

It there is no market for dumpable surpluses, they will not rep- 
resent wealth; and in such case the effect will be as wasted as our 
own in 1920, when we produced more than we could sell, with such 
staggering results.” 

Those staggering results, you will recall, were the great unemploy- 
ment in England. 

How adroit are the statements which often mislead our people was 
well illustrated by the recent declaration of the Hon. Lloyd George 
that the United States could not expect to have a merchant marine 
because its protective policy prevents international commerce; yet, on 
November 30, for home consumption, he boasted that in spite of the 
Fordney tarif law England last year increased her exports to the 
United States from £32,000,000 to £40,000,000. Well, $200,000,000 
worth of commerce is some business, and remember that is merely the 
imports which we received from England alone. It ignores our tre- 
mendous exports and our business with other nations. Also, it ignores 
the fact that the only commerce for which England, Germany, France, 
and Italy have built their great steamers is the commerce of the 
United States. There isn't another nation on the globe that can 
furnish a living to one of those mighty ships. 

Of course, the purpose of such statements is to confuse the issue. 
The business is there. It's our business. Our people are paying out 
more than a million dollars every day to ships that handle it. We 
ask for half of it in the interest of our national and commercial in- 
tegrity. Is that amount unreasonable? 

Listen to these figures taken from the official parliamentary report: 
England boasts that her coasting trade is open to the world, but she 
does 99.1 per cent of it in her own ships. She proclaims that her inter- 
empire commerce is open to the ships of all nations, but here is her con- 
fession that 94 per cent of all the commerce between the mother country 
and her colonies is carried in English ships, and of that little remain- 
ing—6 per cent—a part is made up by American ships carrying Ameri- 
can grain out through the port of Montreal. In her trade with other 
nations she handles two-thirds in her own ships. How she does it the 
Shipping Board and every American shipping man knows. 

She does it through ber great commercial interests; through the 
patriotic patronage of English ships by English firms; through the re- 
bate system, as stated in Fairplay; through preferences to her ships, 
which the British Board of Trade is authorized to grant at a moment's 
notice; by her bold insistence, which so often induces her competitors 
to weaken in the assertion of their own rights. The recent statement 
of the Postmaster General, showing how she manipulated American 
mails to benefit her own ships, seemed startling to many, but the con- 
duct there exposed is merely typical. 

And, mind you, I'm not criticizing them in the least. I admire their 
nerve, their business sense, their fealty to those merchant ships which 
to-day are the commercial walls of Old England—the props on which 
that mighty Empire rests. And if they can keep up puttering around, 
trying to bridge 10-foot chasms with 5-foot planks, until our ships have 
been put out of the running, we have no one to blame but ourselves. 
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I have referred to a few of the many things they've done to keep us 
off the sea, not to complain, but to let our people know the facts, so 
that the mists of propaganda may be blown from before their eyes so 
that they may see clearly how absolutely futile must be any attempt to 
restore our ships without competitors objecting; how America’s living 
standards, however ocean traffic may increase, must for years require 
the Nation's aid for American ships; that foreign markets are our only 
insurance against labor’s unemployment in the nearing future; that the 
Nation's safety demands a powerful merchant fleet; and that, seeing 
this, our people may ordain that our merchant ships to-day shall receive 
the same patriotic sympathy as did thelr predecessors in the days of 
Washington ; that this mighty people to-day may show the same forceful 
independence as did their fathers; and our ocean commerce no more be 
left the prize and football of competitors. 


DEBT OF THE FRENCH GOVERNMENT TO THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I present a reply from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to a letter written him by me in regard 
to the French debt and ask that both letters may be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Hon. ANDREW W. MELLON, DECEMBER 1, 1923. 
Chairman World War Foreign Debt Commission, 
Washington, D. C. 


My Dran Mr. MELLON: I am addressing you as chairman of the 
World War Foreign Debt Commission with a view of soliciting infor- 
mation touching the present status of the French debt. 

I should like to be advised as soon as convenient of the present status 
of the French debt, giving the total amount now due, including prin- 
cipal and interest; the amount which has been paid upon the French 
debt since November 11, 1918; what steps have been taken looking 
toward the adjustment or settlement of the debt; what, if any, pro- 
posal the French Government has made relative to the settlement of 
this debt; whether or not the debt commission is advised at this time 
as to the terms and conditions upon which the French Government {s 
willing to adjust the debt or how it proposes to ultimately deal with 
it, either in the way of adjustment, payment, or nonpayment, And, 
finally, whether the commission has anything in view at the present 
time in the way of a program or plan pending with the French Goy- 
ernment for the settlement of the debt. What assurance has the com- 
mission of the Intention of the French Government to adjust same? 

In other words, I should like to know as fully as practicable and as 
soon as convenient the exact situation with reference to this debt. 

Very respectfully, 


letters were ordered to be 


Wa. E. Borax. 


Wortp War FOREIGN DEBT COMMISSION, 
Washington, December 8, 1923. 

My Dear SENATOR BORAH: I recelyed your letter of the 1st instant, 
in which you make inquiry concerning the present status of the debt 
of the Government of France to the Government of the United States, 
and am glad to comply with your request. 

The amount of the debt due by the Government of France to the 
Government of the United States, under two different categories, is 
as follows: 

1. Total advances to the Gov- 
ernment of France under 
nuthority of the Liberty 
Wan e. $2, 997, 477, 800. 00 
64, 212, 568. 04 


(See statement below.) 
Principal amount of obligations now held 


Total interest on obliga- 
tions evidencing above ad- 


$2, 988, 265, 231, 96 


WANCCS Se eee $779, 621, 604. 80 
Payments made on account 
of interest 129. 570, 376. 13 


Accrued and unpaid interest as of Nov. 15, 1923 650, 051, 228. 67 
2. Obligations of the Government of France by 

their terms payable In 1929-30 received from 

the Secretary of War on account of sales of 

surplus war materials under the act of July 

9, 1948. 


Total 


407, 341, 148. 01 
8, 990, 657, 605. 64 


Interest has been paid as it came due upon these obligations. 
Upon the obligations evidencing advances under category No. 1 


viz, 


above, the payments on account of principal, $64,212,568.04, 


were made as follows: 
Itom , Jam :8; 3010 a eee 
Item 2, Mar. 14, 1919 

Item 8, Mar, 31, 1919 
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e r oe ee Sree $4, 577, 000. 00 
Item 5, June 21, 1920 —— 17, 246, 490. 00 
Item 8, Aug: 19 1920). Ss <-> 6, 002, 082. 26 
Sti Fs cA RET 90. oe ee 13. 300, 275, 29 
en 8, Mar, 80; l.. oe m 15, 265, 504. 26 
Item 9, Sept. 14, 1922__ 111, 378. 04 
Ktema\20, (Webs 23-39 28s a a E 189, 838. 19 

r eee 


Items Nos. 1 to 8 in the above schedule of payments constitute in 
reality the result of final adjustments of accounts. To explain this 
more fully, in certain instances where a credit had been established 
or an advance had been made to the Government of France for some 
purpose and the total amount of the credit or advance was not re- 
quired, the balance of the credit was withdrawn or the unused portion 
of the advance was repaid and credited in part as a payment on 
account of principal. Items Nos. 6 and 7 are commented upon in the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal year 1920, page 
58. Item No. 8 is commented upon in the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the fiscal year 1921, pages 37 and 38. 

Items Nos. 9 and 10 represent claims of the French Government 
against the United States Railroad Administration. The checks for 
these amounts due to the French Government at the time the Gaims 
were liquidated were indorsed over to the Treasury and credited as a 
payment on account of principal of the obligations of the French 
Government. 

At a meeting of the World War Foreign Debt Commission on April 
19, 1922, the following resolution was passed: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to inform each 
of the Governments whose obligations arising out of the World War are 
held by the United States, including obligations held by the United 
States Grain Corporation, the War Department, the Navy Department, 
or the American Relief Administration, of the organization of the World 
War Foreign Debt Commission pursuant to the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 9, 1922, and that the commission desires to receive any 
proposals or representations which the said Government may wish to 
make for the settlement or refunding of its obligations under the proyi- 
sions of the act.” 

In accordance with this resolution, the Secretary of State instructed 
the diplomatic representatives of this Government at the capital of 
France to communicate to the French Goyernment the text of the res- 
olution and of the act creating the World War Foreign Debt Commis- 
sion. 

The French Government in July, 1922, sent a special mission to tho 
United States. Regarding the negotiations with this mission, I quote 
the following from the report of the World War Foreign Debt Com- 
mission for 1922 as follows (see p. 26, Report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, 1922): g 

“In July, 1922, the French Government sent a special mission, 
headed by Mr. Jean V. Parmentier, director of the movement of funds 
of the French treasury, to the United States to discuss with the com- 
mission the French debt to this Government. Mr. Parmentier upon his 
arrival placed in the hands of the commission certain data relating to 
the financial and economic situation of France. He explained to the 
commission the position of his Government in respect to the funding of 
its debt to the United States, stating that he had been designated by 
the French Government to afford the commission complete information 
as to the financial condition of his Government, but that the latter did 
not consider it possible at the present time to enter into any definite 
engagements for a funding or settlement of its debt. He further stated 
that it was his Government's desire to postpone for an indefinite period 
consideration of this matter, until the financial situation of France 
should become more clear, particularly as to reparation receipts from 
Germany. The commission’s position on the subject was explained to 
Mr. Parmentier, and especially its desire that a funding of the French 
debt should take place in the near future. On August 17, 1922, Mr. 
Parmentier informed the chairman of the commission that he had been 
keeping his Government informed of the progress made in the negotia- 
tions and that he had received a cable instructing him to return for a 
full discussion with his Government of the situation as it had devel- 
oped. The chairman replied that, in his view, it could only be beneficial 
if Mr. Parmentier should in person discuss with his Government the 
negotiations which had taken place between him and the commission. 
Mr. Parmentier returned to France shortly after this conference.” 

1 also quote the following from the report of the World War 
Foreign Debt Commission for 1923 (see p. 27, report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, 1923) : 

“An account of certain preliminary discussions held in July, 1922, 
with Mr. Jean Parmentier, director of the movement of funds of the 
French Treasury and representative appointed by the Government of 
France to negotiate with the commission, appears in the previous 
report of the commission on page 26 of the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1922, 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


233 


Mr. Parmentier returned to France in August, 1922, for a full discus- 
sion with his Government of the situation as it had developed here. 
No proposals or representations have been received since his departure.” 

The World War Foreign Debt Commission has no further informa- 
tion than that set forth in the above quotations, 

You further ask whether the commission bas anything in view at 
the present time in the way of a program or plan pending with the 
French Government for the settlement of the debt. 

In reply I would say that the commission has at the present time no 
program or plan pending other than as above indicated. It is, how- 
ever, the intention of the commission to continue its efforts in every 
practicable manner to procure the funding of the debt. 

Answering your Inquiry as to what assurance the commission has 
ef the intention of the French Government to adjust the debt, I have 
to say that such assurance is furnished by the conditions and stipu- 
lations upon the part of the French Government contained in the 
obligations evidencing the debt and the statements of Mr. Parmentier 
quoted above. 

I trust that I have covered the information which you desire. 

Sincerely yours, 
A. W. MBLLON, 
Chairman of the Commission. 


Hon, WILLIAM E. BORAH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 


DISMISSALS IN THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I had purposed to call up 
the resolution which I introduced on yesterday with reference 
to the dismissals from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
but some of those who have been opposing it have suggested to 
me that if I allow it to go over for a day or two we may be 
able to reach an agreement upon it. So I merely want to have 
it lie upon the table. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I could not hear the statement 
of the Senator from Arkansas. Did he ask for some disposi- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I merely asked that it lie over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to say to the Senator from 
Arkansas that, thinking the resolution would come up to-day, 
I prepared just now at my desk an amendment which I should 
like to offer to the resolution. Perhaps it would be well for 
me to offer it now, so that the Senator from Arkansas may know 
its purport. 

Mr. CARAWAY. 
do so. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment and 
ask that it may go over with the resolution of the Senator 
from Arkansas. The amendment is to be added at the end of 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment intended to 
be proposed by the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The Reaprne CLERK. At the end of the resolution (S. Res. 
23) it is proposed to add the following amendment: 


(c) What investigation has been made by Government officials since 
said dismissals regarding the same and what was the result thereof, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be printed and lie on the table, 
together with the resolution. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I desire to call up Senate 
Resolution No. 24, submitted by me on yesterday, and now on 
the table. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 24) submitted 
yesterday by Mr. TRAMMELL, as follows: 


Whereas Charles Edwin Hightower, of Jacksonville, Fla., has prepared 
a list of suggestions for the improvement of the United States Postal 
Service; and 

Whereas it is claimed by the said Charles Edwin Hightower that to 
have said suggestions installed would bring about a greater degree of 
efficiency and also operate for economy in the United States Postal 
Service; and 

Whereas it is alleged that certain of his said suggestions heretofore 
submitted to the United States Post Office Department have been 
adopted by the department and that he has not been compensated 
therefor by the Government: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads be, 
and it is hereby, directed to investigate the merits of the said sugges- 
tions made by the said Charles Edwin Hightower for the improvement 
of the United States Postal Service with a view to determining 


I will be very glad to have the Senator 


whether or not the same or any number thereof should be adopted 
and Mr, Hightower compensated therefor; be it further 

Resolved, That the sald committee ascertain whether or not the 
Post Office Department has in operation any suggestions made by the 
said Charles Edwin Hightower for which, in justice, he should be 
compensated by the Government, and, if so, what compensation would 
be reasonable for Mr. Hightower for the services rendered by him to 
the Government. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the resolution. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I do not know that the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads should be directed 
to do the things mentioned in the resolution, I think it would 
be quite appropriate for the resolution first to be referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and that the 
committee determine whether or not the matter should be in- 
vestigated. I shall ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. That committee 
will give it very prompt consideration, I am sure. 

Mr, TRAMMELL, Mr. President, I think the request of the 
Senator would merely involve an inquiry of Mr. Hightower 
and a research in regard to his suggestions, That is all for 
which the resolution really calls, So I see no necessity for hav- 
ing it go first to the committee and then having the committee 
report it back with a recommendation as to whether or not it 
should be adopted by the Senate. I really think that would be a 
useless procedure. This gentleman claims that he has made 
valuable suggestions to the Post Office Department and that 
the Post Office Department has utilized some of them, and 
that he has other valuable suggestions, haying, as I understand, 
been formerly a railway mail clerk. All he desires is to be 
heard by the committee and have the committee make inquiry 
into the subject. I do not see the necessity for haying the 
resolution referred to the committee, because I do not see how 
the committee could really determine the question whether or 
not the resolution should be adopted without calling in Mr. 
Hightower and having a hearing. A hearing before the com- 
mittee is all that is asked. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I can not take the view 
that the Senator from Florida takes in regard to the matter. 
It is a very important one. I think, in the first place, the Post 
Oftice Committee should be charged with the duty of ascertain- 
ing whether or not the matter is worthy of investigation before 
we are directed, as the resolution directs us, to investigate, and 
at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
South Dakota move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads? 

Mr. STERLING. I do, Mr. President, move that the resolu- 
5 be referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the 
motion of the Senator from South Dakota. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing 


CHAIRMANSHIP OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understanding 
that the resolution offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CARAWAY] goes over without prejudice, the morning business 
is closed. There is no calendar to which we can go under 
oe VIII, So the Chair inquires the further pleasure of the 

enate. 

Mr. LODGE. We have no calendar, I think. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I suggest that the Senate 
proceed with the unfinished business, which I understand is 
the election of a chairman for the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think there is any unfinished busi- 
ness, strictly; but if the Senator wants to proceed to a ballot 
I have no objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 
of business. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think there is any. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands 
the Senator from Arkansas to move that the Senate proceed 
to the election of a chairman for the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE. As T have stated, I do not think there is any 
unfinished business, strictly: but if the Senator desires to 
proceed to a ballot, I have no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts why he contends that the business of yes- 
terday when we adjourned is not the unfinished business of 
to-day? 


I suggest that that is the regular order 


234 


Mr. LODGE. Because we went back into legislative ses- 
sion, after we had been in executive session, and transacted 
other business. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But that is usually done by unanimous 
consent. It is supposed to be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not see how that can be the unfinished 
business; but I am making no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I simply wanted to ascertain the exact 
status, The fact that there is no unfinished business on the 
calendar, of course, does not affect the situation. 

Mr. LODGE. No. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But I wanted to ascertain whether the 
Senator from Massachusetts, the leader of the majority party, 
took the position that the election of the chairman of a com- 
mittee is not such business that when it was before the Senate 
it continued as unfinished business. 

Mr. LODGE. I think I can put it on a better ground. I 
think it is a matter of the highest privilege, which can be 
called up at any moment. 

Mr. UNDERWQOD. Undoubtedly; but of course it requires 
an affirmative vote to call it up. I am not concerned myself 
with whether we vote to-day or not, but I wanted to ascertain 
the parliamentary status. It seems to me that the election of 
the chairman of a committee is such a class of business that 
if we had it published on the calendar in the regular course 
it would be the unfinished business. The only thing that could 
displace it would be a motion to take up other business, 

Of course we did pass some resolutions in reference to 
Members of the House who had died, but that would not be 
considered as displacing the regular order. I am not con- 
cerned abont the matter; but I should not like to see the Senate 
committed to the proposition that the election of an officer of 
the Senate is not unfinished business, and that an affirmative 
motion would be required on all occasions to take it up. It 
might be a serious precedent if we adopted it. 

Mr. LODGE. I certainly make no objection to the Senate 
proceeding to the election of a chairman for the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the responsibility of or- 
ganizing the committees of the Senate is primarily upon the 
majority party. If the Senator from Massachusetts is not 
ready to proceed to the organization of this committee, I have 
no disposition to insist upon doing it. 

Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing to go on with the ballot. 
We have nothing else to do. It is a matter of the highest 


privilege. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ERNST (when his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Srantey] to the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PEPPER], and vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McKrntey]. Being unable 
to secure a transfer, I withhold my vote. If I were at liberty 
to vote, I should vote for Mr. Surrk. If the Senator from 
Illinois were present, he would vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

The roll call was concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to announce 
that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Ence] is paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. CUMMINS 41, for Mr. SMITH 
89, for Mr. La FOLLETTE 7, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—41. 


Ball Ernst Soap Speneer 
Borah Fernald McCormick Stanfield 
Brandegee Fess Mc Sterling 
Bursum Gooding MeNary Wadsworth 
Cameron Greene Moses Warren 
Capper Hale Norbeck Watson 
Colt Harreld die Weller 
Couzens Johnson, Calif. Phipps Willis 
Curtis Jones, Wash. Pa. 
Dale Keyes Shortridge 
Elkins t moot 
FOR MR. SMITH—329, 

Adams Ferris ing Shields 
Asborst Fletcher McKellar Simmons 
Bayard George Mayfield Stephens 

roussard Gerry Neely Swanson 

ruce Glass Overman Trammell 
Caraway Harris Owen nderwood 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Walsh, Mass. 

jal in ton Walsh, Mont, 

111 Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell 

\dwards Kendrick Sheppard 

FOR MR. LA FOLLETTE—. 

rookhart Howell Ladd Shipstead 

Sco Johnson, Minn. Norris 
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The PRESIDING OFFICHR. The vote on this ballot is 41 
for Mr. Cummins, 39 for Mr. SsarH, and 7 for Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
Forty-four votes being necessary for a choice, there is no elec- 
tion. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. ERNST (when his name was called), Making the sama 
announcement as before, I vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 
Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). 
pair with the junior 
to the senior Senator 

for Mr. SMITH. 

The roll call was concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair announces that the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Ever] is paired with the 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. CUMMINS 41, for Mr. Surrir 
89, for Mr. La Forrerre 7, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—41. 


I transfer my 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. McKINLEY] 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen], and vote 


Ball Ernst Lodge Spencer 
Borah Fernald McCormick Stanfield 
Brandegee Fess McLean Sterling 
Bursum Gooding McNary Wadsworth 
Cameron Greene Moses arren 
Capper Hale Norbeck atson 
Colt Harreld die Weller 
Couzens Johnson, Calif. Phipps 
Curtis Jones, Wash. Reed, Pa. 
Dale Keyes Shortridge 

Lenroot Smoot 

FOR MR. SMITH—39, 
Adams rris Kin Shields 
Ashorst Fletcher McKellar Simmons 
Bayard George Mayfield Stephens 
Broussard Gerry Neely Swanson 
Bruce Glass Overman Trammell 
Caraway Harris Pittman Underwood 
Copeland Harrison Ralston Walsh, 
1 Hefiin Ransdell Walsh, Mont, 

Jones, N. Mex. Robinson Wheeler 

Edwards endrick Sheppard 
FOR MR. LA FOLLETTE—7. 

Brookhart Howell Ladd Shipstead 
Frazier Johnson, Minn, Norris 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this ballot 87 votes have 
been cast, 44 being necessary for a choice. Mr. CUMMINS has 
received 41, Mr. Sarrra 39, and Mr. La Forxxrrz 7, so there is 
no choiee. The Seeretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). Announcing 
my pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. MCKINLEY] 
and my inability to get a transfer of the pair, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ERNST. Making the same announcement as before as 
to my pair and transfer, I vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair announces that the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EpcE] is paired with the 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. CUMMINS 39, for Mr. SurrH 39, 
for Mr. La Fotuerre 7, as follows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—239, 


Ernst Lenroot Smoot 

Brandegee Fernald Lodge pen 

m ess McCormick Stanfield 
Cameron Gooding McLean terling 
eer Greene McNary Wadsworth 
Colt Je oses arren 
Couzens Harreld die Watson 
Curtis Johnson, Calif. Phipps eller 
Dale Jones, W. eed, Pa. 
Elkins eyes Shortridge 

FOR MR. SMITH—39. 
Adams Ferris Kin Shields 
Ashurst Fletcher McKellar Simmons 
Bayard George Maytfiel Stephens 
Broussard Gerry Neely Swanson 
Bruce lass Overman Trammell 
Caraway Harris Owen nder wood 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Dial in Ralston Walsh, Mont 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell heeler 
Edwards Kendrick heppard 
FOR MR. LA FOLLETTE—7. 

Brookhart Howell Ladd Shipstead 
Frazier Johnson, Minn. Norris 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this ballot there were 85 
votes cast, 43 being necessary for a choice. Mr. CUMMINS re- 
ceived 39, Mr. Saura 39, and Mr. La Fouterre 7. So there is no 
choice. 

EXEQUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 55 minutes spent in 


1923. 
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executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate (at 
1 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, December 12, 1923, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATION OF AMBASSADOR KELLOGG. 


In executive session this day, following the confirmation of 
Frank B. Kellogg to be ambassador extraordinary and pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of America to Great Britain, on 
motion of Mr. Norris and by unanimous consent the injunction 
of secrecy was removed from the vote on confirmation. 

The vote resulted—yeas 75, nays 9, as follows: 


YEAS—75. 
Adams Fernald Lenroot Shields 
Ball Fess Lodge Shortridge 
Bayard Fletcher McCormick Simmons 
Brandegee George McKellar Smoot 
Broussard Gerry cLean Spencer 
Bruce Glass MeNar: Stanfield 3 
Bursum Gooding Mayfield Stephens 
Cameron Greene Moses Sterling 
Capper Hale Necly Swanson 
Caraway Harreld Norbeck Trammell 
Colt Harrison Oddie Underwood 
Couzens Howell Overman Wadsworth 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Phipps Walsh, Mass. 
rtis Jones, N. Mex. Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Jones, Wash. Ralston Warren 
Dial Kendrick Ransdell Watson 
Awards Reyes Reed, Pa Weller 
ikins Kin Robinson Willis 
Ernst Lad Sheppard 
NAYS—9. 
Brookbart Ferris Johnson, Minn. Shipstead 
Sopena Frazier Norris Wheeler 
NOT VOTING—11. 
Ashurst Harris Owen Smith 
Borah Heflin Pepper Stanley 
Edge McKinley Reed, Mo. 
NOMINATIONS. 


Hæecutive nominations received by the Senate December 11, 1928. 
PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named passed assistant surgeons to be surgeons 
in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant commander from the 
Sth day of June, 1923: 

John Harper. 

Paul Richmond, jr. 

Walter A. Vogelsang. Klphege A. M. Gendreau. 

Grover C. Wilson. Virgil H. Carson. 

Asst, Surg. Leon W. McGrath to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 30th 
day of July, 1919. 

The following-named assistant surgeons to be passed assistant 
surgeons in the Nayy with the rank of lieutenant from the 
6th day of June, 1920: 

Benjamin F. Norwood. 

Robert T. Canon. 

Passed Asst, Surg. David B. Peters to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 16th 
day of July, 1922, to correct the date from which he takes 
rank as previously nominated and confirmed, ` 

The following-named assistant surgeons to he passed assist- 
ant surgeons in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 
19th day of September, 1922: 

Albert J. Desautels. Ben Hollander, 

Camille J. Flotte. James J. O'Connor. 

The following-named passed assistant surgeons to be passed 
assistant surgeons in the Navy with the rank of Lieutenant 
from the 19th day of September, 1922, to correct the date from 
which they take rank as previously nominated and confirmed: 

Charles F. Behrens. Robert M. Cochrane. 

Duncan D. Bullock. Charles E. Clark. 

Navy F. X. Banvard. Loyd L. Edmisten. 

Fred M. Rohow. Frank M. Moxon. 

Lyle J. Millan. Robert E. Duncan. 

James E. Root, jr., a citizen of Texas, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 12th day of March, 1923. 

John Leech, a citizen of Indiana, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) from 
the 7th day of April, 1923. 

William R. Manlove, jr., a citizen of Tennessee, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) from the 12th day of April, 1923. 


Richard H. Miller, 
George W. Taylor. 


Frederick C. Greaves, a citizen of Minnesota, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 7th day of May, 1923. 

Asa G. Churchill, a citizen of Minnesota, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 11th day of May, 1923. 

Rob R. Doss, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) from 
the 14th day of May, 1923. 

James F. Hays, a citizen of West Virginia, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 26th day of May, 1923. 

John M. Brewster, a citizen of West Virginia, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) from the 29th day of May, 1923. 

The following-named citizens of Virginia to be assistant 
surgeons in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 9th day of June, 1923: 

Caldwell J. Stuart. 

Herbert I. Pugh. 

Joseph J. Markey, a citizen of Colorado, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 9th day of June, 1923. 

Radford Brown, a citizen of the District of Columbia, to be 
an assistant surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) from the 11th day of June, 1923. 

The following-named citizens of Indiana to be assistant sur- 
geons in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 12th day of June, 1923: 

Bruce M. Summers. 

William E. Carskadon. 

Edward P. Kunkel. 


Oliver A. Smith, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 12th day of June, 1923. 

James D. Viecelli, a citizen of Colorado, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 14th day of June, 1923. 

Russell B. Engle, a citizen of Indiana, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 18th day of June, 1923. 

Frederick G. Merrill, jr., a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) from the 18th day of June, 1923. 

Percy H. Goldberg, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 20th day of July, 1923. 

Ernest W. Gutzmer, a citizen of Illinois, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 24th day of July, 1923. 

Peter C. Supan, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 24th day of July, 1923. 

Risden J. DeFord, a citizen of Tennessee, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 14th day of August, 1923. 

Edward M. Harris, jr., a citizen of Alabama, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 29th day of August, 1923. 

Bryce W. Harris, a citizen of Wisconsin, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 29th day of August, 1923. 

Walter L. Bach, a citizen of Idaho, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 30th day of August, 1923. 

Herman Seal, a citizen of Alabama, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 8th day of September, 1923. 

Winfred P. Dana, a citizen of Washington, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 14th day of September, 1923. 

Robert M. Gillett, a citizen of Iowa, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 15th day of October, 1923. 

George F. Cooper, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 15th day of October, 1923. 

George W. Cooper, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 29th day of October, 1923. 

Oscar D. Clark, a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 29th day of October, 1923. 


Everett I. Lanman. 
Laverne B. Hurt. 
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Reginald A. Cutting, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an 
assistant surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) from the 22d day of November, 1923. 

Passed Asst. Dental Surg. Thomas L. Sampsell to be a den- 
tal surgeon in the Navy with the rank of Heutenant com- 
mander from the 8th day of June, 1923. 

Passed Asst. Dental Surg. Ray E. Farnsworth to be a 

passed assistant dental surgeon in the Navy with the rank of 
lieutenant from the 16th day of July, 1922, to correct the date 
from which he takes rank as previously nominated and con- 
firmed. 
The following-named passed assistant dental surgeons to be 
passed assistant dental surgeons in the Navy with the rank of 
lieutenant from the 19th day of September, 1922, to correct 
the date from which they take rank as previously nominated 
and confirmed: 

Joseph W. Baker, jr. Leonard M. Desmond. 

Walter I. Minowitz. Harold J. Hill. 

Julian A. Turrentine. 

The following-named assistant dental surgeons to be passed 
assistant dental surgeons in the Navy with the rank of lieu- 
tenant from the 19th day of September, 1922: 

William D. Day. 

Raymond D. Reid. 

Frederick McK. Ingersoll, a citizen of Arizona, to be an 
assistant dental surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieu- 
tenant (junior grade) from the 14th day of September, 1923. 

Joseph Connolly, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an as- 
sistant dental surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieu- 
tenant (junior grade) from the 14th day of September, 1923. 

Jesse W. Miller, jr., a citizen of Missouri, to be an assistant 
dental surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) from the 14th day of September, 1923. 

Francis R. Hittinger, a citizen of Illinois, to be an assistant 
dental surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) from the 14th day of September, 1923. 

Ralph B. Putnam, a citizen of Maine, to be as assistant 
dental surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade) from the 14th day of September, 1923. 

Robert R. Crees, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 


dental surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior | 


grade) from the 14th day of September, 1923. 

Hugh E. Mauldin, a citizen of Georgia, to be assistant dental 
surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
from the 24th day of October, 1923. 

Frank A. Richison, a citizen of Indiana, to be an assistant 
dental surgeon in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant (junior 
grade) from the 22d day of September, 1923. 

Pay Director Thomas S. Jewett to be a pay director in the 
Navy with the rank of rear admiral from the 2d day of June, 
1923. 

Pay Inspector Frederick M. Perkins to be a pay director in 
the Navy with the rank of captain from the 2d day of June, 
1923. 

Pay Inspector Theodore J. Arms to be a pay director in the 
Navy with the rank of captain from the 2d day of September, 
1923. 

The following-named paymasters to be paymasters in the 
Navy with the rank of lieutenant commander from the 12th 
day of October, 1921, to correct the date from which they take 
rank as previously nominated and confirmed: 

Ernest H. Barber. Harry T. Sandlin. 

Oscar W. Leidel. Arthur H. Eddins. 

Stanley M. Mathes. Herman G. Bowerfind. 

Charles C. Copp. John J. Gaffney. 

Lawrence A. Odlin. John A. Byrne. 

Richard S. Robertson. Charles V. McCarty. 

Eaton C. Edwards. John B. Ewald. 

Samuel R. White, jr. John D. P. Hodapp. 

The following-named assistant paymasters to be passed as- 
sistant paymasters in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from 
the 3d day of June, 1922: 

Edwin R. Applegate. Robert R. Thompson. 

Michael A. Sprengel. William E. Woods. 

John W. Overand. Paul C. Coons. 

Asst. Paymaster Joseph E. Ford to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 
8d day of December, 1922. 

Asst. Paymaster Thomas P. Byram to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 
16th day of July, 1922. 

The following-named passed assistant paymasters to be 
passed assistant paymasters in the Navy with the rank of 
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lieutenant from the 16th day of July, 1922, to correct the dates 
re: me they take rank as previously nominated and con- 
rmed: 
Walter E. Scott. 
Walter Guerry. 
George F. Yoran, 


The following-named passed assistant paymasters to be passed 
assistant paymasters in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the Ist day of August, 1922, to correct the date from which 
they take rank as previously nominated and confirmed: 

Webster Gross. 

William R. Calvert. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster James M. McComb to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the 16th day of August, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Passed Asst. Paymaster Frank P. Delahanty to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the 28d day of August, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

The following-named assistant paymasters to be pussed 
assistant paymasters in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the 25th day of August, 1922: 

Worth B. Beacham. 

Carl J. Buck. 


The following-named passed assistant paymasters to be 
passed assistant paymasters In the Navy with the rank of 
lieutenant from the Ist day of September, 1922, to correct the 
date from which they take rank as previously nominated and 
confirmed: 

John M. Speissegger. 

Hunter J. Norton. 

Harry R. Hubbard. 


The following named assistant paymasters to be passed 
assistant paymasters in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the ist day of September, 1922: 

Morris R. Grady. 

Charles M. Garrison. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster John H. Skillman to be a passed 
assistant paymaster in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the 16th day of September, 1922, to correct the date from 
which he takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

The following-named assistant paymasters to be passed 
assistant paymasters in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant 
from the 25th day of July, 1923: 

Charles F. House. Louis W. Crane. 

William T. Ross. Benjamin O. Kilroy. 

Naval Constructor William B. Fogarty to be a naval con- 
structor in the Navy with the rank of commander from the 
6th day of February, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Naval Constructor Charles L. Brand to be a naval construc- 
tor in the Navy with the rank of commander from the 11th 
day of July, 1922, to correct the date from which he takes rank 
as previously nominated and confirmed, 

Naval Constructor Ernest L. Patch to be a naval constructor 
in the Navy with the rank of commander from the 18th day 
of September, 1922, to correct the date from which he takes 
rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Naval Constructor Harold E. Saunders to be a naval con- 
structor in the Navy with the rank of commander from the 
16th day of October, 1922, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously nominated and confirmed. 

Assistant Naval Constructor Garland Fulton to be a naval 
constructor in the Navy with the rank of commander from 
the 19th day of October, 1922. 

The following-named assistant naval constructors to be naval 
constructors in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant com- 
mander from the 8th day of June, 1923: 

Samuel J. Zeigler, jr. 

Ernest M. Pace, jr. 

Assistant Civil Engineer John N. Laycock to be a civil engi- 
neer in the Navy with the rank of lieutenant from the 18th 
day of November, 1923. 

Boatswain Philip J. Kelly to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 6th day of 
February, 1921. 

Boatswain Oscar Benson to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 27th day of 
March, 1922. J 

The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 12th day of 
February, 1923: 


1923. 
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Raymond R. Smith. 
John L. Scheidemen, 
Walter L. Hawk. 
Jesse L. Harmer. 


John R. MeMeekin. 
John D. Thompson. 
George E. Tarbell. 
Albert C. Buek. 
Edgar T. Hammond. 
The following named boatswains to be chief boatswains in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 2d day of 


July, 1923: 

Jay Smith. William C. Procknow. 

James W. Lennon. Felix M. Kelley. 

William P. Bachman. Maurice J. Hannafin. 

Gunner Frank Stinehcomb to be a chief gunner in the Navy, 
to rank with but after ensign, from the 16th day of December, 
1921. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 4th day of Janu- 
ary, 1923: 

Collins R. Buchner. 

Archie R. Wolfe. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the 


Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 10th day of | 
porary) in the Marine Corps from the 10th day of December, 


January, 1923: 
Howard S. Raber. Alfred R. Eubanks. 
Thomas Flynn. Michael Burke. 


The following- named gunners to be chief gunners in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 16th day of 
January, 1923: 

William F. Schlesinger. John F. Craig. 

Wiliam W. Eugers. Augustus K. Goffe. 

Frank T. Green. Charles O. Bain. 

Earle G. Gardner. 

The following named gunners to be chief gunners in the 


Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 2d day of July, 
1923 : 


James D. Rorabaugh. Max P. Schaffer. 


Milton E. Robison. 


William Pollock. Bea L. Jarvis. 
Frank S. Miller. Edwin Brown. 
Fred J. Pope. Matthew Kenney. 
Charles W. Pearles. Samuel Taylor. 


Theodore Lachman. Carl H. Snovel. 

Steve V. Edwards. 

Gunner Durward Rose to be a chief gunner in the Navy, to 
rank with but after ensign, from the 24th day of September, 
1923. 

Machinist Frank L. Elkins to be a chief machinist in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 28th day of De- 
cember, 1920. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 5th day of 
February, 1923: 

Bernard S. Riley. 


Erich O. Tauer. Hector L. Ross. 
Warren L. Graeff. Robert I. Hart. 
John H. Chinnis. Jesse S. Hooper. 
Albert F. Blake. John Heep. 


Edward I. Dailey. Carl J. Hanson. 

James H. Cain. Wiliam H. Wright. 

Sidney C. Seale. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 2d day of 
July, 1923: 

Hervey Z. Throop. 

Ralph Lane. 

Thomas F. Fahy. 

John J. Arnaud. 


Henry E. Keller. 
Karl E. F. Sorensen. 
James A. Maloney. 
Frederick A. Mack. 

George F. Fredenburg. Frederick Seefeldt. 

Louis D. Bailey. Luke S. Weir. 

Machinist Jesse L. Kirk to be a chief machinist in the Navy, 
to rank with but after ensign, from the 24th day of September, 
1923. 

The following-named carpenters to be chief carpenters in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 6th day of 
January, 1923: 

John F. Colvin. 

Otto Meobius. 

Pharmacist Edward G. Dickinson to be a chief pharmacist in 


‘the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 29th day of 


March, 1923. 
The following-named pharmacists to be chief pharmacists in 

the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 24th day of 

September, 1923: 
Joseph C. Fagan. 
Marion A. Banker. 


Jesse R. Ayer. 
Robert H. Stanley. 


Corps from the 10th day of December, 1 


Pay Clerk Eugene R. Walter to be a chief pay clerk in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign. from the 16th day of 
August, 1918. 

Pay Clerk Chauncey G. Olinger to be a chief pay clerk in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 29th day of 
December, 1922. 

The following-named pay clerks te be chief pay clerks in the 
ToN; to rank with but after ensign, from the 2d day of July, 

James F. Howard. James P. Aitken. 

John A. L. Mason. Milton C. Mattison. 

The following-named pay elerks to be chief pay clerks in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 24th day of Sep- 


| tember, 1923: 


Clarence B. Archer. Anthony J. E. Charbonneau. 
Thomas A. McDairmant. Garland B. Seaborn. 


MARINE CORPS. 


Maj. Gen. (Temporary) Wendell C. Neville to be a major 
general in the Marine Corps from the 10th day of December, 


1923. 


Brig. Gen. Joseph H. Pendleton to be a major general (tem- 


1923. 

Col, Theodore P. Kane to be a brigadier poss in the Marine 
923. 
Lieut. Col. James Me. Huey to be & colonel in the Marine 


Corps from the 10th day of December, 1923. 


CONFIRMATION, 


Erecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate December 11, 
1923. 


AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Frank B. Kellogg to be ambassador extraordinary and pleni- 


potentiary to Great Britain. 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 12, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. 
Grant that it may be so in spirit and in speech, Thy Kingdom 
come. Lord, hasten its coming in the hearts of human lives 
and in the. great movements of society and in international 
interests. May Thy will be done in earth as it is in Heaven. 
So unify the thought and purpose of each one that the glory 
ef Thy name, sympathies for the needy, and the interests of 
Thy Kingdom may be advanced here and yonder. And to Thy 
great name shall be all the glory. Amen. 


On request of Mr. Loba and by unanimous consent the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
with and the Journal was approved. 

ADJOURNMEN? TO SATURDAY. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it stand adjourned until Sat- 
urday next at 12 o’clock and that at the Saturday. meeting 
nothing shall be dene except the routine merning business and 
when that is completed that there shall be an adjournment 
until Monday at 12 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Saturday at 12 o’elock and that when it 
meets on Saturday it shall transaet routine morning business 
and then adjourn until Monday at 12 o'elock. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it fs so ordered. 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE UNITED STATES VETERANS’ BUREAU. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
annual report of the Director of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


CLAIMS OF CONTRACTORS ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Freasury, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a detailed statement showing the status, 
at the close of business November 80, 1923, of claims for reim- 
bursement of losses on account of war conditions filed under 
the provisions of the act of August 25, 1919, etc., which was 
referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 
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EXCHANGE OF TYPEWRITERS, ETC., BY FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
report of the chairman of the Federal Trade Commission, 
transmitted pursuant to law, showing the number of type- 
writers, adding machines, and other similar labor-saving de- 
vices exchanged by the Federal Trade Commission during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Apprepriations, 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, trans- 
mitting a list of papers on file in the Bureau of Naturaliza- 
tion which are not needed in the conduct of business, and ask- 
ing for action looking to their disposition, which was referred 
to a Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless 
Papers in the Executive Departments. The President pro 
tempore appointed Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania and Mr. HARRIS 
members of the committee on the part of the Senate, and or- 
dered that the Secretary notify the House of Representatives 
thereof, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to sug- 
gest to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR] that the 
bill introduced by him on Thursday last (S. 427), to amend an 
act entitled “An act relating to navigation of vessels, bills of 
lading, and to certain obligations, duties, and rights in con- 
nection with the carriage of property,” approved February 13, 
1893, was inadvertently referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. It should be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I observe that the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. McKetrar] is not in the Chamber at this moment. 

Mr. DIAL. He ts absent from the city. 

Mr. ROBINSON. My information is that he is absent from 
the city. I ask that the Chair withhold action upon the matter 
until the return of the Senator from Tennessee, I have no 
doubt if the reference was erroneous the Senator from Tennes- 
see will want to have it corrected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As suggested by the Senator 
from Arkansas, action on the reference will be postponed. 

The Chair desires to suggest to the junior Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] that a bill introduced by him on 
Monday last (8. 625), authorizing Independence County, 
Ark., to construct a bridge across the White River at or near 
Batesville, Ark., was improperly referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, It should be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Of course. Let it be so referred. 

The L/RESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce will be discharged from the 
consideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state the 
inquiry. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is there an Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee of the Senate at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON. My parliamentary inquiry has relation to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr, CURTIS. Under a resolution adopted in the last Con- 
gress all the committees of the Senate are in existence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, At any rate, the Committee 
on Commerce is not in controversy. . 

Mr. DIAL. On December 6 I introduced a bill (S. 886) 
to amend section 5 of the United States cotton futures act, 
approved August 11, 1916, as amended, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I think it should go to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary will be discharged from the considera- 
tion of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DIAL. On the same day I introduced a bill (S. 387) to 
prescribe the method of capital punishment in the District of 
Columbia, which was also referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. It is an old bill, Heretofore a similar bill has been 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. How- 
ever, I am not particular as to which committee it is referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, 
the Committee on the Judiciary will be discharged from the 
consideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a reso- 
lution adopted at the seventeenth annual convention of the As- 
sociation of Life Insurance Presidents, at New York City, N. Y., 
favoring adoption of the tax-reduction plan proposed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury so as to reduce the cost of living to 
the average taxpayer and encourage the investment of capital 
in productive enterprise, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted at a mass 
meeting in the Town Hall at New York, N. Y., favoring the 
prompt passage of legislation for the retirement of disabled 
emergency Army officers, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted at a 
mass meeting in the Town Hall at New York, N. Y., favoring 
greater coordination and effort on the part of the Government 
looking to the prompt reception and treatment of disabled war 
veterans, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
Detroit (Mich.) Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, favoring an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 
sectarian appropriations, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. f 

Mr. ROBINSON. A few days ago I presented a petition 
praying for the participation of the United States in a perma- 
nent court of international justice. Accompanying the peti- 
tion was a very brief letter which I think should be printed 
in the Rxconb. It consists of only a few lines. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


: SILOAM SPRINGS, ARK., December 3, 1923. 
Senator J. T. ROBINSON, 
Washington, D. O. 


Dear Sin: I am Inclosing a petition signed by the business and 
professional men of Siloam Springs. 

Being delayed by illness, I did not get to visit all the business and 
professional men of my town but those visited, about two-thirds, re- 
fused to sign it, saying that they thought the “world court” would 
draw us into trouble. 7 

Respectfully, 


Mrs. EMMA C. SADLER, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented a resolution of the Rotary Club 
of Hot Springs National Park, Ark., favoring the participation 
of the United States in the Permanent Court of International 
Justice, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a resolution adopted at an an- 
nual union Thanksgiving service by citizens of Woodville, 
Miss., favoring the participation of the United States in the 
Permanent Court of International Justice, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CAPPER presented memorials of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions, of Larned, Mulvane, Fort Dodge, Newton, 
Augusta, Seneca, Bird City, and Macksville, and a telegram 
in the nature of a memorial of the City League of Women 
Voters of Arkansas City, all in the State of Kansas, remon- 
strating against the adoption of a proposed amendment to 
the Constitution granting equal rights to women, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LADD presented the petition of H. C. Flint and 68 
other citizens of Jamestown, N. Dak., praying for the partici- 
pation of the United States in the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the northwest 
group of the North Dakota Bankers’ Association, at Minot, 
N. Dak., favoring the enactment of increased tariff duties on 
wheat and flax, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Auxiliary No. 
145, of the National Association of Letter Carriers, Fargo 
(N. Dak.)-Moorhead (Minn.) branch, favoring the granting 
of increased salaries to postal employees, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred, as follows: 
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By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 994) to amend the act of March 8, 1885, entitled 
“An act providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the 
Indians residing upon the Umatilla Reservation, in the State 
of Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and for other pur- 
poses“ (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 995) for the enrollment and allotment of members 
of the Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewas, 
in the State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LENROOT: 

A bill (S. 996) granting a pension to Eldora Mallon; 

A bill (S. 997) granting a pension to Christena Coey; 

A bill (S. 998) granting a pension to Sarah Sanderson; 

A bill (S. 999) granting a pension to Bertha Bassett; 

A bill (S. 1000) granting a pension to Emma L. Perry; 

A bill (S. 1001) granting a pension to Fannie N. Brooks; 

A bill (S. 1002) granting a pension to Mertie M. Turner; and 

A bill (S. 1003) granting a pension to Sue Myrina Rector; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1004) for the conservation of food, fuel, and other 
commodities in interstate commerce; to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1005) to make valid and enforceable written provl- 
sions or agreements for arbitration of disputes arising out of 
contracts, maritime transactions, or commerce among the States 
or Territories or with foreign nations; and 

A bill (S. 1006) relating to sales and contracts to sell in inter- 
state and foreign commerce; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 1007) to correct the naval record of Jolin Cronin; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1008) to encourage commercial aviation and author- 
izing the Postmaster General to contract for air mail service; 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1009) granting pensions to certain members of 
the former Life Saving Service; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1010) to provide for the disposition of revenues from 
national parks, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 1011) for the relief of Michael Sweeney; and 

A bill (S. 1012) to increase the pensions of those who have 
lost both hands or both feet or have become totally blind from 
causes oecurring in the military or naval service of the United 
States; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1013) for the relief of Gordon G. MacDonald; 

A bill (S. 1014) for the relief of F. J. Belcher, jr., trustee 
for Ed Fletcher; 

A bill (S. 1015) for the relief of John R. Scupham; 

A bill (S. 1016) for the relief of Augusta Reiter; 

A bill (8.1017) for the relief of Florence Proud: 

A bill (S. 1018) for the relief of J. G. Swinney; 

A bill (S. 1019) for the relief of William D. Prideaux; 

A bill (S. 1020) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Charles M. Carter; 

A bill (S. 1021) for the relief of the Alaska Commercial Co.; 

A bill (S. 1022) for the relief of Francis Nicholson; and 

A bill (S. 1023) for the relief of ‘Timothy Fennessy; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1024) to prevent deceit and unfair prices that re- 
sult from the unrevealed presence of substitutes for virgin wool 
in woven fabrics purporting to contain wool and in garments or 
articles of apparel made therefrom manufactured in any Ter- 
ritory of the United States or the District of Columbia or 
transported or intended to be transported in interstate or for- 
eign cmmerce, and providing penalties for the violation of the 
provisions of this act, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 1025) to repeal the tax on telegraph and telephone 
messages; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1026) granting a pension to Elbert Daniels (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 1027) to regulate the practice of optometry in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 1028) for the relief of the Grand Lodge of Free 
and Accepted Masons of Arkansas ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 1029) for the relief of M. W. Hutchinson; 


A bill (S. 1030) for the relief of William J. Whitfield; 

A bill (S. 1031) for the relief of G. W. Dacas; and 

A bill (S. 1082) for the relief of Alexander Frierson; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1033) to establish the Benning National Forest in 
the State of Georgia; to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

By Mr. DIAL: 

A bill (S. 1084) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Oliver Ingram; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 1085) for the relief of the city of New York; 

A bill (S. 1036) for the relief of Sophie Caffrey; 

A bill (S. 1087) for the relief of W. R. Grace & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1038) for the relief of the Brooklyn Eastern Dis- 
trict Terminal; 

5 1 (8. 1089) for the relief of the owner of the scow W. T. 
0. 35; 

A bill (8. 1040) for the relief of the owners of the New York 
Sanitary Utilization Co. scow No. 14; and 

A bill (S. 1041) for the relief of the Union Ferry Co. of 
New York and Brooklyn, owners of the ferryboat Montauk ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1042) to provide for the establishment of a pro- 
bation system in the United States courts, except in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts : 

A bill (S. 1043) for the relief of the owners of the barge 
Consolidation Coastwise No. 24; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1044) to prohibit the collection of a surcharge 
for the transportation of persons or baggage in connection with 
the payment for parlor or sleeping car accommodations; to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 1045) granting a pension to Osborne G. Crosby; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1046) to extend the time for the completion of the 
construction of a bridge across the Columbia River, between 
the States of Oregon and Washington, at or within 2 miles 
westerly from Cascade Locks, in the State of Oregon; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRISON: 

A bill (S. 1047) for the relief of William Clark; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1048) to reimburse J. W. Buford, William M. 
Mosley, Clifton E. Mosley, and William C. Mosley; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1049) granting a pension to William Clark; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 1050) for the relief of Sylvester P. Hill (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1051) to authorize and provide for the payment of 
the amounts expended in the construction of hangars and the 
maintenance of flying fields for the use of the Air Mail Service 
of the Post Office Department; to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FERRIS: 

A bill (S. 1052) granting an increase of pension to George 
II. Gilbert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: 

A bill (S. 1053) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Todd; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAYARD: 

A bill (S. 1054) granting a pension to Lavinia Dillahay; and 

A bill (S. 1055) granting a pension to Jesse K. Baylis; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (S. 1056) for the relief of A. V. Yearsley; to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 
8 bill (S. 1057) providing for a site and building at Arcadia, 
Mla. ; 

A bill (S. 1058) for the purchase of a site for and the eree- 
tion of a post-office building at Winterhaven, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1059) providing for a site and public building for 
a post office at Daytona, Volusia County, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1060) providing for a site and public building for 
a post office at Seabreeze, Volusia County, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 1061) providing for a site and erection thereon of 
a Federal building at Jacksonville, Duval County, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 1062) providing for a site and public building for 
a post office at Fort Lauderdale, Broward County, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 1063) providing for a site and public building for 
a post office at West Palm Beach, Palm Beach County, Fla. ; 
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A bill (S. 1064) providing for a site and public building for 
a post office at Fort Pierce, St. Lucie County, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1065) for the erection of a Federal building at 
St. Augustine, St. Johns County, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 1066) for the erection of a Federal building at 
Kissimmee, Osceola County, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 1067) for the erection of a Federal building at 
Key West, Monroe County, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1068) providing for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Madison, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1069) providing for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Starke, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1070) providing for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Monticello, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1071) providing for the erection of a public bulld- 
ing at Lake City, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 1072) providing for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Perry, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1073) increasing the limit of cost of a Federal 
building at Marianna, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1074) to acquire a site for a public building at 
Panama City, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 1075) for the purchase of a site for and the erec- 
tion of a post-office building at Quincy, Fla.; 

A bill (S. 1076) for the erection of a public post-office build- 
ing at De Funiak Springs, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1077) to enlarge and extend the post-office building 
at Tampa, Fla.: 

A bill (S. 1078) to provide for a site and publie building 
at Clearwater, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1079) to provide for a site and public building at 
Fort Myers, Fla.; and 

A bill (S. 1080) to provide for a site and public building at 
Leesburg, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. COLT: 

A bill (S. 1081) granting an increase of pension to Ella R, 
Shaw: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 1082) for the relief of Blanche Winters (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1083) granting a pension to Sarah E. Sprague 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1084) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sherbocker 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1085) granting a pension to Hattie H. Skuse (with 
aecempanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to John Thomas Snod- 
grass (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1087) granting a pension to Della E. Sanneman 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1088) granting a pension to William Shurman 
Sharp (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1089) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Seybold (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1090) granting a pension to Catharine Smith (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1091) granting a pension to Nancy K. Sadler (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1092) granting a pension to Samanda Sweazy 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1093) granting a pension to Tillie M. Smith (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1094) granting a pension to Sue C. Tozier (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1095) granting a pension to David S. Toland (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1096) granting a pension to Anna Taggart (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1097) granting a pension to Charlotte Ann Ury 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1098) granting a pension to Hannah Vandenburg 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1099) granting a pension to Richard Perry Wat- 
kins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1100) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Waller (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1101) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wilton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1102) granting an increase of pension to Mattie B. 
Wintrode (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1108) granting a pension to Martha E. W. 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1104) granting a pension to Mary Walden (with 
accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 1105) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Younger (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1106) granting a pension to James Hurt (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1107) granting a pension to Cordelia Hazen (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1108) granting a pension to James F. Hargett 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1109) granting a pension to Harry Hawkes; (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1110) granting a pension to Fannie Howard (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1111) granting a pension to Margaret E. Hutchin- 
son (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1112) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Hamblin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1113) granting a pension to Robert Samuel Harris 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1114) granting a pension to Margaret R. Hull 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1115) granting a pension to Mary J. Henry 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1116) granting a pension to Orpha F. Hampton 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1117) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Hamilton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1118) granting a pension to Kissire Hotchkiss 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1119) granting a pension to Margaret Hardesty 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1120) granting a pension to Ellen W. Inman (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1121) granting a pension to Aggie Isince (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1122) granting a pension to Andrew Jordan (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1123) granting a pension to Malinda’ Johnson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Kratzer W accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1125) granting a pension to Malinda Kiniston 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1126) granting a pension to Mary Lake (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1127) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
P. Larson (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1128) granting an increase of pension to John 0. 
Lind (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1129) granting a pension to Melissa S. Lemon 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1130) granting an increase of pension to John 
©. Lockwood (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1131) granting a pension to Louisa Leppla (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1132) granting a pension to Rhoda V. Moore (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1133) granting a pension to James Mimford (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1134) granting a pension to Robert T. McKeen | 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1135) granting an increase of pension to Melville 
©. Mallicoat (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1186) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1187) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
©. Myers (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1138) granting a pension to James W. 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1139) granting a pension to Lizzie Ann Morrison 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1140) granting a pension to Edward J. Meacum 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1141) granting an increase of pension to Austin L. 
Myers (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1142) granting an increase of pension to Carthenia 
H. Moore (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1143) granting a pension to Mary Miller (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1144) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
McAndrew (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1145) granting a pension to John E. Miles (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1146) granting a pension to Matilda McMurray 
(with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 1147) granting a pension to James D. Martin (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1148) granting a pension to Alice Noble (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1149) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie 
Noland (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1150) granting a pension to Jennie E. Neely (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1151) granting a pension to Charles C, Newton 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Alvin E. Owens (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1153) granting a pension to Janama Oldham (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1154) granting a pension to Sarah E. Ross (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1155) granting a pension to Arthur G. Reed (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1156) granting a pension to Hester A. Record or 
Ricketts (with accompanying papers) ; 

_ A bill (S. 1157) granting a pension to Mary F. Robinson 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1158) granting a pension to Emma G. Randall 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1159) granting a pension to Melvina Roberson 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1160) granting a pension to M. L. Ralston (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1161) granting a pension to Ellen O'Donnell (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Ellen Oglesby (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1163) granting a pension to Tom Pogue (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1164) granting a pension to Edith H. Peters (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1165) granting an increuse of pension to Amanda E. 
Pollurd (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1166) granting a pension to John T. Peet (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1167) granting a pension to Albert F. Ponath 
‘(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1168) granting a pension to Lela Z. Raper (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1169) providing for the enlargement of the Fed- 
eral building at Missoula, Mont.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 1170) to authorize the Highway Commission of the 
State of Montana to construct and maintain a highway bridge 
across the Yellowstone River at or near Glendive, Mont.; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 35) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States relative to child 
labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HARRELD submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
59), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate is 
authorized and directed to employ an assistant clerk at the rate of 
82.200 per annum, to be paid out of the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided by law. 


HEARINGS BEFORE PUBLIO LANDS AND SURVEYS COMMITTEE, 


Mr. LENROOT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
60), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents 
per 100 words, to report such hearings as may be had in connection 
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the 
sessions or recesses of the Senate. 

SELF-STYLED MEDICAL INSTITUTIONS, 


Mr. COPELAND. I offer a resolution on the abuses of medi- 
cal education, “diploma mills,” and so forth, which I would 


like to have referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
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The resolution (S. Res. 61) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be, and hereby 
is, authorized to inquire into and ascertain the following facts: 

(a) If the United States mails have been used by self-styled medi- 
cal institutions and organizations known popularly as “ diploma milis ” 
for purposes of fraud in connection with the sale of degrees or diplomas 
in preparation for medical practice. 

(b) If the public health has been injured by the activity of such 
self-styled medical institutions and “ diploma mills,” 

(e) If graduates of any such low-standard institutions are employed 
by the United States Public Health Service or any other branch of the 
Government. 

(d) If the standing of American medical institutions and of our 
medical profession generally has been injured in other countries by the 
action of such self-styled medical institutions and “ diploma mills.” 

(e) If graduates from any such self-styled medical Institutions and 
“diploma milis” are now offering themselves as practitioners of medi- 
eine in the District of Columbia. 

(f) If all of the laws and requirements as to registration are being 
observed by practitioners of medicine in the District of Columbia. 

(g) If any institutions giving degrees in medicine in the District 
of Columbia are issuing diplomas or degrees to persons without sufi- 
cient knowledge and training as legitimately to entitle them to such 
diplomas or degrees. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR NICHOLSON. 


Mr. PHIPPS submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 62), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and hereby Is, author- 
ized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate the 
actual and necessary expenses incurred by the committee appointed by 
the Vice President In arranging for and attending the funeral of the 
Hon. Samuel D. Nicholson, late a Senator from the State of Colorado, 
upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR NELSON, 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
63), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 
the actual and necessary expenses incurred by the committee appointed 
by the Vice President in arranging for and attending the funeral of the 
Hon. Knute Nelson, late a Senator from the State of Minnesota, upon 
vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 

DISMISSALS IN THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution submitted by the junior Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Qaram; coming over from a previous day, 
which will be read 

The resolution (S. Res. 23) was read, as follows: 

Whereas without notice, as required by law, and without warning 
the President of the United States, under an Executive order issued 
Friday, March 31, 1922, dismissed James L. Wilmeth, Director of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and 31 other chiefs of divisions of 
that bureau; and 

Whereas all of said persons were within the classified service; and 

Whereas the law permits the dismissal of persons within the classified 
setvice only after written notice of and an opportunity to reply to 
charges should be given the accused: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to 
inform the Senate, if not incompatible with the public good, (a) what 
facts warranted the dismissal of the men mentioned from the classified 
service, (b) on what authority and by what authority he dismissed these 
employees from the service. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, it was understood that that 
resolution was to go over without prejudice for a day or two, 
and I therefore ask that it may go over. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is true. I did not call up the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without prejudice, the reso- 
lution will lie over. 


INTEREST ON FUNDS DEPOSITED BY ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Watson], coming over from a preceding day, which will be 
read. 
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The resolution (S. Res. 49) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Alien Property Custodian is directed to report to 
the Senate as soon as practicable— 

(a) The amount of interest accrued prior to March 4, 1923, on any 
money deposited in the Treasury of the United States which has been 
invested or reinvested by the Secretary of the Treasury under the pro- 
visions of the trading with the enemy act or any amendment thereof; 

(b) Whether the return of such interest is provided for or probibited 
by such act or any amendment thereof, or by any other law of the 
United States; and 

(e) Wnether there are administrative difficulties which render im- 
practicable the return of any part of such interest. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is closed, 
and the Chair asks the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Moses] to take the chair. 


ARTICLE BY FORMER SENATOR BEVERIDGE, OF INDIANA, 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have inserted in the ConGressionat Recorp an article printed 
in the Saturday Evening Post on the 17th day of 8 
last. which was written by Albert J. Beveridge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the chair). 15 
there objection? 

Mr. KING. I did not hear what the article was. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Watson] requests unanimous consent for the printing in 
the Rxconb of an article appearing in the Saturday Evening 
Post from the pen of a former Member of this body, former 
Senator Beveridge, of Indiana, 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from Indiana is the 
article in reference to Indiana Republican politics? 

Mr. WATSON. No; it is on something far worse; it is on 
the League of Nations. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRISON. It must be pretty bad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to printing 
in the Rrcorp the article written by former Senator Beveridge 
as requested by the Senator from Indiana? 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed 
in the Recoxrp, as follows: 


In on OUT. 


(By Albert J. Beveridge.) 


Most American men and women want to do what is best for the 
American Nation and all the people in it—and also to help the re 
mainder of the world as much as they can. So there is no sense in 
our being angry with one another because of difference of opinion as 
to the League of Nations, World Court, or, indeed, any question what- 
ever, foreign or domestic, which arises from time to time. We should 
work out our problems in good temper. In this spirit let us consider 
some of the matters which now disturb us. 

Take, first of all, the various plans for our political interference 
with International troubles. Should we go into foreign politics at all? 
That is the real question. The manner of going in is not important. 
Once we are in, we are in—we can depend upon that. We shall find 
it hard to get out after we make the plunge, no matter what style of 
bathing suit we wear. 

Of course, Europe wants us in on any pretext. Mr. Lloyd-George 
declared in the House of Commons that “what really matters is 
getting the Americans in with or without the League of Nations.” 
And the latest English book in defense of the league, published this 
year, admonishes the British people that “we should do everything 
possible to facilitate American adhesion to the international court 
and participation in such league activities as may interest her. If we 
can do these things, it is as certain as anything can be that in three 
or four years at most the United States will be putting at the service 
of the league all the immense prestige conferred upon them by her size 
and power,” and so on. 

In the shower of vituperation poured during the first league con- 
troversy upon those who upheld the American traditional policy of 
political detachment from foreign broils two epithets stuck, and they 
have been more effective than all proleague arguments put together. 

“Isolationists!" That word found lodgment in the public mind. 
“We can no longer be isolated“; "we can no longer keep inside our 
shell“; “ we must cooperate with other peoples to prevent war, since 
our war with Germany proved that we shall surely be a combatant in 
any future conflict,” and so on. 

Of course, the late war proved the reverse, rs I shall presently show. 

LARGE PRIVATE LOANS TO EUROPE, 


But how are we isolated? How have we ever been isolated? We 
never have been and most certainly are not now iselated financially. 
Foreign loans assisted us in the winning of our independence from 
Great Britain; foreign loans helped us finance the national cause in the 


Civil War; foreign capital aided mightily in the economic development 
of the Republic—the building of railways and every form of industrial 
enterprise. It was the heavy investment of British capital in the Bank 
of the United States that so gravely alarmed Jefferson and, later in our 
history, Jackson. 

To be sure, all these foreign loams and investments were faithfully 
and promptly paid, with interest. ‘Those who made them profited by 
them financially and otherwise. 

On the other hand, the prodigal generosity with which some $10,000,- 
000,000 of the American people's money was shoveled into the hands of 
European Governments during the late war, is the most startling exhi- 
bition of financial expenditure in all history. 

Even before we ourselves drew the sword, colossal loans amounting 
to billions were made with the consent of our Government, although 
neutral; and since the armistice several billions—a powerful, trust- 
worthy and fervently proleague journal estimates the total at over 
$4,000,000,000—has been invested abroad in the form of loans, exten- 
sion of credits, purchase of government and municipal bonds, and even 
industrial securities, as well as tangible property. 

During the present year American tourists left more than 300,000,000 
American dollars in Europe—principally in France—and this flood of 
American money helped to keep the frane from sinking further than 
it did. Though these travelers spent their money for their own pleas- 
ure, the effect was the same as if they had Invested it abroad. 

When the Japanese earthquake came American financial generosity 
was as opulent as it was praiseworthy. Very many millions, all told, 
have been spent by the Red Cross, the Society of Friends—Quakers— 
and other humanitarian organizations on the feeding, clothing, and 
medicining of destitute European countries. Even our Congress appro- 
priated $20,000,000 for the relief of suffering Russians. 


AMERICA NOT ISOLATED EXCEPT POLITICALLY, 


These examples prove that America is not now and never has been 
isolated financially. So we may check off from the dread word “ isola- 
tion“ the monetary phase of it. Surely America has done her part 
financially—there are able, informed, and intensely patriotic Americans 
who think that America has done a ‘good deal more than her part in 
this respect at least. Our citizens are reminded of it every time they 
pay their taxes. 

Are we isolated commercially? Have we ever been isolated in busi- 
ness matters? Of course not. Witness the tremendous volume of 
imports in spite of our tariff. On the other hand, although our exports 
are-only a trifling per cent of our total business, still American goods 
go to every corner of the world. We sold more farm products last year 
than ever before in our history, and we are now exporting more food- 
stuffs than before the war. Ocean freight rates are so much lower 
than rail rates that foreign markets are brought closer to our centers 
of manufacture than are many sections of our own country. If we 
would pay as much attention to oversea trade as our riyals have, we 
could easily increase our exports manyfold. Every transaction on the 
stock exchange of Chicago or New York is known almost instantly on 
the bourses of every foreign commercial city, and purchases auð sales 
are made accordingly. 

So we can check off business from the word “isolation,” since it is 
obvious that America is not isolated commercially. 

It is just as plain that we are not isolated socially—that fact is even 
more conspicuous than the others. The social relationships of Ameri- 
cans with people of foreign countries are far more numerous and inti- 
mate than those existing between the citizens or subjects of other 
nations. International marriages—especially those of European men 
to American women—are so many and are so constantly increasing in 
number that the whole world comments upon it. 

Se we may check off social intercourse from the word “ isolation.” 
What then remains? In what other respect are we isolated? 

We are isolated solely and exclusively in the political sense—solely 
and exclusively in the sense that we are not mixed up in the quarrels, 
intrigues, plots, ambitions, and hatreds of older countries; and we 
should bear m mind that all these alien antagonisms and aspirations— 
every one of them—have their reots deep in the soil of a distant past, 
deep in centuries-old racial conflicts, deep in fundamental opposing 
interests. 

The American people do not and can not understand any of these 
profound elements of the foreign situation, because without extensive 
and painstaking research and thorough and prolonged study, supple- 
mented by intimate personal contact with those people, it is impossible 
to comprehend or even apprehend the various forces that move them. 

This political aloofness is the only attitude in which America can 
by any possibility be said to be isolated. Yet is not this exactly the 
kind of isolation we want and ought to have for our own good and 
that of the world also? Suppose we did not have this political isola- 
tion vouchsafed us by our history, our traditions, and, above all, by 
our geographical situation on the globe; is there anything we would not 
give to get it? 

If some miracle were to place us in Europe, instead of being 3,000 
miles away with one of the world's greatest oceans between us, would 
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we not deplore the change—passionately deplore it? Yet is not that the 
condition, as nearly as it can be humanly brought about, in which all 
the schemes for our political association with Europe would place us? 

Or take it the other way round: Suppose that by uttermost sacrifice 
any European people could exchange their situation for ours—cleansed 
as a people of all racial feuds, freed from bistoric national ambitions, 
cut loose from the meshes of intrigue, and transported far away to a 
new, fresh land teeming with natural wealth, there to work out for 
themselves and their children a happy destiny under their own institu- 
tions of orderly freedom—would they not give all they possess to secure 
that blessing? And if they could secure it, does anybody imagine that 
they could be induced to surrender, impair, or imperil it? 

MUST WE JOIN IN EUROPE'S WARS? 

Of course, they are not to be blamed for trying to get us to share 
their burdens and troubles; that is only buman nature. Their diplo- 
mats could use us constantly as pawns in their never-ending national 
rivalries, as was done when they did get hold of us, as witness the 
performance nt Versailles. In any case, would not the pretexts for 
getting money from us be multiplied in number and strengthened in 
plausibility? But is it sensible or prudent on our part to allow our- 
selves to be so used? 

Would not our risk of getting into future wars be increased by sur- 
rendering our traditional American policy of political independence? 
We are told that we ure in now up to our necks, and that we shall be 
drawn into future wars just as we were drawn into the late war. If 
this is so, it is very important; perhaps decisively important. But is 
it so? 

After the hideous blunder—not to speak of the sheer wickedness— 
of the German hjgh command in attacking us and thus forcing us into 
the war, does anybody imagine that any other nation hereafter at war 
with another nation will repeat that tragic folly? In view of our 
demonstrated man power, financial might, physical resources, and 
efficiency in the use of all these elements of military strength, is it 
thinkable that in the future any nation in deadly conflict with another 
nation will repeat the insanity of the German high command? 

America makes war when attacked, not otherwise. Congress, the 
only agency that can plunge America into war, solemnly declared that 
we made war on Germany because Germany had been and was making 
war on us. 

Suppose Germany had left us strictly alone, would Congress have 
declared war upon her? Everybody knows that Congress would not 
have done s0. Germany brought her defeat upon herself; and with 
that awful fate in the memory of all mankind—and it never will be 
forgotten—is it conceivable that any other nation will ever bring upon 
itself a similar catastrophe? 

And “ifrreconcilables,” That stuck, too. There is something for- 
bidding about that word. It implies the reprehensible. It carries the 
suggestion that those on whom it is branded are opposing, from un- 
worthy motives, some noble purpose, some righteous plan. 

But irreconcilable to what? Certainly not to American traditions, 
American interests, American institutions. On the contrary, irreconcil- 
able to the admitted purpose to abandon American traditions; irrecon- 
cijable to the avowed plan to modify American institutions; irrecon- 
cilable to the conceded hazarding of American interests. But is not 
that patriotism? 

The fact that this very word “irreconcilable” was stamped upon 
George Washington when he scorned the British offers of conciliation 
in 1778-79 makes that word rather stale, does it not, when used 150 
years later, and especially when employed against the advocates of 
Washington's policy? The British urged us to end our Revolution on 
our own terms, excepting only separation from the British Empire. 
When Washington and the Continental Congress refused, blistering 
epithets were applied to them, the least offensive of which was this very 
word “ irreconcilable.” 

So let us have done with these and like unsavory and misleading 
terms and get down to the real question: Is it best for us—or the 
world—to scuttle our traditional American policy of political detach- 
ment from foreign controversies and engage in world politics? If it is, 
let us do so whole-heartedly and with good will, as becomes Americans. 

As I look at it, the basic fact of American life makes it impossible— 
at least disastrous—for us to have any political connection whatever 
with old and alien peoples, 

What is that basic fact of American life? It is the racial structure 
of our population. We Americans are not yet racially homogeneous; as 
yet we are racially heterogeneous. 

Speaking by and large, the people of France are French; of Italy, 
Italian; of Germany, German; of Holland, Dutch; of Spain, Spanish; 
and more than 1,000 years have been necessary to compound the in- 
habitants of England, Scotland, and Wales into the British people. 

But racially we Americans are everything. Moreover, no one racial 
group among us now outnumbers all the others. American citizenship 
includes millions of Italian blood, more millions of Scandinavian blood, 
still a larger number of Irish blood, a larger proportion of German 
blood, and so on. Even Belgium, the Balkans, and Greece, taken to- 
gether, have contributed some 2,000,000 to our variegated citizenship. 


All this may be a good thing or a bad thing; but, be that as it may, 
our job is cut out for us. That job is to weld these diverse facial 
groups into an ethnological unit. It is no less an undertaking than the 
creation of a people, in the sense that the French, Germans, Dutch, 
Italians, Spanish, and British are peoples. 


UNIFYING INFLUENCES, 


Very well! So long as we attend exclusively to American affairs and 
look after American interests solely, the welding of our racial groups 
makes reasonable progress; in fact, it goes on rapidly in comparison 
with the long centuries of British amalgamation, for example. Prac- 
tically all our citizens of so-called foreign blood want to be good 
Americans, and are good Americans and nothing but Americans, so long 
as America attends to her own business; and, even when she meddles 
with foreign quarrels, these citizens think that they are still good 
Americans when they take the side of the land of their origin. 

Intermarriage, business intercourse, mutual interests, a single lan- 
guage, rapid transit, common schools, and many other forces make for 
American racial solidarity and the resultant of a homogencous people. 
All this proceeds quite naturally until our Government, without being 
attacked, interferes in foreign political altercations, 

But when, without any assault being made on American interests, 
rights, or honor, our Government takes sides in alien quarrels, the 
welding process ceases, and our dissolving racial groups snap into line 
according to the blood in their veins; and they think, act, and vote not 
upon American considerations but upon foreign considerations. 

We saw this in the last presidential election. For example, Mr. Wil- 
son by his stand on Fiume lost to the Democratic Party the bulk of the 
Italian vote; yet what did it matter to American interests, ideals, or 
policy whether Fiume went to Italy or Yugoslavia? Nothing, of 
course, but it mattered decisively to our citizens of Italian blood— 
that was merely human nature and they are not to be blamed for feeling 
as they did. 

Other and even more conspicuous manifestations of racial group 
voting occurred in the same election. And the worst of it is that these 
racial groups honestly believe that the interests of America and the 
interests of the foreign country they favor are identical interests. 

If this sort of thing were to become habitual, would it not make im- 
possible—or at least greatly retard—that national unity and ultimate 
racial oneness so indispensable to our happiness and prosperity as a 
people? But if we keep out of political interference abroad our unify- 
ing forces will go on working out our racial solidarity. 

The compactness of our people when Congress declared war on Ger- 
many illustrates the point. We were more united then than in any war 
we ever waged. The casualty list—the death roll—showed that our 
heroes were of every racial blood in America, Why? Because America 
had been attacked, as Congress declared—on that ground we were a 
unit, But if Congress had put its declaration on other grounds would 
there have been such a response? Indeed, would the selective draft act 
have passed at all? fl 

Even if this determinative situation—this basic fact of American 
life—did not exist, we could not go into foreign alliances, concerts, 
associations, or leagues except at grave disadvantage. Our system of 
government, our party methods, our political practices seriously handi- 
cap us. 

Our fixed and frequent elections; our custom, now developed into an 
institution, of electing Representatives and Senators only from the dis- 
tricts and States in which they live; and other elements peculiar to 
America prevent continuous public service. In other countries states- 
manship is a life career. 

Moreover, our system compels our public men to think in terms of 
locality—they must look after the local interests of their immediate 
constituencies. It is not easy for them, nor have they time, to study 
thoroughly and give prolonged thought to foreign complications. Even 
if they could do so, the uncertain and at best comparatively short 
period of public service curtails their usefulness. 

LACK OF TRAINED DIPLOMATISTS. 


This brevity of official life, inexperience and lack of long-accumu- 
lated information are true to an even greater extent of our diplomatic 
establishment. Compare the length of service of our Secretaries of 
State and ambassadors with that of many Senators and Representa- 
tives. 

Therefore we have few trained diplomats to meet the finished pro- 
fessionals of old nations. So it has come about that, notwithstanding 
the great ability of our men, we have been beaten, with very few ex- 
ceptions, in our more important diplomatic encounters. From this 
fact has come our popular saying that America never lost a war or 
won a conference. 

Of course, we can and will cure this in time—we have made a good 
beginning already—but had we not better keep out of unnecessary 
diplomatic complications until we are equipped? To be sure we must 
make treaties with individual nations from time to time; but for the 
most part these are commercial and not vitally important, seldom 
political, and of grave consequence, Is not the making of such agree- 
ments quite different from and far simpler than entering into a politi- 
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cal combination for political world management—especially, when the 
other members of that combine are in frequent antagonism. with. one. 
another over conflicting policies. and interests and therefore playing, 
for the votes and influence of other members? 

We must remember, too, that we are now. so strong and rich that 
henceforth older nations who want to use us will set to that task 
their very ablest, most experienced, and highly trained negotiators. 
Is) it sensible to go into a continuous and unending’ game with such 
men represented by agents who, however talented, are in the main 
without any large experience, much training or long-accumulated 
knowledge? 

But let us not press this point; so unwelcome to our feellngs. The 
main question is: Ought we in any case to become a member of any 
foreign political contrivance? Can any device of the kind be made 
practical, wise, or righteous? 

The existing league was framed by very able men—one, Mr. Wilson, 
uncommonly able and thoroughly sincere, Let what a mess they made 
of the covenant! And is it likely that anybody else could devise a 
better international’ machine? 

To be sure, sarcastic comment is being made of late on the whole 
proceedings at Versailles. For instance, the most recent British author 
brilliantly to defend the league, Mr. Roth Williams, remarks that our 
“great statesmen left it to President Wilson to be good and showed. 
themselves infernally clever at proving that the 14 points meant 
the Versailles and other peace treaties.” Nevertheless, Mr. Williams 
thinks the league a noble institution and explains our failure to appre- 
ciate: it by observing that American society is still an essentially 
pioneer society.” 

The league was inherently unworkable, since, if it had functioned as 
designed, it would bave created a superstate whose decrees offending 
nations would have had to obey or have war made on them by. the 
other nations of the league. In his masterful and unanswered analysis 
of the league constitution, the late Senator Knox pointed out that the 
league covenant sanctions war in six cases and makes war mandatory 
in three other cases. 


THE GENESIS OF THE-COURT. 


Worst of all, the purpose of the league is to preserve the status quo 
of the world as framed in the treaty of Versailles, 

“The league, as organized at present; is part and parcel of the 
settlement of east Europe,” explains Roth Williams in his thorough 
exposition of the league. 

Prof, John Dewey points out that“ hardly a clause in it—the cove- 
nant—is: free from the iniquities of that treaty,” 

How,“ said Mr. Otto Kahn in a recent address, are you going to 
get away from the congenital taint of the league, which consists in its 
being attached to and made the preserver and guardian of the war 
settlements,” and which exists only to perpetuate’ the structure of 
the peace: treaties?” 

And that, too, is the idea behind the so-called world court, which is 
created by the leagne, elected by the league, paid by the league, ad- 
vises the league, and; as Lord Robert Cecil is reported without de- 
ninl—to have admitted, is an auxillary of the league. Mr. Williams in 
his plea for the league informs: us that the court, the council; and 
the assembly are the primary organs of the league.” 

Here is the official record of the genesis and birth of the court: 
Article 14 of the league covenant’ requires the league council to sub- 
mit to the league members plans for the court; accordingly the league 
council secured jurists to frame the statute creating the court; the 
Jeague council approved this statute, which, after radical amendment, 
was approved by the league assembly and, in the form of a protocol, 
ratified by a majority of the league. 

This statute says that the court is “established in accordance with 
article 14 of the covenant of the League of Nations”; that the judges 
of the court shall be elected and paid by the league; that the number 
of judges may be increased by the league; that vacancies in the court 
shall be filled by the league; that “the jurisdiction of the court com- 
prises all matters specially provided for in treaties and conventions in 
force-'"—that is, the Versailles compact and other war and postwar 
arrangements; all cases which the parties refer to“ the court; and, 
“im the event of a dispute as to whether the court has jurisdiction, 
the matter shall be settled by the decision of the court.“ 

Moreover, the league covenant itself makes the court the legal ad- 
viser. of the league: upon any dispute or question referred to it by 
the council or by the assembly.” And the statute declares that the 
ratifying. members: of the league may recognize as compulsory the 
jurisdiction of the court in all and any of the classes of legal disputes 
concerning,“ among other things, “any question of international law.“ 

We see, then, that the Versailles treaty and the League of Nations 
are the parents of this world court. So would it not appear that if 
we are in the court we are in the league? It is proposed to go: into 
the court and yet keep out of the league by declaring: that we will be 
represented in the league only for the purpose of eleeting members of 
the court; but, if, we sit in for one purpose, is it not human nature 
that we will sit in for other purposes and finally; for all purposes? 


Is it any, wonder that the late, Senator Knex exclaimed. when he 
first saw: this court. statute in the newspapers—and many times after- 
wards: 

“They'll pull us into the league yet by) the, coat tails, through the 
back door, if. we don't watch out!“ 

Evon if we did not enter the league formally—except to eleet the 
court but did go into, the court, would we: not be bound—morally 
and legally bound—to. accept and support the decisions of the court, 
whether: or not we were a party; to the cases decided? If so, one has 
only. to survey, the scope of the court's) jurisdiction: and duties to 
realize, what, that would. involve: 

And consider: cases to which we might—and probably would—hbe 
parties: For instance, take our pending controversy, with other nations 
about ships bringing liquor into our ports eyen under seal. The majority 
of our Supreme Court decided that they could not; while two justices 
in a dissenting opinion said that. they could, because international cus- 
tom und the comity of nations require it. This is a plain quest!un: of: 
so-called international law, is it not? 

Very well! If that question were taken before the world court, we 
being a member, what would happen? It the world court decided that 
foreign ships can bring in liquor under seal, would we submit? If. so, 
the world. court would have successfully overruled the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the interpretation of our national Constitution. 
If we did not submit, would we resist? If so, how? By arms? 

As to cases to Which we were not n party, but the decision of which, 
as an adherent of the court, we would have to support —loock again at 
the jurisdiction of this curious but eleverly contrived tribunal. 

Aside from these grave and obvious perils, is it not plain that to go 
into a court which is a primary organ of the league is to go into the. 
league itself? 

Reservations! These can not save us. When the first league fight 
was on, the leading American newspaper champion, of the league said. 
that, as a practical. matter, the stringent reservations then offered 
amounted to nothing, The devoted champion of the league, Prot. 
Manley O. Hudson, wrote, not long ago that I care little about the 
nature of the American reservations.” 

Our States made reservations. in the form of amendments. to our 
Constitution. Every student knows that it would not ha ve been ratified 
it at the time those reservations had been understood to mean what 
they were long afterwards construed to mean. Dispute as to the true 
interpretation of one of them was a powerful cause of our Civil War. 
So let us dismiss reservations—they are merely a smoke screen, though, 
of course, not so intended. 


HAS THE LEAGUE, MADB don: 


To return to the league and its operations: If the league has func- 
tioned as planned, it is obvious that Ameriea did well to keep out of it; 
if; on the other band, the league has not functioned’ as planned—if in- 
stead it has developed into either a debating society or mere tool af the 
major powers, to be used or ignored as: their interests require—then 
most assuredly: America should have nothing to do with it. 

The league has done one or two good things; such as the settlement 
of the dispute between Sweden and Minland—a matter which would 
have yielded: to ordinary diplomatic treatment; however; and at worst 
was not very weighty, not nearly so grave ns has been represented to us. 

But, on the whole, the league has failed to meet the very crises 
which: we were told it would master. Look at the Ruhr! That was 
an: ideal case for the league; yet it did nothing. It could not do any- 
thing, since its two predominant) members: were in violent disagreement. 
So the drugon's teeth have been sewn more deeply and thickly than 
in. the memory of: man, precisely as the late Lord Bryce foresaw and 
foretold. 

Lloyd-George: laments that had America: been in, America and 
Britain, acting in concert with am openly sympathetic Italy and a 
secretly assenting Belgium, would have brought such pressure to bear 
on France as to make it inevitable that the league should act“ in the 
Ruhr. There you have it! And, of course, at some other time America, 
acting) with France: and secretly, supported by other powers, would 
doubtless bring pressure to bear on Great Britain. A lovely prospect; 
is it not? A very culture bed of intrigue. 

Take the war between Greece and Turkey; The league took no steps 
to prevent it; did not lift a finger to stop it: Tet is not that what the 
league was created todo? We Americans thought so. We were told so. 

And why this resurgence of Turkey? What has happened that this 
beaten antagonist: of! civilization is again on top and getting whnt she 
demands? No reparations from Turkey! No suppression of Turkey! 
No: dismemberment of Turkey! Quite. the contrary! As to Turkey, it 
is By your: leave“ and What can we do for you?“ It is all very 
puzzling, is it not? 

Professor Dewey was churneteristtenlly accurate when he asserted 
thut the wur- breeding issues in Europe are obviously reparations, the 
Ruhr, and the near eastern questlon. None of these questions has 
ever been touched by the league.“ 

The dispute between Greece and Italy was exactly the kind of emer- 
gency the league was created to handle. Lord Robert Cecil declared 


before the league couneil that the league was fully competent to take 
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up and dispose of the matter, which was entirely true, of course, if the 
league is anything more than a puppet of the great powers, j 

Yet Mussolini defied the league, which, according to press reports, 
first thought of appealing to its world court to tell it what its powers 
really are, but finally laid the matter before a committee of jurists. 
Amazing, is it not, that after three years even the council of the league 
do not themselves agree upon the meaning of the covenant that created 
the league? 

And yet is it so astonishing after all? It took three-quarters of a 
century and a terrible war to settle the rights and powers of States and 
Nation under our Constitution, and the interpretation of that instru- 
ment still goes irritatingly on. Yet the American Constitution is a 
plain and simple document compared with the covenant of the League 
of Nations. Do we want to go into an organization created and gov- 
erned by such a charter, even if that organization acted faithfully 
under it? 


THE CASE OF THE SAAR VALLEY. 


For the league has not only evaded its duty in the gravest possible 
situations but it has done some very bad things. Take the Saar Valley, 
for instance. The Versailles compact provided that the inhabitants of 
that little region should be governed by an impartial commission ap- 
pointed by the league, responsible to the league, and removable by the 
league, with salaries fixed by the league; that “there will be no mill- 
tary service” in the Saar, and that there shall be “only local gen- 
darmerie for the maintenance of order” in the Saar. 

What happened? France appointed one M. Rault president of the 
Saar, and a French military force occupied the Saar—natilonal troops 
in international territory, in which there was to be only local gen- 
darmerie! This was long before the armed occupation of the Ruhr 
and had nothing whatever to do with the exactment of reparation. 

Then the league council appointed its impartial commission, the ma- 
jority of which is made up of one Frenchman, one Belgian, and one 
Dane who has lived in Paris for nearly 20 years, The nations con- 
stituting the league council are mostly and usually—especially when 
any big matter is before the council—represented in the meetings of 
that body by their ambassadors to France, who, of course, officially 
and actually reside in Paris. 

Some months ago this majority of the Saar commission, or its presi- 
dent, issued a decree which, among other things, directs that anybody 
who casts discredit on the treaty, the league, or the commission shall 
be liable to five years’ imprisonment or a heavy fine. Versailles, league, 
and commission all made sacrosanct by a commission ukase! Still, 
when the league was compelled at last to take up the matter, it re- 
luctantly whitewashed the proceeding, which led a prominent British 
liberal journal to declare that “the league acts like an organized 
hypocrisy.” 

Thereupon Mr. Asquith, former premier of Great Britain and Still 
leader of the liberal party, rose in the House of Commons and, “ trem- 
bling with indignation,” as the newspapers described him, thus pas- 
sionately denounced this Saar decree: “Even in the annals of the 
despotism of the worst days of Russia a more monstrous or oppressive 
piece of legislation could not be discovered, and yet this decree goes 
forth to the world under the authority of the League of Nations"; 
and Mr. Asquith declared that Great Britain should “demand a special 
Meeting of the league council and, backed by all the free countries in 
the world, insist on canceling this scandalous decree which besmirches 
the authority and reputation of the league.” 

It would almost seem that, in practical effect, the Saar is ruled by 
France and not by the league; which may be all right, except that the 
treaty requires the Saar to be governed by the league. 

The lengue was to have reduced armaments and, in general, soothed 
irritations. Yet, with Germany and Austria entirely disarmed, Hun- 
gary well-nigh disarmed, and Bulgaria partially disarmed, there are 
over 1,000,000 more soldiers under arms in Europe to-day than be- 
fore the war broke out in 1914; and hatred, rivalry, greed, suspicion 
are more virulent now ‘than ever ‘before in the whole history of Europe. 

Let no American be deceived by rosy reports of accommodations, nä- 
justments, consortiums, and the like. The future will reveal such 
arrangements to be mere patchwork. Lloyd-George truly says that 
“the inflammable spirit of hatred and revenge saturates Europe.” 

The devil's orchestra is again being assembled. 

Disarmament! According to the figures of our War Department, 
France is expending this year on her army and navy 4.784, 888,828 
francs—a heavy increase even considering the depreciation of the 
franc. The French sir fleet, largely built since the armistice, is re- 
ported to number 1,400 war planes; and each year hundreds of millions 
of francs are devoted to enlarging this mighty force. 


STANDING ARMIES INCREASED, 


Or take the nations created at Versailles. Perhaps the most care- 
ful and accurate study of European armed establishments yet made is 
that of Maj. Gen. Sir F. Maurice, K. C. M. G., C. B. Speaking of the 
whole situation generally and of these newly incubated governments in 
particular, he says: 


“The strength of the standing armies of Europe in 1918 was 
‘8,747,179 men. In 1922 the strength was 4,354,965—an increase ot 
'607,786—despite the compulsory reduction of 696,185 men in the 
standing armies of Germany, Hungary, and Bulgaria. This means that 
in the remaining States of Europe there has been in 1922 an increase 
of 1,808,921, as compared with 1913. 

“To-day the standing armies of Poland and of Rumania are larger 
than the standing army of Italy, while those of Czechoslovakia and of 
Yugoslavia are not much inferior. The burden of military service falls 
upon the peoples of the new States far more heavily to-day, when they 
have obtained their freedom, than it did when they were under the 
rule of the Czar, the Kaiser, and of the Austrian Emperor. 

“In the days when the territory which is now Czechoslovakia was 
governed from Vienna, it contributed to the standing army of Austria 
a quota of 78,000 men. To-day Czechoslovakia maintains an army of 
160,000 men. The incidence of military service upon her people is 


| therefore more than twice as beavy, . 


“The territory of the new Poland was before the war partly under 
German, partly under Austrian, and partly under Russian rule. It 
then found 190,000 men for the standing armies of those three great 
military powers. To-day Poland has a standing army of 275,000 men. 
Finland before the war provided 80,000 men for the army of ‘the Czar3 
she now has an army of 120,000.” 

The appalling military statistics prepared by our General Staff, 
which are up to date and accurate, substantially confirm the above 
figures as to soldiers actually on duty, and also give the number of 
men in the “organized reserves” of these countries which runs into 
millions. This compilation looks like a jungle of bayonets, machine 
guns, and cannon inclosing mountains of shells, catridges, and other 
devices of death. And all this in time of peace! 

Mr. Roth Williams states that “ the war brought to life as sovereign 
States a number of small nations, some of whom had never been inde- 
pendent before and most of whom had been submerged for centuries.” 
And here they are, already taxing their people more heavily for war 
purposes than ever those people were taxed before in all their sad 
history. 

MILITARISM AND TAXATION. 


The eminent Italian ‘publicist and statesman, former Premier Nitti, 
reminds us that 16 new countries were carved out of Europe by ‘the 
Versailles treaty and thousands of miles of new frontiers erected. 
This is 16 fresh causes of wrangling, dispute, and war. If not, why 
this incredible outlay by these very governments for their military 
establishments? 

But the money wrung from these “liberated people” by taxation 
is not enough to keep up the prodigious armaments loaded on them by 
their “free governments —sums amounting to hundreds of millions 
of dollars, computed in American money, have been loaned these infant 
nations, largely to keep up their military establishments. 

The other day a great proleague American newspaper, of immense 
circulation, printed a Paris dispatch that “French liberals are pre- 
paring to protest against further governmental loans to arm central 
European powers as France’s gendarmes. Advances of 800,000,000 
francs to Poland, Rumania, and Yugoslavia will be proposed to the 
Senate.” But these “liberals” will protest in vain—they are weak 
to powerlessness and utterly without influence. 

Doubtless European countries have good reason for this appalling 
disbursement for war purposes; it is not for us to criticize them, 
except that it naturally appears strange to us that such tremendous 
expenditures should be made in peace times, with Germany absolutely 
disarmed—as General Nollet, chief of the Disarmament Commission, 
bas formally reported after a thorough search—while some of the yery 
governments that are pouring out this swelling volume of wealth on 
armies are insisting and making many of us believe that they have no 
money to pay their debt to us or even any of the interest on it. 

But the point which I am now making is that, whereas the league 
was to have reduced armaments, war equipment has actually been 
increased by members of the league itself. And let us not forget—it 
can not be repeated too often—that fhese increased European arma- 
ments have been built up and are being maintained by our money. If 
the debts due us were paid, they would have no cash with which to 
keep up large military establishments. d 

Then the league was to have exterminated secret ttplomacy—all 
treaties were to have been registered with the league. But has that 
been done? It was avoided quite easily, not to say contemptuously. 
Take, for example, the secret arrangements between France and Poland, 
Yugoslavia, Rumania, and perhaps other countries; these agreements 
are called memoranda—and so they are not registered with the league. 
And ‘God only knows how far that sort of thing has been carried or 


| by what nations. 


It is said that if we had gone into the leggue all this would not 
have happened. Why not? If the rivalries, jealousies, and antagonistic 
Interest of its principal members prevented thé league from acting as 
ithe covenant requires, how could we have removed causes of league 
paralysis? By the cancellation of debts due us from leading European 
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nations, together with the making of further mammoth loans of other 
billions of dollars? 

Is this not the crux of the whole matter, so far as America is con- 
cerned? We constantly hear that reparations and mutual cancellation 
of debts—which means in the end that America does the canceling— 
are “inextricably intertwined.” You can not talk to any Buropean 
about conditions in the Old World but that he soon comes round to 
the subject of our canceling the debts Europe owes us. 

And we shall hear more of it—much more. Billions are involved; 
not only the billions morally and legally owing to the American peo- 
ple but other billions of European Government securities, which would 
be tremendously increased in market and actual yalue if those govern- 
ments could get out of paying their debts to us. 

Has anybody heard of any proposition to cancel the billions of debts 
which these very same governments owe to American banks, corpora- 
tions, firms, individuals, and other private interests? 

No! The only cancellation suggested—and urged—is the billions 
due to the American people. 

Of course, if in making war on Germany we espoused a common 
cause with the Allies and entered a military partnership, instead of 
having gone in for the reason stated by Congress, then these European 
nations owe us nothing, either legally or morally—indeed, we owe them 
for not haying gone in at the beginning. But consider the outcome— 
they got, as the fruit of victory, the richest and most extensive terri- 
torial and other material accessions in the whole history of conquest. 


SOME POINTED QUESTIONS. 


We got nothing but a tremendous debt which will require genera- 
tions to pay off. That is all right; we do not complain. Nor do we 
object to the material gains of the European victors. But does it all 
look like a brotherhood of arms in a common cause? Yet that is the 
ground and the only ground upon which a cancellation of the debts to 
us can be urged, either morally or legally. 

Now, otherwise than by canceling debts due us and making further 
colossal loans, would our membership in the league have prevented the 
forbidding events which the league was to have handled but did not? 

Would Germany, merely because as a member of the league we told 
the league to tell Germany to do so, after paying a large sum, with her 
colonies gone, her commerce impaired, her best iron and coal fields 
taken, have immediately produced and paid over other billions which 
she insists she has not got and can not get? 

As I write, the newspapers carry a Paris dispatch that the reparations 
commission has issued “ revised figures" showing “that Germany 
has paid in cash and material $1,642,144,000." On the other hand, 
the highest German estimate approximates $20,000,000,000. The Ox- 
ford University debating team, now in the United States, publicly 
state in their notable debates that, up to the present time, Germany 
has paid on the “reparations” account $5,000,000,000, exclusive of 
colonies, merchant marine, iron and coal fields. 

Would France, merely because as a member of the league we ad- 
vised the league to advise France not to invade the Ruhr, have re- 
frained on that account from carrying out her carefully formed plans, 
especially if those plans have a vital political purpose?—a matter 
which the future will disclose one way or the other. 

Would Italy have stayed her hand in the Greek matter because 
we as a member of the league admonished the league to admonish 
Italy to let the league settle that dispute? In that affair Mussolini 
had and has behind him the whole Italian people. Many intricate and 
momentous questions were involved in the Greco-Italian muddle. Let 
us not go off halfcocked on this tangle or on any other European 
complication. 

Would the Balkan nations have become peaceable just because we as 
a member of the league insisted that the league insist that they 
suppress racial hatreds that have been growing for centuries? 

And if the league had acted on our judgment, but any nation or na- 
tions had ignored the league's orders, how would the league have 
enforced those orders? By military strength? Where would the 
league have got soldiers and munitions? Not from any European 
nation, little or big, events have proved that. Should we, then, have 
supplied those soldiers and munitions? 

So there would appear to be nothing in the assertion that all would 
now be right in Europe if only we had entered the league. Indeed, if 
we had entered the league would we not now be mixed up in all sorts 
of trouble? 

Again, to quote Professor Dewey: 

“A Burope which is divided against itself on every important issue 
is not a Europe in which we are likely to reduce appreciably the risk 
of war, and it is a Europe in which we intervene at our own peril, at 
the peril of becoming entangled in the old problems of the balance— 
that is, the preponderance—of power.” 

FOREIGN PROPAGANDA, 

The question often is asked: If our States could give up their mutual 
antagonisms, compose their confilcting interests, and form a peaceable 
Union, profitable and beneficial to all their people, why can not Euro- 


pean nations do the same thing with like results? This is a fair 
question and requires—and deserves—a frank answer. 

Before our Constitution was adopted our States were, in theory, 
nations; but actually they were one people. They spoke the same 
language and had practically similar institutions. In order to com- 
bine into one great Nation, our States voluntarily surrendered to a 
central Government vital powers, such as tariff, coinage and currency, 
immigration, treaties, and the like; and they conferred on the General 
Government other vital powers, such as Internal taxation, improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, the making of war, interstate and foreign 
commerce, and so on. 

Would European nations surrender such powers to a central gov- 
ernment and thus create a United States of Europe? Even if such a 
miracle were performed, would it endure? Would not the different 
languages, customs, habits of thought, basically hostile interests, racial 
antagonisms, and jealousies—hundreds and sometimes thousands of 
years old—tear such a structure to pieces? 

Another point more serious than any other, except the racial struc- 
ture of our population and the effect upon it of our political meddling 
in European broils: As a member of the league or participant in any 
political combination abroad, foreign propaganda from which we even 
now suffer so severely would become much more active. In order to 
get on their side our representatives in the league or other inter- 
national combine, interested European Governments would redouble 
and quadruple their efforts to influence American public opinion, That 
is not guesswork, but merely a fact of human nature. 

As it is, foreign propaganda is by far our greatest danger. Fiver 
since our Revolution the United States has been the most propa- 
ganda-ridden country on earth. But if we were a member of an 
international political partnership, with a vote, how much more power- 
ful and active would be the effort to influence that yote by in- 
filuencing American public opinion! 

This very evil of foreign propaganda was one of the controlling 
reasons for Washington's Farewell Address. 

It was this very foreign propaganda that the Father of Our Country 
was combating when he declared that passionate attachments for 
some nations and inveterate antipathies to others would be fatal to 
America, 

It was to this very foreign propaganda that Washington directed 
his axiom; The nation which indulges toward another an habitual 
hatred or an habitual fondness is in some degree a slave—a slave to 
its animosity or to its affection, either of which is sufficient to lead 
it astray from its true interests.” 

It was out of his own bitter personal experience that he asserted, 
with uncharacteristic feeling, that “real patriots who may resist 
foreign intrigue are liable to become suspected and odious, while its 
tools and dupes usurp the applause and confidence of the people to 
surrender their interests." 

As everybody knows, the sum of Washington's advice in his im- 
mortal address—one of the wisest and most farseeing documenis 
ever written, if, indeed, it is not the ablest State paper of all time— 
is honorable friendship with all nations, political connection with 
none. 

All Americans now see how sound and necessary the Farewell Ad- 
dress was when it appeared. Is it not infinitely more sound and 
necessary to-day? 

Then our population was comparatively homogeneous—contrasted 
to our present situation there were then practically no racial groups; 
now our population is, in comparison, heterogeneous—we are made up 
of racial groups. 

Then foreign propaganda was by word of mouth, correspondence, 
a few newspapers; now foreign propaganda uses the stage, the screen, 
the lecture platform, and all the myriad methods of influencing public 
opinion; and ours is preeminently the age of publicity. 

Foreign propagandists, in one guise or another, swarm over the 
land. Consider the eminent foreigners who have recently come to 
us and told us what to do—and others are coming. 

That may be all right. It will prove to be innocuous, provided we 
recognize it for what it is, keep our Government clear and clean of 
all foreign political entanglements, 

It is vital for us Americans to have in mind all the time, and es- 
pecially when listening to foreign propagandists or reading their 
printed matter, these two simple but fundamental facts: 

Foreign propagandists always strive to serve and advance the inter- 
ests of their country, never the interests of-our country; and it is a 
first condition of their success that they make us believe that the inter- 
ests of their country and the interests of our country are identical 
interests. 

Far worse than foreign propagandists themselves are those Americans 
who, for one reason or another, become attached to particular foreign 
countries. Whether they know it—and of course most of them are 
guileless—they are playing the game of their favorite and are much 
more effective than the agents of the foreign government engaged in 
propaganda work, 
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That ts our situation now. But suppose that we were a member of 
the league or any other political contrivance among nations, with a 
vote and the attending responsibility: Can not anyone see that, dis- 
turbing to our composure and disruptive of our national solidarity as 
foreign propaganda among us now is, when we are not in the league 
or court and have no vote, how much worse it would be if we were in 
any foreign political association whatever and bad a vote with the 
commitments and responsibility that would attend the casting of 
that vote? 

Is it not plain that, from every point of view, we Americans should 
maintain our traditional American policy of friendship for all nations 
and no political connection with any nation? And is not that tried and 
tested policy best, not for us only but for the world? Force applied to 
foreign nations to make them conform to our ideas is futile—example 
accomplishes much more without bloodshed or coercion. Let America 
be that example—an example of a happy and prosperous people made 
so by their self-restraint, their paceful purposes, their institutions of 
orderly freedom, and above all their fortunate political detachment 
from ancient and alien feuds. For the good of the world, as well as 
for our own well-being, is it not better for us to continue to be the 
masters of our own déstiny and an example to other nations? 


ARTICLE BY SENATOR JOHN K. SHIELDS, OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Rxconb an article written by the senior 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SxHtetps], entitled“ The Consti- 
tutional Powers and Jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the 
United States,” which recently appeared in the New York 
Times. 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed 
in the Rxconn, as follows: 


THR CONSTITUTIONAL POWERS AND JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME 
COURT or THE UNITED STATES. 


(By Senator JohN K. SHIBLDS.) 


The Constitution of the United States, although conceded to be the 
wisest scheme of government ever conceived and put into execution 
by man and which secures to all the people a greater measure of the 
rights of life, liberty, property, and the pursuit of happiness than 
heretofore enjoyed under any form of government, has been assalled 
and its departments and officers charged with usurpation and conduct 
amounting to high crimes and misdemeanors since it was ratified by 
the people and the Government under it organized. These assaults 
have grown out of the struggles of political parties for the control 
of the Government, the aggressions of ambitious men, sectional rivalry 
and hostility, and conflicting social, class, and economic interests. 

The form of our Government furnishes peculiar occasions for the 
assaults of those dissatisfied and discontented with its administration. 
It is a Federal Republic, composed of sovereign States, the Federal 
Government having a limited jurisdiction over the entire territory and 
the States a limited jurisdiction within their respective confines. The 
Federal Government is a government of enumerated powers, delegated 
to it by the people of all the States in a written Constitution embrac- 
ing all matters which concern the common interests and welfare of the 
people of all the States, such as commerce between the States and 
other nations, foreign relations, and the national defense. The States 
have and exercise all the sovereign powers of government not delegated 
to the Federal Government or prohibited to them by the Federal Consti- 
tution, subject to limitations ordained in their respective constitutions. 

The Federal Constitution and practically all the State constitutions 
separate the powers of government and vest them in three grand co- 
ordinate and independent departments—the legislative, which makes, 
alters, and repeals laws; the executive, which executes; and the ju- 
diciary, which construes, interprets, and applies them. This is done in 
the Federal Constitution in these words: 

“All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress 
of the United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives. ‘ 

“ The executive power shall be vested in a President of the United 
States. 

“The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one 
Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from 
time to time ordain and establish * “ and “shall extend to 
all cases in law and equity arising under this Constitution and the 
laws of the United States and treaties made under their authority.” 

These departments have the same rank and dignity, and each is 
exclusive and independent in its appointed sphere. 

The judiciary has less extensive powers and is the weakest, being 
without the executive’s patronage and ability to enforce its man- 
dates, and the power of the legislative to make laws, raise and appro- 
priate money. The primary and fundamental object of creating it was 


to restrain and keep the Federal and State Governments and the several 
departments of the Federal Government from exceeding their consti- 
tutional powers and limitations. 
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The Federal and State Governments from the earliest days of our 
Government have jealously guarded and insisted upon their respective 
powers, resisting all encroachments upon their separate jurisdictions. 
The great departments of the Federal Government have also been 
mutually jealous of their exclusive powers, and none of them has 
been entirely free of efforts to encroach upon the others. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, largely because of its great 
commanding judicial powers and important functions in construing 
and applying the fundamental law of the land, which it has exercised 
in determining the great controversies that have arisen between the 
Federal Government and the governments of the States, and between 
the several departments of the Federal Government, has been more 
frequently and more bitterly assaulted than the- agencles of either of 
the other departments. From early in our history constitutional amend- 
ments and legislation have been periodically proposed to curb and limit 
its Judicial powers and jurisdiction, which, carried to their logical con- 
clusion, would cripple that great court and subvert the object of the 
people in creating it. These attacks have followed the action of the 
Supreme Court in both refusing to hold and holding acts of Congress 
invalid, but chiefly its action in adjudging acts of the general assemblies 
of some of the States to be void and inoperative as violative of the 
fundamental law and in reversing judgments of the courts of last 
resort of the States involving Federal questions in the exercise of its 
Jurisdiction under section 25 of the Ellsworth Judiciary Act. The 
decisions of the court affecting slavery and those relating to the validity 
of the reconstruction laws, enacted just after the Civil War, caused 
the most violent assaults and attacks upon the court. The limits of 
this article will not permit a discussion of these cases or of the meas- 
ures proposed to destroy constitutional powers of the Federal judiciary 
provoked by these cases. 

The propositions for “ curbing the Supreme Court” in its jurisdiction 
and judicial power now proposed in substance are: 

An amendment of the Federal Constitution providing that where the 
Supreme Court of the United States has held an act of Congresa 
repugnant to the fundamental law, and the Congress reenacts the act, 
the court shall not have the power to hold it void or disregard it. 

The repeal of the statutes providing for the exercise of the ap- 
pellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in cases involving Federal 
constitutional questions. 

An act of Congress requiring that in all cases involving the con- 
stitutionality of a statute duly enacted by Congress, the statute shall 
not be held invalid without the concurrence of T of the 9 members of 
the court. 

These measures, if successful, would result in the absorption by the 
legislative department of all judicial power, a condition subversive of 
all liberty and a change in our form of government destructive of 
the chief checks and balances which the fathers provided to prevent 
usurpation and violation of the constitutional limits placed upon the 
powers of the executive and legislative departments. 

Mr. Justice Miller, concerning the separation of the powers of gov- 
ernment under our system, in the case of Kilbourn v, Thompson 
(108 U. 8. 188) said: 

It is believed to be one of the chief merits of the American system 
of written constitutional law that all powers intrusted to the Govern- 
ment, whether State or National, are divided into the three grand 
departments—the executive, the legislative, and the judicial—that the 
functions appropriate to each of these branches of government shall 
be vested in a separate body of public servants, and that the perfec 
tion of the system requires that the lines which separate and divide 
these departments shall be broadly and clearly defined.” 

Madison, in the Federalist, wrote: “The accumulation of all pow- 
ers, legislative, executive, and judicial, in the same hands, whether of 
one, a few, or many; whether hereditary, self-appointed, or elective, 
may justly be pronounced the very definition of tyranny.” John 
Adams wrote: “It is by balancing one of these three powers against 
the other two that the efforts of human nature toward tyranny can 
alone be checked and restrained and any degree of freedom pre- 
served.” Hamilton asserted: “I agree that there is no liberty if the 
powers of judging be not separated from the legislative and executive 
powers.” Webster said: “The separation of the departments (of 
government) so far as practicable and the preservation of clear lines 
between them is the fundamental idea in the creation of all our consti- 
tutions, and doubtless the continuance of regulated liberty depends on 
maintaining these boundaries.” 

Massachusetts, in her constitution adopted in 1780, provided that 
“In the government of this Commonwealth the legislative department 
shall never exercise the executive and judicial powers, or either of 
them; the executive shall never exercise legislative and judicial pow- 
ers, or elther of them; the judicial shall never exercise legisiative and 
executive powers, or either of them; to the end that it may be a gov- 
ernment of laws and not of men.” 

Those who favor the proposed amendment necessarily concede that 
the constitutionality of an act of Congress is a jndicial question 
which the judiciary has the sole power to determine, but in effect 
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propose that an appeal be allowed from the judgment of the Supreme 
Court to the Congress, which shall exercise the final judicial function 
of determining constitutional questions, thus clearly and undeniably 
vesting in the legislative department judicial power in all cases in- 
volving the fundamental law. This would modify Article III of the 
Constitution, vesting the judicial power in the Supreme Court, and Ar- 
ticle VI ordaining that this Constitution * * + shall be the su- 
preme law of the land.“ The same concession must follow the proposi- 
tions to repeal the statutes relating to appellate jurisdiction of the 
court and to require the concurrence of a certain number of judges in 
Passing adversely upon the constitutionality of an act of Congress. 

There is nothing new in the reasoning or form of the present as- 
saults. Those who are familiar with the history of the Supreme 
Court must be impressed with the poverty of original thought and 
reasons advanced to support these measures and that the alleged 
historical facts and arguments now relied upon generally with more 
force, plausibility, and eloquence were urged by those favoring such 
legislation more than 100 years ago, when our Government was in 
its formative period, during great social, economic, and political 
emergencies accompanied with excitement and bitterness, to which 
the provocation for the present agitation seems of small or of no con- 
sequence, Chief Justice Marshall delivered his great opinion in 
Marbury v. Madison, asserting the power to hold acts of Congress vold 
when in contravention of the fundamental law in 1803, but the sound- 
ness of it upon this ground was not seriously attacked for many 
years afterwards. Jefferson's objections to the opinion at the time 
were upon the ground that the court held the conduct of the Execu- 
tive's administrative subordinates might be inquired into and he ceriti- 
cized the court for not holding the alien or sedition laws unconsti- 
tutional. 

The opinions of the court, which proyoked the first violent and 
bitter assaults upon it, were those reversing judgments of the courts 
of last resort of the States in cases involving Federal questions, and 
those holding void statutes enacted by the general assemblies of the 
States encroaching upon Federal powers or concerning matters pro- 
hibited to the States. The States adversely affected by the result 
of these cases bitterly assailed the Supreme Court and the then 
justices of the court in the public press, in public meetings, and 
through their Representatives in Congress, while others approved 
them according to the prejudices and views of different sections, classes, 
and social and economic interests. 

The cases of this kind decided along in 1810 to 1830 were Fletcher 
v. Peck, Martin v. Hunter, McCulloch v. Maryland, Biddle v. 
Green, Cohen v. Virginia, and later cases involving acts of Congress 
and Executive action, such as the Dred Scott case and Ablemen v. 
Booth, inyolving slavery cases, and still later Milligan ex parte and 
Meryman ex parte, Involving war powers, the Civil Rights cases, and 
others relating to the reconstruction legislation enacted in great 
political passion and excitement to humiliate and oppress the people 
of the States that had lately seceded from the Union. 

The judicial power of the Supreme Court to declare acts of the 
Federal and State legislatures vold when repugnant to the Federal 
Constitution, exercised in many cases during a period of 120 years and 
acquiesced in by the Federal and State Governments and the people 
of all the States during that time, would seem to be too well established 
and sustained by public opinion to require argument in its favor not- 
withstanding the principle of stare decisis does not apply to con- 
stitutional construction with the same force as in other cases. The 
only justification for it is the presence in our midst of agitators, chiefly 
of foreign birth, who desire to change our form of government and 
erect upon its ruins a communistic-socialistic order and the preachments 
of others advocating their personal views and ideals violative of the 
fundamental principles of our Government, who are encouraged by these 
attacks upon the courts, and the truism that eternal vigilance is the 
price of liberty.” 

The arguments of those charging the Supreme Court with usurpation 
are chiefly based upon what is alleged to have been said in the con- 
vention at Philadelphia behind closed doors, as reported in the notes 
kept by Mr. Madison, and the assertion that the Constitution does not 
vest it with the power to determine the constitutionality of legislation. 

Recently there was read in the Senate from Elliott's Debates (vol. 
1, pp. 159, 164, and 214), in support of the historical argument, a 
resolution offered by Edmond Randolph in the convention at Phila- 
delphla, June 4, 1787, and rejected by the convention, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Executive and a convenient number of the na- 
tional judiciary ought to compose a council of revision with authority 
to examine every act of the National Legislature before it shall operate 
„ „and that the dissent of said council shall amount to a 
rejection unless the act of the National Legislature be again passed.” 

This and similar excerpts from Madison's notes have been frequently 
relied upon to sustain the assertion that the convention refused to vest 
the Supreme Court with the power to declare acts of Congress re- 
pugnant to the Constitution void, but those who have done so fail to 
state that the real proposition was to create an advisory commission 
composed of the President and judges of the Supreme Court to pass 


upon the wisdom and policy of the proposed legislation, as the Presi- 
dent may do under the veto power, and that it was rejected upon the 
ground that these were considerations solely for the legislative de- 
partment, and that the judges already had the power to finally deter- 
mine the constitutionality of statutes in the exercise of their judicial 
power. 

Opinions to this effect were expressed in the convention by Elbridge 
Gerry and Rufus King, of Massachusetts; George Mason and James 
Madison, of Virginia; James Wilson, of Pennsylvania; and others; 
and in the conventions held in the States to ratify the Constitution by 
John Marshall and Patrick Henry, of Virginia; Luther Martin, of 
Maryland; Oliver Ellsworth, of Connecticut, who drew the judiciary 
act of 1789 and was afterwards Chief Justice of the Supreme Court; 
Alexander Hamilton, of New York; and others. Space forbids giving 
their language as reported in Madison's Notes, Farrand's Records of 
the Conyention, and Elliott's Debates. 

The convention at Philadelphia did not make the Constitution. It 
drafted and proposed it. The people of the States, through their repre- 
sentatives in conventions, elected for that express purpose, made it in 
the act of ratification. These conventions were composed of the ablest 
men of the States, who debated for days the great question of creating 
a National Government and the powers to be given it, and the instru- 
ment submitted was scrutinized and discussed, section by section, and 
clause by clause. There can be no doubt from the lights furnished by 
contemporary history that the people understood that the power to 
hold legislation yoid when repugnant to the fundamental law was con- 
ferred upon the Federal judiciary, and probably the Constitution would 
not have been ratified unless it had been so understood because the 
people feared the interference of the Congress with the reserved powers 
of the States and thelr domestic affairs and the danger of unlimited 
legislative power, as shown by the immediate adoption of the 10 
amendments to the Constitution called the Bill of Rights. 

The written Constitution is equally clear as to the vestiture of this 
power. Chief Justice Marshall, in the great case of Marbury v. Madi- 
son, said: f 

“And as the authority from which they proceed is supreme, and can 
seldom act, they are designed to be permanent. This original and 
supreme will organizes the Government and assigns to different depart- 
ments their respective powers. It may either stop here or establish cer- 
tain limits not to be transcended by those departments. The Govern- 
ment of the United States is of the latter description. The powers of 
the legislature are defined and limited, and that those limits may not 
be mistaken or forgotten, the Constitution is written. * * * It is 
a proposition too plain to be contested that the Constitution controls 
any legislative act repugnant to It, or that the legislature may alter the 
Constitution by an ordinary act. Between these alternatives there is 
no middle ground. The Constitution is either a supreme paramount 
law, unchangeable by ordinary means, or it is on a level with ordinary 
legislative acts, and, like other acts, is alterable when the legislature 
shall please to alter it. 7 Certainly, all those who have framed 
written constitutions contemplate them as forming the fundamental 
and paramount law of the Nation, and, consequently, the theory of 
every such government must be that an act of the legislature repugnant 
to the Constitution is void. * If an act of the legislature 
repugnant to the Constitution is void, does it, notwithstanding Its 
inyalidity, bind the courts and oblige them to give it effect? 
It is emphatically the province and duty of the judicial department to 
say what the law is. * So if a law be in opposition to the Con- 
stitution; if both the law and the Constitution apply to a particular 
case, so that the court must either decide that case conformally to the 
law, disregarding the Constitution ; or conformably to the Constitution, 
disregarding the law; the court must determine which of these con- 
flicting rules govern the case. This is of the very essence of judicial 
duty. If, then, the courts are to regard the Constitution, and the Con- 
stitution Is superior to any ordinary act of the legislature, the Consti- 
tution, and not such ordinary act, must govern the case to which they 
both apply.” 

It wouid be presumptuous to attempt to supplement the logie of this 
great jurist, but the substance of the reasons given by some more 
recent jurists sustaining the power will be stated. 

Our dual form of government, Federal and State, and the separation 
of the powers of government required that there be lodged somewhere 
in the fundamental law supreme power to construe the Constitution 
and determine when the Federal or State Governments exceeded their 
constitutional powers and limitations and restrain the departments of 
the Federal Goyernment from encroaching upon their respective powers, 
This power is essentially a judicial power and the exercise of it a judi- 
cial function under the common law of the courts and was logically 
and properly vested exclusively in the judicial department. Without 
such power the Constitution would be without vigor or life and its 
limitations unenforcible, as the history of our Government has con- 
clusively demonstrated. The Congress could exercise all the powers of 
the Government, and the Bill of Rights would be subject to the whim, 
caprice, passion, and political exigencies influencing temporary majori- 
tles of each succeeding Congress, according to their views and political 
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policies. There would be no protection for the rights of the minority. 
Congress has passed such laws, and but for the power of the courts 
they would have been enforced, 

The pecple in their Constitution, which they declared to be the 
supreme law, vested the whole and exclusive judicial power in the 
Supreme Court in all cases in law and equity, and it is the solemn 
duty of the court to determine when that law is violated and to hold 
all efforts of the States or the departments of the Federal Government 
to encroach upon it inoperative and void in protection of the will and 
rights of the people in all cases coming before it. Congress can not be 
said to represent the people in an act which violates the limitations 
which they have imposed upon the Congress. 

Courts do not exercise the power to veto legislation. They do not 
pass upon its wisdom or policy or the motives of the legislators—mat- 
ters solely for legislative consideration. Their province and power is 
to determine whether it is within the power of Congress and consonant 
with the Constitution, and this power is absolute and exclusive. 

What has been said concerning the power of the Supreme Court to 
hold acts of Congress void applies with equal force to statutes enacted 
by the States encroaching upon the powers of the Federal Government. 
Without such power to restrain the States the Federal Government 
would soon cease to function and exist. This jurisdiction and power 
is not now seriously controverted. 

The jurisdiction of the Supreme Court—to review the judgments of 
State courts—is also supported by the same reasons and the same 
provisions of the Constitution. The Constitution provides that the 
judges in every State shall be bound by it and the laws made in pursu- 
ance to It, the constitutions and the laws of the States to the contrary 
notwithstanding. Without this jurisdiction there might be as many 
different interpretations and constructions of the Federal Constitution 
and laws as there are States. 

The proposition to exclude from the appellate jurisdiction all cases 
involving constitutional questions, if done, would be revolutionary and 
destructive of our form of government. The Constitution, after stat- 
ing the cases to which the judicial power shall extend, states those of 
which the Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction and then 
confers appeliate jurisdiction in these words: “In all other cases the 
Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction both as to law and to 
fact with such exceptions and under such regulations as the Congress 
may make.” The statutes relating to the appellate jurisdiction have 
been held to negative jurisdiction in other cases and by other process 
than those provided in the statutes under the power of the Congress to 
make exceptions and regulations, which may be altered or repealed in 
the discretion of Congress. 

Whether Congress can by repeal of all these statutes make inop- 
erative the appellate jurisdiction conferred by the Constitution Is a 
matter of serious consideration. Such legislation would, if effective, 
make impossible the exercise of the greatest and most important part 
of the jurisdiction of the court (the original jurisdiction being very 
limited) and that which was the chief object of the creation of the 
judicial department. The constitutional vestiture of appellate juris- 
diction is absolute, the extent and the process for its exercise alone 
being left to the Congress, for which it is its solemn duty to provide, 
and it is inconceivable that it will fail to discharge this duty. The 
conflict of judicial opinion upon Federal questions which would exist 
if the court did not have the right of review of cases involving them 
in the courts of last resort of the States would also exist in each of 
the nine judicial circuits and the confusion of the construction of Fed- 
eral laws would be intolerable. It is not probable, and hardly possible, 
that such legislation will ever be seriously entertained by the Congress. 
Congress will not, by omission or commission, abort and destroy one of 
the coordinate departments of the Government created by the people. 

The suggestion that Congress prohibit the Supreme Court from hold- 
ing statutes enacted by it (and the principle would naturally apply to 
State legislation and the review of the judgments of State courts) 
inoperative and vold upon constitutional grounds without the concur- 
rence of a certain number of the judges, which has assumed the form 
of a bill fixing the number of judges who must concur at seven, is not 
new in principle. Several bills of this character have been introduced 
at various times since 1816, two of them passing the House in which 
they were introduced, but not without strenuous opposition. The 
reasons which have been advanced for this legislation are that im- 
portant cases have been decided by five justices, the other four dis- 
senting. While such decisions are unfortunate, especially when vigor- 
ous dissenting opinions are filed, they do not justify the proposed legis- 
lation. It will not be improper here to suggest the impropriety of 
these dissenting opinions for the bad effect they have upon the public 
mind concerning the wisdom of the court and the certainty of the law. 
It has been urged, with much force, that when a majority of the court 
come to a conclusion and solemnly declare the law, its action is as 
binding upon the minority as upon the parties and the public, and 
the minority by express dissent ought not to challenge the soundness or 
Justice of the judgment, but yield to it the obedience and respect that 
is due the decisions of the court. There are dissenting opinions in 
the reports, unfortunate as It is true, assailing the majority, which 
tend to shock the confidence of the public and bring the court into 


disrepute as much as the vituperative assaults that have come from 
other sources. Perhaps if these dissenting opinions were excluded 
from publication in the reports there would be less inducement for 
exploitation of the personal views of the minority, for they have no judi- 
cial character or force and less injurious publicity would be given to them. 

The proposed legislation is beyond the power of Congress to act. It 
would inyade the judicial power vested in the Supreme Court and sub- 


ordinate courts. The authority for it is based upon the concluding 
words of the clause conferring appellate jurisdiction—“ with such ex- 
ceptions and under such regulations as the Congress shall make.” These 
words do not relate to the judicial powers of the court, which are con- 
ferred in previous provisions, but to the limitation and regulation et the 
appellate jurisdiction. The broad distinction between judicial power, 
which is the power to determine the facts and the law in cases coming 
before the court, a power inherent in all courts unless expressly with- 
held, and the jurisdiction, which relates to the character of cases it is 
authorized to decide, is well established. When the jurisdiction is con- 
ferred, the judicial power applies and is within the exclusive province 
of the court and uncontrollable. A contrary rule would absolutely de- 
stroy the independence of courts. This was so held in the case of 
United States v. Klein (80 U. S. 25-39), involving the constitutionality 
of a statute, directing the decision of cases when certain facts de- 
veloped. The Supreme Court of Tennessee, in Perkins v. Scales (2 
Shannon (Tenn.), 237), when that court consisted of six justices, held 
an act of the general assembly directing how cases should be decided 
when the court was equally divided an invasion of the judicial power 
and void. Other States cases, in which statutes of the same nature 
were held an invasion of the judicial power and void, are: Northern v. 
Barnes (2 Lea (Tenn.), 613) and Hovey v. Noble (118 Ind. 854). 

Government control and determination by majorities is a cardinal 
principle of our system of government and obtains in all its branches 
and departments. Statutes are passed by a majority of one. One vote 
may sustain or defeat the President's veto. The President and all other 
officers may be elected by a majority of one. Courts composed of more 
than one member have always been controlled by the majority and; 
where the organic law creating the court does not change this rule, it 
is intended that it shall control. The proposed legislation would still 
allow one judge to control the decision of the court, as it would depend 
upon the vote of the seventh concurring member, or that of the third 
dissenting. It is not possible to provide a rule where the vote of one 
member of a body may not control its action, whatever number may 
be required for such action. If Congress can require seven judges to 
decide one class of cases, it can in all cases, and could require the con- 
currence of all the judges in every case or a less number than 2 ma- 
jority with equal reason. The opinion of Congress can have no weight 
because it has no judicial power. In the last analysis it would be a 
rule of the minority. 

Such a rule would not be an “exception” or“ regulation” of the ap- 
pellate jurisdiction, because the division of opinion of the judges is not 
developed until after the court has acquired jurisdiction, heard the 
case, and is proceeding to its determination. There would be a dif- 
ferent rule for the decision of cases applying to the original and of 
the appellate jurisdiction of the court and, although the court may have 
held a statute void under its original jurisdiction, it might be compellea 
to give it effect in a case coming to it under its appellate jurisdiction. 
What decree would the court enter in cases where the majority of one was 
of the opinion the statute was void? There would be a denial of a due 
process in these cases because the court could not arrive at a conclusion. 

This discussion can not be concluded more appropriately than by 
quoting the closing paragraphs of Charles Warren's great history 
of the Supreme Court: 

“Admit that the Federal judiciary may in its time have been guilty 
of errors, that it has occasionally sought to wield more power than 
was safe, that it is as fallible as every other human institution, yet 
it has been, and is, a vast agency for good; it has averted many a 
storm which threatened our peace, and has lent its powerful aid 
in uniting us together in the bonds of law and justice. Its. very 
existence has proved a beacon of safety * * * and now let us 
ask ourselves, with all its imagined faults, what is there that can 
replace it? Strip it of its power, and what shall we get in exchange? 
Discord and confusion, statutes without obedience, courts without 
authority, an anarchy of principles and a chaos of decision, till all law 
at last shall be extinguished by an appeal to arms.” 

It the judiciary be struck from the system,“ said William wirt 
in 1832, “what is there of any value that will remain? The Govern- 
ment can not subsist without it. It would be as rational to talk of a 
solar system without a sun. No, sir; the people of the United States 
know the value of this institution too well to suffer it to be put down 
or trammeled in its action by the dictates of others.” 


CHAIRMANSHIP OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I suggest that we proceed to 
ballot on the election of a chairman of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was about to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the election 
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of the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Committee. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is 
suggested, The Secretary will call the roll to disclose the fact. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names; 


Adams Elkins Keyes 3 

shurst Ernst Kin Shields 

u Fernald Lad Shipstead 

ayard Ferris Lenroot Shortridge 

orah Fess Lodge Simmons 
Brandegee Fletcher McCormick Smith 
Brookhart Frazier McLean Smoot 
Broussard George MeN Spencer 

ruce Gerry Mayfield Stanfield 

ursum Glass Moses Stephens 
Cameron Gooding y Sterling 
Capper Greene Norbeck Swanson 
Caraway Hale Norris Trammell 
Colt Harreld Oddie Underwood 
Copeland Harris verman Wadsworth 
Couzens Harrison Owen Walsh, Mass, 
Cummins Heflin Phipps Walsh, Mont. 
Curtis Howell Pittman Warren 

le Johnson, Calif. Ralston Watson 
Johnson, Minn. Ransdell Weller 

Dill Jones, N. Mex. Reed, Pa. Wheeler 
Edwards Kendrick Robinson Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-eight Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The pending 
question is the election by roll-call ballot of the chairman of the 
Interstate Commerce Committee. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ERNST (when his name was called). I transfer my gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STAN- 
LEY] to the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEPPER] 
and vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McKINLEY]. Being unable 
to secure a transfer, I do not vote. 

Mr. SWANSON (when his name was called). The senior 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] is unavoidably detained 
from the Senate. I have agreed to pair with him. If he were 

resent, he would vote for Mr. Cummins and I should vote for 

r. SMITH. 

Mr. WILLIS (after having voted for Mr. Cummins). Has 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has not voted. 

Mr. WILLIS. On the ballot I voted for Mr. Cumaans. I am 
paired for the day with the junior Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCKELLAR]. If he were present, he would vote for Mr. 
Surrn and I should vote for Mr. Cunuztixs; but, in view of 
the situation, I withdraw my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Epee] is paired with the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. REED]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 40, for Mr. StrR 40, 
for Mr. La FOLLETTE 3, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—40, 


Ball le Keyes Reed, Pa. 
Borah Elkins Lenroot Shortridge 

randegee Ernst Lodge Smoot 

ruce Fernald McCormick Spencer 
Bursum Fess McLean Stanfield 
Cameron Gooding McNary Sterling 
Capper Greene oses Wadsworth 
Coit Hale Norbeck Warren 
Couzens Harreld Oddie Watson 

t Johnson, Calif. Phipps Weller 
FOR MR. SMITH—40, 

Adams Ferris Jones, N. Mex. Sheppard 
Ashurst Fletcher Kendrick Shields 
Bayard Frazier King Shipstead 

rookhart George Mayfield Simmons 

roussard Gerry Neely Stephens 
Caraway Glass Overman Trammell 
Copeland Harris Owen Underwood 

ial Harrison Pittman Walsh, Mass. 

Heflin Ralston Walsh, Mont, 

Edwards Johnsen, Minn. Ransdell Wheeler 


FOR MR. LA FOLLETTE—3. 

Howell Ladd Norris 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Senators 
voting is 83; necessary for a choice, 42. Three Senators have 
voted for Mr. La Forierre, 40 Senators have voted for Mr. 
Surra, 40 Senators have voted for Mr. CUatuixs. There is no 
choice, Another ballot will be taken, and the Secretary will 
eall the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ERNST (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as before, I vote for Mr. CUMMINS, 


Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). Announcing 
the same pair and transfer as on the last ballot, I withhold my 
vote. If the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. McKINLEY] were 
present, he would vote for Mr. Cummins, and if I were at 
liberty to vote, I should vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. SWANSON (when his name was called). Announcing 
the same pair as on the previous ballot, I withhold my vote be- 
cause of being paired with the senior Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, he would vote for Mr. 
Cummins and I should vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). Repeating the 
announcement of my pair with the junior Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McKrrrar] I withhold my vote. If at Überty to 
vote, I should vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr, CURTIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Engr] is paired with the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. REED]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 89, for Mr. SMITH 41, 
for Mr. La FoLLETTE 2, as follows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—29. 


Ball Dale Keyes Shortridge 
Borah Elkins Lenroot Smoot 
Brandegee Ernst Lodge Spencer 
Bruce 2 McLean Stanfield 
Bursum ess McNary Sterling 
Cameron Gooding Moses Wadsworth 
S Greene Norbeck Warren 
Colt Hale Oddie Watson 
Couzens Harreld Phipps Weller 
Curtis Johnson, Calif. Reed, Pa. 
FOR MR. SMITH—41, 

Adams Fletcher Kin Shipstead 
Ashurst Frazier Lad Simmons 
Bayard George Mayfield Stephens 
Brookhart Gerry Neely rammell 
Broussard Glass Overman Underwood 
Caraway Haris Owen Walsh, Mass. 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Dial Heflin Ralston Wheeler 

11 Johnson, Minn. Ransdell 
Edwards Jones, N. Mex. Sheppard 
Ferris Kendrick Shields 

FOR MR. LA FoLLETTR—2. 
Howell Norris 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Sena- 
tors voting is 82; necessary for a choice, 42. Two Senators 
have named Mr. LA FoLLETTE, 89 Senators have named Mr. 
Cummins, 41 Senators have named Mr. SmirH. There is no 
election. Another ballot will be taken, and the Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ERNST (when his name was called). Making the sama 
announcement as before, I vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). Announcing 
the same pair and transfer as on the last ballot, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. SWANSON (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as on the previous ballot, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). Repeating the 
announcement of my pair with the junior Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McKettar], I withhold my vote. If at liberty to 
vote, I should vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the senior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. par] is paired with the senior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. REED]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 40, for Mr. Sura 41, 
for Mr. La Fotterre 2, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—40, 


Ball Dale Keyes Reed, Pa. 
Borah Elkins Len root Shortridge 
Brandegee Ernst Lodge Smoot 
Bruce Fernald McCormick Spencer 
Bursum Fess McLean Stanfield 
Cameron Gooding McNary Bterling 
Capper Greene Moses Wadsworth 
Colt Hale Norbeck Warren 
Couzens Harreld die Watson 

rtis Johnson, Calif. Phipps Weller 

FOR MR. SMITH—41, 

Adams Fletcher Ki Shipstead 
Ashurst Frazier Simmons e 
Bayard George Mayfield Stephens 

roo rt Gerry eely Trammell 
Broussard Glass Overman Underwood 
Caraway Harris Owen Walsh, Mass, 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Walsh, Mont. 

al 3 Heflin Ralston Wheeler 
Dill Johnson, Minn. Ransdell 
Edwards Jones, N. Mex. Sheppard 
Ferris Kendrick Shields 

FOR MR. LA FOLLETTE—2. 
Howell Norris 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total number of Senators 
voting is 83; necessary for a choice 42. Two Senators have 
nimed Mr. La Forterre, 40 Senators have named Mr. CUM- 
MINS, 41 Senutors have named Mr. Sarra; and there is no 
choice. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
siderntion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After 10 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate 
(at 1 o’clock und 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Saturday, 
December 15, 1923, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 12, 


2 
Promotions IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
To be lieutenant colonel. 


Maj. Norris Stayton, Quartermaster Corps, from December 2, 
1923. 
To be major. 


Capt. Earl Ewart Gesler, Corps of Engineers, from December 

2, 1928. 
To be captatus. 

First Lieut. James Howard Todd, Quartermaster Corps, from 
December 2, 1923. 

First Lieut. Paul Sutphin Edwards, Signal Corps, from De- 
cember 5, 1923. 

First Lieut. James Helmus Bogart, Chemical Warfare Service, 
from December 6, 1923. 


To be first licutenants, 


Second Lieut. George Whitfield MacMillan, Coast Artillery 
Corps, from December 2, 1928. 

Second Lieut. L. Hoyt Rockatellow, Infantry, from December 
5, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Percy Emery Hunt, Infantry, from December 6, 
1923. 

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR Anux. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Maj. William Pegram Wilson, Coast Artillery Corps, with 
rank from July 1, 1920. 
FIELD ARTILLERY. 


First Lieut. John Edwin Ray, Infantry. 
POSTMASTERS. 
INDIANA. 


Almeda B. Lochard to be postmaster at North Madison, Ind. 
Oftice became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John S. Moore to be postmaster at Battle Ground, Ind. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Albert J. Baumgartner to be postmaster at Elkhart, Ind., 
in place of J. J. Littrell. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

KENTUCKY, 

Lloyd M. McCubbin to be postmaster at Hodgenville, Ky., 
in place of R. B. Thurman. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 

MICHIGAN, 

Aaron W. Mites to be postmaster at Big Rapids, Mich., in 

place of W. P. Nisbett, deceased. ‘ 


MINNESOTA, 


Alphonse J. Philippy to be postmaster at Waconia, Minn., 
in place of A. J. Philippy. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 

Arnold E. Talle to be postmaster at McIntosh, Minn., in place 
of M. W. Jensen. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1023. 

MISSISSIPPI 


Colvin V. Taylor to be postmaster at Clarksdale, Miss., in 
place of W. P. Wildberger. Incumbent's commission expired 


December 6, 1922. 
MISSOURI. 


Bettie G. Flanders to be postmaster at Paris, Mo., in place 
of W. H. Alexander, Incumbent’s commission expired August 
12, 1923. 


NEW JERSEY, 


Renview L. Hull to be postmaster at Lebanon, N. J., in place 
of Carl Shurts. Incumbent’s commission expired September 
10, 1923. 

NEW YORK, 

Nay F. Dunlop to be postmaster at Harrisville, N. V., in place 

oe Hogan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Norbert J. Joyce to be postmaster at Zap, N. Dak. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

Robert M. Mares to be postmaster at Wheatland, N. Dak. 
Oftice became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Bernard E. Rierson to be postmaster at Regan, N. Dak. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Simon M. Ronuning to be postmaster at Kramer, N. Dak. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1922. 

Elizabeth Cochrane to be postmaster at Knox, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Otto Gackle to be postmaster at Fredonia, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Irwin E. Walton to be postmaster at Bantry, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Marvel M. Mackin to be postmaster at Streeter, N. Dak., in 
place of G. H. Rieland, resigned. 

Lottie A. Lund to be postmaster at Powers Lake, N. Dak., in 
place of H. M. Frank, resigned. 

Catherine Lynch to be postmaster at Lakota, N. Dak., in place 
of C. J. Lynch, resigned. 

Ole H. Larson to be postmaster at Killdeer, N. Dak., in place 
of H. II. Ellsworth, resigned. 

Duncan McLean to be postmaster at Hannah, N. Dak., in 
place of P. A. McLean, removed, 

Louis Hansen to be postmaster at Esmond, N. Dak., in place 
of G. II. Dickey, deceased. 

Earl M. Sanness to be postmaster at Enderlin, N. Dak., in 
place of C. C. Chamberlain, resigned. 

Joseph J. Saddler to be postmaster at Amidon, N. Dak., in 
place of G. F. Purcell, resigned. 

Arnold E. Lien to be postmaster at Wyndmere, N. Dak., in 
paea Bernhard Ottis. Incumbent's commission expired July 

Axel G. C. Strom to be postmaster at Williston, N. Dak., in 
place of Waldo Leonhardy. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28. 1923. 

Frank Heglund to be postmaster at White Harth, N. Dak., in 
place of W. L. Armstrong. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Albert J. Drake to be postmaster at Westhope, N. Dak., in 
place of R. R. Zirkle. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Clarence B. Stinson to be postmaster at Warwick, N. Dak., in 
place of Pearl ©. Forslof. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 3, 1923. 

Charles 8, Laidlaw to be postmaster at Wales, N. Dak., in 
piace of B, L. Fraser. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

Chase HE. Mulinex to be postmaster at Tolley, N. Dak., in 
place of C. E. Mulinex. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 30, 1023. 

Seth E. Garland to be postmaster at Tioga, N. Dak., in place 
stant E. Garland, Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 

Martin L. Vick to be postmaster at Sheyenne, N. Dak., in 
place of M. I. Vick. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 


Carl L. George to be postmaster at Sarles, N. Dak., in place 
of C. L. George. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

John P. Breslin to be postmaster at Sanish, N. Dak., in place 
sA N Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
24, 1922. 

Ralph H. McKean to be postmaster at Sanborn, N. Dak., in 
place of A. A. J. Lang. Incumbent's commission expired July. 
28, 1923. 5 

Albert M. Marchand to be postmaster at Rolla, N. Dak., in 
place of A. R. Thompson. Ineumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

Frank E. Ellickson to be postmaster at Regent, N. Dak, in 
place of F. E. Bilickson. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. ` 

Albert F. Harris to he postmaster at Reeder, N. Dak., in place 
of H. W. O'Dell. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 


John C. Black to be postmaster at Plaza, N. Dak., in place 
of B. R. Pottorf. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 


Otto Sougstad to be postmaster at Northwood, N. Dak., In 
ee Samuel Loe. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

„ 19% 

Ole S. Anker to be postmaster at Minnewaukan, N. Dak., in 
place of J. R. Manley. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
teniber 5, 1922. 

Henrietta Rooks to be postmaster at Linton, N. Dak., in place 
oe Heurlettu Rooks, Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 

28. 

Joseph FL Huseby to be postmaster at Leeds, N. Dak., in place 
5 H. Huseby. Incumbents commission expired August 20, 

2253. 

Alice I. Muir to be postmuster at Inkster, N. Dak., in place 
oe a H. McLain. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 

Walter P. Osborne to be postmaster at Hunter, N. Dak., in 
phca of W. P. Osborne. Incumbent’s comission expired July 

William D. Sinclair to be postmaster at Hannaford, N. Dak., 
in place of W. D. Sinclair. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 

Vern A. Tallackson to be postmaster at Grafton, N. Dak., in 
place of J. A. Foley. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Ole B. Johnson to be postmaster at Forman, N. Dak., in place 
vt — B. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 

Oscar J. Haner to be postmaster at Douglas, N. Dak., in place 
of E. A. Milde. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Nellier Ribb to be postmaster at Donnybrook, N. Dak., in 
place of Sophie Sherman. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 24, 1922. 3 

James Taylor to be postmaster at Cando, N. Dak., in place of 
Mabel Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Evan S. Brown to be postmaster at Buffalo, N. Dak., in place 
of E. S. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Reuben P. Semrau to be postmaster at Balfour, N. Dak., in 
Place of M. J. Gurnett. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1928. 

Guy E. Abelein to be postmaster at Anamoose, N. Dak., in 
place of M. S. Abelein. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28; 1928. 

OKLAHOMA. 


Otto G. Bound to be postmaster at Ryan, Okla., in place of 
S. P. Treadwell, Incumbent's commission expired July 23, 1921. 


RHODE ISLAND, 


Edwin S. Babcock to be postmaster at Saunderstown, R. I. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Catherine M. Green to be postmaster at Portsmouth, R. I. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Mary L. Greene to be postmaster at Davisville, R. I. Office 
becume presidential October 1, 1923. 

Thatcher T. Bowler to be postmaster at Newport, R. I., in 
place of J. B. Sullivan. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Hartzell R. Birch to be postmaster at Kingston, R. L, in 
pore H. R. Birch. Incumbent's commission expired August 

George T. Lund to be postmaster at Greystone, R. I., in place 
of oe Mangan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 


1923. 
Mary V. Nichols to he postmaster at Bradford, R. L, in place 
of R. A. Vars. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 
Almira G. Blake to be postmaster at Ashaway, R. L, in place 
3 A. G. Blake. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
23. 
SOUTH CABOLINA, 


Thomas J. Bolin to be postmaster at Neeses, S. O. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

James W. Bradford to be postmaster at Sumter, S. C., in 
place of J. D. Heldtman, deceased. 

Grover L. Smith to be postmaster at Springfield, S. C., in 
ee G. L. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
2. 1921. 

Mack M. Stewart to be postmaster at Winnsboro, S. C., in 
place of G. B. Me Master. 
September 19. 1922. 

Sarah C. Starnes to be postmaster at Ridgeway, S. O., in 
pluce of S. R. Nelson. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 1, 1923. 
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Guss E. Smith to be postmaster at Mullins, S. C., In place 
of G. B. Stackhouse. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29,. 1023. 

Julian R. Corley to be postmaster at Lexington, S. O., in 
place of Frank George. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Helen F. Shuler to be postmaster at Eutawyille, S. C., in 
Place of E. S. Herndon. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 1, 1923. 

Curl M. Norton to be postmaster at Estill, S. C., in place 
= fon W. Peeples, Jr. Incumbent's commission expired August 

1923. 

Samuel L. Myers to be postmaster at Chester, S. C., in place 
of T. M. Douglas. Incumbent’s commission expired October 
24, 1922. 

Waulla E. Westbrook to be postmaster at Blacksburg, S. C., 
in place of P. T. Sapoch. Incumbents commission’ expired 
September 19, 1922. 

Homer J. Young te be postmaster at Beaufort. S. C., in place 
of E. D. Raney. Incumbeut's okice expired August 10, 1921. 

TENNESSEE. 

John G. Leay to he postmaster at Germantown, Tenn. 
became presidential October 1, 1922, 

Jessie Reagan to be postmaster at Clifty, Tenn. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Herod H. Jenkins to be postmaster at Hartsville, Tenn., in 
place of C. V. Gwin, deccased. 

James T. Smith to be postmaster at Fountain City, Tenn., in 
place of J. C. Messamore, resigned. 

Lena B. Tankersley to be postmaster at Chapel Hill, Tenn., 
in place of R. O. Bell, resigned. ; 

John J. Graham to be postmaster at Knoxville, Tenn., In 
place of W. P, Chandler. Iucumbent's commission expired July 
28. 1923. 

Harry K. Dodson to be postmaster at Kenton, Tenn., in place 
of Kate Penn. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5, 
1028. 

Stephen H. Bedwell to be postmaster at Friendship, Tenn., 
in place of B. F. Chambers. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Lon McCaleb to be postmaster at Dyersburg, Tenn., in place 
of F. W. Latta. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 
1928. 

John W. Jackson to be postmaster at Columbia, Tenn., in 
place of C. D. Carmack. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

John P. Gallaher to be postmaster at Ashland City, Tenn., in 
place of E. F. Allen. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 5, 1923. 


Office 


WISCONSIN. 


Theodore B. Ottum to be postmaster at Macfarland, Wis 
Office became presidential January 1, 1923. 

Herman ©. Gralow to be postmaster at Woodville, Wis., in 
place of W. S. E. Morgan, removed. 

Frank I. Conner to be postmaster at Sun Prairie, Wis., in 
place of H. J. Barry, resigned. 

Henry J. LaGrandeur to be postmaster at Somerset, Wis., in 
place of H. A. Legrandeur, deceased. 

Jacob Gumm to be postmaster at Jackson, Wis., in place of 
W. II. Froelich, removed. 

Carl L. Christianson to be postmaster at Bloomer, Wis., in 
place of Milton McDonald, resigned. 

John Meili to be postmaster at Alma, Wis., in place of Theo- 
dore Buehler, jr., resigned. 

Lewis H. Cook to be postmaster at Wausau, Wis., in place of 
T. H. Ryan. Incumbent's commission expired September 6, 
1922. 

Frank E. Wieman to be postmaster at Washburn, Wis.. in 
place of Jolin O'Sullivan. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 5, 1922. 4 — 

Conrad Baetz to be postmaster at Two Rivers, Wis., in place 
of F. E. Riley. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

John H. Kaiser, ir., to be postmaster at Port Washington, 
Wis., in place of W. B. Krause. Ineumbent's commission ex- 
pired January 24. 1922. 

Robert I. Dugdale to be postmaster at Platteville, Wis., in 
place of T. L. Cleary. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Norma E. McNutt to be postmaster at Oxford, Wis., in place 
of J. E. Wall. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Ernest P. G. Schlerf to be postmaster at Oshkosh, Wis., in 
place of W. F. Gruenewald. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 


1923. 
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Nellie I. McGill to be postmaster at Oregon, Wis., in place of 
N. I. McGill. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

George L. Leverenz to be postmaster at. New Holstein, Wis., 
in place of W. W. Lauson. Incumbent's commission expired. 
September 5, 1922. 

Walter F. Martin to be postmaster at Mukwonago, Wis., in 
place of A. H. Craig: Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

William Frankland to be postmaster at Montfort, Wis., in 
Place of N. M. Yeager. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

William: A. Kohl to be postmaster at Mayville, Wis., in place 
of, G. B. Husting. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
23, 1922. 

Adolph R., Mill to be postmaster at Kaukauna, Wis., in place 
of Jacob Lang. Incumbent’s commission expired July 10, 1920. 

Thomas A. Walby to be postmaster at Hudson; Wis., in place 
of J. H. Walker. Incumbent's commission expired September 5, 
1922. 

Frank M. LeCount to be postmaster at Hartford, Wis., in 
place of A. J. Hemmy. Incumbent's commission, expired Sep- 
tember 8, 1921. 

Sidney C. Goff to be postmaster at Elkhorn, Wis., in place of 
F. M. Porter. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Castor H. Kuehl to be postmaster at Brillion, Wis., in place of 
W. A. Koch. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5. 
1922: 

John C. Chapple to be postmaster at Ashland, Wis., in place 
of A. D. McDonald. Incumbent's commission expired September 
5, 1922. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tirunspax, December 13, 1923. 


The House met: at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Our Father who art in heaven, be with us this day in 
thought, purpose, and action. Illuminate our minds and cleanse 
our hearts that Thy will may be magnified in all our labors, 
O give us plenteously of Thy wisdom and grace that. we may 
reach the highest and the best results and thus add somewhat 
to the happiness and the progress of our country. Widen the 
sweeps of peace, contentment, and cooperation among all our 
citizens. May the duties of this day be so borne that when the 
evening time approaches we may recall them with an approving 
conscience and feel in the recesses of our hearts that the smile of 
Heaven is upon them. We pray in the name of Jesus, Amen. 


The Journal of; the: proceedings of Monday was read and 
approved. 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. Members who have not taken the oath of 
office and desire now to do so will please come forward. 

Mr. Jonxsox, of South Dakota, Mr. MeDourrre, of Alabama, 
Mr. Evans, of Montana; Mr. II N DSA, of New York, Mr. TINK- 
HAM; of Massachusetts, and Mr. THompson, of Ohio, presented 
themselves at the bar and took the oath of office. 

CORRECTION. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask to correct the CONGRES- 
SIONAL IRecorp of Wednesday; December 5. On that date there 
is recorded the fact that the Delegate from Alaska [Mr. JARRETT] 
took the oath of office, This is a mistake. It is all right for 
Alaska, but Mr. Jannzrr is the new Delegate from Hawaii. 
Those of us who have been following attentively the affairs of 
this wonderful island Territory, resent any attempt to even loan 
Delegate JARRETT to Alaska. He is a worthy, successor to the 
late Prince-Kalanianaole, and time will prove that the Hawaiian: 
people made their best selection when Wia1AM P. JARRETT was 
chosen to represent Hawaii in the Congress of the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the: correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON DEATH OF PRESIDENT HARDING. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following Members 
on the select committee on the death of President Harding. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Burton, KAHN, TILSON, FRENCH, MADDEN, Woop, HAUGEN, ANTHONY; 
DaxcLey; Wurre of Maine, Greexe of Massachusetts, MCLAUGHLIN of 
Michigan, Davis of Minnesota, Wason, LEHLBACH, Parken, YOUNG, 


HAwLEY, BUTLER, BURDICK, JOHNSON of South Dakota, , LEATHERWOOD, 
FLEETWOOD, JOHNSON of Washington, REED- of West. Virginia, Coorer 
of Wisconsin, WINTER, ALMON, HAYDEN, OL DID, TAYLOR: of Colorado, 
BOYCE, CLARK of Florida, Luz of Georgia, DUPRÉ, LINTHICUM, COLLIER, 
DICKINSON of Missouri, EvANS of Montana, SHALLENBERGER, RICHARDS, 
Morrow, Pov, CARTER, Byrnes of South Carolina, Brrns of Tennessee, 
GARXER, MONTAGUE, 


MESSAGE, FROM THE SENATEX 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolutions: 


Senate Resolution 88. 


Resolved, That: the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death ot Hon. Jonn W. RAINEY; late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Illinois, 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 

Senate Resolution 39. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the 
announcement of the death of Hon. James C. CANTRELL, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary, communicate these resolutions, 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the, 
family of the deceased: -` 

Senate Resolution 40. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. BENJAMIN G. HUMPHRIYS,, late a 
Representative from the State of Mississippi. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to. the 
family of the deceased. 

Senate Resolution 41. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound, sorrow the. an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. CLAUDE Krrcurn, late a. Representative 
from the State of North Carolina. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary communicate these. resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy, thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 

Senate Resolution 45. 

Resowed, That the Senate has beard: with: profound sorrow: the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. DANIEL, J. RIORDAN, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of New York: 

Resolved. further, That the Secretary; communicate these resolutions: 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the. deceased. 

Senate Resolution 42. 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. JOHN M. C. Surrn, late a- Representa- 
tive from the State: of Michigan: 

Resolved: further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased: 

Senate Resolution 43. 


_ Resolved, That the Senate has, heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement’of the death of Hon. JOHN R. Tyson, late a Representative. 
from the State of Alabama. 

Resolved further; That the Secretary’ communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy. thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 

Senate Resolution 44. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard, with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. L. E. Sawyer, late a Representative: 
from the State of Arkansas. 

Resolved. further, That the Secretary. communicate: these resolutions: 
to the House of Representatives and transmit. a. copy thereof to the: 
family of the deceased. 

Senate Resolution 46. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the,an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. James v. Gantry; late a Representa- 
tive from the State of New York. 

Resoived further, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives: and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 

Senate Resolution 47. 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an- 
nouncement of the death of Hon. LUTHER W. Mort, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of New York. 

Resolved’ further, That the Secretary communicate these. resolutions 
to the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the, 
family of the deceased, 
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The message also announced that in accordance with the pro- 
visions of Senate Resolution 21, providing for the appointment 
of seven Senators on the part of the Senate to join such com- 
mittee as may be appointed on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to consider and report by what token of respect and 
affection it may be proper for the Congress of the United States 
to express the deep sensibility of the Nation to the death of the 
late President Warren Gamaliel Harding, the President pro 
tempore appointed Mr. Wirurs, Mr. Fess, Mr. Hare, Mr. PHIPPS, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Stmarons, and Mr. Surerps as such commit- 
tee on the part of the Senate. 


PAYMENT OF SALARIES ON DECEMBER 20. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I present the following resolu- 
tion and ask for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois offers a resolu- 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Joint Resolution 70, authorizing the payment of salaries of the 
officers and employees of Congress for December, 1923, on the 20th 
day of that month. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives are authorized and directed to pay to the 
officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
including the Capitol police, the legislative drafting service, and em- 
ployees paid on vouchers under authority of resolutions, their re- 
spective salaries for the month of December, 1923, on the 20th day 
of that month. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, do I understand from this resolution that it 
is the purpose to adjourn on the 20th for the Christmas holi- 
days? 

Mr. MADDEN. I am not advised as to what the organization 
proposes to do in that respect. Perhaps the gentleman from 
Ohio can state. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I do not think any con- 
clusion has been reached as yet, but I will say to my friend 
there are a number of gentlemen with whom I have spoken 
who think it might be advisable to adjourn for the holidays 
on the 21st. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. On the 21st? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That will be Friday, until the Thurs- 
day after the New Year; two days after New Year. I would 
like to get the opinion of the gentleman from Tennessee on 
that subject. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, I am not able to an- 
swer now. I was asking for information in that regard. 
But no definite conclusion—— 

Mr. LONGWORTH. No definite conclusion has been 
reached. I would be glad to confer with the gentleman. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Has the gentleman thought 
over how long the Christmas adjournment should be? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentlemen with whom I have 
spoken thought possibly two days after New Year, which would 
be Thursday, the 8d of January. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That would be about a 10-day: 


adjournment? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes; a little more than 10 days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. REECE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
there has been a request on the part of the disabled ex-service 
men who are drawing compensation that some provision be 
made whereby those boys could receive their December checks 
before Christmas, and the Director of the Veterans’ Bureau has 
informed me that it will require action on the part of the 
Congress. I wish to make inquiry of the chairman of he Com- 
mittee on Appropriations whether he thinks such action would 
be possible? 

Mr, MADDEN. I do not think there is any doubt about the 
action being possible, and I think it would be proper, too. I 
think it would have to be under a separate resolution from 
this. 

Mr. REECE. I understand that, but I was wondering how 
it could be initiated and gotten through in sufficient time to 
let the Veterans’ Bureau act. 

Mr. MADDEN, I will prepare a resolution and present it to 
the House. 

Mr. REECE. That is very good. 

Mr. MADDEN. But I will not be able to do it to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Mappen, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my re- 
marks on the subject of the condition of agriculture in the 
Southwest. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks on the subject of condi- 
tions of agriculture in the Southwest. Is there objection? 

Mr. SNELL. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, do 
I understand they are the gentleman’s own remarks? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes; they are my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE NECESSITY FOR IMMEDIATE RELIEF OF THR FARMERS, 


Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, the agricultural situation in 
the Southwest presents a very gloomy picture at the present 
time. The boll weevil and the weather conditions have brought 
havoc for the last three years to the cotton farmers of Okla- 
homa. Virtually every farmer is in a bad predicament and 
facing financial ruin. They are unable to pay their taxes and 
debts, and are losing their farms by foreclosure proceedings, be- 
cause they are unable to pay the interest and commission notes 


‘due on their lands. 


The crop of 1920 was an exceedingly heavy yield of cotton, 
but the price of this product broke to a point where it was a 
distinctive loss to the farmer to gather his crop. This situation 
Started the cotton farmers on the road to disaster. I offered 
in the Sixty-sixth Congress a measure looking to the relief of 
this situation by providing for storage and loans on farm prod- 
ucts until the following year but was unable to get even serious 
consideration of the measure. 

The invasion of the territory of southern Oklahoma by the 
boll weevil in 1921 and 1922 practically destroyed the cotton 
crops of those two years, and the farmers haying entered into 
the year 1921 with a large indebtedness unpaid, entered the year 
1922 with additional increases of indebtedness and without 
sufficient funds to meet their taxes and interest payments due 
on thelr homes, and the flood and drougth conditions occurring in 
the year 1923 virtually destroyed the crop for this year, so that 
the farmers, bankers, and merchants of that section enter the 
year 1924 with a very heavy financial burden on their shoulders. 
There are numerous foreclosure proceedings pending in the 
courts to foreclose mortgages on farms caused by the inability 
of the farmer to meet his interest payments. 

The Federal farm-loan bank has in a number of instances 
granted relief by making loans, but this relief is not granted 
in the measure it should be. The Government refuses to make 
loans suiliciently large to enable the farmer to borrow enough 
money to pay the amount due on his land. The farm-loan 
bank offers such small sums to the applicants as to dishearten 
the farmers, and a very great benefit could be done to the 
farmers throughout Oklahoma if the farm-loan bank, through 
its inspectors and agents, would make reasonable loans. There 
is no use to say to the farmers that the Congress has provided 
legislation for their relief and for their benefit, and then permit 
the agents of the Government to thwart the purposes and in- 
tention of the law by failure to carry out the spirit and purpose 
of the law. 

There are hundreds of farmers in Oklahoma who have at all 
times heretofore enjoyed a comfortable living for themselves 
and family, but who have by circumstances been reduced to a 
very bad financial condition wholly without any fault on their 


rt. 

The decline in the value of farm lands is merely temporary, 
and the Government, having permitted deflation to take place, 
should at least fix a more liberal value on the farms than the 
private lenders of the country. If the Federal farm-loan bank 
would immediately commence a policy of trying to save the 
homes of farmers by extending liberal credit to them on farm 
loans they could save the homes of hundreds of farmers, and 
the United States would never lose a penny, but in addition 
thereto, would develop a greater wealth for the country and 
develop a rural life and rural communities. Nothing can be 
more disastrous at this time than to withhold the needed credit 
for the small farmers. It is an unpleasant sight to see farmers 
struggling under the present conditions, trying to hold on and 
save a little something out of what they have put into their 
homes. f 

I have talked to many of them about their conditions, and 
the universal reply is How can I buy anything; I am head 
over heels in debt, and about to lose my home.” I insist that 
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we do not make so much law as that we should see that the 
agents of the Government carry out the purpose and intent of 
the law that the Congress passed for the benefit of this industry. 

In addition to this burden the Sixty-seventh Congress passed 
a tariff law that loaded the shoulders of the already debt- 
ridden farmers of the country. This law tends to create pros- 
perity in the manufacturing districts of the United States, and 
results in higher prices to be paid by the farmers for the things 
they have to buy. Prices for the necessities of the farm have in- 
creased rather than decreased. 

Tt is a well-known fact that on an average the consumer pays 
for the products of the farm three times what the farmer re- 
- ceiyes for his products. A part of this difference is due to 
freight rates; but the freight rates, while excessively high, are 
only about 10 per cent of the spread between the producer and 
the consumer. 

There should be an immediate adjustment of freight rates 
touching the cattle industry. I contend that the rates on food 
products should be low, and ff there is a loss to the carriers 
caused by the reduced rates on food products then the rates 
on other things not so essential to human well-being should be 
increased sufficient to make good any loss that results from 
transporting food products at a low rate. 

If the business and financial world do not ſumedtately com- 
mence to cooperate with the farmer the great basic industry and 
foundation for permanent national prosperity will be destroyed. 
Cooperative marketing on the part of the farmer and coopera- 
tive buying on the part of the consumer would no doubt greatly 
benefit both under present conditions, but in the organization 
of cooperative agents the farmer should not be subjected to 
large and expensive overhead charges. 

It is my hope and wish that this Congress will be able to 
pass legislation that will result in giving to the farmers a new 
lease on life and prosperity. Of course, we can not produce 
good crops by legislation, nor prevent the ravages of pests and 
insects, floods, and drouths, but we can enact legislation which 
will extend to the farmer an opportunity to survive these dis- 
asters, and have an opportunity to regain financial independ- 
ence, and to this end I will work energetically and faithfully. 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, as it appears that we 
have no regular order of business to-day, except the address of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR], I ask that on the 
conclusion of his address I may have unanimous consent to 
speak for 20 minutes on the relations between the farmers and 
the industrial workers of the country. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to speak for 20 minutes on the relations between 
the farmers and the industrial workers of the country at the 
conclusion of the address of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Frear]. Is there objection? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Alabama will delay his request. There will be a conference of 
Republican Members after the speech of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Certainly. I was simply attempting to 
take up the time when there was nothing else to do. I will post- 
pone my request until to-morrow at the conclusion of the busi- 
ness of the day. Was my request put, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that he may address the House to-morrow for 
20 minutes at the conclusion of the routine business. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

TAX-EXEMPTION SECURITIES. 


Mr. ROSENBLOOM. Mr. Speaker, one of the first legis- 
lative proposals to come before the Sixty-eighth Congress will 
be the adoption of the amendment to prohibit the further issue 
of tax-exempt securities, 

When this amendment was being considered by the Sixty- 
seventh Congress, in view of the apparent majority sentiment 
for its adoption, I believed that it would be well to present 
one phase of the matter which had not been presented there- 
tofore. 

Since the amendment will again be before the House I wish 
to restate my views for the benefit of the gentlemen who were 
not present in the last Congress, and also that this particular 
phase of the amendment may not be lost sight of by the 
Members generally. 

Mr. Speaker, as the result of a campaign of misleading propa- 
ganda, it is my opinion that the proposed amendment to the 
Constitution will pass the House. Although many well-inten- 
tioned people, and, I dare say, Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, have been beguiled into favoring the bill on the 


widely advertised theory that it has for its object and sole 
purpose preventing the investment of large incomes in tax- 
exempt securities, by means of which such incomes escaped an 
equitable share of taxation. 

If it were possible to prevent money accumulations from 
escaping their fair share of taxation by the ratification of the 
amendment under zonsideration, I pledge that no one would 
be more industrious or conscientious in his effort toyard this 
accomplishment than myself. 

The prevalent opinion that the adoption of this amendment 
will reach securities already issued is unjustified and untrue. 
Such securities will continue to be tax exempt. There is no 
legal way in which they can be reached. The contemplated 
amendment only provides for such securities as shall be issued 
after its ratification. 

“A man is known by the company he keeps.” Let me digress 
far enough to add that a legislative proposal can be most cer- 
tainly identified and characterized by its advocates. 

Why is it that the same gentlemen who some years ago were 
exhausting their energy to secure reduction of income taxes 
on incomes in excess of $67,000 a year, at the expense of in- 
comes under $67,000 a year, are now so devoted to their “ pro- 
fessed” interest in the people generally that they use the 
same majority of people whom they proposed to tax more 
heavily as the cat's paw of their argument that the proposed 
amendment should be adopted. Truly “a leopard can not 
change his spots“ —at least not so easily and quickly. 

Is it consistent to believe that those same gentlemen who a 
year ago argued for a reduction of tax on enormous incomes 
should now be so eagerly championing an amendment whose 
sole intent and object is to collect a greater amount of taxes 
from those same inflated incomes? “ Verily, do I hear the voice 
of Jacob, but I feel the hand of Esau.” 

Where did the money come from that has previously been 
invested in tax-exempt securities? These incomes are received 
as dividends from industrial stocks, from oil stocks, automobile 
stocks—speculation. They are most certainly not the result of 
conservative bond investment, yielding a far more moderate 
return of interest on the investment. 

It is therefore patent that all securities—including the tax- 
exempt security under discussion—was infinitely less profitable 
and attractive than the profits to be derived from further specu- 
lation. Why, then, is this money Invested in these tax-exempt 
securities? I am satisfied that there is no desire on the part 
of possessors of large incomes to invest them in tax-exempt 
securities unless forced to do so by high rates of income tax. 
Those securities constitute an entirely safe investment, devoid 
of the speculative dangers attendant upon speculative stock 
investment. Allowing for the safety in the security invest- 
ment, the factor that determines is the rate of return. 

When the rate of return from the bond investment, plus the 
advantage from tax-exemption, approximates the return from 
speculative stocks, minus the necessary deduction for payment 
of taxes, accumulated wealth immediately absorbs the issues of 
tax-exempt securities, not necessarily because they are tax 
exempt but because of the advantage of increased safety in the 
knowledge that the net return from such investment will be 
substantially the same as would accrue from speculative invest- 
ment after allowing for deductions for payment of taxes as 
result of such investment. 

These same gentlemen who are now asking the adoption of 
this amendment, when the income tax bill was under considera- 
tion by the House, gave every assurance that if the excess- 
profits tax and other surtaxes were eliminated or reduced it 
would eliminate the practice of accumulated wealth seeking 
refuge in tax-exempt securities. Accepting their assurances, 
this Congress gave them the relief they sought. Why do they 
now come before you and say it is necessary to stop the issu- 
ance of tax-exempt securities in order to accomplish the result 
they predicted in the first instance? Because, gentlemen, the 
continued attractiveness of these tax-exempt securities, wherein 
a goodly portion of their money sought refuge and where it now 
remains, is no longer to their liking. Immediately a tax is 
added to further issues of such securities their holdings will 
automatically increase in value to the extent of the tax. 

The economic condition of the country's business has reached 
a point where speculative industrial investment can not com- 
pete with the security and assured return to be had from in- 
vestment in such securities. 

As previously stated, these wealthy gentlemen accumulated 
their wealth almost entirely as a result of the speculative in- 
vestment which they largely control and manipulate. But, if 
people will not invest in industrials, there is nothing for them 
either to control or manipulate, consequently there is no profit, 
and again, consequently, they seek to make the issue of tax- 
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exempt security less attractive, so that investment will again 
be made through their favored mediums. 

I will unceasingly regret my mistake in opposing the adoption 
of this amendment if the purpose really be to tax colossal 
wealth its just, fair, and equitable proportion by denying to it 
the refuge of the tax-exempt security. The slogan, “Stop the 
rich from evading taxes” is very popular. Is that the real 
purpose of the amendment? Let us stop for a moment and con- 
sider. > 

First. If it be the purpose of those who advocate this measure 
to discontinue such securities so that the money will be invested 
in industrial securities, why do they not say so? 

Second. If it be the purpose to so handicap State and munici- 
pal securities that, with less attractiveness and advantages, the 
interest rates can be dictated by the financiers of Wall Street 
in order to make them salable, why do they not say so? 

Third. If it be the purpose to so detract from these securities 
that they will no longer find a ready market, and the issues 
must be marketed by these same gentlemen who now seek to tax 
them and make them less attractive to the purchaser, why do 
they not say so? 

Fourth. If it is the purpose to prevent the Federal Govern- 
ment, the various States, and the municipalities from engaging 
in what has been regarded as the sanctum sanctorum of private 
business—the building of elevators, furnishing heat, light, and 
power, transportation, and other essentials of urban civiliza- 
tion—why do they not say so? 

Fifth. If it be the purpose of those advocating this measure 
to compel the various States issuing bonds for road-build- 
ing purposes to so embarrass the sale of those bonds by re- 
moving the tax-exempt feature in order to retard the road- 
building program, and by so doing minimize the competition 
that they are developing to the railroads of our country, why 
do they not say so? 

Sixth. If it be the purpose to remove the guaranty of an in- 
terest rate not in excess of 6 per cent for farm-loan purposes, 
to destroy the farm-loan banks and compel farmers to go into 
the open market for money at market rate of interest, why do 
they not say so? 

My own State, having authorized $50,000,000 of such bonds to 
be sold during the course of the next few years, I can not see 
my way clear to lend my vote to raise the rate of interest which 
we will have to pay or to restrict the market that there is for 
those securities under present conditions. 

But, gentlemen, I do charge that such things as I have 
enumerated are susceptible of accomplishment, and are easily 
possible, with the proposed amendment in force. 

I arm quite certain, however, that if either or all of the above 
propositions had been presented to you as arguments for the 
adoption of this amendment it would have received but scanty 
consideration. It is indeed cleverly masked. If I can analyze 
the sentiment of the membership of this House, there is an 
overwhelming desire to place taxation on the sources best able 
to bear the tax. 

I can not approve of a policy which will deliver into the 
hands of the capitalists controlling the money markets the 
power to dictate the rates of interest at which my constituents 
can secure money for permanent physical improvements of their 
localities. 

If the people of Wheeling, or Fairmont, or Grafton, in the 
State of West Virginia, wish to build a road or a school and 
thus add to the capital of their respective community, and the 
proposal is submitted to a vote of those concerned and receives 
an indorsement of the necessary two-thirds majority, indicating 
their desire for and willingness to pay for the new roadway or 
school, I believe they should be permitted to secure the neces- 
sary money as the result of a bond issue under the most favor- 
able conditions. Such permanent physical improvement—the 
only enterprise for which they are entitled to issue municipal 
bonds, by sanction of two-thirds majority of the people con- 
cerned—are assets and capital not only to the community but 
to the Nation, 

The bonds issued will be paid. They have the best obtain- 
able security—the pledge of two-thirds of the residents and 
property owners of a given locality. The Nation is benefited to 
the extent of the tax which purely industrial speculations must 
bear. Why should additional taxes be heaped not upon the 
bonds but upen the people? With a tax-exempt security they 
could find a ready market at 4 or 44 per cent. By eliminating 
the tax-exempt provision they would have to return a suffi- 
ciently higher ineome to recompense for the amount of tax 
they bear in order to meet competition and to find a market. 
At best, the market would be difficult to find. At least, the 
interest rate which the people would be compelled to pay would 
immediately advance from 4} to 64 or 7 per cent. 
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In the absence of a ready market it might be necessary to 
submit the entire issue to these gentlemen who are asking you 
to do away with tax-exempt securities. 

This would add an additional and expensive service to be 
extracted from the amount of the issue calculated to build 
the contemplated improvement. This creates additional tax 
for the people of those communities. Who is benefited? In 
this instance there is a minimum cost at which the road can 
be built—the lowest cost. But you have proceeded to add 
additional costs with amazing rapidity, so that there will be a 
sizable difference between the lowest cost and the cost at 
which the road will actually be completed. This has occurred 
in the financial end of the transaction. The gentlemen who 
wish tax-exempt securities eliminated control that end. 

The reciprocal provision of this amendment permitting the 
States to tax Federal bonds to be issued in the future is bun- 
combe, pure and simple. Nothing is more remote than the issu- 
ance of further bonds by the United States Government. 

While I am unalterably opposed to prohibiting the issue of 
tax-exempt securities, I would energetically support an equi- 
table law prohibiting any individual, firm, partnership, cor- 
portion, or combination from holding more than a stated 
amount of such securities. This would insure a wider distri- 
bution of such issues and prevent hoarding money in such in- 
vestment solely With the object of evading taxation. 


FURNITURE IN THE HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent that I may proceed for one minute on a matter 
of great interest to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, while this House 
seems to be in the way of’liberalization, I want to suggest 
that for a long time—and I am not so old, either—there has 
been a rule, as I understand, which forbids Members of Con- 
gress having a couch or lounge or something on which they 
might rest for a few minutes in their offices if they desire to 
do so. That I regard as a reflection on the integrity and the 
honor of the membership of this House, and I wanted to raise 
this question now, Mr. Speaker, in order that the commission 
having charge of that building might take into consideration 
the question of allowing the Members who desired it the 
privilege of having some convenience there if they desire to 
rest for a few moments some time during the day. [Applause.] 


CONDITIONS IN RUSSIA. 


The SPEAKER. By the previous order of the House, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] is recognized for one 
hour. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

RUSSIA, 

TWENTY GOVERNMENTS IN EUROPE AND ASIA HAVE TRADE RELATIONS WITH 
RUSSIA—BIGHT THOUSAND MILES WERE TRAVELED DURING AUGUST AND 
SEPTEMBER, 1923, TO ASCERTAIN CONDITIONS IN RUSSIA—THE FACTS 
STATED AND CONCLUSIONS DRAWN SPEAK FOR THEMSELVES. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, from out of the confused tangle 
of contradictory reports that have filled the columns of repu- 
table magazines and newspapers in recent years regarding 
Russia the average citizen has little definite understanding of 
the merits of the case. 

On one side persistent propaganda pictures a great unwieldy 
government floundering in the hands of a torchbearing anar- 
chistic group, with visions of the French revolution being 
daily enacted in the streets of Petrograd and Moscow. Law- 
lessness and disorder throughout Russia are represented to the 
mind by news correspondents from Riga, Warsaw, Berlin, and 
news writers in New York, all outside of Russia, whose imagi- 
nation alone it is hard to believe should be held responsible for 
the wild, unfounded tales that emanate from these cities. 

Contradicting such reports comes an oceasional sweeping 
denial from those who have been to Russia lately, against their 
discovery of any existing anarchy, nihilism, or lawless com- 
munism, all confused terms and equally menacing to many 
minds. Men who have visited Russia this year come back 


without loss of life, even with bodies intact, which we are 
prone to ascribe to a miraculous dispensation of Providence 
rather than to natural causes. 

Charges that the propaganda against Russia is promoted 
by the holders of many millions of Russian bonds floated 
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by New York banking concerns during the war, which the 
present Government refuses to pay, are incredible to the 
average understanding. Those who make the charges are de- 
nounced as communists and soviets, who should be deported 
because forsooth the woods of our own country are full of peo- 
ple ready to take up the torch against what the communists 
of Russia term a “capitalistic government.” That misguided 
people and sensational writers exist here and abroad we all 
know, and to ascertain the facts without being influenced by 
extremists on either side is no easy task. 
WE WENT TO RUSSIA TO LEARN CONDITIONS. 


It was to get a normal, first-hand view of actual conditions 
that I went to Russia. Frankly, I did not know and had not 
attempted to learn recent Russian conditions from the press or 
books, because all were alleged to be prejudiced pro or con. I 
had no distinct idea whether Chicherin, one of the famous 
diplomats of Europe, was the name of a Russian drink or of a 
Russian official. Lunachasky, I may have believed, was the 
name of a two-cylinder horse car distantly related to the 
drotsky; although a little intelligent reading would have made 
clear that this was untrue, because one of the famous writers, 
dramatists, and organizers of modern days is the man who sits 
at the helm of Russia’s educational work. 

I was not conscicus of any personal bias in the matter and 
am not now. A natural sympathy for the oppressed may 
have given my mind a feeling of pity for the Russian people, 
alleged to be exploited by a few communist leaders, who during 
semilucid intervals laid down their torches in Russia in order 
to send over tons of third international literature and shiploads 
of torchbearers to propagandize America. 

However, I never stopped to analyze my understanding or 
lack of understanding of the subject, because the term “ pro- 
Bolshevist “ hurled at innocent spectators is more disturbing 
than the term “radical” frequently emanating from the same 
source. In order to set aside any misgivings at the outset, let 
me say that after looking the ground over as comparatively few 
people have been permitted to do in recent years, I find myself 
not a convert to any of the principles of Bolshevism, men- 
shevism, nor communism, nor other “isms.” Yet I believe 
those who sweepingly condemn the soviet form of government 
are generally without correct information or knowledge of 


that government, 


OPINION OF HIGH AUTHORITY. 


Probably no man had a better understanding of the funda- 
mentals of government or had made a more comprehensive or 
exhaustive study of American political and governmental activ- 
ities than Lord Bryce, ambassador recently representing Great 
Britain in this country. His American Commonwealth is on 
the shelf of every man who desires to know the weak links 
as well as the strong ties that bind our Government together. 

In 1922 Lord Bryce published a work on modern democracies, 
in which he said of the soviet government: 


It is not necessarily connected with Bolshevism or any form of 
communism and deserves to be studied apart from any doctrines on its 
own merits. * * [f we imagine such a constitution honestly 
worked in an intelligent and educated people, by men desiring only the 
common weal, it would have two merits; the one that of helping the 
best talent of the nation to rise to the top; the other that of enabling 
the opinion of the whole nation to be promptly ascertained without the 
cost and delay of a general referendum; for the same issue could be 
simultaneously propounded to all the local soviets and their answers 
forthwith transmitted to headquarters. 


Bryce is a recognized authority, but as his own Government 
of England would never adopt the soviet system for all-suffi- 
cient reasons, so it will never be acceptable in our democratic 
form of government, to which it is diametrically opposed. 

It is for Russia to experiment with, and it is for the Russian 
people, not our own, to accept or reject or materially modify. 

We have an orderly, constitutional way of settling matters in 
this country, and I firmly believe always will have, unaffected 
by any of the various “isms” that are floating around in Rus- 
sia; and yet, with her past centuries of repression and oppres- 
sion, her wars and destruction of life and property, her suffer- 
ing from famine, her unprecedented political and economic 
problems, her ostracism by the world—nay, more, her added 
difficulties through the efforts of many nations by force to de- 
termine her internal affairs; from all these facts it is certain, 
in my humble judgment, that our form of government would 
be a hopeless method at this time with which to solve Russta’s 
problems. Let me say at the outset that a dozen years hence 
there is every indication to my mind that Russia will have 
taken her place among the first of the nations of the world, 
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and that to-day life and liberty, as the average Russian defines 
liberty, are about as safe in the great Slav country as in the 
business centers or farthermost parts of other countries and 
far greater than ever found under czarist rule. But before 
expressing conclusions, let me give a brief picture of the situa- 
tion we found, which I believe will appeal to the average un- 
prejudiced, disinterested visitor to Russia to-day. 
FACTS OR PROPAGANDA, 


What are the actual facts regarding Russia? Are they truly 
represented by anti-Russian or pro-Russian propaganda? Are 
the communists of Russia preparing to convert the world to 
their theories and does danger exist in our own country from 
such teachings? Is Russia to be taken into the sisterhood of 
nations on equal standing? Will that country regain or sur- 
pass its pre-war prestige, and what is its future? In my state- 
ments I do not assume to represent the opinions of others, but 
give individual impressions for your consideration. 

It is proper to suspend judgment until a picture is presented 
of the country and its people. From the highest official to the 
lowest peasant and workman, they seem intelligent, hospitable, 
and generous to a fault, but the question naturally arises, what 
other worthy traits do they possess; for hospitality, generosity, 
and kindliness do not alone make good citizens or a strong 
country. 

Senators Lapp and KINðd and I were invited by Albert Jobn- 
son, an agricultural expert of New York, to accompany him 
and Frank Connes, interpreter for the Supreme Court of New 
York, on a trip through Russia this last summer. George Bowen, 
a medical student of this city, accompanied us as secretary, and 
Don Levine, a brilliant young news writer, joined us at Berlin. 

How did the trip originate and what conditions were imposed? 
A natural question. Johnson and Connes had made a remark- 
ably comprehensive survey of Russian conditions two years 
before in connection with the Near East Relief Association's 
great work during the famine. Johnson as an agricultural 
expert and Conness as an expert interpreter, familiar with 
many languages, gave pen pictures of Russia’s necessities to 
a Senate committee, and of suffering and hopeless conditions 
at that time which were hard to comprehend and almost im- 
possible to believe. Two years elapsed, and these two men 
proposed to the Hearst news syndicate that an unofficial com- 
mission be sent to Russia without incurring any obligations 
from the Russian officials; and with the aid of Johnson and 
Connes, who had previously traveled 7,000 miles throughout 
western and southern Russia, it was believed a fair under- 
standing of conditions might be had without other guides or 
interpreters than were with our own party. The purpose was 
impartially to ascertain the facts. 

OUR COMMISSION FROM MR, MERRILL, 


I have had conferences with men in the past, with commis- 
sions to propose, almost invariably tied to a string of conditions. 
The findings of any such commission on Russia would be of 
little value and its report without merit, due to directing in- 
fluences, conscious or unconscious, that invariably affect such 
investigations. > 

In the case of our Russian trip the highest tribute I can pay 
Mr. Bradford Merrill, manager of the Hearst news system, is to 
say that he increased our confidence in the high character of 
metropolitan press officials generally, for I firmly believe when 
they really want the truth no personal views of theirs are asked 
by them to be submitted, but just facts with logical deductions 
to be drawn from those facts. 

This is all that Mr. Merrill asked in the few moments we 
were together. Get the facts. We have no interests to serve. 
You are free to go where you will, form your own conclusions, 
but get the facts without coloring.” With this simple commis- 
sion and with Johnson in charge to look after arrangements, 
we entered Russia from Poland, traveling to Minsk and Mos- 
cow, where we stopped for a week or more to study the educa- 
tional system, industrial proposals, judicial procedure, finan- 
cial and religious problems which confront Russia. There we 
met all sorts of people without guide or hindrance, from arch- 
bishops and other churchmen of various denominations to the 
different commissars, who correspond to our Cabinet officials, 
and from these to the cooperative organizations, students, work- 
men, peasants, and people of all classes to be met in Moscow, 
for to many people Moscow is Russia. 

With a railway mandate authorizing our car to be hitched 
on any train, freight or passenger, and with every car, drotsky, 
and other conveyance paid for by the news syndicate, we were 
advised by the officials to see anything and everything, the 
good and the bad, without restriction or limitation, and to re- 
turn prepared to talk frankly, for the Russian officials con- 
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fessed that many mistakes had been made and conditions were | six hundred and eighty-nine industries, large and small, were in 


far from perfect or what they hope for when normal living con- 
ditions are resumed. 
THOSE “ 15,000 SOVIET AGENTS.” 

The anti-Russian press stated with usual exactness (7) that 
we were to be met by 15,000 soviet agents who would guide us 
through Russia. An additional cipher more or less does not 
deter the propagandist. Not one agent sought to or would have 
been permitted to guide us. We told the soviet officials we 
wished to travel unheralded, to go where we preferred, to 
change our itinerary on a minute’s notice, and all we asked 
from the railways was good service, The officials are as intel- 
ligent as our own people and, without hesitation, conceded it 
was the only course to pursue. 

Literally good service was granted on all Russian railways. 
During 34 days in one car that was paid for by us we traveled 
7,000 miles and never missed a connection, coming in one day 
ahead of schedule, having changed the itinerary a dozen times 
during the trip, Another 1,000 miles was added in travel from 
Moscow to Petrograd and on to Helsingfors, Finland, and by 
various conveyances when visiting villages, mining towns, oil 
fields, the mountain countries, and every district of especial 
interest from the Baltic to the Black and Caspian Seas, and 
from Poland to the Urals over on the Siberian side. The 
Ukraine, the Volga region, the wonderful Caucasus, higher and 
more rugged than Mount Blanc, these we visited and talked with 


the people high and low, with priest and peasant, with boatmen | 


and railroad worker, those down in mines, and on locomotives. 
Officials who learned of the many cities, villages, and communi- 
ties thus visited declared that with our traveling facilities we 
had covered more than the ordinary person could reach in eight 
months. 

Many things we saw, and much we did not see, but no ob- 
stacle was found anywhere. Rvery facility was offered to us, 
while two able American interpreters, both of whom were fa- 
miliar with Russia and had visited the country several times 
before, gave us an unrivaled opportunity to see and learn 
things. 

WORK, NOT PLAY, 

I have only one complaint to lodge against my colleagues on 
the committee—Senators Lapp and Kix. The highest praise 
bestowed during my years of service in Congress came from 
Jim Mann, who once said whatever small success had been 
achieved came through hard work. No one ever approached 
Mann in this particular for laborious and continuous grind. 
Speaker Gurerr, with a similar argument, compelled accept- 
ance of an undesired task respecting the aircraft investigation 
by saying he knew it required thankless work that must be 
performed. 

I speak of this, not in a smug fashion, when chronicling the 
fact that I have a personal log containing over 100 closely writ- 
ten pages covering incidents and interviews with many people 
at cities and villages visited. but that Senators Lapp and King 
never failed to perform their full share of the work, and I 
found myself pressed to the limit to keep up with the pace set 
by these distinguished statesmen. We formed individual con- 
clusions and examined matters for ourselves, separately or to- 
gether, as each preferred to do. 

Early in the summer I had yisited France, Switzerland, includ- 
ing the League of Nations’ people at Geneva, different places in 
Italy, Austria, and Germany, meeting many officials and study- 
ing political and economic conditions in the several countries. 
The information gathered was helpful by way of comparison 
when traveling through Russia, und incidentally let me say that 
no American will find in all Europe any place that invites com- 
parison with our own country. The only way to appreciate 
the blessings we enjoy here is to see Europe. 

GLIMPSES OF RUSSIA. 


May I ask you figuratively to travel with me across the great 
Muscovite country and glance at places we visited? 

After several days in Poland we entered at Minsk, near the 
Polish border, which was once the scene of long, hard fighting. 
It is also a center for Jewish relief distribution and the capital 
of White Russia, one of four Republics comprising the Soviet 
Government. In Moscow we spent a number of days, for, like 
Washington, it is the seat of government from which radiates 
all the lines that hold together the many races of Russian people. 

Five hundred miles to the east is Kazan, a city of about 
150,000 people. Kazan University is known throughout Europe. 
Here both Tolstoi and Lenin were graduated. Two thousand 
one hundred and eighty-two attended the Kazan University, of 
whom 906 are peasants, or nearly one-half of the total now 
registered. Here as everywhere fine churches are in evidence, 
and a small Kremlin ambitiously invites attention. One thousand 


operation, while of 905 stores doing business, 74 were Govern- 
ment owned and 50 cooperatives, all others individually owned, 
disproying at the outset a popular fallacy that all business is oper- 
ated by the Government. This was the heart of the famine which 
swept the Volga Valley. One hundred and forty-four thousand 
seven hundred and seventy-eight died in this Province in eight 
months, and 342,433 left the country due to the famine. Kazan, 
the capital of the Tartar Province, is rebuilding, reconstructing, 
and repainting all its civil war ruins that are still visible, It is 
an index of the regeneration of Russia industrially. 


WEAR THE CZAR WAS EXECUTED. 


Nearly 600 miles farther to the east, through a country re- 
sembling northern pinery slashing, we reach Ekaterinberg, the 
principat city of the Urals. Here is the center of a mining dis- 
trict in which 180,000 men are employed. The number will be 
increased each year according to the industrial plan sent out 
from Moscow and directed by Lomoy, one of the strong men of 
the Government. 

For example, an iron factory we visited that now employs 
1,200 men will have 4,000 employees by 1926, according to plans, 
and these plans are reasonably certain to be carried out. 
Round about, during the war, revolutionary bands roamed all 
over, planning to rescue the Czar, whose family had been 
brought here for safe-keeping. Without waiting for orders the 
locul officials decided to end the struggle over the Romanoffs 
and executed the entire family in a small residence which we 
visited. The execution was consistent with czarist practices, 
but from our viewpoint impossible to justify. We were dis- 
covered on the night of our arrival by a café band, which at 
once struck up Sonsa’s “Stars and Stripes” and later “Alex- 
ander’s Rag Time Band.” 

Over 2,000 students are in the Ekaterinberg University, and 
60 primary schools furnish educational facilities for this little 
city, the headquarters for aquamarine stone, the topaz, and 
other semivaluable Ural stones known the world over. > 

Chelybinsk is another lively city, just over the Siberian 
border. Good schools are found here as in Ekaterinberg, and 
we saw wild drotsky drivers who kept their horses on a keen 
gallop in attempts to beat a flivver of the vintage of about 1910. 
Many demonstration farms are maintained by the Government 
in this Province. One of these we inspected 10 miles out in 
the country, where the floors of the stable, without exaggeration, 
were swept and washed as clean as many homes in our own 
country, while the threshing crew on this 5,000-acre farm would 
have belied all pictures of Bolshevists seen in cartoons. Not 
ene of the crew numbering 20 or more had whiskers, for in 
the Slavic country, as elsewhere, women are whiskerless, and 
the crew was entirely composed of women, Few demonstra- 
tion farms in this country can compare with this fine farra 
way off on the edge of Siberia. Senator Lapp said so, and he, 
like myself, claims to be some farmer. 

TURNING THE SWORD INTO PLOWSHARES. 


Zlatoust is 8 miles over the border in Russia. A factory 
that employed 16,000 hands during the war, turning out guns, 
shells, and other necessities, is now used for manufacturing 
shovels, rakes, hammers, saws, and useful tools that are regen- 
erating a devasted country. In other words, the sword literally 
is being turned into the plowshare by Russia. Three thousand 
five hundred men are employed in this one factory, but like 
other plans the number will be rapidly increased each year 
to meet the imperative needs of the people. When in the home 
of one of the workmen named Fidler, I drummed a few chords 
on an open piano from “America,” an air that grows in value by 
way of comparison with all others the longer you are away from 
our country. Fidler smiled intelligently and said to our in- 
terpreter he always liked to hear the tune “God save the 
King.” 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Had you played the “Star-Spangled 
Banner,” our national anthem, he would not have said that. 

Mr. FREAR. In Zlatoust, as everywhere visited, the people 
expressed their gratitude for the help given by America two 
years ago during the famine which reached even to Zlatoust. 
The American Relief Association saved many hundreds of thou- 
sands of lives in the Volga region alone. 

With a brief stop at Ufa, another city of historic interest, 
we passed on to Samara, back near the center of Russia, on the 
great Volga. This city with 260,000 present inhabitants was a 
tragic point during the famine. Johnson and Connes of our 
party pointed out streets where two years ago they had seen 
trucks every morning gathering up dead bodies and loading 
them like cordwood to be carried off and buried. Three million 
in this region died from disease and starvation, but more than 
double that number.svffered from the terrible pangs of hunger, 
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for their faces and bodies two years after the plague give 


continued evidence of its effect. Four thousand students at- 
tend the Samara University. We drove out to a village from 
which all the people had fled during the famine. Most of 
them are now back, and the beautiful Greek church, for which 
every little village is famous, and its priest, are living monu- 
ments to the saving of many of the stricken people. 

SIX HUNDRED MILES DOWN THE VOLGA. 


Down the Volga 300 miles to Saratov we traveled on one of 
the large river steamers that carried 1,350 third-class passen- 
gers alone, apart from the more fortunate. The former were 
huddled together on the lower deck as they had been huddled 
for years. Beds, watermelons, cradles, wash boilers, babies, 
and older people, all were piled in one huge jumble. Every 
boat is crowded with passengers, who get on and off at every 
landing, for the great river alone furnishes transportation to 
that region. In America our railways parallel every river in 
order to get all the river traffic, with the result that the Mis- 
sissippi, Missouri, and other rivers are practically as deserted 
as they were before white men first came to their banks, save 
for an occasional stray-maverick boat or a Government dredge. 
The Volga is a real river covered with boats carrying com- 
merce, 

At Saratov, a city of 250,000 people, we found conditions 
better than expected. Here, too, the civil war and famine 
wrought great havoc, but the people are recovering. The Sara- 
tov Province had 160,000 pupils in its 1,966 elementary schools. 
In the city is a university with 4,350 students, of whom 2,563 
are taking a five-year medical course. Education is being 
pressed hard all over Russia since the Czar’s overthrow and 
along lines laid out by the commissar of education at Moscow. 

Thirty per cent of the university students, we were told, are 
from the peasantry. Saratov has the finest market building 
seen in all Europe. It is about 600 feet long, of concrete with 
high arches, and every booth occupied and doing business. In 
all these cities the churches were open and services unmolested. 
Fifteen thousand Siberian cattle are being shipped in to the 
Province by cooperative societies to help the peasants on their 
farms. 

From Saratov to Tzaritzin, for another 300 miles, we again 
sailed down the wonderful Volga. From the boat we could 
see cities and villages; great factories, some idle; churches 
everywhere, and stacks of watermelons as high as village 
houses and fully as large—the stacks. The Tzaritzin water- 
melon, or “ arbuse,” as it is called in Russian, is equal to any- 
thing I ever ate in the melon line. It is famous throughout 
lower Russia and saved many people from starvation when 
other crops failed during the famine. 

While on the boat we learned that 15,000 expatriated Mus- 
covites were returning to Russia, a country from which they 
had been driven by the Czar. Communism, Greek Church op- 
pression, tales of suffering, all these are of no moment to those 
who are coming back to their native land from Canada and the 
United States. 

COMPARATIVE TAXES. 

Tzaritzin is much like other Russian cities, with its beautiful 
churches, well-behaved people, and 100,000 pupils in the various 
schools of the Province, 80 per cent of whom are peasants. 
Taxes, I was told, averaged about 85 cents per head—our 
money—this year, compared with $4.50 to $6 in pre-war days. 
Here we leave the Volga, which flows into the Caspian Sea, 
about 500 miles distant. Ey rail to Rostov, a city of 300,000 
people, is several hundred miles to the south. Modern and at- 
tractive as anything yet seen is this city on the Don River, with 
its wide streets and handsome buildings. Denekin and his 
White army blew up everything they could reach before their 
hasty evacuation. The oniy thing we were told that prevented 
the soldiers from carrying off the rest of the buildings, includ- 
ing the cathedral and railway station, was that their arms were 
filled with other valuables. 

We attended service in the cathedral and I never heard more 
exquisite music than in that old church where hundreds stood 
reverently while the richly gowned priests chanted the service. 
We visited two villages near Rostov in an effort to learn, first 
hand, peasant conditions. Rostov is destined to be one of the 
great ports of Russia and of southern Europe, for it is at the 
mouth of the Don River, opening into the Sea of Azof, and it is 
the natural port for an immensely important trade, when the 
Donitz coal basin and southern Russian agricultural districts 
are fully developed. Near the Sea of Azof we climbed to the 
top of a Turkish fort that overlooked the river and was a strong 
fortification during the Crimean War. From this point one 
could see the region where 70 years before, under Czar Nicholas 
the First, the Slavs engaged in constant warfare with their 
Turkish neighbors. 


THE CAUCASUS. 


We stopped at Mineral Water and Patygorsk on our way to 
the Caucasus Mountains, and in these villages met many people 
and saw a summer resort among the mountains that would be 
a credit to any country. At Viadikoskof, about 800 miles from 
Rostov, on the north side of the Caucasus, we left our car and 
took an automobile for a 140-mile ride across the range through 
the striking mountain scenery. I have been across the Rockies 
at different points, through the mountains of the four large 
islands of the Hawaiian group, also in the Philippines and in the 
Alps of southern Europe, but this military road over the 
Caucasus, with a 7,800-foot pass amid snow-covered peaks and 
picturesque valleys. is in my experience unparalleled. For 14 
hours we traveled over to Tiflis, reaching the capital of the 
Transcaucasian group after midnight, The mountains are fre- 
quented by bandits who hold up cars. They held up our post 
ear two weeks before our arrival and again two days after 
we crossed the mountains, taking all the valuables of the pas- 
sengers excepting Russian rubles, which are not yet valuable. 

Cases of heart palpitation on the trip occurred, first in a nar- 
row bend of the road near a precipice of a thousand feet or 
more, where a number of fast-riding horsemen came dashing 
toward us but suddenly turned up the side of the mountain ina 
racing contest. When we later reached a bend in the road sev- 
eral hundred people on the mountain were to be seen awaiting 
the winner's arrival. 

Nearly everybody in the Caucasus wears a conspicuously 
long dagger, and in addition many carry revolvers or guns, so 
that these walking arsenals and the sight of three armed 
guards on our car was not conducive to restfulness where fre- 
quent hold-ups are recorded. Neither did the fact that the 
Government usually shoots all bandits and tries them after- 
wards help the situation. The Government has reduced ban- 
ditry materially and all are executed without mercy, but, like 
rabbit stew, it is useless to prepare the stew until you catch 
the rabbit. 

NEAR EAST RELIEF WORK. 

At Tiflis we met the Near Hast relief organization in that 
well-built yet ancient city high up in the mountains. I will 
not attempt to describe it but it is well worth going many miles 
to see, for the streets and buildings like the customs are char- 
acteristic. Many of our fair-haired youths are supposed to 
have descended from the Caucasians who live close to old Mount 
Ararat. The Georgians are a splendid type of people, hand- 
some, courageous, progressive, and hospitable, and their capital 
city is a busy place, well provided with churches and schools, 
Here we learned of manganese, potash, and other concessions 
held by British and Germans in the adjoining mountains, 

Alexandropol, far down in Armenia, south of the Black Sea 
and farther down than Constantinople, was our next stopping 
place. This is the headquarters of the Near East Relief, where 
many thousands of Armenian orphans are cared for by this 
great philanthropic organization. Twelve thousand of the little 
fellows and girls, all orphans, paraded for us. You do not 
appreciate the tragedy of war so keenly when in the midst of 
it, but the sight of thousands of helpless little children, bright 
as any you would care to meet, dependent on the charity of the 
world to live, brings a different phase of war close home. The 
Near East is caring for 30,000 or more, and the joint Jewish 
distribution agencies at Kiey and Moscow are providing for a 
like number of Jewish orphan children. Under the Czar's Gov- 
ernment 100,000 Jews were killed in the pogroms, rivaling in 
fatalities the massacre of Armenians by Turks in their regular 
“killing bees.” All Jewish and Armenian massacres were 
stopped by the Bolsheviks, who extend equal protection to 
every race living under the Soviet Government. 

Of an estimated 3,000,000 orphans caused by war and famine, 
we were told the Soviet Government is providing for 1,500,000, 
but its burdens are exceptionally heavy, due to the many wars, 
so the soviets are unable to care for others than their own at 
this time. 

We did not see Mount Ararat, a few miles distant, on account 
of haze, but as the communistie atheists and Greek Church 
have not come to any agreement on several questions, including 
the authenticity of Noah's ark-building experiment or its com- 
plement of animal sailors, we left the next day for Baku, the 
greatest oil field in the world. 

THE WORLD’S GREATEST OIL FIELD. 


Baku is something more than an oil field. It is a fine busy 
city far down on the Caspian, with shipping commerce and 
factories that unexpectedly come upon one, on the great inland 
sea. 
A volume could be written on Baku alone. Separate chapters 
on the Caspian, 84 feet below the level of the ocean; the 6,000 


260 


oil wells with derricks built side by side like a great forest of 
‘massive trees; the oil wells driven into the sea through land 
filling along the shore; the greatest electrical-power station in 
all Russia; the shipping from Persia and countries bordering 
the Caspian; the lumber yards which I also visited, and the 
breakfast menu of beefsteak prepared in more than one case 


on the sidewalk with small charcoal burners, The beautiful 
country club with an outdoor theater, its well-dressed people, 
and its open-door hospitality that threatened a rebellion on the 
part of Senator Lapp, when the brilliant youthful governor 29 
years of age directed that our car be unhitched from the train 
in order that we might be entertained by them. Senator Lapp's 
protest prevailed, for we were not asking entertainment or 
` accepting hospitality that interfered with our study of condi- 
tions in Russia. 
TRAIN HELPS BATHING FACILITIES. 


On the way north along the Caspian, throughout an entire 
day, the continuous massive snow-topped range of the Caucasus 
guarded us on the left while the train skirted along the sea- 
shore, the tracks often a hundred yards distant from the water. 
Old castles of bygone nobility and monasteries were pointed out 
similar to other ruins seen throughout the country, sometimes 
dating back around the tenth century. In describing the easy 
schedules of passenger trains that stop from a few minutes 
to an hour at large stations, I am reminded that when the 
train pulled up for a 40-minute stop at Derbent several of our 
party, following the example of scores of others, ran from the 
train and plunged into the warm water of the world’s greatest 
inland sea, It was refreshing, and to my surprise the water 
was not particularly salty as I expected to find it. 

Throughout this trip in southern Russia e saw numerous 
picturesque costumes varying from Persian, Turk, and Tartar, 
many of which we had seen before onl) in pictures, but they 
appeared to clothe normal human beings not very diffegcnt from 
the rest of us. 

Camels were occasionally seen in the fields or along the roads, 
a dozen or more at a time. Licorice root piled many feet high 
on cars at some of the stations gave an understanding of some 
of the products of the country. Sunflowers grown for man 
and beast are found everywhere throngh southern Russia. 
In solid fields, often covering several acres of land, they formed 
the largest part of a villager's crop. Peasants’ holdings here, 
depending on location, vary from 2} desitines per member of 
the family to 5 desitines, or a maximum of about 20 acres, 
though usually less in extent. This land, occupied by license 
or lease under the Czar, is now given in perpetuity by the 
present Government, depending on the circumstances and 
region, and descends from one generation to another, although 
the right of sale to strangers is generally restricted or not al- 
lowed without permission. 

RUSSIA’S COAL FIELDS. 


The Donitz coal region north of Rostov was another interest- 
ing place visited on our way back to Moscow, when we covered 
again many cities and villages. Something like 800 coal mines, 
large and small, if I remember the figures correctly, are being 
operated here in a district able to supply the whole of Russia 
if need be. In central, northern, and eastern Russia we saw 
great forests of small timber, largely pine, which serve for 
fuel purposes, Peat was stacked up in different sections, indi- 
eating a fuel supply for centuries will be available for this 
people. 

We visited the coal region villages, and I went down into 
a mine with an interpreter. The dim candle dip made it a 
gloomy place to work, but a dézen workmen gathered around, 
and all joined in the conversation. Complaints were made thut 
wages were not paid promptly by the Government, that has 
nationalized the mines, and also that wages were too low to 
meet ordinary cost of necessities. No fear seemed to be evi- 
denced when criticizing or complaining of alleged shortcomings 
of the Government, but when the question was asked far dowu 
in the mines and at other places around the mines if times 
were better than they were two years ago, or if they preferred 
the present Government to that of the Czar, the answers were 
unanimously in the affirmative. 

Even in this coal region the homes were clean and neat and 
new paint, with other repairs was observed after an absence 
of several years, due largely to wars and famine. Here, also. 
the village churches stand out conspicuously and hold services 
without restriction, according to the villagers with whom I 
talked. 

THE CAPITAL OF THE UKRAINE. 

Karkov is the new capital of the Ukraine Republic. For 
hundreds of miles around the well-farmed fields gave an im- 
pression of the IIlinois or Dakota country, although corn was 
rarely seen. This is the great bread basket of Russia that 
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growing rye, wheat, and other small grains that furnish rye 
eee and black bread, the main food of the peasantry of 

I visited the courts of Karkov and other places of special in- 
terest, including some small industries. An official investigator, 
who hears criminal complaints before trial, gave interesting de- 
tails that I found largely reflected elsewhere from Moscow to 
Tiflis. The investigator was a prosecuting officer for 15 years 
before the war. His annual income at that time averaged about 
$5,000. Now it dees not reach more than one-tenth of that 
ari but he is giving to the Government the best that is in 

im, 

Eighty per cent of all eases tried are for larceny. Destitu- 
tion and want following the war may furnish some explanation 
for this proportion. Fifteen cases of murder had been brought 
during the past year, and cases of graft, bunditry, and lesser 
offenses made up the balance. Drunkenness, assaults, or brawls 
are rather unusual offenses, and no more frequent than in this 
country, on the average. Food was fairly reasonable, but 
clothing and shoes of the cheapest kind are higher in price 
than here. A novel sight not infrequently met in Karkovy and 
other cities, including Moscow, was the wearing of white can- 
vas shoes with high heels minus stockings, which cost much 
more than in this country. This footgear was not worn by 
men. 

Karkoy is a fine city with numerous churches, some of which 
we visited. As the new capital of Ukraine it is destined to be 
an important city when the country’s industries are rehabili- 


tated. 
THE MECCA FOR RUSSIAN PILGRIMS. 


Kiev, several hundred miles to the west, with about 500,000 
inhabitants, is one of the oldest and one of the most interesting 
of all the many interesting cities of Russia. Although 300 
miles from the Polish border, Kiev was taken and retaken by 
one army or another during the recent wars 21 times. No 
further attempt to describe the furious fighting need be offered. 
Its broad main avenue, nearly double the width of our Penn- 
sylvania Avenue, is lined on both sides with fine private and 
public buildings. Pilgrims come hundreds of miles barefooted 
to the Kiev Uspenski Cathedral that stands like a sentinel 
above. the river with its seven gilded domes. They gather 
around the entrance on the old monastery grounds by hun- 
dreds, attending service in the several churches that front the 
plaza. 

The churches, the catacombs, more interesting than those of 
Rome, all give a touch of color found nowhere else in the world. 
Here again we talked with priests and peasants, Jewish rabbis 
and university professors, with villagers out in the country, 
and with storekeepers and Government officials, trying to get 
a fair eross section of public sentiment. 

Kiev, the Mother of Russia,” with its many churches over- 
looking the Dneiper, with its factories, its sugar trust that in- 
cludes most of the beet sugar manufactured in Russia, its great 
university, its Jewish pogroms, and many other things of 
special moment worthy of study, is a city where one could 


spend months profitably. 
Moscow. 


From Kiev we travel back to Moscow, where constant sessions 
with Government officials or private parties were again the 
rule. Here we sought to check up the results of our investiga- 
tions and to meet officials missed on the first visit. The Kremlin, 
Czar’s palace, Sparrow Hill, where Napoleon watched the fire 
that spelled his first Waterloo, the Red Square, Ivans Church, 
these with the great Moscow exposition and other places were 
visited while studying people and conditions wherever possible 
to do so. 

No description of mine can place before you the panorama 
of Moscow with its Kremlin and its 1,600 churches, many with 
great gilded or strikingly colored domes, which were viewed 
from an airplane while sailing over this famous city that again 
is teeming with life. Its walls were battered during the 
fighting, and its streets are still in need of repair, but through- 
out all the terrible ordeal the people maintained their art 
galleries and their many theaters, including the ballet, that 
can be seen only in Moscow to get its proper atmosphere. 
Books have been written on Moscow, so I will only say that 
apart from the dilapidation and destruction caused by the 
war, the city and its people are all that fancy paints, and both 
are destined to take an important place in world affairs in the 


near future, i 
PETROGRAD AND PALACES. 


Petrograd, too, is written about so generally that it seems un- 
necessary to note what we saw or people visited. The Winter 
Palace, the Hermitage, Russin’s great museum, with rare vases 
and statuary dating back to the Christian era, the wonderful 
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pictures for which the museum is famous, including Rembrandts 
brought back from Moscow where they were removed for safe 
keeping during the war, all have been described frequently by 
those better able to undertake the task. Few Americans have 
seen the Peter and Paul prison, on the Neva, across from the 
Winter Palace, and comparatively few Russians other than 
those having an enforced residence under the Czars. We visited 
many of the cells that have a history all their own, and then 
drove out to several palaces of Nicholas II and former Czars 
at Tsarskoe Selo aud Pavlovsk. 

To my mind one of the most tragic pictures left by the print 
of the iron heel of modern progress is found in these palaces of 
the Czar, the most beautiful I have ever seen. In France the 
old Kings’ palaces have been turned into museums. In Austria 
and Germany we found them thronged with visitors, and here 
in Russia the different palaces that a decade ago were the 
homes of the greatest in the land are now show places belonging 
to the government. Few monasteries remain, few palaces are 
left in private hands, and this picture, more than any other, 
marks graphically the beginning of a new era. The Russian, 
German, and Austrian revolutions, all have written the last 
pages of dynasties that flourished 10 years ago. To-day they 
haye taken their place side by side with the French Revolution. 
While the palaces of the kings, the czars, and emperors of 
yesterday only remain. public monuments to discredited mon- 
urchistie governments of that same yesterday. 


A TRAGIC PAGE FROM NORTHERN RUSSIA. 


Although we traveled many thousands of miles, we did not 
go into northern Russia above Petrograd. Far to the north, 
1.000 miles distant on the Arctic Ocean, is a vast country but 
little knowm I have talked with men who traveled through this 
country and with men who lived at Archangel on the White Seu 
and Murmansk on the extreme north shore of Lapland, where 
the railway ends, above the Arctic Circle: There the sun shines 
continuously during every 24 hours for four months in the 
year und as regularly the night is continuous for 120 days. 

The American Government in conformity with an allied agree- 
ment offered to use 85.000.000 as its share in the task of feeding 
the occupied area of northern Russia during 1919 and 1920. 
This chapter that has never been made public, to my knowledge, 
is supplied in part from responsible Americans who know the 
facts. 

The charges and counter charges of what occurred during the 
oecupation in the Arctic Circle I will not here discuss, but I 
may say that early in 1919 it was learned that the American 
Government had sent its troops (about 4,000) to northern 
Russia for the purpose of protecting alleged stores of ammuni- 
tion, arms, machinery, and supplies which had been sent to aid 
Russia in the war. No supplies were there, and nothing was 
found to guard but the supplies brought by the troops them- 
selves. When the American troops finally left Archangel and 
Murmansk after over 18 months' occupation large stores of food 
and abandoned supplies fell into the hands of the “ dreaded 
Bolsheviks.” 

American soldiers sent to Archangel, I am credibly informed, 
were first used to suppress a general strike which followed the 
kidnaping of the local Russiau government, and then they 
were sent to the Bolshevik firing line to fight the Russians. 

Before giving up their hold on north Russia the British sent 
hurried calls ostensibly to save being cut off and driven into 
the sea. Again the American Government sent about 2,000 
more men to rescue their comrades, this time a fine body of 
American Engineers under General Richardson. A part of his 
force, instead of rescuing their American compatriots, found 
themselves sent from France to aid in an advance movement 
against the Russians, with whom America was at peace, and 
on an entirely different front. There they were thrown into 
battle, hundreds of miles distant from American soldiers on the 
Archangel front whom they had come to. rescue, and nearly 
8,000 miles distant from the seat of war in France, Belgium, 
and Germany. 

Hereafter in this discussion I will call attention to 8,000 
American troops in Siberia who were aiding Kolchak in his war 
to overthrow the Soviet Government about the same time in 
1919, nearly a year after the armistice. 

It is estimated that $15,000,000 worth of food was sent to 
Archangel on the joint allied account. When the last American 
abandoned the northern outpost large quantities of stores re- 
mained, including many barrels of cocoa marked “ Red Cross“ 
that were stacked up on the wharf, The substance of the whole 
matter is that in a country that had ever depended almost 
entirely on fish and game, the American Government was pre- 
vailed upon to help starving Russians whose crops had failed 
on the Volga, 2,000 miles distant, crops that never reached the 


Arctie Cirele in times either of feast or famine. American 
troops, howerer, arrived in time to fight the Bolshevists, with 
whom our country was at peace; that was to meet the demands 
of our allies. 

Lest I may be charged with indulging in speculation, I aus- 
sert that the records of the Government will disclose. facts sub- 
stantially as stated. 

In this northern Russian country the fisheries and fur busi- 
ness now hold out inducements to American capital. Particu- 
larly it has been urged for the construction of cold-storage 
penis canning factories, smoking and drying outfits, and so 

orth. - 

Elsewhere in Russia we found this same invitation extended 
toward American capital, that, however, must act through the 
Goyernment in obtaining working concessions. 


RUSSIAN PRASANTS WHO ALONE EQUAL OUR OWN TOTAL POPULATION. 


What is the indictment against the present Russian Govern- 
ment? First, its manner of induction into office, and, second, 
the character of the Government itself. 

How did the Soviet Government come into power? The 
course of events is well understood but the causes are not clear 
to many. Russia's 136,000,000 people of to-day consisted before 
the war, as now, of 85 per cent peasantry. Of the balance of 
the population. 3.000,000 to 4,000,000 were estimated to be fac- 
tory workers before the war, leaving approximately 5 to 10 
per cent for the well-to-do czaristie circle. he rich merchants, 
the bourgeoisie, and those who live by their wits but do not 
work, 

Of these, the peasants who furnished over four-fifths of the 
population may first be considered. For centuries they were 
serfs and not much better than slaves when the World War 
broke in 1914. After a half century of emancipation they were 
little better off, according to some authorities, than during their 
serfdom. Their allowance of land for cultivation was cut by 
their old landowners to about one-half, the best portions taken 
by the former master for himself. The land was sold to them, 
at double its actual value, while land holdings in 1860 of 13 
acres per family, due to a doubling of peasant population, were 
reduced to less than half that amount by 1914. When le was 
landless: and “ hired out” the peasant's daily wage during the 
first decade of the present century averaged from 18 cents to 
40 cents per day, without board, on which to support a family. 
In 1912 official figures show that 82 per cent of all the popula- 
tien was suffering from disease, and that peasants were more 
scourged than the townspeople. One physician to every 21.900 
people living in the country was reported at this time, whereas 
in our own country the average was one to 800 persons. 
Twenty-seven doctors in our farming districts for every doctor 
in Russia's peasant districts before the war, and more thun 
82 per cent of the people there diseased. ‘That is a picture of 
conditions hard to visualize, 


THE RUSSIAN PEASANT IN 1815. 


The Russian peasant before the war lived below the plane of 
the French peasantry during the seventeenth century, accord- 
ing to some writers. His hog or steer if once owned went to 
pay debts and taxes of which the latter were 65 per cent, com- 
pared with the present 21 per cent rate, based on statements of 
commissars. Bread grains consumed in America for five years 
immediately preceding the World War were 22 hundredweizht 
annually per capital consumption. In Germany the rate hud 
fallen to 10 hundredweight, and in Russia, the lowest of any 
reported country, consumption was only 7.6 hundredweight. or 
about one-third of the average American grain consumption. 

Undernourished, diseased, working long hours in a hopeless, 
wretched routine, without education or bare necessities of life, 
living in darkness literally and figuratively, for oil to burn 
during long winter nights cost money, do you need to know 
more of pre-war conditions among the peasants to get their 
viewpoint? 

When he was ordered into war to fight, the peasant fared 
somewhat better because soldiers were fed, but fighting at the 
front with knowledge that his wife and little ones were famish- 
ing back in the village made him still more bitter. Fighting 
for things he knew not what, fighting dumbly, numbly, the 
strain on the peasantry reached the breaking point when the 
Czar's Government fell. 

THE PEASANT AND COMMUNISM. 


He knew that the Czar had 2.000,000 acres of land, great 
wealth, costly jewels, and many wonderful palaces. He knew 
that scattered among the village lands some 165,000,000 acres 
belonged to 110.000 nobles; that these lands were gifts from the 
Czar. bauded down from one generation to another. Then he 
broke louse and seized the first life preserver offered. Com- 
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munism stepped in and suppressed the nihilists and anarchy 
by promising that the 165,000,000 acres and other Government 
lauds should be divided among the peasants; that taxes would 
be reduced newly allotted property rights and family rights 
protected, food for all, education and a few rays of sunshine 
thrown in. * 

We can well understand, when the White soldiers who served 
with the former Czar thereafter swept through the villages 
under Denikin, Kolchak, and Wrangell, why the peasants flocked 
to the standards of the soviet army and drove out the last 
remnant of the old, unbeatable Cossacks. Although they faced 
armies alleged by them to have been financed in part by the 
people of the United States, the peasant armies under com- 
munist leaders drove the invaders from beyond their borders. 
No money drew them to arms, no hope of glory. They were 
ready to die for a country that would give them some degree 
of ciyilized life, some hope of education and enlightenment, 
willl a possibility of eventual participation in governmental 
affairs, 

This is the story told by many lips, simply, quietly, but none 
the less with grim satisfaction. 

They were not worried because the con tnisis were execut- 
ing, deporting, or driving from the country the former nobility 
and those who had lived and profited by concessions or other 
favors from the Czar. They knew that the communists were 
practicing the lessons learned under the Czar of executions 
and deportations, and these peasants were content to serve 
under the red flag. 

The civil war passed and although the Whites were supported 
by practically every civilized nation that had heen making the 
world “free for democracy,” these simple peasants, fighting for 
home and a new protecting government, drove off all the in- 
vaders and made the land free for Russians, 

PEASANTS AND THEIR LEADERS. , 


That in brief is the background of the revolution in which 
§5 per cent of the people bore their share of war's burden at 
a time when they were just emerging from the Czar's wav, 
where 14,000,000 Russian were engaged and where millions had 
previously laid down their lives. Bujinney, one of the Cossack 
villagers, a former sergeant of cavalry under the Czar, told 
lis story by candlelight during an interview lasting over three 
hours. Starting with four men in his village, after a raid by 
the Whites, he fought the White soldiers wherever found, and 
by sheer force of will and ability this villager, this peasant 
soldier, soon raised an army of 25,000 sabers, and successfully 
defeated Denikin and Wrangell in many battles. To-day he 
commands 120,000 soldiers In the Red army. Petrotsky, another 
young general in command of all the military schools, said he 
acquired English, which he speaks fluently. while completing 
a four-year course at Columbia University, New York, 

The dean of the College of Science, University of Paris, told 
me at his home that Trotski, the idol of the soviet, present 
commander of the Red army, was the most brilliant student in 
his Paris University classes. This does not detract from the 
oft-repeated charge that he was known as a * soap-boex orator” 
on the streets of New York when proscribed by the old Govern- 
ment. So were a majority of the 17 commissars who direct 
the new Government, and in nearly every case they are gradu- 
ates of universities. Many speak English and several other 
languages fluently, and most of them have also been graduated 
from prison cells, where they were cast by their oppressors. 
These are the men for whom and with whom the Red army of 
peasants fought during the revolution and whipped the tried 
soldiers of the Czar. 

I am expressing no opinion of the trend of their new birth cf 
freedom or of their communistic government beyond saying 
that of the 400,000 communists probably not one pensant out 
of a thousand belongs to that political party. Whether the 
number reaches one out of every hundred, which, of course, is 
not the ease, the peasants are accepting the present Govern- 
ment. and while objections occasionally come from those who 
have few comforts and less pleasures, heavy taxes and other 
troubles to bear, without exception all said that times were far 
better than two years ago, and with rare exceptions they pre- 
ferred the present Government to that of the Czar, 

CLODS WITH BRAINS. 


What of these clods who for centuries have been kept in 
darkness and now with rure protests accept the modified com- 
munistic government under which they live? How many of 
these downtrodden creatures are really worth worrying about 
by our own people, whose opportunities for a century and a 
half have been limitiess? In number the Russian peasants, as 
stated, compose 83 per cent of the 130,000,000 people living in 
the new Soviet Government, which makes in round numbers 
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about the same total population now found in our 48 States, 
including all colors, races, and sects. These 110,000,000 peas- 
ants are the backbone of Russia. 

One day over five years ago I was riding in the elevator of 
the Grenwold Hotel, New Orleans, with a bright, keen-looking, 
well-dressed youth stopping at the same hotel. We entered 
into conversation and later I learned he was a Russlan whose 
family of peasants had been banished to Siberia by the Czar's 
government, if I remember correctly, for surreptitiously at- 
tending a secret night meeting where an itinerant teacher gave 
instruction in education, then under the ban. The cause, if 
cause was alleged, in any event was trivial, and the family of 
mother, sisters, brothers, all were started off for Siberia. Over 
the border they escaped with the connivance of their guard 
through means that indicate even the Czar's troops had hearts. 
After a perilous journey, largely by night amidst much suffer- 
ing, they escaped through a Baltic port and came to America. 
The youth then fold me of peasant life in Russia, of finding 
dead bodies in the village streets in the mornings after a visit 
from the Czar's soldiers, who terrorized the people by their 
atrocities, 

“We did not notice the killings particularly,” I remem- 
ber he said. “The people became hardened and seemed too 
weak to resist.” 

Food, clothing, and the necessities of life were scarce in the 
village, and I remember he said he generally went barefooted 
like many other children in winter, because boots or shoes 
were a luxury. That was over 10 years before the European 
war broke out, and although food, clothes, and other comforts 
are still scarce in many villages, the reason is due to wars, fam- 
ine, and calamities that have come in recent years rather than 
to oppression, 

This peasant youth, who 15 years ago was trudging with his 
mother and sisters through bleak Siberia under guard, is to- 
day a prominent young business man with offices on Fifth Ave- 
nue. I visited his $35,000 new home recently, over on Long 
Island. Rather different from the huts seen in Russian vil- 
lages; and it came to me with much force that the peasants 
of Russia had stuff in them that only needed opportunity to 
bring forth strong men. Is this a solitary instance? 


N A FAMOUS PEASANT: 


Our party met an official of the Soviet Government in Mos- 
cow and learned from him that the new Moscow Exposition was 
started primarily for the education and instruction of the 
peasants of Russia. The method of construction of village 
homes in the different Provinces, growing of crops, machinery 
used, and other interesting phases of peasant life are there 
placed before all in a graphic way. Scores of groups of 
peasants from villages throughout the country were seen at 
the exposition every day under the leadership of different men, 
each distinguished by a band around cne arm, climbing through 
the demonstration village huts with shouts of surprise and often 
general laughter. We saw them and heard them. Yes; they 
laugh again in Russia. The same ofiicial told us of the new 
Government’s plan for educating and raising the peasantry 
out of the slough of despondency in which they had heen 
floundering for centuries. He seemed to understand the needs 
of the people and spoke as intelligently as any member of our 
party there questioning him, for he is a man of marked ability, 
modest but forceful. While we were talking, Joe Davidson, 
one of the world's famous sculptors, wus fashioning a clay 
bust that within the two hours became un speaking likeness. 
The next day we heard this officinl and General Bujinney talk 
to the Red army on the Red Square, where both men were re 
ceived with frequent cheering and euthusiasin. Both speakers 
asked the soldiers, then about to finish their military-school 
training, to go home and teach the people of the villages, as 
they are required to do, the rudimentary studies, and in addi- 
tion to help raise the standard of citizenship throughout the 
country. It was simple, whelesome advice, according to our 
interpreters, who followed it closely, and it all related to the 
peasantry rather than to military glory. 

The explanation was simple, for General Bujinney, whom 1 
have before described, formerly a Cossack peasant loved 
agriculture and was a good instructor in that field, while 
the other official who with Bujinney was photographed with 
us that same day on the Red Square in like manner was a 
former peasant. His father and mother till the soil in the 
home village, while their son regularly visits them and alse 
covers cities and villages to the far eastern borders of Siberia 
in his private Government car, for we were with Kelinin, the 
President of Russia, ruler of the greatest country in territory 
and population in all Europe, a man of the people, a peasant 
who would rank with the average statesman of our own coun- 
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try. What he may lack in long training he makes up in horse 
sense and keen intelligence, for he is no accident. 

There are countless peasants to-day in Russia walking around 
barefooted and groping for the licht of a higher civilization 
who would be able to fill the shoes of Bujinney or Kelinin or 
of statesmen of our own country if the door of opportunity 
once opened for them. That, they now confidently predict, has 
come to pass. 

I have briefly described the peasantry who make up the great 
bulk of Russia's population, few of whom are communists, 
now reaching out for light through schools and other ayenues 
afforded by the new Government. 


RUSSIAN WORKMEN BEFORE THE WAR. 


A word may be offered as to the workmen who are variously 
estimated in the railways. mines, and factories to reach be- 
tween three and four million employees. Among these are 
found a large number of the 400,000 communists who are said to 
rule Russia. Again one must revert to conditions before the 
war under which these workmen lived to find their background 
and understand their motives for supporting the present Goy- 
ernment. In 1912 a recognized authority states of Russia that— 


nowhere in the world is there an industry that pays labor as little as 
ours. On the average, the English workingman gets $291 a year, the 
German $239, and the Russian at the bottom of the list gets less than 
$127 a year, 


In 1912 when raw labor commanded $1.65 per day in the in- 
dustrial centers of the United States, Russian labor we learn 
received 30 cents a day with which to feed and clothe a family. 
Hours of work were limited to 114 hours per day back in 1897, 
but even this limitation we are told was not strictly respected. 

Tolstoi relates many incidents that seem incredible when com- 
pared with living conditions in our own country. Men without 
overcoats in 20° of frost carrying on their backs 20 stone 
loads during 86 hours at a stretch are among the examples 
cited. To use one oi Tolstoi’s descriptions 


Living under conditions far worse than those of dray horses, yet 
only complaining of insufficient accommodation in the room where they 
warm themselves. What a feeling of torture to men who never get 
enough sleep and who are half frozen, when instead of resting and 
being warmed, they have to creep on the dirty floor under the shelves and 
then in the stuffy vitiated air become weaker and more broken down. 

I have only given an extract of conditions set out at length 
among some of the workmen not far removed from the slavery 
of serfdom. In order to keep the operatives in subjection, it is 
reported that in 1912, the year before the war, the Russian 
workers in 4.245 establishments paid 4,000,000 fines aggregating 
$350,000. 5 

Another writer says of that peri 


the sanitary and hygienie conditions of the Russian factory are hor- 
rible. Men, women, and children sleep side by side on wooden benches 
in damp and crowded barracks, sometimes in cellars, often without 
windows. 


Laws punishing strikers and other harsh measures, some of 
which were later modified, all served to make the worker as 
bitter and dumbly protesting as the peasant in the fields. 

WORKMEN AND COMMUNISM. 


When the blow fell and the fear of the army and of the Czar 
was gone these peasants and workers revolted and those who 
were in their way stood no more chance than did the aris- 
tocracy in the French Revolution. When communism pointed 
out that the Czar’s many palaces and the great wealth that had 
been hoarded in a few hands was theirs within reach they 
became communist supporters and were as harsh in their terms 
and treatment of their oppressors as their oppressors had been 
with them. 

It has been said that the revolution would have come without 
Lenin or Trotski or other leaders who now are conspicuous in 
the Soviet Government, as it has been said that the present 
Government is strongly established and would continue to exist, 
even though Lenin and Trotski and many other leaders were 
dropped out to-morrow. 

This may well be believed, because when conditions are ripe 
leaders arise in every crisis, as in our own wars and in other 
great revolutions against tyranny; but after studying conditions 
before the war and conditions now it is simply marvelous that 
the revolt following the Russian civil war was not a lasting 
carnival of crime, followed by a gradual breaking up of the 
great Russia for years thereafter. Two elements have entered 
into the resurrection of Russia—the level-headed understanding 
of the Slav, the Jew, the Caucasian, the Tartar, and all who 
make up the population of the Muscovite country, and the firm 
grip of the communist leaders who are believed to have kept 
their pledges to the people. 


WHAT THE COMMUNISTS OFFERED, 


To insist that a handful of communists could lead the great 
mass of the Russian people back into peaceful occupation and 
hammer the different races and differing factions into a co- 
hesive group government without their consent and cooperation 
is a mild fancy. It is doubtful if any other government could 
have met the same situation and guided the people through their 
heavy trials with equal certainty. This I find is not an 
original thought, but impresses the average person who visits 
Russia and studies conditions past, present, and future. 

The revolution against czarism may be compared to the sud- 
den liberation of an untamed elephant that for days has been 
kept on half rations and, grown sullen with harsh treatment, 
breaks his bonds and runs rampant. To tempt the creature 
with wisps of hay or seek to bind him with wisps of straw is to 
invite destruction to all within reach. Corifronted by over a 
hundred million people breathing the air of liberty for the first 
time in history, the communists held out a substantial promise 
of lands to the peasant, better wages to the workmen, and better 
living conditions, education, and real comforts for all. With 
that promise they handed out an ultimatum that all opposition 
would be crushed with an iron hand. Instead of ignoring the 
offer the hundred-odd million Russians took them at their 
word and gave them a trial. The experiment has lasted six 
years and has demonstrated that the Soviet Government from 
all indications has come to stay, and, whatever we may say, 
those mest concerned are fairly well satisfied. 

In five years Poland, adjoining Russia, has had 10 adminis- 
trations, and the former President was assassinated only two 
months before our arrival in Warsaw. Unrest was evidenced 
everywhere in political cireles. Poland has 30.000 000 people 
and 1 soldier for every 100 of her population, while next door 
a country of 130,000,000 has had but one administration during 
five years, 1 soldier for ey. y 200 of her population, and has 
definite plans of reconstruction that are being followed in every 
department of government. 

RUSSIA, ANCIENT AND MODERN. 

What of Russia’s past cruel governments that the Bolsheviks 
finally displaced? Russian history dates far back into the early 
centuries. Many tribes were brought together by great Russian 
rulers, who gradually combined the Finns and Lapps in the 
north, the Poles in the west, the Tartars on the east, and the 
Caucasians, Armenians, and other races on the south. until 
after many wars all were molded into a government that 
through all the centuries was continuously ruled by the swords 
of the Czar’s minions. 

Ivan the Terrible, who centuries ago put out his enemies’ eyes 
for amusement and who celebrated his reign by executing 3,470 
people in the Red Square, was only one of many of the rulers 
preceding Peter the Great. Peter was sueceeded by Catherine, 
his wife, and several other Peters and Pauls divinely appointed 
by themselves. Then came the Nicholases and Alexanders who 
reigned until 1900, when Russia through conquering wars 
reached from the Arctic to the Caspian and Black Seas, and 
from Germany on the west to the Pacific on the east. Siberia, 
with the Mongols and Tartars, were all thrown together with 
the Slavs, Jews, Poles, and other races. Wars were fought 
with neighbors on the east, south, and west. Russia at that 
time seemed the greatest and most powerful of all the coun- 
tries in the Eastern Hemisphere. 

The Japanese war disclosed its internal weakness, and when 
the European war broke, the lack of national spirit, bitterness 
of internal dissensions, and rottenness of the Government's 
administration had become notorious not only to the world at 
large but also to the Russians. 

THRE PROBLEM, 

Statisticians will tell you how many million men were killed, 
how many wounded, and how many never again were heard 
from in the Russian Army from the time Czar Nicholas mobi- 
lized his army in 1914, answering Franz Joseph of Austria, 
down to March, 1917, when the peasants and workmen over- 
threw the old Government. Statisticians do not attempt to 
describe the sufferings among the peasants and workmen during 
that war. They can not estimate the smoldering revolting 
spirit with which millions forced under arms saw a weak, 
grafting Government throw their brothers into the bogs and 
marshes by hundreds of thousands without regard for lives of 
men who had always been kept in subjection. When the people 
released from the war stretched their muscles, figuratively, they 
found leaders under a provisional government ready to take 
control. 

Nicholas II abdicated March 16, 1917, and the Kerensky 
government assumed power. 

The Kerensky government was between two fires. On one 
side the old Czarist Russians still dreamed of the return of the 
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monarchy, and on the other the Bolshevists had no faith in the 
so-called bourgeoise, because it was claimed they owned the 
capital, by means of which they exploited the workers. The 
issue was made clear by Lenin within a month after the Ker- 
ensky government succeeded the Czar, when he declaimed be- 
fore the Petrograd Soviet: 


We do not need such a republic as exists in other countries, a repub- 
lie with functionaries, police, and a permanent army. I consider that 
our provisional government emanates from the capitalists. I will be 
asked, “Therefore you are against government?” No; this is a 
slander. On the contrary, a government is necessary, but it must be 
the firmest revolutionary government. 


I have quoted the above to give in a nutshell the schisms 
in the revolutionary forces and their cause. That Lenin modi- 
fied his views on armies, police, preperty rights, and com- 
munism is no part of the discussion here. He had an idealistic 
communism to offer the people, whereas Kerensky could only 
go half way. Lenin's extreme views were changed after he 
was given responsibility, proving the old story that it is easier 
to criticize than satisfactorily to execute. 

On May 8, 1917, the army revolted and refused longer to 
fight against Germany and Austria on the ground that it was 
a war of conquest. 

From that day until November, 1917, when the Kerensky gov- 
ernment was overthrown, the issue was drawn between the 
property or capitalistic class, as it was called, and the Bolshe- 
viks, who were composed of peasants, workmen, and many 
soldiers of the disbanded army. 

THE PATH OF REAL WAR. 


No region of Europe, we were told, except the northern part 
of France, has suffered devastation from the civil war which 
followed comparable to that which swept over Minsk and White 
Russia. We saw this country on crossing the Polish border 
with many remains of the conflict. Buildings battered with 
shells and their accompaniment of fire, and similar ruins later 
were seen all over Russia. While the border country saw hard 
and continuous fighting, the same fierce conflicts and complete 
wiping out of villages and living things came to the entire pev- 
ple with the civil war that followed the exit of Kerensky. I 
was told that about two-thirds of the villages of White Russia 
were burned, and nearly all of the cattle and horses were 
killed or driven off. 

We traveled over the Slav country in our 8,000-miie journey, 
and in practically every city the standing walls left by fire. 
sometimes by shell fire, the destroyed railways, lights, sewer- 
age plants, and waterworks left these cities facing tremendous 
tasks of reconstruction. There were stone railway bridges fre- 
quently with only a few spans remaining. Fighting trenches 
still exist all through the Volga region und out into Siberin 
where Kolchak or Denikin or Wrangell’s men left their destruc- 
tive trail. These White soldiers, including the Polish soldiers, 
were largely financed by the Allies after Kerensky came into 
power and long after his exit. 

It was hard to accept all the tales of wanton destruction of 
life and property. From 1918 to 1920 all Russia seemed to be 
a battle ground, when the people fled before advancing armies 
as from a scourge, Fathers fought against sons, particulariy 
in the Don Cossack country, where White troops were composed 
of the old famous Czar’s cossack riders. Men were burned in 
the streets and children killed in the merciless warfare, while 
women were victims of all the crimes of which drunkea, 
licentious, looting soldiers are capable. Bujinney and others 
told us these shocking tales, all much alike. Finally the White 
soldiers were driven out and the peasants gathered around the 
smoking embers of their homes. It seemed that nothing more 
could come to a distressed, harassed people whose young man- 
hood had been taken away by five or six years’ almost con- 
tinuous warfare on a great battle field during the revolution 
where every community became a war-storm center, swept with 
destruction and desolate beyond description. 

War is usually accompanied by disease and other calamities 
which. follow in its trail. In 1920 came the great famine that 
continued through 1921, only two years prior to our visit. 
Figures mean little in describing such horrors; 3,000,000 lives 
were lost through starvation and disease in the Volga region 
alone; the weaker ones went first. Women and children who 
had been driven for two years from pillar to post were little 
able to meet the new enemy that sapped the vitality of those 
who were left. Swollen bodies, deep lines in wizened faces are 


still met constantly, especially on trains where peasants are 
returning every day to begin life anew. Horses and cattle with 
which to start again were hard to find and few had money to 
buy. even if to be procured. 

That was the desolate Russia of two years ago. 


WHAT THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT FACED. 

I have briefly described conditions up to two years ago in 
order that you may understand the problems that faced the 
new Soviet Government. Our Southern States were slow to 
recover from the Civil War. Fifty years after the peace at 
Appomattox many traces still remained of that conflict, Russia 
saw the same kind of a frightful war, lasting five to six years, 
supplemented by an equally frightful famine. Widespread 
disease still lingers, for it is only three years since the last 
sounds of battle were stilled and two years since the worst 
famine in all its history left its frightful trail. 

The monarchist government had failed the people. For years 
men had fought and died to secure greater opportunity for 
better government for the people. Some slight concessions had 
been granted before Nicholas II cast his fortunes with the 
Allies, but the cause was discredited by his wife, who was 
believed to be connected with intrigues to overturn her hus- 
band’s plans. 

The communists furnished a vehicle for collecting into one 
cohesive group all discordant elements with their racial and 
religious prejudices, their deep-seated hatreds for the class 
that had held them so long in bondage—hatred by a people who 
had suffered tortures of a living hell, if half the tales told 
are true. 

It is not necessary to approve or disapprove such a govern- 
ment, nor is it possible to compare it in any way to our own, 
We ure now dealing with Russia and its existing Government. 

Mr. BLANTON. I understand the gentleman asserts that 
the soviet is controlled by 400,000 communists. 

Mr. FREAR. Just ask a question, and I will answer. 

Mr. BLANTON, If that is true, then the most astounding 
thing that has occurred over there is an autocracy where 
400,000 men can control 135,000,000. 

Mr. FREAR. If that is the question, let me say that before 
the Soviet Government came into power one man controlled all 
of Russia. [Applause.] The Czar's word was an edict, and 
after the overthrow of the Czar’s régime they brought back 
from Siberia to Russia 80,000 men, women, and children who 
had been banished by the Czar. The Czar banished many 
bishops and priests. Ifa priest dared say anything against the 
Czur's régime, he was liable to banishment; if he dared say he 
was opposed to vodka, from which the Government derived a 
revenue, he was liable to be banished. Twenty-eight bishops 
were banished by the last Czar, and innumerable priests were 
also banished. We all know that 400,000 communists could not 
govern or control 130,000,000 people for a moment if they were 
not giving them better government. But that is what they are 
doing. They are saying to the peasants, “ For the first time in 
all history you are going to have your lands to hold for your- 
selves and your heirs.” And they are giving them other rights 
which they never had before. The peasants are saying, in effect, 
“We are willing to accept this Government on probation; we are 
putting you on record, and the continuance of this Government 
depends on the good record you make.” That is the extent of 
government they are surrendering to the 400,000 communists, 
assuming that they are all communists. But of course they 
are not. 

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. You have spoken about the 
distribution of the lands among the peasants. Where was the 
title to those lands before this Government made the distribu- 
tion? Was it public or private property; and if private prop- 
erty, what compensation was given for it? 

Mr. FREAR. Two million acres belonged to the Czar, and 
165,000,000 acres belonged to the nobles and others, including 
the 2,000,000 acres owned by the Czar. The gentleman asks 
what compensation was given. No compensation was given— 
no more than we gave when we confiscated the property of 
Tories who left us in the days of the Revolution. I am not dis- 
cussing the justice or injustice of it. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I would like to have the gentleman go 
into the system of government a little further, if he will, 

Mr. FREAR, I will explain that briefly. 


THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT ORGANIZATION. 


No extended discussion of the present soviet organization 
ean be offered at this time, but in order to understand the 
Government’s powers, its distribution of responsibility and 
method of legislation and administration, a brief outline is here 
submitted. 

The present Soviet Russian Government is primarily composed 
of four allied Republics. Of these, Greater Russia comprises 
within itself 10 smaller autonomous Republics with 720 counties 
and 10,403 townships. Archangel, Moscow, Petrograd, Omsk, 
and the larger part of Russia is embodied in this Republic. 
Second, the Transcaucasian Republic on the extreme southern 
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border, which includes two autonomous Republics of 54 counties 
and 609 towns in Azerbaijan, Georgia, and Armenia, Third, the 
Ukranian Republie of 58 counties and 706 towns, including the 
great agricultural district around Kiev, Karkof, and Odessa. 
Fourth, White Russia, a small district adjoining Poland with 
Minsk for its principal city. 

Politically administered, first, come the All-Russian Congress 
of Soviets, including members selected by electors of the towns 
and counties under the constitution, and who in turn select; 
second, an All-Russian central committee of about 360 members, 
these select; third, the executive committee; and fourth, the 
president, who is now Kelinin, a genuine peasant of marked 
ibility. It is undoubtedly a closely knit form of government 
and resembles some of the propositions offered when our own 
Nb Ae a was in the process of organization after the Revo- 
ution. 


Seventeen commissarats, corresponding to our President’s 
Cabinet, includes heads of the different departments of foreign 
affairs, internal affairs, foreign trade, finance, justice, educa- 
tion, labor, economics, railways, agriculture, army and navy 
workers. and peasants’ inspection, social service, and other 
branches of government. The constitution, which is attached to 
these remarks. contains two fundamentally significant para- 
graphs under the Rights of Republics and Citizenship. One 
reads + 

The Union Congress of Soviets is composed of representatives of 
town soviets and soviets of town settlements in the proportion of one 
delegute for every 25.000 electors and of representatives of provincial 
Soviet congresses in the proportion of one delegate for every 125,000 
inhabitants— 


And another— 


Each of the contracting Republics retains its right to leaye the union 
if it so desires. 


I am making no defense for discrimination in the first pro- 
vision any more than for the wholesale disfranchisement of 
certain people in our country whose constitutional rights, due 
to color, are controlled by local conditions. Officials offer ex- 
planations for the provisions that to them seem all sufficient; 
and after all, the Soviet Government is for Russians and may 
well be compared only to the Czarist Government under whieh 
they formerly lived. Imperfect as it no doubt will be found, 
in due time desired changes will be made to meet the will of 
the people. 

In the words of President Coolidge, recently offered to 
Europe as to America’s diplomatic attitude on the release of 
the Kaiser from Holland, it is an Internal matter for Germany 
to decide. The Russians are the ones to determine their own 
internal affairs. They appear to be developing a capacity for 
government that already is demonstrating an ability to act 
alone without the aid or direction of older Governments of the 
world. 
~ PERSONAL APPEARANCE OF BOLSHEVISTS, 


Those who are accustomed to accept Bolshevists and Bol- 
shevism by descriptions contained in the anti-Russian press are 
certain to have a surprise on meeting their leaders and those 
who make up the rank and file of Russ‘a’s population. Before 
the European war we were never alarmed over the personal 
appearance of the peasant or workman or of others living in 
Russia when the Czar’s Government executed and banished 
thousands at will. What has made the difference in personal 
appearance in the mind of the propagandist between the peas- 
ant of to-day and of yesterday, or of the workman drawing 
30 cents before the war and more than double that amount 
to-day? Safety razors were never excessively popular among 
these peasant people from all accounts before the war, nor 
are they generally used now, but the average Russian is as 
far removed from the ordinary cartoon that represents him as 
the anti-Russien news articles printed in many papers are wide 
of the truth. 

The communists who compose the leaders of the Soviet Fe- 
public are likewise normal-looking and normal-acting men, so 
far as my observation goes. I saw and talked with many of 
them. Kalinin, the President of Russia, resembles in some re- 
spects a distinguished Illinois Member of the last Congress now 
deceased, and the qualities of leadership of both men were of 
an equally high order. Komloff, acting Premier in Lenin’s 
absence, is a modest, courteous gentleman, who speaks Russian, 
German, and French, but could not “speak United States,” 
the only language we knew, We taiked through an interpreter, 
but he understood much that we said. He is a writer and 
organizer, and with Kalinin and Chicherin, Foreign Minister, 
would pass down Pennsylvania Avenue among a group of House 
Members without bystanders distinguishing the Russian from 
the American, 


Chicherin speaks English fluently, as does Krassin, who looks, 
talks, and dresses like any ordinary business man. Trotski, 
like Chicherin, is known throughout Europe for his ability, 
one as an organizer the other as a diplomat, and no one fa- 
miliar with the facts will seek to discredit either by their 
looks or abilities, much as we may differ from their views on 
communism, in which views Chicherin is not an extremist. 
The same is true of others we met—Yakovenke, commissar of 
agriculture; Sokolnikoy, commissar of finance; Kameneff, the 
commander; Bujinney, the dashing cavalry leader; and on 
down the line with officials in the various Provinces and cities, 
who, generally speaking, are quiet-spoken, modest-acting men 
of plain dress. I believe we were all agreed as to their force 
and ability, whether they came from the ranks of the peasants, 
teachers, or military, from furniture makers or shopkeepers, 
from railway employees or factory workmen or women. We 
met throughout Russia many officials—judges and others in au- 
thority, coming from all these classes—and, generally speaking, 
they were as normal in actions and appearances as those of 
our own land or of other countries I yisited. If occasionally 
one would appear to be different, it only proves the rule; but in 
ability to fill the position for which selected I did not meet 
one who was not, apparently, familiar with his duties and 
qualified for the work. 

Possibly this statement is unnecessary, but all acquainted 
with the facts will agree that the popular conception of the 
Bolshevist leaders and Russians generally to be gathered from 
cartoons of the day are about as wide of the mark as they 
would be if applied to men in this country. 


RUSSIA’S ATTITUDE TOWARD AMERICA, 


A query comes from many people as to the attitude of the 
Russian people and the Soviet Government toward the United 
States and the reasons therefor. The course pursued by re- 
sponsible American officials subsequent to the overthrow of 
the Czar, through rendering aid to the Soviet Government's 
enemies, and later through refusing trade relations, whereby 
Russia is handicapped in its plans for rehabilitation, have 
been matters of serious moment and deep regret, according 
to several soviet officials with whom I talked; but the aid 
given by our country to these starving people during 1920 
and 1921, they say. will never be forgatten. This was the 
message sent by every Russian from the highest to the lowliest, 
whether official, worker, or peasant. 

The American Relief Association, according to one eminent 
English journalist, Sir Philip Gibbs, saved from starvation 
many millions of people in the Volga region alone, despite the 
fact that railway transportation in Russia had practically 
broken down after the war. Approximately $60,000,000 was 
expended in this work, $24,000.000 of this vast sum having 
been appropriated by the American Congress, and all adminis- 
tered under direction of Col. William N. Haskell, whom I met 
in Berlin. To use a statement from Colonel Haskell: 


America’s aid in Russia's darkest hour has placed the people under 
an obligation never to be forgotten and has undoubtedly won the last 
ing good wili of the Slavic race. 


That was reflected in every part of the country we visited, 
while everywhere the American Relief Association’s work. 
known as the “Ara,” created a bond of sympathy that opened 
every door to us, 

When we stopped on the threshold of permanent help and 
refused to grant trade relations it was a matter of disappoint- 
ment to a people who do not understand the devious ways of 
interrupting a work half finished when it meets with opposi- 
tion founded on political, diplomatic, or financial reasons, or 
all three combined. 

NO RESTRICTIONS TO THOSE INTERVIEWED, 


Without assuming to answer charges of omission or commis- 
sion by the Soviet Government, it is proper to present briefly 
explanations or justifications offered by that Government's ofi- 
cials for unprecedented acts with which to meet unprecedented 
conditions. We talked with nearly every leading official of the 
central gevernment of Moscow whom we could find time to 
interview, a score or more in number, and, with the exception 
of Lenin, the Prime Minister, who has been confined to the 
Kremlin for over a year with illness, following his attempted 
assassination, we met practically all the responsible officials 
who direct the policy and administration of the Soviet Govern- 
ment. 

Many priests and other clerics of high church standing 
were interviewed, including Arelibishop Tikhon, the bead of the 
Greek Orthodox Church. His frank and illuminating answers 
during a talk of about two hours gave us a fair understanding 
of church affairs from the man who directs the policy of a 
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church organization of 60,000 priests now under his leader- 
ship. In like manner we talked with Kratinisky, the priest 
who organized the living church movement in the Greek Church. 

Unaccompanied by officials or disturbed by any attempted 
courtesies or suggested surveillance, we talked with peasants, 
miners, factory men, railroad men, employees in the oil fields, 
and all who might be able to give some characteristic color to 
the picture of a new Russia. 

Contrary to expectations or impressions created by anti- 
Russian propaganda, found the people generally unafraid 
and frank in their interviews, often criticizing the Govern- 
ment for its heavy taxes, shop rents, and methods of taking 
over and handling living accommodations in private homes; 
criticisms of its past, and s»metimes alleged present, oppression 
of the church, of police methods; denunciation by the occasional 
member of the intelligentsia and the comparative few who had 
been dispossessed of large properties; and other minor com- 
plaints occurred, similar to those found at any station or 
industrial or agricultural center of other lands. These were all 
heard; some were well grounded from the standpoint of the 
people interrogated and from our own understanding; but re- 
membering that practically every proposition has two sides, it 
was unsafe to accept complaints on the one hand or eulogies 
on the other, of conditions, without investigation. 


SOMH CRITICISMS AGAINST RUSSIA, 


Criticisms have been directed mainly, and sometimes fairly, 
against, first, Russian communistic government; second, con- 
fiscation of private property and refusal to assume the last 
government’s bonded indebtedness; third, the treatment of the 
church. 

I shall not try to weigh these criticisms, as I am giving only 
personal impressions received from things seen and things 
heard from apparently reliable sources. To meet or fully dis- 
cuss any particular criticism might properly occupy all the 
time allotted on the entire subject, but a few observations are 
offered that will afford an understanding of the position taken 
by those in authority and places of responsibility. 

Without seeking to draw any comparisons, I well remember 
that few men in our own early history ever suffered from criti- 
cism more than Washington during his terms as President. No 
man was hampered more than Lincoln by critics North and 
South and abroad during the trying days of the Civil War. In 
like manner public men and governmental policies in this coun- 
try and abroad are sometimes subjected to severe abuse. As 
time passes and a clearer perspective appears judgment becomes 
fairer, wiser than before. With this background and conditions 
I have described in the Russia of the past, let us try to get 
the viewpoint of Russian Government officials to-day and leave 
their plans for rehabilitating their country to the Russians, 

First. What of the communist party that controls the Soviet 
Government and maintains a central organization that rules 
with a strong hand in a sort of benevolent dictatorship, a party 
we are to compare not with our own but with a selfish oppres- 
sive autocracy previously maintained by the czars. The pur- 
poses and plans referred to later are sometimes idealistic, but 
in execution of educational, industrial, and other governmental 
policies they are working by practical means to accomplish 
desired results. 


COMMUNISTS NUMBERS REDUCED ONE-THIKD. 


The Russian communists numbered over 680,000 two years 
ago. They now number about 400,000 members. These mem- 
bers control the government and its policies. The aims and 
ideals of the youthful and enthusiastic communists once en- 
compassed a dream of world domination, and small groups of 
such communists of more or less liberal views exist throughout 
the world. But dreams of universal communism are only held 
by those who little understand the psychology of the world 
when confronted with communistic doctrines as applied to 
Russia. Even there general communism applied to all property 
and all individual effort has received many changing, liberaliz- 
ing amendments. Led by Lenin, proposed modifications have 
continually been adopted. Officials explained the necessity for 
such action when the application of communism came into 
conflict with hard, practical, ecomonic principles. 

Mackenzie, a close student and an able writer whom I met in 
Moscow, had this to say in 1922 regarding the liberalizing of 
the Government’s communistic principles: 

In practice, the past year has witnessed a great diminution of the 
propaganda and decline in the enthusiasm of the party. Many mem- 
bers have lost heart; many have resigned; many have been expelled. 
The movement of to-day reminds me of nothing so much as the after- 
math of a big religious revival. Much solid work has been accom- 


plished, but fervor has exhausted itself and has been succeeded by 
tepid apathy. The organization goes on and does its task, but the 
individual has largely lost his fire. 


This estimate seems fair, but in addition it might be said 
that when theories in government were brought into contact 
with varying types of human nature and difficulty of putting 
all into the same economic groove with loss of individual 
ability and enterprise, then modifications became imperative. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS RETURNING. 


To the objection urged with communist leaders that thei” 
form of government does not recognize or respect rights to ac- 
quire and hold property as do other governments, they replied 
that many private interests were doing business for profit in 
every city in Russia. Ninety per cent of all small business 
places in Moscow, Petrograd, and other cities apparently are la 
private hands. Statistics gathered in some of these places, I be- 
lieve, will verify the general statement. Large business interests 
like oil, coal, sugar, steel, banking, and other industries have been 
nationalized and property contiscated by the Government, which, 
however, in turn leases out or rents different plants or enters 
into a profit-sharing agreement with the one to whom the 
lease or concession is granted. 

We went far down on the Caspian Sea to Baku, as stated, 
where the Soviet Government has also nationalized all of the 
great natural oil resources, and where some 1,800 producing 
wells are working at this time in the greatest oil region in the 
world. I drove around with Morris, an American who has 
a contract with the Government to produce oil, and he pointed 
out the wonderful possibilities of the Baku field when operated 
by American methods. 

The Government distributes ofl throughout Russia at a nomi- 
nal profit compared with our own system, which gives away 
all our natural resources and creates fabulous wealth for a few 
multimillionaires with profits of $775,000,000, or 775 per cent 
on the capital investment reported by one oil company in 10 
years. 

When it is remembered that a recent Senate investigation 
disclosed, if I remember correctly, that a dozen officers of this 
one company received over a million dollars in annual salaries 
that were deducted before profits were estimated, a fair com- 
parison between the two systems from a consumer's standpoint 
can be obtained. All the salaries of the President and 17 com- 
missars of Russia do not reach 2 per cent of the salaries of 
the 12 officials of this one New Jersey oil company. 

The same general answer to railways, coal, sugur, steel, and 
other interests was offered by soviet officials when the practical 
control of public utilities and other interests that have been 
nationalized by the Government are compared with the rigiu 
to unlimited individual incentive permitted in this country. 
There the Soviet Government divides the profits with the 
operators. : 

While well-grounded criticisms may be lodged against the 
Government’s method of nationalizing industries, responsible 
officials from the commissars down to the subordinates have 
definite constructive proposals for handling these industries 
that can not be brushed aside by sweeping denunciation or 
misrepresentation. 

Some of the industries are being placed in private hands 
when the Government finds it difficult or impossible competently 
to handle the business, and as the “ government trust,” so called, 
is required to pay the same taxes, and is a competiter in the 
same field, a fair test of government management as opposed to 
private management will be afforded. 

The subject could be discussed in its many phases, but I am 
only seeking to place before you a bird's-eye view of conditions 
rather than any fixed conclusions reached in the general scope 
of communistie control in Russia. 


CONFISCATION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY. 


Confiscation of private property and refusal to pay the 
former Government's debts owing to our country and to Russian 
private bondholders in this country are against the Soviet 
Government, urged by many critics in this country. 

This subject was discussed with President Kalinin, Com- 
missarat Chicherin, and other officials who apparently have 
given the subject much thought. Without heat or excitement 
these officials quietly placed before us their views which, in 
some respects, were not unlike precedents found in past and 
present history, but all officials disclaimed any purpose now or 
in the future to repudiate any just debts or obligations of the 
Soviet Government. They are familiar with the history of the 
world and suggested acts of various governments, not as prece- 
dents but to show the range of the subject. 


C ͤů... ea bo ee A A ean 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes, certainly, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman referred to the 
fact that raw materials were needed. 

Mr. FREAR. Their industries are working only about 35 
per cent of full capacity, largely due to lack of raw materials. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And the gentleman mentioned 
specifically cotton. 

Mr. FREAR. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. What is it that prevents them 
from getting the raw materials? 

Mr. FREAR. There is no trade agreement, and they com- 
plain that they can not get into close relation with the people 
here. They can get in close relation with the people of Great 
Britain and other countries for their products. Remember, 
there are 20 Governments that have trade relations with Rus- 
sia, all of the Governments surrounding them, and France is 
undertaking to put a trade agreement into effect, according to 
a press statement made a few days ago. They say that the 
difficulty is in having any basis on which to work in the lack 
of a trade agreement. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman said that the 
Government operates the industries? 

Mr. FREAR. Largely so, but not entirely. They lease a great 
many of them—the sugar factories among others. : 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Did they confiscate them in 
the first instance? 

Mr. FREAR. I think so, quite generally. ; 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Took them from 
owners? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes; I so understood in many cases. ) 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Did any of these gentlemen 
over there say anything about paying us what they owe us? 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. FREAR. They said us much about it as the gentleman 
knows France has said. The gentleman knows that France 
has not said anything about $4,000,000,000 they owe us. In 
Germany we have lost practically every dollar that was owed to 
us from private owners because of depreciation in the value 
of the mark. Outside of England and Czechoslovakia, we are 
simply questioning to-day whether we are going to get anything 
from the other countries of Europe that owe us money—many 
billions of dollars. Russia is not paying comparatively few 
creditors for all they had from our Government was less than 
$200,000,000, or thereabouts, on the Bakhmeteff proposition, 
which I have set forth elsewhere in my remarks. I think the 
Russian Government ought to pay other bonds that were issued 
by the Czar’s Government, because the salvation of the Soviet 
Government depended on the Allies, whose work on the western 
front protected the Russians from the Germans at that time. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Did the gentleman ascertain how much of 
the loan made to the Kerensky government by this Government 
ever reached Russia? 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, I am grateful to my friend from New York, 
for that money was used to pay American manufacturers of 
munitions of war. None of it ever went to Russia; at least none 
to the present Soviet Government so far as we could learn. 

Possibly we may have forgotten that in one form or another 
the same question of confiscation has arisen in the past, and 
then, as now, provoked discussion and difference of opinion. 

In Westminster Abbey is an ornamental marble slab erected to 
Jolin Wesley, founder of a great religious denomination that has 
placed its churches in every hamlet of this land of ours. 

When I paused to read the inscription several weeks ago I 
chanced to glance at another memorial erected near by to a de- 
ceased English patriot by the name of Wraggs, whose sole claim 
to fame apparently arose through his flight from America during 
the Revolution and confiscation of his property by American 
colonists. Mr. Wraggs, through love for the mother country, 
deserted the Colonies and sailed for England, but was lost in a 
storm, and the galaxy of renowned military and naval heroes 
resting in Westminster was thereby increased by one. He 
loved his King, forfeited his property to the colonists, and was 
enrolled among those who preferred royalty to the new demoe- 
racy of America. So the story goes and the marble monument 
speaks for itself. 

A few feet to the right of the Wesley slab was also noted a 
simple marker erected for another supporter of the King, who 
had been captured by the American Army and, notwithstand- 
ing many “estimable personal qualities,“ was condemned to 
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death and shot as a spy. John Andre and Wraggs are on either 
side of Wesley. Both lost their lives for their King, and one, 
like hundreds of others, lost the property he possessed through 
confiscation, a small sacrifice indeed when compared to life. 


THEN AND NOW. 


That occurred nearly a century and a half ago, when the 
stern hand of war slew enemies and confiscated enemy prop- 
erty while making this land of ours free and independent. 
It preceded the French Revolution by only a few years, and 
then was witnessed unprecedented confiscation up to that time. 
War is ruthless, for in later years 4,000,000 southern slaves, 
valued at $4,000,000,000 or more, were confiscated In America 
or set free, as you may choose to regard the emancipation 
proclamation, In somewhat like manner holders of Confeder- 
ate bonds and Confederate currency became poor investors, due 
to the fortunes of war. These illustrations were informally 
discussed but not by responsible officials. 

About five years ago many billions of property in this country, 
comprising great breweries and hundreds of thousands of 
saloons, were wiped out by statute without compensation under 
a police power second only to the power of war. In Germany 
the depreciated mark has absolutely confiscated several bil- 
lions of private mortgages and other securities existing before 
the war, some of which were held in this country. The same 
result occurred in Austria, Poland, and even in France and 
Italy, where debts have been scaled down to three-fourths or 
wiped ont by cancellation in depreciated currency, Billions of 
dollars in the aggregate in these European securities now held 
in this country have been lost to American holders. 

Again, nearly $4,000,000,000 indebtedness by the French Gov- 
ernment to this country is certain to be lost if Germany is 
dismembered and reparations fail, while, strange to say, Ameri- 
cans who have been most loudly and persuasively urging a 
cancellation of English, French, and other foreign obligations 
owing to this country and amounting to «bout $11,000,000,000 in 
the aggregate, vocife: usly protest against Russia's recognition 
because she will pot agree to pay bonds of a former Govern- 
ment amounting to less than 3 per cent of the total amount due 
from our allies. In one case the debt is national, in the other 
the bonds are held by private hands. 

These instances of direct or indirect confiscation were not 
suggested as precedents, because every case stands on its own 
merits, but from various sources come reminders that have 
been briefly discussed, 


RUSSIA’S COUNTERCLAIM PROPOSAL, 


Russian officials claim that the $187,000,000 given by Ameri- 
can officials was for a paper government of Bukhmeteff, and 
part of this enormous sum was turned over to him after the 
Kerensky government had been deposed. 

When asked why they urged a counterclaim in this case. 
the same people, speaking unofficially, said that Russia had 
never been at war with America. She had helped us in our 
Revolution and her people have always been our friends. They 
look upon America as the great advanced agent of civilization, 
although they do not agree with all our policies or form of 
government. 

Specifically stated they claim the Kerensky provisional gov- 
ernment went into power March 16, 1917, when the Czar was 
overthrown. About seyen and one-half months thereafter, on 
November 7, 1917, the Kerensky government gave way to the 
Bolshevik government, that has remained in continuous power 
for over six years, and up to the present time. 

On June 9, 1919, and for some months prior thereto (H. R. 
132, p. 43. 1919), after having been in power for over a year 
and a half, the Bolshevik government was strongly assailed by 
Kolchak, a counter revolutionist who claimed to have set up a 
separate government at Omsk, Siberia. On that day the Allies 
made public a letter to Kolchak, set forth in the hearings, from 
which is quoted: 

The allied and associated powers wish to acknowledge the receipt 
of Admiral Kolchak's reply to their note of May 26 (1919). ‘They 
welcome the terms of the reply which seems to them to be in sub- 
stantial agreement with the propositions they have made, and to con- 
tain satisfactory assurances for the freedom, self-government, and 
peace of the Russian people and their neighbors. They are, there- 
fore, willing to extend to Admiral Kolchak and his associates the 
support set forth in the original letter, 
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The original letter“ is dated May 26, 1919, and is found 
on pages 43 and 44 of the hearings. One proyision reads: 


Since the signature of the armistice, on November 11, 1918, they 


(the Allies) have kept forces in various parts of Russia. Munitions 
and supplies have been sent those associated with them at a very 
considerable cost.. 


This letter was signed by the same high officials representing 
the Allies, and frankly sets forth that military forces have been 
kept by the Allies in various parts of Russia, aiding the counter 
revolutionists who were seeking to overthrow the Bolshevist 
government.. About that time Secretary Baker stated that 
among allied troops in Siberia there were: United States, 
8.477; French, 1,076; English, 1,429; and Czechs, 50,000. 

I quote from another communication received by me: 


I have positive knowledge that in October, 1919, the American” 
S. S. Black Arrow, flying the American flag, sailed from the port of 
New York for the port of Novorossisk on the Black Sea, loaded 
with arms and ammunition which were intended for and were, in 
fact, delivered to the representatives of the armies of General Denikin, 
at that time invading Russia in an effort to overthrow the existing 
(Soviet) Government. 

Paxton HIBeBen. 


From an American soldier, a former member of the American 
Relief Association in Russia, an American whose ancestry 
dates back to the sixteenth century, comes this note that 
speaks for itself. It alleges that while our soldiers were at 
Archangel on the north, and in Siberia on the east, fighting 
against Russian soldiers in 1919 in an effort to destroy the 
existing Soviet Government, that our ships were carrying arms 
and ammunition to Denikin on the Black Sea nearly one year 
after the armistice had been signed. 

These arguments are urged as a counterclaim against the bill 
of $187,000,000 paid by the United States to Bakhmeteff, no part 
ef which went to the present Government. I am expressing no 
opinion as. to its merits. . 

Our own country, the soviet officials said, joined Russia’s 
enemies, helped blockade her ports, and by military force and 
moral support attempted to crush the present Government, then 
representing the Russian people. No page in the last war's 
history, they say, is as hard to explain as America’s effort, 
jointly with the Allies, to destroy a friendly Government while 
promising to leave to each country its right of self-determina- 
tion and to make democracy free in Europe as well as 
America, 

THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Last week the President of the United States said of Russia 
in this Chamber: 

Whenever there appears any disposition to compensate our citizens 
who were despoiled and to recognize that debt contracted with our 
Government, not by the Czar but by the newly formed Republic of 
Russia; whenever the active spirit of enmity to our institutions is 
abated * * our country ought to be the first to go to the 
economic and moral rescue of Russia. We have every desire to help 
and no desire to injure. 


Far be it from me to question the high authority that gave 
utterance to a policy which the President says will govern the 
ndministration in dealing with Russia. Compared with Ameri- 
can losses, either by confiscation or repudiation of bonded is- 
sues, the people of England have lost many times all the losses 
of our own people or of our Government, and yet without any 
expressions of sympathy or deep interest in the Russian people 
England has governmental trade relations with those who. Dive 
not acknowledged the English debt. 

France has far more than England at stake and yet is ar- 
ranging for trade relations. A dozen countries have full dip- 
lomatic relations, according to a statement from Russian offi- 
cials attached to these remarks. Presumably the people of 
these countries have lost ten times the amount inyolyed in 
American losses, personal and governmental, and yet the 
richest Government in the world will not resume trade rela- 
tions until our debts due from Russia are promised payment. 
That condition if applied by us to some of the most powerful 
nations of the world might prove embarrassing because many 
billions of dollars would then be involved instead of 3 per cent 
of the total actually loaned by this Government to the Allies. 
Some of these debts may be legitimate Russian obligations, but 
I am giving the situation presented by the record, 


FINANCIAL BOWLDERS THAT BLOCK THE WAY, 

Three financial arguments stand in the way of Russia’s 
recognition by our Government. First, the Soviet Goyern- 
ment confiscated private property of all nations and of resi- 
dent foreigners, including Americans; second, our Government 


loaned to the Kerensky government over $187,000,000 that is 
alleged to be a claim against Russia; and third, $75,000,009 of 
War bonds and $11,000,000 in Russian Government notes issued 
from 1914 to 1917 were bought by innocent holders who paid 
full value. 

The first claim of confiscation has been briefly considered. 
In hearings on H. R. 132 on Russian bonds, June 26—July 18, 
1918, appears a record that is illuminating as to the other claims. 
About $8,000,000,000 it is there stated were owed to France by 
the Czar's Government when overthrown and a large amount 
had also been advanced by England. These existing debts ex- 


plain the attitude of two European Governments to the soviets, 


although trade relations exist with one and are pending with 
the other by the Russians. 

When the Kerensky government fell in 1917, over 8102. 
000,000 of private American war contracts with Russia were 
outstanding. Between July 6, 1917, and November 1 of that 
year our Government extended credits to Bakhmeteff, a“ Rus- 
sian ambassador,” to the extent of $187,729,750 to meet Russian 
obligations. to American contractors, and for other purposes, 

One statement by Polk (p. 31) illustrates how these con- 
tractors were paid by our Government for private war contracts 
made with Russia. He says: 


The National City Bank had on deposit here when the Kerensky 
government fell about $56,000,000: (remaining from the $187,000.000 
credit), but they did not attempt to bold that fund as un offset sguinst 
funds that had been seized in Russia. They treated that as a fund 
belonging to the ambassador here, and it was very helpful to the 
American contractors that they did so, because we were able to carry 
out this arrangement whereby settlements: were made with the Ameri- 
enn contractors using Bakhmeteff and the City Bank in carrying out 
that transaction. 


That, in brief, is the basis for urging the second claim against 
any trade agreement. 

The third claim is for about $86,000,000 of ezarist bonds sold 
to private parties in this country. Quoting from hearings on 
H. R. 132, page 26, I find a circular which says: 


To the holders of Imperial Russian Government $50,000.000 64 three- 
years’ credits maturing June 18, 1919: We have recently received the 
following communication from Mr. S. Ughet, financial attaché to the 
Russian Embassy ; 

“On behalf of the Government of Russia (7?) I desire to announce 
that, due to circumstances beyond control, I shall be unable to provide 
funds to meet at maturity the Imperial Russian Government 850.000.000 
G} per cent three-years’ credits. I have been in communication with 
the All-Russian Government at Omsk nyder. Admiral Kolehnk, and while 
I have received no reply as yet, the published accounts of Admiral Kol: 
chak’s communication to the Allied Governments clearly state that the 
external obligations of the Russian Government issued prior to Novem-. 
ber, 1917, will be recognized. * © ©” 


This conimunication was sent to the holders of $50.000,000 
1914-1917 old Russian bonds, and it was there stated that inter- 
est and principal had defaulted in payments, but that the 
Kolchak government over in Siberia might become a life pre- 
server. 

Other conditions in Russia were discussed in the same state- 
ment signed by J. P. Morgan & Co.; the National City Bank; 
Guaranty Trust Co.; Lee, Higginson & Co.; Kidder, Peabody & 
Co., dated June 17, 1919. 


WRONG HORSE, BUT JUST CLAIM, 


The foregoing is an outline of another financial tragedy 
wherein a legitimate claim was jeopardized by backing the 
wrong horse to secure it. Not only the $50,000,000 was involved, 
but $25,000,000 In maturing bonds at a later date and $11,- 
000,008 in Russian notes that had been sold here by the Czur's 
Government through American banks, according to the testi- 
mony of Mr. Polk. 

It is assumed these old bonds are now in the hands of holders 
for value and that the money paid for the bonds was used by 
the Czar’s Government while battling with the Imperial Govern- 
ment of Germany, 

It was used to defeat Germany and to protect Russia. It is 
certain that when the Soviet Government like a pheonix bird 
arose from the ashes of the old monarchy, the AHies were 
keeping Germany occupied then and thereafter throughout the 
war. That fact made possible an independent Soviet Govern- 
ment, and while the Allies made blunders and mistakes in their 
course with Russia the private bondholders had no voice or 
part in the fiaseoes that occurred. 

During 1918, the Kaiser's soldiers swarmed over Russia 
committing frightful atrocities probably unparalleled in the 
annals of recent wars, according to our information. The great 
western offensive of the Allies finally broke the clutch of Ger- 


many on the Ukraine and saved Russia. To that extent the 
present Soviet Government. owes a lasting debt to those who 
destroyed Germany's menacing hold on Europe. 

Soviet officials whom we met seemed to be sincere, highly 
honorable men and a proper presentation of valid claims should 
appeal to their senses of justice, based as it is on international 
principles affecting a government's responsibility for just debts 
of a prior government. 

I do not know the holders of such claims; but if an adjust- 
ment is brought about, it might tend to cause in time for- 
getfulness in this country of the communistic menace and a 
resumption of old-time friendly relations. 

Whatever the exact character of the obligations, it is sub- 
mitted that none of the claims whether good, bad or indifferent 
in inverse ratio need stand in the way of a trade relations 
agreement between the Russian Government and our own. 

THR SOVIET GOVERNMENT AND THE CHURCH. 


The Soviet Government is charged with ruling with strong- 
arm methods of dictatorship, of having committed acts of 
cruelty and oppression. To deny these charges would be to 
impeach a record admitted by soviet leaders who defend their 
acts in the past by necessities of the situation, but insist 
that conditions have materially changed and that more free- 
dom of speech and action now exists than at any time during 
all Russia's history. 

Their defense of arrests, trials, deportation of Greek Catholic 
priests, and execution of Father Buderkievich is based on 
alleged interference by the church or priests with the Soviet 
Government; on their efforts to overturn the Government by 
encouraging followers to ignore the decrees, laws, and prin- 
ciples enunciated by responsible Government agencies, and in 
the case of Father Buderkievich, convicted and sentenced to 
death, on alleged secret communication with Polish officials and 
others in efforts to overthrow the Government by violence. To 
the charge that practices of war are improper in times of peace, 
response is made by the officials that their country has ever 
been ruled by force, that revolutionists even now seek to 
overthrow the existing Government, and that the history of 
Russia and many other countries of Europe warranted an in- 
flexible course, that now, however, has been modified. 

In this controversy between the church and State which 
concededly has resulted in many prosecutions and persecutions, 
the soviet officials call attention to the hold kept for centuries 
by the church on the State. An offense against the church 
was one against the State, that met with the severest punish- 
ment under the Czars. Crimes against the church for nominal 
offenses were punished with death penalties from the days 
of Ivan the Terrible down through the centuries. 

One writer quotes a communist leader as saying, “ We stand 
for progress, the priests for reaction. We teach knowledge, 
they superstition. Even now they are trying to overthrow us. 
They encourage and aid our enemies.” 

ARRESTS OF PRIESTS. 


I am not passing judgment on the merits of these charges that 
in different forms were repeated to us. In one city upon learn- 
ing that 11 Greek Church priests of the district had been re- 
cently arrested and were awaiting trial, I sought to get the 
facts. A Roman Catholic priest whom I met in his garden, said, 
in response to questioning, that he learned the Greek Catholic 
priests by mutual agreement had all read from their pulpits 
a prepared statement opposing the Government and its atti- 
tude toward the church. When asked if he has been dis- 
turhed in his own chureh work, he answered “ Not in any way,” 
but he complained of heavy taxes and other matters that were 
new experiences to him. Taxes are levied by the present 
Government without exemptions for churches, 

Again, at Tiflis, in the Transcaucasian country, I asked the 
Government officials If it was true that about 100 priests had 
been arrested, to which immediate response was made that it 
was true; that they had joined in some similar protest against 
the Government; but that 89 had signed a statement agreeing to 
support the Government and had been released. The remain- 
ing priests, who refused such support, were being held for trial. 
In an official statement, appended to these remarks, it appears 
that the number of priests now in concentration camps is 26, and 
those exiled from one to three years number 97. All are mem- 
bers of the Greek Church. No clerics of other denominations 
are in prison, while under the Czar's rule the record submitted 
appears to have outnumbered the present list. 

The same charges were lodged against Archbishop Tikhon, or 
Patriarch Tikhon, as he is called. We learned from him and 
from Government officials that he has now advised the priests 
to support the Soviet Government and that no further pro- 
ceedings will be taken against him. He spoke apparently with 
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little restraint, but it is certain that the clash between the 
church and the new Government, once extremely bitter, has 
N in the recognition of an independent state by the 
urch. 
DEPORTATION OF PRIESTS UNDER THE LAST CZAR, NICHOLAS II. 


By way of comparison the following statement, quoted in 
Mackenzie’s Russia Before Dawn, 1923, is here added. Yevdo- 
kin, a priest who stated he was not a Bolshevist, suid: 


In the reign of the late Czar 28 church bishops were sent to Siberia 
and innumerable priests exiled to the loneliest parts of the Empire. 
In the days of the Czars the priest must not even preach against 
drunkenness, for that would injure the State vodka monopoly. Every 
sermon had to be doubly censored before delivery, first by the senior 
priest and then by the bishop. When slavery existed he was forbidden 
to raise his volce against ft. 


Following the revolution, the checka was maintained by the 
Soviet Government with supreme powers to punish without 
trial all offenders brought before it, having to do particularly 
with political prisoners. The checka was abolished by decree 
in February, 1922, and officers of the Government stated that 
all prisoners are now entitled to trial. 

CHURCH JEWELS. . 


During the famine in 1920 and 1921 the Soviet Government 
took. church jewels from practically all the churches, under the 
plea that they were to be used for famine purposes. Candle- 
sticks and other things essential for church service, we were 
advised, were usually left. By many this was looked upon 
as an unpardonable desecration of the church. To this charge 
officials responded that every source of revenue was drawn on 
to sustain the starving and church jewels were used for that 
purpose. During this same period our own country contributed 
over $50,000,000 to relieve the Russian famine. 

Taking of jewels and the former control of the church in 
state matters were causes for many bitter controversies and 
many arrests, but, from what we could ascertain, the churches 
are resuming their services everywhere undisturbed and opposi- 
tion to the Government had been practically withdrawn. 

Another source of friction is found in the atheistic doetrines 
of the Communist Party. How far this will affect the people 
as a whole is differently estimated, although its existence natn- 
rally is a source of serious differences between the church and 
Government. 

THE CHURCH AND TUE ATHEISTIC MOVEMENT. 


It is alleged that all communists are atheists. To combat 
this influence, the orthodox church in every little village has its 
church, where practically the entire people gather for religious 
service. Sixty thousand priests direct the affairs of the Greek 
Church which, including children and all communicants, I was 
told, numbers 87,000,000, or about two-thirds of all the people. 
A few Roman Catholic and Protestant churches are scattered 
throughout Russia, while 3,000,000 Mohammedans have mosques 
in Eastern Russia, erected to the worship of Mohammed. Some, 
of these we visited, 

The Greek Church has been subject to recent schisms caused 
by one branch known as the Living Church under Kratinisky, 
that broke away from the old established church, largely on 
alleged differences over interference with the State. On one 
hand the old church, under Archbishop Tikhon, was said to be 
resentful over efforts to divorce its influence from the State, 
while the Living Chureh under Kratinisky lead a separatists 
movement and accepted the situation laid down by the Soviet 
Government. 

The Greek Church had a hard time during and following the 
revolution. The fault may have been entirely with the Goy- 
ernment, as believed by those who are bitterly opposed to 
communism, atheism, or other isms entertained by officials, 
but presumably there are two sides to the controversy. That 
the Soviet Government determined to sever influence of the 
Greek Church from the State and to suppress all opposition is 
certain. That it ruled with inflexible power and punished 
priests the same as laymen is equally certain. It was main- 
tained to us, however, by officials that prosecutions have been 
reduced, if not quite generally stopped, although causes for 
friction have by no means been all removed. 

The 1,600 churches in Moscow are now open, we were In- 
formed, with few exceptions. We attended several, and in like 
manner visited a score or more in other cities, all of which 
were holding services without interference. 

Sixty thousand priests and eighty-seven million members of 
the church, presumably, do not fear serious inroads on their 
religion from 400,000 communists, only a small number of whom 
are active atheists. The chureh membership of Russia in 
proportionate numbers is far greater than our own or that 
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of the average country. The people are devout, and as a 
great majority are peasants, it is difficult to believe that any 
serious opposition now or in the future will be offered by the 
Government to restrict worship by the Greek Catholic Church, 
or those of any other denomination. 

FORMER PERSECUTIONS BY CHURCH, 


Centuries of oppression during which the Greek priests 
throughout that country were said to be representatives of the 
Czar, the head of the church, bring back unhappy memories to 
the comparatively small group of communists who have caused 
the church pendulum to swing in the opposite direction. 

The church was always subservient to the Czar. as we learned 
from recognized spokesmen. Yevdokin, a priest who states he 
is not a Bolshevist, is quoted as set forth a few moments ago. 

That record, if true, the once famous checka of the com- 
munist government would find hard to rival. The deportation 
of priests and laymen, without trial, always existing under the 
Czars, has been abolished by the present officials. For cen- 
turies all attempts to reconcile religious differences by brutal 
force have been profitless, and that fact is as true to-day as 
during the days of the Spanish inquisition, the burning of 
Jeanne d'Arc, or of witches in our own country. Bigotry and 
cruelty are evils existing not alone with the Czars or with their 
successors, 

To those who dogmatically insist their particular religion is 
the only true faith I can understand how tbe belief of an In- 
gersoll or of any other atheist or the theory of Darwin is an 
unpardonable sin, whether offered to create controversy or 
sought to be maintained by scientific demonstration. 

Not as a confession of faith but to explain my own stand- 
point of reasoning, let me say I am only one of the vast multi- 
tude who feels this money-grabbing, struggling, more or less 
selfish existence of ours is not all, and without arguing with 
Norateva of the foreign office over his disbelief in biblical 
miracles, none the less I hold to a faith in things spiritual. 

In the Mohammedan mosque I saw the same simple mani- 
festations of faith that were found in the synagogue, and the 
faith of priests in the many Greek churches we visited I had 
previously seen in China by those who knelt in Buddhist 
temples. 

No rational being can reasonably believe that a compara- 
tive handful of atheists in Russia will ever overturn the 
Muscovite’s faith in his God, any more than that a compara- 
tive handful of communists will change the economic order 
of things throughout the world. It is a matter for Russians to 
decide. The 340,000,000 heavenward-bound worshipers of Con- 
fucianism and 240,000,000 bound heavenward Mohammedans 
outnumber the orthodox Christians of the world but live their 
own lives without disturbing ours. 


MORALS IN RUSSIA AND AMERICA, 


It is sometimes argued that atheism causes Russia’s easy 
divorce laws. To this charge officials respond that while their 
many wars broke up or estranged families to an unprecedented 
extent divorce statistics this year do not exceed the per- 
centages recorded before the war, indicating a reaction back 
to normal living. Practically all the communist leaders like 
Lenin, who has been married 34 years; Norateva, about half 
the period; and many others, it was stated to me, are living 
happily with their wives, while the great mass of the people 
composed of peasantry are rarely found in the divorce courts. 

Polygamy, they further pointed out, while recognized by the 
world without serious protest when found in Turkish harems 
and among other polygamous people, is prohibited by law in 
Russia, as it is now in this country, although here it was 
openly practiced by one religious sect until prohibited by Fed- 
eral law. This whole subject opens up an illuminating field for 
argument, 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Did the gentleman observe a big sign over 
the entrance to the Kremlin in which it said that religion was 
the opium of the state? I would like to know if my good 
friend, who is a very careful observer—and I met him in Mos- 
cow—brought home with him one of those chervonitz? 

Mr. FREAR. No; I did not. My funds were too nearly 
exhausted. 

Mr. BRITTEN. I brought one home and it was not worth a 
nickel outside of Russia. It was worth $5 in Russia. 

Mr. FREAR. It is worth $5 in Russia. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman said it was worth $5 every- 
where else. 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, no; the gentleman misunderstood me. The 
franc to-day is not worth anything here 

Mr. BRITTEN. Oh, yes; it is worth 6 cents. 


Mr. FREAR. It is not worth that; it is only worth 5 cents 
52 a fraction in France. The lire is not worth anything here 
0-day. 

Mr. BRITTEN. It is worth 8 cents. 

Mr. FREAR. No; it is worth only four and a fraction cents 


in Italy. I said the chervonitz is worth $5 in Russia. Now, 
have since learned it is worth nearly par in England. Now, 


to answer the gentleman’s other question, I did not read the 
sign. I heard that there was a sign there. If there is one 
there, I did not see it and never had my attention called to it. 
But I was told many of the atheists do believe that of religion 
there, not religion as in this country but what they term the 
Greek Church superstition, and they feel that in that sense it 
is an opiate. I have never heard them express that exact 
thought, however. I can go that far with the gentleman. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Win the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. The gentleman referred to the oil in- 
dustry. Is that operated by the Soviet Government? 

Mr. FREAR. The private oil industries were largely taken 
over by the Government. They have been nationalized. I 
rode around the district with Mr. Morris, an American expert 
oil man, who had 20 drillers working for the Soviet Govern- 
ment. He said when they get American methods they are 
going to do a wonderful work for Russia and make a surpris- 
ing record. 

Mr. KUNZ. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR, I will. 

Mr. KUNZ. Is it not true that every enterprise over there, 
every business in Russia, is conducted through the Government? 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, no; I would not say that at all. 

Mr. KUNZ. Does the gentleman know? 

Mr. FREAR. I do. As I said, specifically, there are 995 
stores in Kazan, for example, and there are only seventy-odd 
stores that are Government owned, The industries are handled 
by the Russian Government, Frequently they lease them out 
in specific terms. Some of the men who have had their own 
places nationalized by the Government are leasing them back 
to-day, the same places they owned before. My good friend 
from New York [Mr. LAGvuarpta] speaks about oil. They do 
not pay any such salaries over there as they do here in the 
New Jersey companies. The salaries of 12 officials of one oil 
company here runs over a million dollars in the aggregate. 
That is nearly fifty times as much as all the salaries of all the 
commissars of Russia to-day. 

Mr. ASWELL, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 

Mr. ASWELL. Did the gentleman investigate as to the dis- 
tribution of congressmen in the Russian Government in the dif- 
ferent industries? Is it not true that for every 125,000 farmers 
there is one congressman, for every 25,000 industrial workers 
there is one congressman, and for every 80 doctors, lawyers, 
and other intellectuals there is also one congressman? 

Mr. FREAR. With the present representation there is a 
difference just the same as to-day in some States here where 
men are not permitted to vote by local conditions, but the Rus- 
sians are well able to determine their own policies and basis 
of represenatation. 

Mr. ASWELL. Can the gentleman tell the House whether 
every 30 lawyers in Russia have a representative in congress 
as against the requirement of 125,000 farmers to have a mem- 
ber of congress? 


Mr. FREAR. I do not know, Iam sure. The result may not 
be an unmixed evil. 
Mr, VAILE. I understand from the gentleman’s statement 


that instruction in governmental science is given these 610,000 
soldiers? 

Mr. FREAR. Les. 

Mr. VAILE. Am I correct in assuming that governmental in- 
struction must be satisfactory to the party in power? 

Mr. FREAR. I do not think there is a doubt of it. The 
Government will certainly maintain its own theories as we do 
our own in this country. 


RUSSIA’S FINANCIAL POLICY. 


Without reiterating the many disasters that have befallen 
Russia during ihe past decade through wars and famine and 
the necessity for enormous expenditures in publie philanthropies 
and reconstruction under its nationalistic program, the com- 
missar of finance stated to me that a budget deficit of 
$200,000,000 last year will be reduced to $125,000,000 during tha 
present year, and at the rate of progress recorded the budget 
will be balanced within two years, after which the financial 
problem will be eliminated. That to-day is necessary to Russia’s 
reestablishment of her business and industries. 
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Taxation is eoncededly heavy and can not well be increased 
Other sources of income are bringing in revenues. Notwith- 
standing that large national expenditures due to reconstruc- 
tion following the war were absolutely necessary and excep- 
tionally heavy, the financial outlook is bright. This is em- 
phasized by the success of the cheryonitz issued by the Russian 
State Bank, which is equal to 10 rubles in gold and equivalent 
to about $5 in American money. The State bank, with a 
capital of 5,000,000 chervonitz, had laid aside a cash reserve of 
$50,000,000, against which, under the law, four times that 
amount can be issued in circulating currency on a reserve of 
25 per cent. I haye been through the vaults of the bank and 
have seen gold, silver, English pounds, and American currency 
said to amount to $50,000,000. I saw more $100 bills than any- 
where, save in our own Government Treasury. To dale 
$100,000,000, in round numbers, we were advised, had been 
authorized in chervonitz issues, making possible a legal issu- 
ance of double that amount if necessary. As a result, the 
cheryonitz is quoted in the money markets of the world at par, 
$5, or higher than the English pound. This evidence of con- 
fidence in the chervonitz issued for business transactions by 
the Russian State Bank indicates a sound basis for that part 
of the Russian financial system. The ruble, like the German 
mark and the Austrian’ kroner, will be wiped out without any 
attempt to redeem, from present indications, but the chervonitz 
will remain as good as gold. 

The present Government proposes to repeal the sales tax thet 
was fixed at 6 per cent last year, reduced to 3 per cent during 
the present year, and is to be superseded by an income tax here- 
after to meet the deficit thereby resulting. That in itself shows 
a return to economic and political sanity. 

In a word, the Government’s economic policy is being de- 
veloped on conservative lines, and promises an early return t) 
sound financial methods. 

They have two great cooperative associations in Russia, 
which are the largest in the world to-day, one numbering over 
4,000,000 units, not members but organized units with 27,000 
stores in Russia, and the other maintains 60,000 distributing 
stores, 

You may ask whether they will be able to place their financial 
system on a sound basis, and the answer is yes, in my judgment, 
and I will tell you why. The chervonitz currency issued by the 
state bank is worth $5. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Where? 

Mr. FREAR. It is worth that in Russia anywhere. It is 
worth more than the English pound. 

Mr. BRITTEN. It is not worth that except in Russia. 

Mr. FREAR. It is worth that there. And let me say that 
I went through the vaults and saw $50,000,000, held as a re- 
serve for the issue. I did not count the bullion, but their state- 
ment showed that amount as stated. 

Mr. BRITTEN. That is in Russia only. 

Mr. FREAR. Of course; not in England. 

Mr. BRITTEN. That is only in Russia. 

Mr. FREAR. Just wait a moment-and let me conclude my 
statement. I will yield to a question or to two or three then if 
you desire. They have issued $100,000,000 in chervonitz; that is, 
they have issued that amount, measured by our exchange, and 
they have authority to issue $200,000,000 if they choose. Now, 
that goes current, based on their present cash reserve, every- 
where in Russia. The ruble is not worth much and the German 
mark is not worth much, but the Russians have something be- 
hind the chervonitz. They have two great cooperative associa- 
tions in Russia, which are the largest in the world to-day, one 
numbering over 4,000,000 units, not members but organized 
units with 27,000 stores in Russia, and the other maintains 
60,000 distributing stores. 

While I met men having oil, manganese, potash, asbestos, 
fur, timber, and other concessions, I did not meet any Teapot 
Dome oil gifts or other grants like those, that from time to 
time have made men wealthy at public expense in this country, 
and that sometimes gave public officials lucrative positions with 
those who had been granted such concessions. 

The Soviet Government has an objectionable way of im- 
prisoning and sometimes an uncomfortable practice of shoot- 
ing its officials who fail to protect the public rights. Such 
powers exercised by the communists will probably never be 
popular outside of their own country. 


LEASING AND PROFIT SHARING. 


The Gorernment has leased some of its industries to private 
parties. This seemed necessary in the case of sugar factories, 
fiour mills, and other plants that could profitably be leased or 
worked under a profit-sharing agreement. Frequently the 
property seized has been rented back to the original owner. I 


met men who had thus leased their own property, and while 

they made bitter complaint because of the original seizure, 

they found operation under the lease a profitable proceeding. 

Nationalized industries are being enlarged on a plan that pro- 

poses to increase the output each year, and practically all lines 
will have passed the pre-war mark by 1926 if plans materialize. , 
These plans, which include oil wells, mining, factories; and 
other industries, are being developed along these lines all over 

the country. 

When factories are leased to private parties the lessee is 
given a contract, the terms of which we were informed enable 
an to profitably compete against the Government-operated 

actory. 

Djzerzhinsky, formerly head of the checka, now in charge 
of railways, is reputed to be a strong, capable man. I did not 
meet him, but his assistant told me that something near 50,000 
miles of railway, if I remember the figures correctly, are being 
operated by the Government. After the war, when work ceased, 
the railway was a haven for men temporarily out of employ- 
ment, as it is to-day in Austria, Germany, Italy, and elsewhere 
I visited. 

The knife has been used to cut down useless Russian rail- 
way employees from 1,500,000 to 680,000, the number now em- 
ployed. Sixty per cent of the railways were owned by the 
Government before the war. Some of these were then operated 
in new undeveloped sections without profit. Under the process 
of nationalization the Government now owns and operates all 
the roads, but at a loss. This is due in part to several causes. 
The roads were in bad shape after the war. Depots, bridges, 
and tracks were blown or torn up in many cases and in need 
of repair. Rolling stock needed replacing and locomotives were 
old or of little use. i 

I rode on two locomotives in going from Kazan to Ekaterin- 
burg on different occasions. The engineers told me one loco- 
motive had been used for 35 years and the other 28 years. 
The engineers said they were drawing the princely sum of 
about $20 per month and the helper and fireman received less 
than that figure. The roadbed, culverts, and bridges, generally 
speaking, were of a substantial and permanent character. 

New locomotives and new rolling stock have been purchased, 
but due to closed factories, famine, war, and other industrial 
troubles only about 35 per cent of normal freight was hauled 
in 1922. Fifty million dollars or more went into repairs and 
reconstruction this year. The roads are run for the public and 
not for profit, so that numerous excursions given peasants to 
the Moscow exposition at nominal price, and low passenger 
rates generally, enable the people to travel at slight cost. 
When normal conditions return, it was claimed the railways 
will be placed on a self-supporting basis. 

COOPERATIVE ORGANIZATIONS, 

Two cooperative organizations, greater than any others in 
the world, are found in Russia, and both combined have a mem- 
bership and connections reaching many millions of people. Both 
organizations buy and sell for their people and import and ex- 
port goods into and from Russia. 

The Selskosoyus was organized in 1918 as a purchasing agency 
for agricultural cooperation. During the recent wars it became 
somewhat dormant but again is reaching out with strong finan- 
cial backing and an extensive agency system to help the people. 
Recently one district required Siberian cattle to meet impera- 
tive needs, as a result of the loss of all cattle during the war. 
These cooperative organizations backed by the general govern- 
ment financed the job and brought in 15,000 cattle to start the 
peasants of that Province over again. Eggs, butter, flax, grain, 
machinery of all kinds are handled by the associations. 

Less than a month ago an ordinary-looking business man, 
clean shaven and modestly dressed, came to my office in Wash- 
ington. If his name had been Jones or Johnson, no notice 
would have been taken of his personal appearance, because the 
Washington telephone directory contains the names of a thou- 
sand Joneses and Johnsons. But the business man who called 
on me is named “ Serejnikoff,” which sounds Russian and is 
Russian. 

Serejnikoff was introduced to several Senators, including two 
possible presidential candidates, both from States as far West 
as Idaho and California, and also to the Sergeant at Arms of 
the Honse, and I would challenge any detective to discover from 
physiognomy which one of all these good men and true, if any, 
is trying to overthrow the world as proclaimed by New York 
press pronouncements, Serejnikoff, I dare say, is a duly quali- 
fied communist, having been seized by the Czar’s Government 
while a member of the Duma before the war and imprisoned 
for eight months, because he suggested that peasants ought to 
have at least one square meal a day, or something to that effect. 
Condemned as dangerous for promulgating such novel doctrines, 
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he was transferred from prison to Archangel where he was 
banished for two years, returning after the Czar's own trip to 


Siberia, 
A COMPANY WITH 27,000 SOCIETIES. 


Serejnikoff smiled pleasantly as he related his Arctic ex- 
perience and explained the scope of his present work, to which 
I had given some study when I first met him in Moscow. He 
is the foreign manager of the Selskosoyus with its 27,000 socie- 
ties distributed throughout Russia. We saw many of them in 
our travels. This association has 4,000,000 units and 18,000,000 
men, women, and children connected with it and did a business 
of over $40,000,000 last year, which figures will be greatly in- 
creased this year. 

He told me the Centrosoyus, the other cooperative organiza- 
tion, was as large or larger than his own and that the two 
associations were seeking to serve the manifold needs of the 
Russian people. Serejnikoff did not have whiskers nor pro- 
truding teeth while here, or in Moseow, and he is a common 
type of business men we met there. He was trying to arrange 
credit with which to aid his organization in this country, but 
had difficulty in interesting those who are ever ready to finance 
the tribes of Timbuctoo or the Dons of San Domingo, and who 
thereafter expect the American Navy to be their permanent 
collecting agency. 

Reverting to the cooperative organizations of Russia that 
to-day lead the world in membership, in amounts handled, and 
in economy and efficiency of administration, it may be America 
can learn something from the Russians in that particular, 
whether Bolshevists, communists, mensheviks, or czarists, for 
they look much like our own people, and have business quali- 
fications as evidenced by their great cooperative organizations. 


SOVIET MILITARY STRENGTH, 


I have seen the soviet army on parade in different places. 
Those against whom they have fought in the past do not ques- 
tion the Russian’s fighting qualities. Normally a man of 
peaceful occupation, rarely quarrelsome, the Russian neverthe- 
less has great staying qualities. 

Judging from the number of soldiers who saw war service 
as late as 1920, and have since reentered civil occupations, 
added to the intensive training short-term enlistments of a 
standing army of 610,000 men, the Soviet Government could 
probably place several million men in the field properly equipped 
and ready for business inside of 60 days. Their Cossack 
Cavalry is famous the world over. We saw them in evolutions. 
They are natural horsemen, well officered, and long experienced 
in the art of fighting. The Russian soldier of to-day is also 
a thinking machine whose spare moments are given to study 
and political instruction, in addition to his military training. 
The dull gray costume is not very spectacular, but red coats 
and red pants were also discarded by the British and French 
long ago, after discovering the enemy was more affected by 
flying bullets than by flaming colors. 

The soviet officials neither sought to impress us with their 
military or air forces, nor did they obstruct investigations. I 
saw what appeared to be a thousand or more field guns parked 
in one place. Like other duties handled by the Government, it 
is purely a business matter. A fairly large standing army 
is maintained, as was frankly stated, due to the proximity of 
the Polish army of 270,000 on the western border partly sup- 
ported by France, as well as an uncertainty and fear as to 
French purposes. 

“Tf Poland will reduce her army, we will reduce ours,” 
one of the leading officials said. We don’t want Poland nor 
any territory belonging to any other country. We have plenty 
of land and all we want is peace, but if necessary we are 
prepared.” 

The Red army drove out the White armies on the Polish, 
Siberian, and Black Sea borders, calling into action the peas- 
ants who had just laid down their arms, but who answered 
the summons when their land was invaded. The soviets are 
now giving careful attention to the peasantry and as long as 
the people get good government they will support it. 


RUSSIA DESIRES PEACE, 


Press rumors claim that if France invades Germany, the 
soviet army will enter the war game. I was not in the con- 
fidence of the officials who decide such questions, nor would 
they be likely to show their hand until a crisis arose, but these 
officials desire peace. They will go a long way to avoid a 
quarrel, not through fear but because they have definite plans 
for rehabilitating Russia that would again be delayed by war. 
The communistic government is more opposed to war it was 
insisted than individualistic critics in other countries, who it 
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was charged carry selfishness and acquisitiveness into their 
national affairs. 

If the French should seek to dismember Germany and by 
superior force destroy an unarmed nation, the Russian Govern- 
ment may possibly enter the war, as a matter of self protection 
against a country that they believe has imperial designs and 
would become a dangerous neighbor if Germany is destroyed, 
The Slav’s psychology is not different from that of other coun- 
tries and they appreciate that while French soldiers at Verdun 
were invincible, with the sympathy of the world at their backs 
while defending French soil, that the story would be different 
when fighting to secure more territory. 

The soviet army will not easily be drawn into any war in 
my judgment, based on talks with officers and officials, but if 
it does enter with such men as Trotski, Bujinney, Kamineff, 
and other well known military leaders, it will give a good 
account of itself, according to their predictions. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Of those 600,000 Russian soldiers, how 
many are under pay in Russia? 

Mr. FREAR. I think they are all under pay, General, but 
their pay is only nominal. They do not get one-tenth or pos- 
sibly one-twentieth, I assume, of what the soldiers receive in 
this country. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Were there any United States soldiers 
fighting in Russia after the armistice; and if so, how long? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes; there were, as I expect to show later. 
On the Archangel front we had 6,000 soldiers, many of them 
fighting the Bolsheviks in 1919, a year after the armistice was 
signed; these 6,000 American soldiers were with the English 
soldiers fighting against the Russians, with whom we were sup- 
posed to be at peace. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Whom were they fighting? 

Mr. FREAR. They were fighting the Bolsheviks, with whom 
we were not at war. On the Siberian border we had 8,477 
American soldiers, if I remember correctly, of whom 4,000 
were Illinois soldiers, fighting the Bolsheviks in 1919 over in 
Siberia. That was also in 1919. On the south, on the Black 
Sea, we were sending from this country women and children 
on yessels carrying arms and ammunition to Denikin, who was 
fighting down on the Black Sea against the Bolsheviks in 1919 
before he was succeeded by Wrangell. Kolchak, you will re- 
member, was over in Siberia. I have referred to this before. 

Mr. KINDRED. The gentleman has stated in his excellent 
address that the Russian Government was caring for about 
1,000,000 of the 3,000,000 destitute in that country. 

Mr, FREAR. One million five hundred thousand, they said. 

Mr. KINDRED. Can the gentleman tell us as a result of 
his own observations whether criticisms in the current press 
were true that the Government was failing to supply any proper 
moral influences to those children, but, on the contrary, were 
even teaching them that there was no God and no sexual 
morality? 

Mr. FREAR. I can not answer that as an individual state- 
ment, but I will say that among statements I received from 
others and statements that have been published by people who 
have been there—one by a church bishop—it was to the effect 
that this gentleman said he would be willing to have his 
child edueated in those schools the same as he would in any 
of the schools in this country where we do not have religious 
teaching. There was no religious teaching there one way or 
the other. There were no atheistic or religious teachings in 
the schools, generally speaking. 

Mr. KINDRED. Is the trend toward the teaching of re- 
ligion to the children there? 

Mr. FREAR. In the churches there is a membership of 
87,000,000 men, women, and children who attend the churches, 
and they are the most devout people I ever saw. On the other 
hand, they bave 400,000 atheists; not all communists, but, of 
course, many of them are. Many of them would not really 
know what their religions opinions are, because ‘they do not 
make any particular study of religion; but 60,000 priests at all 
times are combating atheists, and we need not fear for the 
result, in my judgment, when these conditions are found. 


JUSTICE IN RUSSIAN COURTS. 


Any fair discussion of the courts is impossible within the 
brief time afforded, and yet I believe in the several courts 
visited in Moscow and other places the people have greater 
certainty of administration of justice than in all their past 
history. The presiding judge of Moscow accompanied us to 
the city courts, where civil and criminal cases were being 
tried. Three judges sat in each court, as they did in Karkov 
and other places. One or two women sat on the bench in 
every case. Sometimes they were-graduates in law or practi- 
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tioners and in every instance close attention was given to the 
testimony and arguments, 

Possibly it is like wearing a new shoe, but I am not sure 
justice is not often as likely to be found in these trials as under 


other systems. That does not mean any acceptance of their 
trials of fact by judges, but because justice is often blind and 
ali systems have their imperfections. There are some argu- 
ments in favor of participation by women judges that have 
much force and women are a permanent part of their judicial 
system. 

In a criminal case we witnessed a judge, without seeking 
to confuse the culprit, questioned in simple manner without 
display of prejudice or emotion. The defendant stood before 
the bench and was closely watched by all three judges, as were 
the witnesses for the prosecution. 

Two contesting parties in a civil case stood before three 
judges in another court. Our own interpreters, accustomed to 
court procedure, easily followed proceedings. Both parties had 
their day in court and seemed satisfied with the opportunity to 
present their case. In Karkovy an argument was being pre- 
sented in one court by two attorneys, one representing the Gov- 
ernment, the other acting for a tobacco concern. Both attor- 
neys argued the case with care, but with no more heat or 


excitability than is found in Justice Taft’s court in this Capitol. 


Building. Ip fact, it was a revelation to one who had expected 
to find crude, high-handed methods of railroading men to prison 
and deciding civil cases under a code practiced only in horse 
races or poker games. Again, preconceived opinions were sub- 
jected to correction. 

Either the Government or defendant can appeal criminal 
eases from lower courts in Russia. Decisions in the courts 
must be agreed to by at least two judges, subject to appeal to 
the highest court in the district, which in turn is appealable to 
the supreme court of Russia. 

The number of cases tried and other data apart from average 
convictions of 25 per cent in criminal cases are matters of 
detail that can not be covered here; but in orderly procedure, 
strict decorum, and efforts to dispense exact justice the Russian 
courts visited appeared to be above criticism. 

Comparatively recent trials of clerics wherein one was con- 
demned and executed, as before referred to, leave in the aver- 
age mind a picture of harsh justice in Russia. I discussed 
these trials with various people in Moscow and Petrograd and 
with a subordinate official in the latter city who had been a 
witness against the executed priest. I would not convict any 
man on the statement he made to me, unless strongly supported 
by others, and can not help believing that prejudices of the 
past and memories of bitter controversies during recent wars 
may have been factors in trials for treason; yet with the recol- 
lection that a non-Bolshevist priest, as hereinbefore quoted, 
states that 28 church bishops and “ innumerable priests” were 
sent to Siberia by the last Czar, in addition to 80.000 Russians 
exiled by the same power, it is not difficult to understand why 
hatred and bitterness still exist against the old partnership of 
joint church and state control and for all who were connected 
with it. 

Again I revert to the eulogy on the marble slab in West- 
minster, which contains John Andre's record as viewed from 
a British standpoint, and criticisms directed against Wash- 
ington for approving his execution. One was in time of war 
and the other in peace, but the echoes of the World War and 
civil wars still linger throughout Russia, and neither the courts 
nor other branches of government discriminate between priests, 
laymen, or nonbelievers when administering the law. 


CRIME OR LAWLESSNESS, PAST AND PRESENT. 


A popular impression, cultivated by anti-Russian propaganda, 
is to the effect that Russia is a country of crime and lawless- 
ness. Under the reign of the Czars it was a country where 
official crime was rampant. Rulers were assassinated, conspira- 
tors in turn were executed without ceremony. Graft permeated 
the whole Government system according to many writers, and 
all the evil accompaniments of these offenses existed to a 
greater or less degree throughout the régime of the monarchists. 

After the revolution ended, and the assassination of Bolshevist 
officials occurred, the Soviet Government firmly seated in power, 
through the checka or secret service of the Government im- 
mediately enforced the same drastic policies pursued by the 
Czar Governments. The soviets were determined to destroy 
all further danger of uprisings after the manifold horrors of 
civil war. Church officials as stated, who advocated opposition 
to the Government, were seized and thrown in jail by the same 
relentless power that caused the execution of the Czar and his 
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entire family when probability of their release by the White 
troops at Ekaterinberg was imminent. 

The ensuing peace brought about with the same iron hand 
seems now firmly established, but the feared checka was abol- 
ished by decree in February, 1922, or nearly two years ago. Ar- 
rests by the Gaypu” police force are still frequent, but officials 
insist that all those arrested are released after an investigation 
or they are given open trial in the courts. 

Seventy-five per cent of all those arrested, I was advised by 
the investigator at Karkov, were released after trial, a greater 
proportion probably than under our own system. In the autono- 
mous Georgian Government of the Caucasus, the checka still 
existed, while we were there, but we were told by responsible 
officials that this part of Russia which contains several millions 
out of a total of 130,000 people would also abolish the checka 
some time during the present year, following the example of 
the main Government, 


SAFETY IN RUSSIA, 


Our party traveled approximately 8,000 miles, sometimes to- 
gether, frequently separated, with only an interpreter for com- 
pany, and I occasionally walked the streets alone in cities from 
Petrograd on the north to Baku, Tiflis, and Alexsandropol, 
below the Black Sea, on the south. 

In all my travels through cities and villages by day or 
night I was never accosted discourteously by men or women, 
nor did any instance of violence come to my attention. The 
same, I believe, was the experience of every member of our 
party. 

In this respect I note a published statement attributed to 
Bishop Blake, who says of Moscow: 


A person is much safer on the streets of Moscow than those of 
Brooklyn. There is less crime in Moscow than in any city of similar 
size in the United States. The Soviet Government is appreciably re- 
ducing illiteracy. The personnel of the Soviet army is the finest . 
in the world. Private ownership of property is returning. The 
church has been freed from monarchistic domination, and the Soviet 
Government is more tolerant than formerly toward religion. A renais- 
sance is dawning in the church and theological schools are reopening. 


I am not familiar with Bishop Blake's opportunity for study, 
but can indorse much of the above statement. Life is as safe 
in Moscow with its 2,000,000 people as in Washington with its 
400,000. More lives are lost and more injuries are reported 
from automobiles in Washington, I am sure, than in Moscow 
from violent deaths every year. More bank holdups, more 
murders and crime are committed in the one city of New York 
presumably than in all of Russia during the same period, so far 
as I could learn. 

This is not due to any different standard of morals here than 
in Russia; but the communist government, composed of ideal- 
ists, if you will, is a government of law and order. Its laws 
are made to be obeyed. Its commissars receive only $75 per 
month in our money, but are giving their time and energies to 
the Moseow people. 

They have checked crime, and nowhere in the world, in all 
probability, will be found more severe penalties inflicted for 
grafting, stealing, and other offenses than in Russia. Again I 
repeat that the Soviet Government is dealing with conditions 
absolutely foreign to our normal ways of living. 


SOVIET PROPAGANDA IN AMERICA, 


The people of America and of other countries are continually 
warned against Russian communistic propaganda in its alleged 
efforts to revolutionize the world. Impending danger to our 
form of government is found in the existence of 400,000 com- 
munists in Russia, who are charged with instigating practically 
all of the world’s economic and labor trouble. 

I have been informed that in December, 1917, during the 
European war, the new Soviet Government set apart 2,000,000 
gold rubles—$1,000,000—for the revolutionary internationalist 
movement. This propaganda was used against surrounding ene- 
mies, as England and the United States were then operating 
against Germany. Of that $1,000,000 of soviet money, I am 
further informed, 95 per cent was spent for literature in the 
German and Austrian languages to propagandize countries on 
their own borders with which the Bolshevists were then engaged 
in active warfare. This statement is attributed to Albert Wil- 
liams, an American correspondent, whom I met in Russia. 

It was also asserted that no particular attempt was ever 
made to propagandize America. In 1919 I am advised a sub- 
committee of the United States Senate held hearings covering 
a thousand pages seeking to ascertain what communistie propa- 
ganda, if any, was being circulated here. I haye made no ex- 
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amination of the record, and others may ascertain the facts for 
themselves. 

The Soviet Government officials declared to us unequivocally 
that not one dollar or one ruble is spent or has been spent by 
the Government recently in spreading communistie propaganda 
in other countries. 

That the Communist Party may be seeking directly and 
indirectly to spread its propaganda throughout the world is 
easy to believe, and that it has some converts in every land 
is also reasonably certain, but that 400,000 Russian communists 
will revolutionize the United States, or that less than one-half 
of 1 per cent of our population could overturn our country, 
if every Russian communist was landed here, is unthinkable. 
However, it is fair to assume the 400,000, who compose less 
than 1 per cent of Russia’s entire population, will be kept busy 
in the Muscovite country enguged in maintaining their com- 
munistic government there during the next few years. Every 
good American will condemn such efforts if shown to exist. 

The soviet officials complain that every labor trouble 
throughout the world is unjustly laid to their doors. If a 
mine strike occurs in England, or a bomb explosion in Wall 
Street, or a labor disagreement in Seattle, or similar differences 
in Arizona, or a demonstration in Australia, or a riot in Ar- 
gentina, responsibility is laid on the Moscow Government. ‘The 
officials term these charges pure anti-Russian propaganda. They 
asserted they knew nothing of and had no part in such dis- 
turbances, and further declared that neither the Soviet Govern- 
ment nor Communist Party, in their judgment, were in any way 
responsible for the occupation of the Ruhr, or for the allezed 
uprising of Moros in the Philippines, or for the Japanese earth- 


quake, 
PROPAGANDISTS WHO “ STEADY ” OUR NATION, 


Those who engage in real propaganda, representing unknown 
interests in this country, may properly invite close inspection, 
and I will submit an official record, without extended comment, 
to make clear such activities. 

Others have genuine distrust or fear of a universal catas- 
trophe due to the world-wide bewhiskered communistie scare, 
persistently held responsible for nearly every business, labor, 
political, or national trouble that occurs. The fact that Eng- 
land, Norway, Denmark, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Turkey, Ger- 
many, and other close neighbors of Russia are undisturbed and 
have business agreements which bring their people into close 
contact, does not afford ease of mind to those who fear that 
private property rights are being undermined whenever the tax 
gatherer rounds the corner. Professor Ross in his recent book 
on Russia discusses what he claims to be over 50 published 
separate lies “by fork-tongued propagandists” and the ex- 
tremes to which misrepresentation of Russia has gone. The 
truth should be known. 

Human nature, private greed, the power of monopoly, and 
other problems are found in our form of government, as well as 
in all others, and always will be. These interests do nut 
readily submit to any legislative curb, but certainty exists that 
- a power which rests in the people and through them in the Gov- 
ernment is a power that will be exercised effectively, peace- 
fully, and constitutionally whenever conditions warrant. That 
power never existed in France or Russia prior to their revolu- 
tions. It does rest in the hands of the people of practically 
every Government in the world to-day and is the best insurance 
agaipst communism. 


PARKER AND MENKEN EXAMPLES OF ANTI-RUSSIAN PROPAGANDISTS. 


Hypercritical complaints or protests on various subjects con- 
stantly aired through the press are also noted with the Rus- 
sian question. Two men whose estimate of their own abilities 
never suffer through depreciation by themselves, and who are 
constantly in the press, are Mr. Alton P. Parker and J. Stan- 
wood Menken. Few opportunities slip by where they fail to 
get the spotlight in their struggles to save this Nation and to 
project their own opinions on front pages of metropolitan 
papers. The latest letter from Parker to us on Russia, 100,000 
copies of which, I am told, were printed and circulated at the 
expense of those he represents, is characteristic of his notable 
“Security League” bubbles. What he and Menken do not 
known about Russia, as evidenced by their own questioning let- 
ters, would fill volumes. As they have addressed frequent 
pointed, personal queries by letter and through the press on 
Russia and on other subjects, a word is offered in reply. 

Mr. Parker is the same individual who 20 years ago was se- 
lected by a group of New York financial interests for President 
of the United States. As a pronounced reactionary he ran 
2,545,515 votes behind the successful candidate. 

Mr. Parker again burst into the news columns when he dis- 
covered J. Stanwood Menken, or when J. Stanwood Menken 


found him for these kindred spirits organized a “ Security 
League,” appropriating two of the principal offices of the league 
for themselves. But let the official record and Report No. 1173, 
Sixty-fifth Congress, third session, speak for itself. That report 
was made by an unbiased committee, a majority of whom, like 
Mr. Parker, are Democrats, and two of these former members 
are now able United States Senators. 

J. Stanwood testified before this congressional committee that 
he, J. Stanwood, was a “superman,” and that the bulk of man- 
kind were “subnormals.” He believes this to be so and keeps 
himself perpetually in the limelight with his “superman” at- 
tainments, insisting upon guiding aright the poor subnormals, 
including the American Congress, 

SOME HEALTHY PROPAGANDA FUND, 


The congressional committee unanimously found that “Men- 
ken is the man who conceived the idea of forming the Se- 
curity League’ while listening to debates in the House of 
Commons, England.” He was then keeping offices in London 
and New York as attorney for “a corporation engaged in con- 
trolling railway and public utilities.” That the league as 
conceived in London by this attorney represented sugar, steel, 
and other large interests both in this country and abroad,” 
and that $619,000 raised by the Security League’s New York 
office, alone for patriotic purposes, of which $150,000 was con- 
tributed by Carnegie and $35,000 by Rockefeller, were funds 
from which the league by political activities had attempted to 
remove over 300 Members of the House of Representatives who 
were not in harmony with the league’s financial views and 
interests. 

Of J. Stanwood’s economic views, the report also says “ He 
even went so far as to say that he thought an income tax should 
be imposed upon every man's income even down to the one who 
worked for a dollar a day.” Of its propaganda the hearings 
disclosed that many tons of plate matter were sent to the press, 
and the “league” claimed access to the most powerful papers 
and magazines in the country while prosecuting its propaganda, 

Of the Parker-Menken league, the Democratic congressional 
committee unanimously reported: 


The National Security League and like organizations in their political 
activities constitute a serlous menace to representative government. 
Usually, as in this case, they bave access to almost unlimited wealth 
and borrow respectability by the use of honorary positions of the names 
of men of national prominence. 


The committee in that report further found that a violation 
ef the Federal statute had oecurred, and tne league, which in- 
cluded its responsible officers, was liable to criminal prosecu- 
tion and to fine and imprisonment. That official report, based 
on exhaustive hearings recommending criminal proceedings 
against security league officials, was approved by the House 
of Representatives without a dissenting vote. 

For a brief time the self-styled “superman” remained fairly 
quiet, but now he breaks forth into print on Russia, and with 
Mr. Parker, his former vice president of the league, both 
trumpet dismal warnings that again sound like the old propa- 
ganda issued for the purpose of “ steadying the Nation.” 

The congressional report said of Parker that he testified 
“he knew nothing of the contemplated action of the league” 
in issuing a chart that concededly was unfair and unjust to 
Congress, and he demanded that it be corrected. He was un- 
able to secure a correction.” That lame excuse or weak 
apology from a one-time presidential candidate needs no com- 
ment. 

Judging from the 100,000 letters recently written by Mr, 
Parker, and like effusions from “ Superman” Menken, who are 
now writing on Russia, both running neck and neck in their 
lack of knowledge, it appears that Mr. Parker again finds him- 
self in his zeal practically in the position he occupied when he 
testified he did not know what Menken was connecting him up 
with in their security“ league 


WOMAN’S DEBT TO WOMAN. 


Interests that ever hover in the background frequently cover 
up their purposes and propaganda by enlisting the aid of 
women's clubs or acting under the name of women's organiza- 
tions to arouse sympathy for their own cause. ‘ 

No one will question the right of women to act in all such 
matters, but if unconsciously instigated by influences they do 
not correctly apprise just condemnation should fall on such 
secret agencies that work every avenue and pull every string 
to secure their ends. Probably in no country in the world has 
woman greater responsibilities accorded her than in Russia, 
That she is measuring up to these new duties made possible by 
the overthrow of the Czar few well-informed people will ques- 
tion. That she is a moral, stabilizing force in the new order 


of things I firmly believe, and whatever helps her to a higher 
plane of citizenship by better living conditions, better edu- 
cation, and better prospects and opportunities in life is her 
due from all nations. 

She is a part and an important part of the Russian Govern- 
ment to-day, apparently as well behaved, moral, modest, able, 
and unassuming as a rule as people in the same walks of life 
in our own country. Before any of her sex are persuaded to 
lend their influence to those who have given but one side of the 
story, it is but fair and just to investigate the facts and ascer- 
tain the truth. 

PURPOSES AND INFLUENCES. 

Naturally those who measure things by the dollar mark ex- 
pect to find some hidden purpose or interest influencing others 
who differ from them on matters like the Russian situation. 
I have an interest, possibly not hereinbefore mentioned, that 
ought to be weighed when considering the value of testimony 
here offered. It does not concern obligations past, present, or 
future to or from the present Russian Government. I owe 
none. Neither does it relate to any concessions or other finan- 
cial interest given by Russia in the past, present, or future to 
anyone, or promises or expectations of any kind. It comes to 
me with compelling force, however, that governments are only 
skeleton frameworks with which to promote the welfare of the 
people, and that, however crude or imperfect the framework, 
those affected are after all the ones most vitally concerned. 

The German peasant had no more to do with the policy of 
the Kaiser’s Government than had the Slav peasant with that 
of the Czar or with the overturning of those monarchistic 
governments. The people can register a protest, and that they 
did do against an oppressive form of government. My recol- 
lection of Russia now does not dwell on its officials or its 
history or on its particular form of government, which would 
probably not have been imposed on any people save when driven 
to the last resort, as were the people of France and Russia 
prior to their revolutions, It dwells, however, on the many 
hundreds of men, women, and children, particularly the latter, 
whom I saw sometimes clothed in only a one piece garment, 
shoeless, often hungry, and lacking the commonest comforts 
of life; on a country that is taking care of only 1,500,000 of 
her 3,000,000 orphans to-day, due to her many other burdens 
caused by war and famine. 

Responsibility, blame, and criticism are beside the question 
when the Near East Relief, American Relief Association, and 
the joint Jewish organization distribute their charities. 

Russia is struggling to get on her feet, and what she needs 
most is not charity but the right to help herself, to engage in 
trade with countries that will furnish raw materials for her 
factories, shoes, clothes, agricultural implements, and the count- 
less supplies needed to rehabilitate that country. After view- 
ing the imperative needs of the people as distinguished from 
its Government, whether monarchistic or communistic, I believe, 
as a responsible citizen acquainted with the facts, that I ought 
to give voice to the needs of these people and to urge that we 
owe them at least the right to obtain goods in our markets; 
that we should make possible their ability to live like normal 
civilized beings. By so doing we will relieve much suffering 
that must for a long period continue to exist, and we will aid 
them to become a happy, grateful, self-sustaining people. To 
that extent, and that alone, I am “influenced” in seeking to 
place the conditions in Russia before you as I understand them. 

Neither Bolshevik nor communist nor any other agency has 
favored me with any advice or suggestion in reaching these 
conclusions. None are aware of my purpose at this time te 
express views formed from contact with conditions there, but 
I am here reminded of the parting remark of a leading official 
who said to me in Moscow: 


We need the help that your country can give, but with or without it 
we are bound to succeed in time. 


FREEDOM OF SPEECH AND PRESS—RUSSIA, 


The charge has been made that speech and press are not 
yet free in Russia. In my early study of the American Con- 
stitution I learned the first amendment proposed by the first 
Congress in 1789 guaranteed freedom of speech and freedom 
of the press with right of the people peaceably to assemble and 
to petition the Government for redress of grievances. 

This amendment was addressed to Congress and prohibits 
such interference with these inalienable rights on the part of 
ne nae and, strange to say, was only ratified by 11 of the 

tates, ; 

The suppression of free speech and free press by Russian 
Czars prior to and after our own Revolution was so notorious 
that adverse comment on the weather by speech or press if the 
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weather was suitable to a Czaristic hunting expedition, insured 
free passage to Siberia without annoying delays by judge or 
jury, unless the quota of executions had run short, in which 
event the average was made good and the Siberian trip indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

In Turkey, Persia, and many other countries of that day, 
even as in Mussolini land, the Spanish Peninsula, and other 
countries of 1923, right to discuss the Government was and is 
fully as liberal as in the land of the Ozars, with similar restric- 
tions. The Constitution gave to the American people rights 
that for over a century and a quarter were held inviolate, barring 
brief periods of war. Charges of official and private corruption 
in our country during the recent war were suppressed by both 
the stern arm of the law and public sentiment, for fear of giving 
aid to the enemy, and after that period the right to censor press 
and speech was preserved in some degree as in time of war. 
Any communist or other man who advocates the overthrow of 
our Government to-day by violent means is punished under the 
law. 

I am not questioning the proper duty of officials to suppress 
threats of Government overthrow, however inane or insanely 
made, although in Trafalgar Square and again in front of Lon- 
don Tower I recently heard talk, just talk, that might land the 
talker in prison in free America. The London bobby only 
grinned and said, They fume and foam and then are for- 
gotten,” 

RUSSIA, PAST AND PRESENT, 


The Czar's Government, that recently went out of business, had 
ever denied any semblance of free speech or free press in Rus- 
sia for centuries. The present Government on the heels of a 
long war that overthrew the Czar and many other powerful 
agencies, with memories of soldiers and agents of other Gov- 
ernments quartered in Russia, naturally feels suspicious when 
proposals are made to overthrow the Soviet Government. 

In fact that Goyernment does not intend to be overthrown 
any more than our own, and with the overhanging shadow of 
the last war constantly before it any attempt or suggested 
attempt to overthrow the soviets will doubtless be treated as 
severely as our departments treat the same proposals from 
communists in this country. 

Due to faulty early training, few of us have acquired the 
Russian language. Possibly not a half dozen Members of the 
American Congress of 531 Senators and Representatives, with 
the President's Cabinet thrown in for good measure, could 
speak any Russian. I believe one-half of the 17 commissars 
speak or understand English, together with several other lan- 
guages. With this personal handicap I could not read Russian 
papers or get the drift of Russian conversation, but through 
our interpreters we were informed that many criticisms against 
the Government appeared in the press, although the censor has 
powers that may be exercised if need be. Again, we had trans- 
lations of conversations in Russia that might have needed blue 
penciling to get by officials in other countries. Criticism is 
permitted, we know, but not to an extent that undermines con- 
fidence in their existing Government. 

Eighty thousand Russians sent over to Siberia by the last 
Czar because of their too free speech and too free press are 
again back in their home country. It was suggested that they 
will see that any places left vacant in Siberia are filled with 
Mensheviks or other anti-Bolshevists who advocate the Soviet 
Government overthrow. It was also suggested that never in 
Russia have they had any similar constitutional protection for 
free speech or a free press like that guaranteed in America. 


OTHER OPINIONS. 


After my return to Washington and after putting down these 
hastily prepared notes, based in part on data gathered in a daily 
log of over 100 pages written on the Russian trip, I glanced over 
a number of Works on Russia, many written before or during 
the war and of little value in throwing light on present condi- 
tions. 

A book by Mackenzie, herein mentioned, and one by Ross 
in 1923 on the Russian Soviet Republic are recently published 
works, and both are supported by data that makes them of 
value by way of reference. I know Ross personally. He is a 
big, 6 feet 4 specimen of humanity with independence, who 
always speaks his mind. Ross uniquely presents his last book 
with this introduction: 


To my fellow Americans who have become weary of being fed lies 
and propaganda about Russia this book is dedicated. 

Pardoning those who write on Russia from bitter recollections of lost 
kindred or friends, perhaps even home or livelihood, he will write out 
of deep emotion and indignation—he will always try to make out a 
case, 
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Speaking of his own attitude, he says: 


I, on the other band, remote and detached, ought to preserve im- 
partiality and judicial poise, 


But he adds: 


I am wroth with the fork-tongued propagandists who almost from 
the beginning have hidden communist Russia from the eyes of the 
world by enyeloping it in a jungle growth of lies. 


In other words, Mr. Ross is not converted to the methods of 
supermen like Parker and Menken, professional propagandists, 
recommended by the House of Representatives for prosecution. 

Ross says of the Bolshevik reign of terror that— 


Under Kerensky the death penalty had been abolished and we hear 
of no life taken by the Bolshevik government during the first seven 
months of its existence. 


On August 80, 1918, Dora Kaplan, a former anarchist, shot 
Lenin, dangerously wounding him, and on the same day by a 
well-carried-out conspiracy Uritzky, Commissar of the Interior, 
and Volodovsky were assassinated. Many other killings and 
conspiracies occurring at about the same time are related by 
Ross. A bitter effort at retaliation ensued on the part of the 
Bolshevists in an effort to retain some form of government in- 
stead of a long period of wild, irrepressible revolution. The 
Government prevailed anc has since remained in power. Ross 
treats of the civil-war attscks from the north, wherein Ameri- 
can troops were placed at Archangel, and attacks from the west. 

The people of Russia, not the communists, arose and drove 
out the invaders, notwithstanding attempts of outside Govern- 
ments to settle the internal affairs of the country. ‘These efforts 
failed and the Russians decided the matter for themselves. 

MORE FACTS FROM THOSE WHO KXOw. 


To those interested in facts rather than fiction, in a study 
of the treatment accorded the Bolshevists by the allied Gov- 
ernments before and after their acceptance of Germany’s harsh 
peace terms, and the later struggles of the Russian people to 
avoid falling into the hands of the Germans and Austrians 
on the one hand and their century-old royalist enemies on the 
other, this book by Ross will be illuminating. He quotes inside 
facts, notes, speeches, and data unfamiliar to those in this coun- 
try who were fed up daily for a long period on a Bekhmeteſf 
paper government propaganda that cost our Government many 
millions of dollars. Jurors get both sides before reaching their 
verdict. The American public has been swamped with anti- 
Bolshevist and anticommunist propaganda that obscures the 
question of justice toward the Russian people. Only by getting 
both sides can just conclusions be reached. 

In like manner The Russian Workers’ Republic, by Brails- 
ford, published in 1921, is from the pen of an Englishman 
who, with Mackenzie, appears to have an intimate knowledge 
of Russian issues and Russian psychology through long resi- 
dence among them. Apparently he has no prejudices to ex- 
ploit nor interests to serve other than to arrive at the truth; 
and when I picked up the volume several days ago, long after 
reaching my own conclusions, it was of interest to find con- 
firming opinions throughout the work on the underlying in- 
fluences that brought into existence the present Soviet Goy- 
ernment, 

The improbability of acceptance of such a government by 
any of the countries of the world having normal conditions is 
also discussed and summed up by Brailsford in his graphic 
statement: 


The man who would base his tactics in America, England, or France 
on Russian experience must be innocent alike of history, economics, 
and geography. * If a break ever comes in our smooth con- 
stitutional development, then, it seems to me, we should do weill to 
think out our problems entirely afresh. The Russian parallel is so 
peculiar that any attempt to model ourselves upon it could only mislead. 


Of Russia’s future he concludes: 


I will sum up what I have seen of the tendency of the revolution 
(1921) in one sentence, It is a land where a feeble, dilatory civiliza- 
tion had touched as yet only a minute minority of a gifted population, 
4 great and heroic attempt to shorten the dragging march of time, to 
bring culture to a whole nation, and to make a cooperative society 
where a predatory despotism in the act of suicide had prepared the 
general ruin. 


If Brailsford had written in 1923 instead of 1921, he would 
have fonnd certain proof of his analysis and implied prediction 
in the rapid development, mentally, morally, and industrially, of 
Russia, 

ONE DAY’S FACTS VERSUS FEVERED FETISH FANCIES. 

Three cablegrams from widely different sources, clipped from 
the Washington Post of November 30, less than two weeks 
ago, read as follows: 


DECEMBER 13, 


BERLIN, November 29.—Two Important developments relating to the 
negotiations between France and Russia for a political and economic 
treaty were brought to light to-day. First, the Russian Embassy de- 
clared that a large concession to exploit the coal mines in the Donets 
Basin had been given to the Marchaud group and, second, the French 
Embassy diplomatically denied knowledge of the negotiations but ad- 
mitted that de facto recognition of the Soviet Government in the 
near future was probable. 


Also: 


BELGRADE, November 29.—The Yugoslav Government is seeking an 
accord with the Russian Soviet. Minister Strandman, official repre- 
sentative of Czarist Russia at Belgrade, will be expelled soon with 
General Wrangell's party of Russian monarchists, 


Again: 

Moscow, November 29.—Walter L. Brown and Maxim Litvinoff, 
who negotiated the agreement between the A. R. A. and the Soviet 
Government in 1921, are to meet again in Moscow soon, and perhaps 
their conference will lead to Anglo-American financial participation in 
the affairs of Russia. We are here to study the economie 
situation,” Mr. Brown said, “ Perhaps it may lead to the participa- 
tion of American and English capital on a large scale.” 


These are from one day’s news columns. No one will accuse 
the Washington Post or France with communistic sympathy, 
for the distinction between facts and fancy is known to both. 

From the Washington Star, No. 30 (same day): 


AMSTERDAM, November 30.—Ella Levin, West European representa- 
tive of the Russian State Bank, * + is the propelling power of 
the recently founded Netherland Russian Company, a strong concern 
comprising some 40 important Dutch commercial and industrial enter- 
prises. Meanwhile commercial contact between Holland and the Rus- 
sian Soviet Government has been reestablished. * * * 


The following day the press carried another news item as 
follows: 


Roux, December 1.—The Chamber of Deputies to-day passed the two 
decrees bringing into force the commercial agreement signed here in 
1921 between Italy and Russia and Italy and the Ukraine * . 
Premier Mussolini made a strong pronouncement in favor of the recog- 
nition de jure of the Soviet Government on the ground that such 
recognition would be advantageous to Italy. 


Personally I can name fairly large interests in this country 
that are doing business in Russia but are handicapped by lack 
of trade relations which other countries now enjoy. The Rus- 
sian people are in need of supplies. Will we sell to them? 


ACTING UNOFFICIALLY, 


I have hurriedly and very imperfectly sought to give sugges- 
tions that may be helpful in a study of the Russian question, 
Many volumes might profitably be written on different phases 
of the subject, but my purpose has been to give a few impres- 
sions that in some degree may aid in an understanding of condi- 
tions in the Russia of to-day. 

That was what we were sent to study. Not officially nor as 
self-appointed advisers for our Government or for any other 
Government, but to learn what one of the greatest and most 
closely knit Governments in the world is doing in an economic 
and political way, and to bring back that information for 
general consideration. 

We are not called upon here to act legislatively on the sub- 
ject, as we may properly do, for illustration, with the Philip- 
pines in determining their status. It is left for the administra- 
tive branch of the Government under the Constitution to nego- 
tiate treaties and agreements with other countries. In this the 
President acts with the concurrence of the Senate as provided 
by the Constitution, 

Practically every other Government of the world, however, 
has been accorded full recognition by our own. Even our 
enemy countries during the last war have been taken back into 
the fold notwithstanding the propaganda of hate organized for 
war purposes which gave us to understand these countries were 
hopelessly outside the pale of civilization. Russia, however, 
always our friend, whose foes we are accused with helping to 
arm; Russia, through its present regularly constituted Govern- 
ment maintained continuously for over six years, is refused 
recognition or even a governmental trade agreement like that 
negotiated by her with other countries. 

Certain conclusions are offered that T trust may appeal to the 
judgment of disinterested and fair-minded men. 


CONCLUSIONS, 


Russia enjoys trade relations with about 20 countries and 
full diplomatic relations with a majority of these. 

Russia measures up with two-thirds of the European coun- 
tries in stability. 


1923. 


It is the greatest European country territorially and in popu- 
lation, with the greatest undeveloped resources, affording un- 
paralleled trade possibilities. 

Its financial budget system is more certain and businesslike 
than systems possessed by a majority of European countries. 

Respect for law and order prevails. 

‘The laws are well and fairly administered. 

Rights of religious worship and education are recognized 
to-day. 

The greatest cooperative business concerns in the world are 
found in Russia. These concerns are seeking raw material for 
machinery, shoes, clothes, food, and other goods, all of which 
we have to sell. N 

Russia promises to be one of the most powerful and progres- 
sive nations in Europe within a few years. and her friendship 
and good will are assets worth having. Based on these facts 
our committee unanimously agreed and reported that trade re- 
lations ought to exist between the two countries. 

Great Britain, Norway, Denmark, Italy, Czechoslovakia, Aus- 
tria, and other European Governments all have trade rela- 
tions. 

We should place ourselves In a position to compete in that 
trade und to establish friendly relations with a country that has 
been fully recognized by Finland, Poland, Lithuania, Esthonia, 
Latvia, all former Provinces of the mother country, and Ger- 
many, Turkey, Persia, China, and other governments that also 
have full diplomatic relations with Russia. 

The foregoing conclusions appear to be based on abundant 
facts, and, if so, why permit 20 or more governments to receive 
trade advantages refused our own business men? 

Trade agreements now existing between other countries and 
Russia should also be accorded to the United States Govern- 
ment. ‘Thereafter questions relating to reparations might 
properly be referred to arbitration, as was done with the 
Alabama claims against England a half century ago, resulting 
in the Geneva award. Providing such trade agreements and 
settlements prove mutually helpful and satisfactory to both 
countries after a fair trial, full recognition will naturally fol- 
low as a matter of course. 

That seems to be a logical conclusion and in keeping with 
our ideals which should guide us when dealing with a country 
with which for over a century and a quarter we have had 
friendly relations—a people whose assistance in our own hours 
of distress made possible our successful revolution and na- 
tional greatness. We wish the Russians well. It is their Goy- 
ernment, not like ours, to continue or change as they see fit. 
That right of change is occurring throughout the world with 
unparalleled frequency to-day, and ours sbould be the last 
Government to withhold a helping hand from the Russian 
people. 

Senators and ex-Cabinet officers, American ambassadors, and 
others in authority with first-hand information to guide them 
have reached similar conclusions and recently have been quoted 
in favor of trade relations with or without full recognition 
by the United States of Russia. These opinions, based on such 
knowledge, I Jeave for others to assemble, being content here 
to set forth my own observations that may enlist the impartial 
study of men and women who do not require “ steadying by 
propaganda“ but ask to know the truth as we found it to be. 


ADDENDA. 
‘GOVERNMENTS THAT IIAVE RELATIONS WITH RUSSIA. 


Statement furnished by Russian officials of countries with 
whom relations are established by Russia: 

First. Formal diplomatic relations on basis of peace treaties: 

Esthonia, Finland, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Mongolia, 
Poland, Persia, Turkey, Afghanistan, Buchara, and Chiva. 

Second, Trade relations on basis of trade agreements: 

Austria, Czechoslovakia,. Denmark, Great Britain, Italy, and 
Norway. ; 


Third. Trade relations without formal trade agreements but | 


with exchange of trade missions: 
China and Sweden. 


OPINION OF LORD BRYCE ON RUSSIAN GOVERNMENT. 


The following excerpt from “ Modern Democracies,” by the 
late Lord Bryce, published in 1922, sets forth his views of the 
Russian form of government: 


This scheme of government by a series of local bodies, primary as- 
semblies, both administrative and elective, sending delegates to bodies 
for larger areas and these again to bodies for still larger areas, up 
to the supreme congress for the whole country, which appoints and 
superyises the small supreme administrative council, is ingenious and 
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interesting as a novel form of constitution. It is not necessarily con- 
nected with Bolshevism or any form of communism, and deserves 
to be studied, apart from any doctrines, on its own merits. * * + 
If we imagine such a constitution honestly worked in an intelligent 
and educated people by men desiring only the common weal, it would 
have two merits, the one that of helping the best talent of the nation 
to rise to the top, the other that of enabling the opinion of the whole 
nation to be promptly ascertained without the cost and delay of a gen- 
eral referendum; for the same issue could be simultaneously pro- 
pounded to all the local soviets, and their answers forthwith trans- 
mitted to headquarters. 


EXILES. 


The following statement was handed our committee by Rus- 
sia’s official censor, Mr. Cagan: 

OFFICIAL STATEMENT TO THE COMMISSION BY CENSOR CAGAN, 

In view of the great interest taken by Senator Kine, Senator Lapp, 
and Mr. Johnson in the fate of the priests exiled to different parts of 
the country because of their antisoviet activities, particularly in the 
number of such exiles, I am in a position to transmit the following 
data supplied by the department of justice: 

At present there are in exile in different parts of the country: 


Priests exiled for a term of 1 year. 10 
Priests exiled for a term of 2 years 86 
Priests exiled for a term of 8 years 36 
Archpriest for a term of 1 pear... 1 
Archprieats for a term of 2 year . 6 
Archpriests for a term of à year 8 
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Besides, there are confined in various concentration camps for 
terms varying from one to three years, priests, 20; archpriests, 6, 
making a total of 123. 

It is necessary to point out that all the ecclesiastics against whom 
the above-mentioned measures have been taken were of the reactionary 
Greek Orthodox Church and were, under the Czar's régime, members of 
the “Union of the Russian People,” a well-known “ black hundred” 
organization, distinguished for instigating Jewish pogroms, etc. 

It will also be of great interest to know that many of the former 
Czar's high officials—officers as well as known leaders of the black 
hundred—became priests and even bishops in order to more conveni- 
ently carry on their antisoviet activities. 

By way of example the following names may be etted: 

N. N. Dulov, former prince and captain of the Czarist army, became 
a priest in 1921; M. A. Polsky, a lieutenant of the Czar's army, became 
a priest in 1920; M. M. Ivanhoff, former colonel, took to priesthood in 
1920; L. G. Sadkovsky, an officer of the White army, turned priest 
in 1921; D. V. Semienov and P. P. Poliansky, both former state 
councilors, turned, the former a priest in 1920, the latter a bishop 
in 1921, 

There were instances of entire dioceses, including the church watch- 
men, consisting of former Czarist officers. For example, Town Bolog- 
onsky, Country Tichonovskaya, Irkutsk Province (C Upkymckow). 

As regards other religious creeds—whether they be Christian denom- 
inations, Mohammedans, or Jews—there is not on record a single case 
of exile or confinement to concentration camp, the simple reason being 
that the October revolution for the first time in Russian history gave 
them the opportunity to preach their beliefs without fear of molesta- 
tion. 

In coneluston, I might add that nearly half of the number of exiles 
have by now repented, and in accordance with the practices of the 
central executive committee will probably be released long before the 
expiration of their respective terms. 

The above data I am sure will serve as the best refutation of the 
wild stories about thousands of priests shot, exiled, or held in concen- 
tration camps, which are being spread abroad by individuals and organ- 
izations too well known for their antisoviet activities to be taken 
seriously. 

RUSSIAN CONSTITUTION, 1923. 


CONSTITUTION OF THE UNION OF SOCIALIST SOVIET REPUBLICS. 


At the session of the union central executive committee, on 
July 6, 1923, the declaration and treaty of union, which to- 
gether form the constitution of the Union of Socialist Soviet 
Repubtics, was formally ratified. The following is the treaty 


of union: 
THE TREATY OF UNION, 


The Russian Socialist Federal Soviet Republic (R. S. F. S. R.), the 
Ukrainian Socialist Soviet Republic (U. S. S. R.), the White Russian 
Socialist Soviet Republic (W. R. S. S. R.), aud the Transcaucasian 
Socialist Federal Soviet Republic (the Socialist Soviet Republics of 
Azerbaijan, Georgia, and Armenia) hereby unite into one Federal 
State—the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics, 
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I, COMPETENCE or THe SUPREME GOVERNING Bobs OF THE UNION. 


1. The competence of the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics, as 
exercised by its supreme governing bodies, shall {nclude— 

(a) Representation of the union in international relations, the 
conduct of all diplomatic intercourse, the conclusion of political and 
other treaties with other states. 

(b) Modification of the external frontiers of the union, as also 
the regulation of questions regarding the alteration of the boundaries 
between the contracting Republics. 

(e) Conclusion of treaties for the incorporation of new Republics 
in the union. ‘ 

(d) Declaration of war and conclusion of peace. 

(e) Floating of foreign and Internal union loans, and sanction of 
foreign and internal loans of the contracting Republles. 

(f) Ratification of international treaties. 

(g) Control of- foreign trade and establishment of a system of 
internal trade. 

(h) Establishment of the basic principles and of a general plan 
for the whole national economic system of the union; delimitation 
of the branches of industry and of separate industrial undertakings 
which are of importance to the whole union; and the conclusion of 
concession agreements both relating to the union as a whole and also 
In the name of the contracting Republics. 

(i) Control of transport and posts and telegraph. 

(j) Organization and control of the armed forces of the union. 

(k) Adopting of a single state budget for the union, comprising 
the budgets of the contracting Republics; determination of the general 
union taxes and revenues, as also of deductions therefrom and addi- 
tions thereto for the budgets of the contracting Republics; authoriza- 
tion of additional taxes and dues for the budgets of the contracting 
Republics. 

(1) Establishment of a single currency and credit system. 

(m) Establishment of general principles governing the distribution 
and use of land, and the exploitation of mineral wealth, forests, and 
waterways throughout the whole territory of the union. 

(n) General union legislation on migration from one Republic to 
another, and establishment of a colonization fund. 

(0) Establishment of basic principles for the composition and pro- 
cedure of the courts ard the civil and criminal legislation of the 
union. 

(p) Establishment of the fundamental labor laws. 

(4) Establishment of the general principles of national education. 

(r) Adoption of a system of weights and measures. 

(s) Organization of statistics covering the whole union. 

(t) Fundamental legislation as to the rights of foreigners to citizen- 
ship of the union. 

(u) Amnesties throughout the whole territory of the union. 

(v) Veto of decisions of soviet congresses and of central executive 
committees of the contracting Republics which infringe the present 
constitution. 

(w) Adjudication of disputes arising between contracting Republics. 


RATIFICATION AND AMENDMENT, 


2. The ratification and amendment of the fundamental provisions of 
the present constitution is the exclusive prerogative of the Union Con- 
gress of Soviets, i 

II. SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OF THE CONTRACTING REPUBLICS AND UNION 

CITIZENSHIP, 


8. The sovereign rights of the constituent Republics are restricted 
only to the extent. laid down in the present constitution, and only in 
connection with matters falling within the competence of the union. 
Outside these limits each contracting Republic exercises its state au- 
thority independently; the Union of Socialist Soviet Republic safe- 
guards the sovereign rights of the contracting Republics. 

4. Each of the contracting Republics retains its right to leave the 
union if it so desires. 

5. The contracting Republics shall modify their constitutions as re- 
quired by the present union constitution. 

6. The territories of the contracting Republics may not be altered 
without their consent, and the consent of all the Republics forming the 
union is necessary for any alteration, limitation, or annulment of 
paragraph 4. 

7. Union citizenship replaces citizenship of the separate Republics, 

III. Tun UNION CONGRESS or SOVIETS. 

8. The supreme authority of the union is the Union Congress of 
Soytets, and in the interval between congresses the union central ex- 
ecutive committees, consisting of the union council and the council of 
nationalities. 

BASIS OF REPRESENTATION. 


9. The Union Congress of Soviets is composed of representatives of 
town soviets and soviets of town settlements in the proportion of one 
delegate for every 25,000 electors, and of representatives of provincial 
soviet congresses in the proportion of one delegate for every 125,000 
inhabitants. 


10. Delegates to the Union Congress of Soviets are elected at the 
provincial soviet congresses. In Republics where there are no pro- 
vincial units delegates are elected directly at the soviet congress of 
the Republic. 

11. Ordinary union soviet congresses are summoned annually by the 
union central executive committee. Extraordinary congresses are sum- 
moned by the union central executive committee on its own initiative 
or on the demand of the union council, the council of nationalities, or 
two of the Republics. 

12. Under exceptional circumstances when the Union Congress of 
Soviets can not be called at the proper time the union central executive 
committee is authorized to postpone it. 


IV. TAE UNION CENTRAL EXECUTIVE ComMirrep. 


18. The central executive committee of the union is composed of the 
union council and the council of nationalities, 

14. The Union Congress of Soviets elects the union council, which 
consists of 371 members, from delegates of the contracting Republics 
proportionally to the population of each Republic. 

15. The council of nationalities is constituted of representatives of 
the contracting and autonomous soviet socialist Republics on the basis 
of five delegates from each of these, and the representatives of the 
autonomous regions of the R. S. F. S. R., each of which sends one 
delegate. The constitution of the council of nationalities as a whole 
must be ratified by the Union Congress of Soviets. 

[Nore.—The autonomous Republics of Adzharia and Abkhazia and 
the autonomous region of south Osetia shall have one representative 
each on the council of nationalities.] 

16. The union council and council of nationalities shall examine 
all decrees, codes, and regulations submitted to them by the presidium 
of the central executive committee and the council of people's com- 
missaries of the union, by separate people's commissaries of the union, 
or by the people’s commissaries of the union, or by the central execu- 
tive committees of the contracting Republics, also when the question 
of such decrees, etc., is ralsed on the initiative of the union council 
or the council of nationalities. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ISSUES DECREES. 


17. The union central executive committee issues codes, decrees, 
regulations, and orders, and forms a single legislative and executive 
body for the union; it further defines the work of the presidium of the 
central executive committee and the council of people's commissaries 
of the union, 

18, All decrees and decisions concerning general political and eco- 
nomic conditions within the union, or Introducing fundamental altera- 
tions in the existing practice of the State departments of the union, 
must be submitted to the union central executive committee for ex- 
amination and ratification. 


19. All decrees, regulations, and orders issued by the central execu- 
tive committee are compulsory throughout the territory of the union, 

20. The union central executive committee may suspend or set aside 
decrees, regulations, and orders of its presidium, the Soviet Congresses, 
and the central executive committees of the contracting Republics as 
well as of other governing bodies throughout the territory of the union. 

21. Ordinary sessions of the union central executive committee are 
summoned by its presidium three times a year. Extraordinary ses- 
sions are called by decision of the presidium of the union council or of 
the presidium of the council of nationalities, as also on the demand 
of the central executive committee of any one of the contracting Re- 
publics. 

DRAFT LAWS WHEN OF LEGAL FORCE, 


22. Draft laws which are submitted to the union central executive 
committee only acquire legal force when they have been approved by 
the union council and the council of nationalities; they are published 
in the name of the union central executive committee, 

23. In case the union council and the council of n&tionalities fail 
to agree, the question is to be submitted to a conciliation commission 
formed by them. 

24. Should no agreement be reached by the conciliation commission 
the question is referred for consideration to a joint session of the 
union council and the council of nationalities, and should no majority 
of votes of the union council or of the council of nationalities be 
secured, the question may be submitted at the request of either body 
to an ordinary or extraordinary union congress of soviets. 

25. The union council and council of nationalities each elects a 
presidium of seven of its members to arrange its sessions and conduct 
the work of the latter. 


BXECUTIVE COMMITTEE SUPREME IN INTERIM. 


26. In the intervals between sessions of the union central exect- 
tive committee supreme authority is vested in its presidium, formed by 
the union central executive committee of 21 members, amongst whom 
are included the whole of the union council presidium and the presi- 
dium of the council of nationalities. 
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27. The central executive committee elects, in accordance with the 
number of contracting Republics, four chairmen of the union central 
executive committee from members of its presidium, 

28. The union ceutral executive committee is responsible to the 
unton congress of soviets, 


V. Tun PRESIDIUM or THB Union CenrnaL EXECUTIVE COMMITTEB. 


29. In the interval between the sessions of the union central execu- 
tive committee its presidium is vested with supreme legislative, execu- 
tive, and administrative authority. 

80. The presidium of the union central executive committee super- 
visea the application of the union constitution and the carrying out 
by all departmental authorities of all decisions of the union congress 
of soviets and of the union central executive committee. 

81. The presidium of the union central executive committee is em- 
powered to suspend or to set aside the decisions of the council of 
people’s commissaries and of separate people’s commissariats of the 
union, as also of the central executive committees and of the councils 
of people’s commissaries of the contracting Republics. 

82. The presidium of the union central executive committee is em- 
powered to suspend the decisions of soviet congresses of the contract- 
ing Republics, but must subsequently submit these decisions for ex- 
mination and ratification by the union central executive committee. 


PRESIDIUM ISSUES DBCREES, 


83. The presidium of the union central executive committee issues 
decrees, regulations, and orders, examines and ratifies draft decrees 
and resolutions submitted by the council of people's commissaries, by 
separate departments of the union, or by the central executive commit- 
tees and other governing bodies. 

34. The decrees and decisions of the union central executive com- 
mittee, its presidium, and the council of people’s commissaries of the 
union are printed in all langueges ordinarily used in the Republics— 
Russian, Ukrainian, White Russian, Georgian, Armenian, Turco-Tar- 
tar. 

35. The presidium of the union central executive committee decides 
all questions regarding the relations between the union council of 
people's commissaries and the people's commissariats of the union on 
the one hand and the central executive committee of the contracting 
Republic and their presidiums on the other. 

86. The presidium of the union central executive committee is re- 
sponsible to the latter. 


VI. Tun Union COUNCIL oy PEOPLE’S COMMISSARIES. 


87. The union council of people's commissaries is the executive and 
administrative body of the union central executive committee, and is 
formed by the latter as follows: 

The chairman of the union council of people's commissartes. 

The vice chairman of the union council of people's commissaries. 

The people's commissary for foreign affairs. 

The people's commissary for military and na val affairs. 

The people's commissary for foreign trade. š 

The people's commissary for transport. 

The people's commissary for posts and telegraphs. 

The people's commissary for workers’ and peasants’ inspection. 

The people’s commissary for labor. 

The people's commissary for food. 

The people’s commissary for finance. 

The chairman of the supreme economic council. 


UNION COUNCIL ISSUES DECREES. 

38. The union council of people's commissaries issues decrees and 
regulations, which are compulsory throughout the territory of the 
union, within the limits of the powers conferred on it by the union 
central executive committee and by the statute whereby it is estab- 
lished. 

89. The union council of people's commissaries examines decrees and 
regulations submitted to it by separate people’s commissarlats of the 
union or by the central executive committees of the contracting Re- 
publics and their presidium. . 

40. In all its work the union council of people's commissaries is 
responsible to the union central executive committee and its presidium. 

41. Regulations and orders made by the union council of people's 
commissarles muy be suspended or rescinded by the union central 
executive committee and its presidium. 

42. The central executive committees of the contracting Republics 
and their presidiums may appeal against the decrees and decisions of 
the union council of people’s commissaries to the presidium of the 
union central exeentive committee, but may not, in the meantime, sus- 
pend their execution. 


VII. THE SUPREME Court oF THE UNION. 
THE SUPREME COURT. 


43. For the maintenance of revolutionary law throughout the ter- 
ritory of the union. a supreme court ef the union is attached to the 
union central executive committee. The competence of this court in- 
cludes : 


(a) To gtve authoritative interpretations on questions of general 
union legislation to the supreme courts of the contracting Republics. 

(b) On the recommendation of the procurator of the union supreme 
court to examine the regulations, decisions, and sentences of the 
supreme courts of the contracting Republics, and to appeal against 
them to the union central executive committee on the ground that they 
violate general union legislation or in so far as they are prejudicial 
to the Interests of the other Republics. 

(c) To give decisions at the request of the union central executive 
eommittee on the legality of any regulations of the contracting Re- 
publics from the point of view of the union constitution. 

(d) To adjudicate in judiciable disputes between the contracting 
Republics. 

(e) To examine accusations against high officials of the unlon for 
crimes of office. 

44. The union supreme court functions through— 

(a) Plenary sessions, 

(b) Civil and criminal divisions. 

(e) MWitary and military transport divisions. 

45. The plenary session of the union supreme court consists of 11 
members, including the chairman and vice chairman, the 4 chairmen 
of the plenary sessions of the supreme courts of the contracting Re- 
publics, and 1 representative of the union state political department. 
(See paragraph 61.) The chairman, vice chairman, and the other 
five members are appointed by the presidium of the union central 
executive committee, 

46. The procurator and assistant procurator of the union supreme 
court are appointed by the presidium of the union central executive 
committee, The duties of the procurator of the union supreme court 
include: To give an opinion on all questions submitted to the union 
supreme court, and to sustain such opinion at its sessions, and in 
ease of disagreement with the decision of the plenary session of the 
union supreme court, to appeal-against it to the presidium of the 
union central executive committee, 

47. The right to submit the questions indicated in paragraph 43 to 
the plenary session of the union supreme court may only be exercised 
by the union central executive committee, its presidium, the procurator 
of the union supreme court, the procurators of the contracting Repub- 
lices, and the union state political department. 

48. Plenary sessions of the union supreme court constitute special 
full judicial sessions for the trial of— 

(a) Criminal and civil cases of exceptional importance in which the 
safety of two or more of the contracting republics is involved. 

(b) Cases involving the personal liability of members of the union 
central executive committee and the union council of people’s com- 
missaries. 

The union supreme court may only undertake the trial of such cases 
on the authority of a special decision of the union central executive 
committee or its presidium in each separate case, 


VIII. Tun UNION Prorrx's COMMISSARIATS, 
DUTIES OF COMMISSARIATS. 


49. For the direct control of separate branches of state administra- 
tion coming within the competence of the union council of people's 
commissaries, 10 people’s commissariats are established, as indicated 
in paragraph 37 of the present constitution, to work in accordance 
with statutory provisions regarding people's commissariats laid down 
by the union central executive committee. 

50. The union people’s commissariats are divided into— 

(a) Interunion people's commissariats—single commissariats for 
the whole union. 

(b) Joint people’s commissariats of the union. 

51. The following are interunion people’s commissariats: Foreign 
affairs, military and naval affairs, foreign trade, transport, posts and 
telegraphs. 

52. The following are joint people's commissarlats: 

Supreme economie council, food, labor, finanee, workers’ and peas- 
ants’ inspection. 

53. The interunion people’s commissariats have their own represent- 
atives, who are directly responsible to them. in the contracting Re 
publics. f 

54. The departments which carry out the work of the joint people's 
commissariats of the union in the contracting Republies are the corre- 
sponding people's commissariats of these Repudlies. 

55. The union people's commigsariats afè directed by the members 
of the council of people’s commissaries—the union people’s com- 
missarles. 

56. Each people's commissary is assisted by a board, of which he is 
chairman, and the members of which are appointed by the union council 
of people’s commissaries. 

57. The people's commissaries have authority to take personal deci- 
sions on all questions within the competence of the particular com- 
missariat, but they must apprise their bonrds= of all such decisions. 
Should the board or any of its members dic.gree with any decision 
made by a people's commissary, they may, without suspending the exe- 
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cution of the decision, appeal against it to the union council of peo- 
ple’s commissaries. 

358. Orders issued by individual union people's commissariats may 
be annulled by the union central executive committee and the union 
council of people’s commissaries. 

59. Orders issued by union people's commissariats may be suspended 
by the central executive committees of the contracting Republics, or 
their presidium, if such orders are clearly inconsistent with the union 
constitution, union legislation, or the legislation of the contracting Re- 
publics. Such suspension of an order must be immediately notified to 
the union council of people's commissaries and to the union people's 
commissaries concerned. S 

60. Union people's commissaries are responsible to the union council 
of people's commissaries and to the union central executive committee 
and its presidium. 

IX. Toe Union Stats POLITICAL DEPARTMENT, 


A SUPERGOVERNMENT SUPERVISION. 


61. In order to unify the revolutionary action of the contracting 
Republics in their struggle with the political and economie counter- 
revolution, espionage and banditism, a joint State political department 
is established, attached to the union council of people's commissaries ; 
the chairman of this department is a consultative member of ‘the 
union council of people's commissaries. 

62. The union State political department controls the work of the 
local branches of the State political department through its repre- 
sentatives in the council of people’s commissaries of the contracting 
Republics; these representatives act in accordance with special and 
legally ratified regulations, 

3. The procurator of the union supreme court exercises control 
over the legality of the actions of the union State political depart- 
ment in accordance with a special decree issued by the union central 
executive committee. 


X. THe CONTRACTING REPUBLICS. 


64. The Soviet Congress of the contracting Republics is the supreme 
authority within the territory of each Republic and, in the intervals 
between congresses, {ts central executive committee. 

65. The mutual relations between the supreme authorities of such 
contracting Republics and the supreme authorities of the union are 
defined in the present constitution. 

t6. The central executive committees of the contracting Republics 
clect from among their members presidiums, which are the supreme 
muthorities in the intervals between the sessions of the central execu- 
tiye committees, 


COMMISSARIES OF THE CONTRACTING REPUBLICS. 


67. The central executive committees of the contracting Republics 
set up their own executive bodies, 1. e., councils of people's commis- 
saries, which consist of— 

The chairman of the councils of people's commissaries, 

Vice chairman of the council of people's commissaries. 

The chairman of the supreme economie council. 

The people’s commissary for agriculture. 

The people’s commissary for finance. 

The people's commissary for food. 

The people's commissary for labor. 

The people's commissary for home affairs. 

The people's commissary for workers“ and peasants’ inspection. 

The people's commissary for education. 

The people’s commissary for health. 

The people’s commissary for social welfare; and also, either with 
consultative or yoting rights, according to the decision of the central 
executive committees of the Republics, representatives of the union 
people’s commissaries for foreign affairs, military and naval affairs, 
foreign trade, transport, and posts and telegraphs. 

68. Tue supreme economic council and the people's commissariats for 
food and finance, people’s commissariats for food, finance, and labor, and 
workers’ and peasants’ inspection of each contracting Republic, while 
subordinate to the central executive committee and the council of 
people's commissaries of the contracting Republic, carry out the instruc- 
tions of the corresponding union people's commissariats. 

69. The power to amnesty, pardon, and rehabilitate citizens sen- 
tenced by the judicial and administrative authorities of the contract- 
ing Republics is the prerogative of the central executive committees of 
these Republics. a e 

XI. Anus, FLAG, AND CAPITAL OF THE UNION. 

70. The arms of the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics consist of 
the hammer and sickle emblazoned on the globe, encircled by ears of 
grain, with the inscription “ Proletarians of the world, unite” in the 
six languages enumerated in paragraph 34, and surmounted by a fiye- 
pointed star. 

71. The cfficial flag of the union is of red or scarlet cloth, bearing 
the arms of the union. 

72. The capital of the union is the town of Moscow. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 13, 


RUSSIAN FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, 


The members of the Goyernment and presidium of the United Sovict 
Socialist Republics, according to the latest constitutional changes: 

President of the central executive committee of the soviets, M. I. 
Kalinin. 

Second president of the central executive committee of the soviets, 
A. G. Cherviakov. 

Third president of the central executive committee of the soviets, 
G. I. Petrovsky. 

Fourth president of the central executive committee of the soviets, 
N. Narimonoy. 

Secretary of the presidium, A. Enukidze. 

President of council of commissars (prime minister), Vladimir T. 
Lenin-Ullanov. 

Acting president of council (acting premier), Leo B. Kamenci. 

Acting president of council (acting premier), A. Tslurupa. 

Acting president of council (acting premier), A. I. Rykov; also presi- 
dent of the supreme economic council. 

Acting president of council (acting premier), V. Chubar. 

Acting president of council (acting premier), M.. Orachalashyill. 

Commissar of foreign trade: Leonid B. Krassin. 

Acting commissar of foreign trade: Moses I. Frumkin. 

Commissar of foreign affairs: George V. Chicherin. 

Acting commissar of foreign affairs: Maxim Lityinoy. 

Commissar of finances: George Sokolnikov. 

Acting commissar of finances: Michael Vladimirovitch. 

Commissar of transportation: Felix E. Djerjinisky. 

Acting commissar of transportation: Leonid Serebriakoy. 

Commissar of army and navy: Leo D. Trotski. 

Acting commissar of army and navy: E. M. Skliansky. 

Commissar of post and telegraph: Ivan N. Smirnov. 

Acting commissar of post and telegraph: V. S. Dorgalevsky. 

Commissar of food: Nicholas P. Briukhanov. 

Commissar of control and inspection: V. Kuibishey, 

Acting commissar of control and inspection: V. A. Avanesoy. 

Commissar of labor: Vasili v. Schmidt. 

COMMISSARS OF RUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC, 

Commissar of education: Anatoli Lunacharsky. 

Acting commissar of education: Michael N. Pokroysky. 

Commissar of health: Nicholas A. Semashko. 

Acting commissar of health: Zinovi P. Soloviev. 

Commissar of justice: Dimitri I. Kursky. 

Acting commissar of justice: Nicholas V. Krylenko. 

Commissar of interior: Felix E. Djerjinisky. 

Acting commissar of interior: Alexander G. Beloborodov. 

Acting commissar of interior: J. S. Unshlicht. 

Commissar of agriculture: Vasili G. Yakovenko. 

Acting commissar of agriculture: M. Smirnov. 

Commissar of social welfare: Nicholas A. Miliutin. 

Acting president of supreme economic council: Ivan T. Smilga. 

Acting president of supreme economic council: Peter A. Bogdanov. 

(Last two named officials are members of the Federal Government.) 


RUSSIAN SOCIALIST FEDERATED SOVIET REPUBLIC “n. s. P. S$. k.“) 


1. All-Russian Congress of Soviets. 
2. All-Russian Central Executive Committee (V. Z. I. K.). 
8. Presidium of V. Z. I. K. 
4. President of V. Z. I. K. 
5. Secretary of V. Z. I. K. 
6. Committee of V. Z. I. K.: Committee for agriculture. 
7. Committee of V. Z. I. K.: Committee for Hquidation of the famine. 
8. Committee of V. I. K.: Committee for child welfare. 
9. Committee of V I. K.: Administrative committee. 
10. Committee of V. Z. I. K.: Other committees, 
11. Council of people's commissaries (sovnarkom). 
12. Committee of the Sovnarkom: Central committee for students“ 
welfare (zekubu). 
13. Committee of the Sovnarkom: Cemmittee on science. 
14. Committee of the Sovnarkom: Committee on concessions. 
. Small council of people's commissaries (small soynarkom). 
. Council of labor and defense (S. T. O.). 
17. The state general plans committee. 
18. Committee on internal trade. 
Committee on science, 
Committee on industrial reimmigration. 
21. People’s commissariats. 
21a. People’s attorney general of the narkomjust.” 
21b. Government's political department (G. P. U.). 
22. Regional economic divisions. 
23. Regional economic conferences (oblekoso). 
26. State executive committee (gubispolkom). 
28a. Its branches. 
29. County executive committee (uispolkom), township exccutive 
committee (volispolkom), village soviet (selsoviet). 


Z. 
Z. 
2. 


1923. 
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EXPLANATORY NOTE TO THE SCHEME OF GOVERNMENT ORGANS OF THE 
RUSSIAN SOCIALIST FEDERATED SOVIET REPUBLIC (“ R, 8. P. S. R.“). 


1. All-Russian Congress of Soviets: The R. S. F. S. R. is the Re- 
public of Soviets of Workmen’s, Peasants’, and Red Army Deputies, 
The State authority belongs to these soviets and the supreme body of 
the country is the All-Russian Congress of Soviets. It convenes in 
Moscow not less than once a year, and is made up of representatives 
of city and State congresses of soviets elected according to popula- 
tion—one delegate for every 25,000 yoters from the city, and one for 
every 125,000 from the State congresses, the voters including only 
those who work. (This does not necessarily mean manual labor.) 
The jurisdiction of the Congress of Soviets covers all branches of 
legislation and administration of the country. 

2. All-Russian Central Executive Committee (V. Z. I. K.): The All- 
Russian Congress of Soviets elects the All-Russian Central Executive 
Committee, in whom full authority is vested, between the meetings of 
the All-Russian Congress. The V. Z. I. K. is the supreme legislative 
and executive body of the Republic. 

3 5. Presidium of V. Z. I. K; president of V. Z. I. K; secretary of 
V. Z. I. K: The V. Z. I. K. elect among themselves a presidium, con- 
sisting of a president, a secretary, and members. The position of the 
president corresponds approximately to that of President of the Re- 
public in American and European republican governments. 

6-10, Committees of V. Z. I. K.: Those deoirtments of State organi- 
zation which demand -special attention sre regulated directly by 
V. Z. I. K. through special committees, These are the committee on 
agriculture, committee on liquidation of the famine, committee for 
child welfare, administrative committee (directing the organization of 
the administrative and economic program of the Republic), and others. 

11. Council of people’s commissaries (soynarkom): The executive 
authority is concentrated in the council of people’s commissaries, which 
is appointed by the V. Z. I. K. and is accountable to the latter for all 
its actions. The soynarkom corresponds to the cabinets in European 
countries, but possesses much wider authority. The generai direction 
of the soynarkom’s activity belongs to the premier (or president of the 
council) ; there are three vice presidents. All the organization work is 
carried on by the executive secretary and the secretary. 

12-14. Committees of the sovnarkom: There are several committees 
of the soynarkom. The principal ones are the central committee for 
students’ welfare (zakubu) committee on srience; committee on conces- 
tions. 

15. Small council of people's commissaries (small soynarkom) : For 
the preliminary examination of questions to be deliberated in the 
council of people's commissaries, and also to see that its decisions are 
carried out by the central bodies, the small council of people’s commis- 
saries has been established. But questions of state defense and foreign 
policy are taken up directly by the sovnarkom. 

16. Couneil of labor and defense (S. T. O.): In order to regulate 
and to centralize the activities of the different departments concerned 
with economic reconstruction and to insure the defense of the country 
the sovnarkom has established the eouncil of labor and defense under 
the direction of the president of the council of people's commissaries 
(premier). The separate branches of the work of economic reconstruc- 
tion are directed by the committee of the council of labor and defense. 
The main subcommittees are— 

17-20. Committees: The State general plans committee—working 
out the general economic plan for the whole State; the committee on 
internal trade; the supreme arbitration committee—the central body 
for the decision of controversies between State institutions: and the 
committee on industrial reimmigration from America. 

21. People’s commissaries: The separate departments of the Govern- 
ment are centralized under the direction of the people’s commissariats, 
corresponding to the ministries of European Governments. There are 
18 people's commissariats; (a) justice; (b) transportation; (e) post 
and telegraph; (d) military; (e) naval; (f) education; (g) health; 
(h) labor; (i) peasants’ and workmen's inspection; (J) alimentation ; 
(k) finance; (1) agriculture; (m) department of the interior; (n) 
supreme council of national economy; (o) foreign trade; (p) foreign 
office; (q) social Insurance; (r) affairs of small nationalities. The 
“supreme council of national economy superintends State industry 
and general problems of economic reconstruction, The people's com- 
missariat of social insurance administers the aid given by the Govern- 
ment to those disabled In war and in industry. The committee on 
affairs of small nationalities directs the policies of the Soviet Govern- 
ment toward the small nationalities and the development of education 
and industry in these nations, and strives to bring about close co- 
operation between the small nationalities and the Soviet Government. 
The peasants’ and workmen's inspection committee organize the various 
local bodies of the country under the central State control. 

21a. Attorney general of the narkomjust: The people's commissioner 
of justice is also the Republic's attorney general. He passes on the 
legality of all the acts of the various State bodies and has the authority 
to protest any of them before the supreme bodies of the Republic. 


The jurisdiction of the other committees Is evident from their names, 
and corresponds to that of similarly named departments in other coun- 


tries. Beside these committees there is the central statistical depart- 
ment (Z. S. U.), which keeps a record of the agricultural and eco- 
nomie resources of the whole country. 

21b. Government's political department: The commissariat of the 
home office (department of interior) directs the Government's po- 
Utical department, which examines all crimes against the political and 
social structure of the State and deals with all counter-reyolutionary 
movements. 

22, Regional economic divisions: Certain departments of the national 
government are established according to region. These are: (22a) 
Military, (22b) transportation, (22c) post and telegraph, (22d) min- 
ing. Economic regions are erected without regard to State boundaries, 
though they follow county boundaries. They frequently consist of the 
whole or parts of a number of States, and their administration is en- 
tirely separate from the State administration. The basis of the 
regional divisions is economic unity and not political. 

23. Regional economic conferences: The activities of the various 
local regional divisions are centralized and coordinated by means of 
economic conferences. The local organization of Soviet Russia is 
identical with the national organization. The supreme authority in 
the State, county, and township (including several villages) is vested 
in State, county, and township (volostnoi) congress of soviets, re- 
spectively. In the periods when the congress is not in session, the 
supreme authority is delegated to the gubispolkom, the uispolkom, and 
the volospolkom, elected by the respective congresses. The general 
control of the policies of the local governments is in the hands of the 
respective presidiums of the ispolkoms (executive committees). 

28. State executive committee (gubispolkom) : The direction of the 
different branclies of the State government is under different commit- 
tees, as in the National Government. The following committees are in 
operation: Military, education, health, labor, peasants’ and workmen's 
inspection, alimentation, finance, agriculture, political department, com- 
munity farm life, gubsoynarhos, statistics. 

29. County executive committee (uispolkom): The county executive 
committee is divided into subsections analogous to those of the gubi- 
spolkom, There is, however, no county council of national economy, 

Township executive committee (volispolkom); The township execu- 
tive committee does all the local work directly and has no subdiyisions. 

In order to understand the structure of the Government of Soviet 
Russia. it must be noted that the soviet organization in the States and 
counties is a reproduction of the national organization. The committees 
of the uispolkom are directly subordinated to the respective committees 
of the gubispolkoms and they in turn to the respective commissariats. 
The uispolkom, as an administrative unit, is directly connected with 
the gubispolkom and the gubispolkom likewise to the all-Russian cen- 
tral executive committee. The relations between the State and county 
committees and their respective executive committees (ispolkoms) are 
exactly like those between the narkomats and soynarkom and the 
V. Z. I. K. 

Village soviet (selsoviet) : The basic soviet organization is the sel- 
soviet, elected in the rural communities, one delogate for every 200 
people. Following the general principle of the soviet constitution, only 
those who work—peasants and workmen—are entitled te vote. The 
village soviet consists of the president and two members. In villages 
with a population of less than 400 there is no separate village soviet. 
The soviet is formed by an association of several villages. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 
18 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
December 14, 1923, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETG. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

145. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a draft of proposed legislation transferring a certain portion 
of land on Fayette Street at the southeast corner of the post- 
office site in Baltimore, Md., to the city of Baltimore, Md., in- 
cluded in House Document No. 531, Sixty-fifth Congress: to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

146. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a draft of proposed legislation authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to accept a correctionary deed to the United States to 
certain land in the city of New York, N. Y., for a post-office 
building site, incorporated in House Document 532, Sixty-fifth 
Congress; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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147. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
the report of the Surgeon General of the Public Health Service 
for the fiscal year 1923; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

148. A letter from the chairman of the United States Tariff 
Commission, transmitting a report showing in detail all travel 
performed by officers and employees of the Tariff Commission 
during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1923; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

149. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a detailed statement showing the number of claims filed under 
41 Stat. 281 and the present status of the work involved in 
connection with their adjudication ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

150. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a draft of proposed legislation recommending the repeal of 
the act (36 Stat. 694) which provided for the purchase of a 
site and building for the accommodation of the United States 
Subtreasury, at a cost for said site not to exceed $250,000; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

151. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a draft of legislation providing for the sale of several par- 
cels of land acquired by the United States for Federal building 
sites, in such manner and on such terms as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may deem to the best interests of the Government; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

152. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a draft of legislation whereby the Secretary of War would 
be given authority to transfer to the Treasury Department the 
land comprising the Cumberland Sound, Fla., quarantine station. 

153. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a statement of the number of persons em- 
ployed in meat inspection, the salary or per diem paid to each, 
where they have been or are employed, together with contingent 
expenses for the period beginning July 1, 1922, and ending June 
30, 1923, in the Department of Agriculture; to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture. 

154. A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminay ex- 
amination of Escanaba Harbor, Mich.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

155. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Gowanus Creek Channel from the foot of Percival 
Street to Hamilton Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y., with a view to 
deepening the same to 26 feet at mean low water; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harhors. 

156. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Irondequoit Bay, N. X.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

157. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of North Portland Harbor (Oregon Slough), Oreg., 
with a view to securing a channel 300 feet wide and 25 feet 
deep at lower low water from the interstate bridge to the 
main ship channel of the Columbia River at the mouth of the 
Willamette River, including consideration of any proposition 
for cooperation on the part of local interests; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

158. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Oak Orchard Harbor, N. X.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

159. A letter from the Secretary of War, trausmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Tombigbee River, Ala. and Miss, and canal 
connecting tie Tombigbee and Tennessee Rivers; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

160. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Cedar Bayou, Tex.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. r 

161. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting. with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of English Bay, St. Paul Island, Alaska; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

162. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the Secretary of 
Labor, submitting a claim for damages to property of the 
Moran Towing & Transportation Co., New York, N. Y., in the 
sum of $1,000, which claim he has adjusted and which requires 
an appropriation for its payment (H. Doc. No. 106); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed, 


163. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting four communications from the Postmaster 
General, submitting estimates of appropriations in the sum of 
$5,890.85, $2,410.61, 83.501. 76, and $898.26, respectively, a total 
of $12,701.48, to pay claims which he has adjusted and which 
require an appropriation for their payment (H. Doc. No. 107); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

164, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary 
examination and survey of Duwamish Waterway, Seattle Har- 
bor, Wash., with a view of widening or deepening, or both 
widening and deepening, the channel to accommodate present 
and future commerce (H. Doc. No. 108); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

165. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination and survey of entrance to Port Orchard Bay, 
Wash. (H. Doe. No. 109); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustration. 

166. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination and survey of Salem River, N. J. (II. Doc. No. 
110); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed with illustrations, 

167. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination and survey of waterway connecting Gravesend 
Bay with Jamaica Bay, N. Y., including consideration of any 
proposition for cooperation on the part of local or State in- 
terest, or both (H. Doc. No. 111); to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

168. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination and survey of Mississippi River at Nauvoo. III. (H. 
Doc. No. 112); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed with illustration. 

169. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral submitting an estimate of appropriations in the sum of 
§2.824.74, to pay claims which he has adjusted and which re- 
quires an appropriation for its payment (H. Doc. No. 113); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

170. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Bloomfield Creek, Staten Island, N. V.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

171. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Arkansas River, in the vicinity of Star Lake, 
Okla.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

172. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Cheboygan River, Mich., in the city of Cheboy- 
gan, with a view to securing a depth of 16 feet between the 
State Street (Road) Bridge and Elm Street; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. > ; 

173. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Northeast River, Md.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

174. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Newport Harbor, R. I.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

175. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft 
of a proposed joint resolution to authorize the use of rock on cer- 
tain public lands in the State of Oregon for the improvement of 
Coos Bay Harbor; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

176. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a, 
draft of proposed legislation which, when enacted, will au- 
thorize the appropriation of the sum of $100,000 to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to acquire title to the Bright Angel 
toll road and trail for the United States Government; to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

177. A letter from the Director of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, transmitting the annual report of the Director of the 
United States Veterans’ Bureau for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1923; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

178. A letter from the chairman of the Federal Trade Com- 
mission, transmitting a statement showing the number of type- 
writers, adding machines, and other similar labor-saving de- 
vices exchanged by the Federal Trade Commission during the 
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fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, 

179. A letter from the chief scout executive of the Boy 
Scouts of America, transmitting a copy of the thirteenth annual 
report of the Boys’ Scouts of America (H. Doc. No. 114); to 
the Committee on Education and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 3203) to provide for the 
equitable distribution of captured war devices and trophies to 
the States and Territories of the United States and the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 3204) to make Newark, 
N. J., a port through which merchandise may be imported for 
transportation without appraisement; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 3205) to amend the act 


of May 1, 1920, entitled “An act to revise and equalize rates 
of pension to certain soldiers, sailors, and marines of the 
Civil War and the war with Mexico, to certain widows, in- 
cluding widows of the War of 1812, former widows, dependent 
parents, and children of such soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
and to certain Army nurses, und granting pensions and increase | 
of pensions in certain cases”; to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions. | 

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 3206) obligating Federal re- 
serve banks to pay interest upon all realized balances, whether 
reserve or otherwise, maintained by all member banks: to the | 
Committee on Banking and Currency. | 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3207) to deter- | 
mine the jurisdiction of circuit and district courts of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3208) defining combinations and con- 
spiracies in trade and labor disputes and regulating the grant- | 
ing of injunctions therein: to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3209) to correct the military record and 
provide for the granting of pensions to survivors of certain bat- 
talions of militia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3210) for the benefit of railway postal 
clerks ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3211) to authorize the con- 
struction of a nurses’ home for the Columbia Hospital for Wo- 
men and Lying-in Asylum; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 3212) to provide for the reten- 
tion of books, charts, and similar supplies by beneficiaries of 
vocational training; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 3213) to authorize the appro- 
priation of additional sums for Federal aid in the construction 
of post roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3214) to provide for an allowance for 
maintenance of equipment for carriers in rural mail delivery 
service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8215) to 
provide and adjust penalties for violation of various navigation 
laws, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Mer- | 
ehant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3216) to amend section 4132 of the Re- 
vised Statutes and to repeal an act approved August 18, 1914, 
entitled “ An act to provide for the admission of foreign-built 
ships to American registry for foreign trade,” and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3217) te abolish the inspection districts of 
Apalachicola, Fla., and Burlington, Vt., and the office of one 
supervising inspectur, Steamboat Inspection Service: to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3218) to prohibit the payment of gratui- 
ties to the masters of vessels or other persons for the pur- 
pose of inducing or securing contracts for repairing vessels or | 
furnishing yessels with supplies or other necessities; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3219) to amend sections 4402, 4404, and 
4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to classify 
and provide salaries for officers and clerks of the Steamboat 
Inspection Service; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bin (H. R. 3220) to amend section 
196 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 3221) to amend the revenue 
act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 3222) to author- 
ize and direct the Secretary of War, for national defense in 
time of war and for the production of fertilizers and other 
useful products in time of peace, to lease to Henry Ford, or a 
corporation to be incorporated by him, nitrate plant No. 1, at 
Sheffield, Ala.; nitrate plant No. 2, at Muscle Shoals, Ala.; 
Waco Quarry, near Russellville, Ala.; and to lease to Henry 
Ford, or a corporation to be incorporated by him, Dam No. 2 and 
Dam No. 3 (as designated in H. Doc. 1262, 64th Cong., Ist sess.), 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 3223) to provide for a monthly 
maintenance allowance for all rural carriers on either horse- 
drawn or motor routes in the Postal Service; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 3224) to create a commission 
of investigation in connection with the eighteenth amendment 

| to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

| By Mr. BARKLEY: A bill (H. R. 3225) to prohibit the man- 

| ufacture, sale, or transportation in interstate commerce of 
misbranded articles, to regulate the traffic therein, and for 

| other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

| Commerce. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 3226) amending the pro- 
hibition act; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, 

By Mr. SALMON: A bill (H. R. 8227) to amend section 5202 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by 
an act approved October 22, 1919; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 3228) to create a negro in- 
dustrial commission; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 3229) to amend Publie Law 


306, approved September 18, 1922, extending the time for com- 


mencing construction of a bridge across the Obio River to con- 
nect the city of Benwood, W. Va., and the city of Bellaire, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 3230) making October 
27 a national holiday, to be known as Roosevelt's Birthday; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. f 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 3231) for the con- 
struction of a lighthouse and fog signal at Harding entrance 
to Resurrection Bay, Alaska; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3232) to extend the provisions of the 
Federal highway act to Alaska; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3233) fixing date 
for the beginning of regular sessions of Congress; to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3234) to amend 
a provision contained in the Indian appropriation act for the 
fiscal year 1917, approved May 18, 1916 (39 Stat. pp. 123-156), 
appropriating the sum of 895.000 to be used in addition to the 
tribal funds of the Stockbridge and Munsee Tribes of Indians 
in Wisconsin who are enrolled under the act of Congress of 
March 3, 1893; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3235) providing for the protection of the 
public health and the prevention of fraud and deception by 
prohibiting the manufacture, the sale, the offering for sale, or 
exposing for sale, or the haying in possession with the intent 
to sell, of adulterated or deleterious butter, and prescribing 
the penalty for the violation thereof; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 3236) to regulate the prac- 
tice of optometry in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 3237) to provide for 
the disposition of abandoned lighthouse, life-saving, and Coast 
Guard reservations in the State of Florida; to the Committee 


| on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3238) to provide for the disposition of 
abandoned military reservations in the State of Florida; to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands, 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 3239) amending the act of Feb- 
ruary 5, 1917, entitled “An act regulating immigration of aliens 
to and residence of aliens in the United States,” amending also 
the act of June 29, 1906, entitled “An act to provide for a uni- 
form rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the United 
States and establishing the Bureaun of Naturalization,” providing 
for issuance abroad of certificates to immigrants, for the regis- 
tration of aliens, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3240) to regulate and control the manu- | construction of hangars and the maintenance of flying fields 
facture, sale, and use of weights and measures and weighing | for the use of the air mail service of the Post Office Depart- 


and measuring devices for use or used in trade or commerce, | ment; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


and for other purposes; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3241) to establish the standard of weights 
and measures for the following wheat-mill, rye-mill, and corn- 
mill products, namely, flours, hominy, grits, and meals, and all 
commercial feeding stuffs, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 8242) to provide adjusted 
compensation for veterans of the World War, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 3243) to create a bureau 
of civil aeronautics in the Department of Commerce, encourage 
and regulate the navigation of civil aircraft, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROSENBLOOM: A bill (H. R. 3244) to provide re- 
lief for the victims of the airplane accident at Langin Field, 
Moundsville, W. Va., to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 3245) to provide for the ar- 
rest and punishment of aliens who unlawfully enter the United 
States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. STEVENSON. A bill (H. R. 3246) to amend section 
5190, Revised Statutes of the United States, and paragraph 
1, section 9, Federal reserve act; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 3247) to authorize the na- 
tion-wide recording by fingerprint and footprint record at 
birth of all children born within the territorial confines of the 
United States of America and the possessions thereof; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8248) declaring November 11 a legal public 
holiday, to be known as Armistice Day; to the Committee on the 

By Mr. DOYLE: A bill (H. R. 8249) to prohibit the collec- 
tion of a surcharge for the transportation of persons or bag- 
gage in connection with the payment for parlor or sleeping car 
accommodations; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 8250) to establish and 
maintain a fish-hatching and fish-culture station in Marquette 
County, Wis.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. WATRES: A bill (H. R. 3251) to provide for the 
appointment of an additional district judge for the middle 
district of Pennsylvania and fixing his salary; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 8252) to establish in the 
Treasury Department a bureau of supply, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD. A bill (H. R. 8253) to provide for the 
prevention of waste in drilling and producing oil and natural 
gas in the State of Arkansas; to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8254) to provide for a monthly mainte’ 


nance allowance for all rural carriers on either horse-drawn or 
motor routes in the Postal Service; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. A bill (H. R. 3255) to estab- 
lish a fish-hatching and fish-cultural station in the Stute of 
Tennessee; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3256) to amend an act to authorize the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy to make cer- 
tain disposition of condemned ordnance, guns, projectiles, and 
other condemned material in their respective departments; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOLFF. A bill (H. R. 8257) making eligible for 
retirement, under certain conditions, officers of the Army of 
the United States, other than officers of the Regular Army, 
who incurred physical disability in line of duty while in the 
service of the United States during the World War; tv the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida. A bill (H. R. 3258) making 
additional appropriation for improvement of Miami Harbor, 
Miami, Fla.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McKEOWN. A bill (H. R. 3259) authorizing the 
establishment and maintenance of an Indian sanatorium at 
Shawnee, Okla.; to the Committee on Indians Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3260) to amend the practice and pro- 
cedure in Federal courts, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD. A bill (H. R. 3261) to authorize 
and provide for the payment of the amounts expended in the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3262) to authorize the temporary re- 
serving and setting apart certain public lands for experiments 
in sheep growing, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 3263) for the purchase 
of a post-office site at Wauseon, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3264) for the purchase of a post-office 
site at Bryan, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 3265) for the construction 
of a bridge between the Boroughs of Brooklyn and Queens, in 
the city and State of New York; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 3266) for the establish- 
ment of a United States industrial home for women at Mount 
Weather, Va.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 3267) to amend an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on Patents. 

By. Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 3268) to amend section 
7 of the act approved January 16, 1883, entitled An act to 
regulate and improve the civil service,” to give preference to 
soldiers, sailors, marines, and Red Cross nurses; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 3269) providing for plac- 
ing of Government employees engaged in the enforcement of 
national prohibition under the civil service; to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 3270) for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Plainview, county seat of Hale 
County, State of Texas, and appropriating money therefor; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3271) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the eity of Lubbock, count: seat of Lubbock County, 
State of Texas, and appropriating money therefor; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FUNK: A bill (H. R. 3272) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Eureka, 
III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3273) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Paxton, III.; to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3274) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Bloomington, III.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MILLIGAN; A bill (H. R. 3275) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Richmond, 
Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 3276) to provide for a site 
and public building at Coatesville, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O'SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 3277) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a post office thereon at 
Torrington, in the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3278) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a post office thereon at Derby, in the 
State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R.- 3279) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a post office thereon at Waterbury, in the 
State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. LARSEN of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 3280) to provide 
for the authorization of appropriation for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a Federal building at Hawkinsville, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3281) to provide for the authorization of 
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
Federal building at Eastman, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3282) to provide for the authorization of 
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
Federal building at Fort Valley, Ga,; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3283) to provide for the authorization of 
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
Federal building at Vidalia, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


J... Regn raa take a we Pace Map Ags DS EA 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


285 


By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 3284) to provide a site and 
erect a public building at Oakdale, La.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8285) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at De Ridder, La.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Ry Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8286) for a post-office 
building at Springfield, Ohio; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 3287) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the borough of Tyrone, county 
of Blair, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 3288) to increase the cost of 
the public building at Memphis, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LILLY: A bill (H. R. 3289) to authorize the acquisi- 
tion of a site and the erection of a Federal building at Prince- 
ton, W. Va.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 3290) to enlarge and 
extend the post-office building at Amsterdam, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8291) to enlarge and extend the post-office 
building at Schenectady, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 3292) for the erection 
of a Federal building at Fairbanks, Alaska; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3293) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Lehi, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings 

and Grounds, 

By Mr. PARKS of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 3294) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Warren, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings aud 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8295) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at El Dorado, Ark.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3296) to increase 
the appropriation heretofore made for the erection of a public 
building at Fayette, Howard County, Me.; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3297) to provide for the erection of a public 
buiiding at Sedalia, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8298) pro- 
viding for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building at Beckley, W. Va.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 3299) to construct 
a public building for a post office at the city of Madison, Ga. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 3300) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the ereetion of a public building thereon at 
Peterboro, in the State of New Hampshire; to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 3301) for the pur- 
chase of a site for and the erection of a post-office building 
at Anaconda, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3302) for the enlargement of the Federal 
building at Missoula, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 3303) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a publie building thereon at 
Claremont, in the State of New Hampshire; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: A bill (H. R. 3304) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
Mount Airy, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3305) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Greensboro, N. C.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3306) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Elkin, N. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SALMON: A bill (H. R. 3307) for an appropriation 
for and the erection of a post-office building at Franklin, Tenn.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3308) for the purchase of a post-office site 
and the erection thereon of a suitable public building at Dick- 
son, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3309) for the purchase of a post-office site 
and the erection thereon of a suitable public building at Law- 
renceburg, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 3310) to enlarge and extend 
the post-office building at Lakeland, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 3311) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Tuscumbia, Ala.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3312) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Sheffield, Ala.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3313) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Athens, Ala.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VAIL: A bill (H. R. 8314) to grant medals to sur- 
vivors and heirs of yolunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope 
storming party; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 3315) to increase the 
percentage of national forest receipts to be paid to the Terri- 
tory of Alaska; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 3316) for the education and 
civilization of the Alabama and Coushatta Indians in Texas, 
and making an appropriation therefor; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3317) authorizing the acquisition of a site 
at Galveston, Tex., for a naval aviation station; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 3318) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of two additional judges of the district court of 
the United States for the southern district of New York; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3319) to protect navigation from obstruc- 
tion and injury by preventing the discharge of oil into the 
coastal navigable waters of the United States; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 3320) to 
repeal section 852, chapter 16, and the first paragraph of sec- 
tion 848, chapter 16, Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
to amend the first paragraph of page 377, chapter 200, volume 
85, part 1, session 1, United States Statutes at Large of the 
Sixtieth Congress, by striking out the words “in the States of 
Wyoming, Montana, Washington, Oregon, California, Nevada., 
Idaho, Colorado, and Utah, and in the Territories of New Mexico 
and Arizona”; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 3321) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to remove the quarantine station now 
situated at Fort Morgan, Ala., to Sand Island, a site now 
owned by the United States Government, near the entrance of 
the port of Mobile, Ala., and to construct thereon a new quar- 
antine station; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 3322) to 
confer jurisdiction upon the United States Court of Claims to 
determine the rights and equities contested for by certain per- 
sons designated in the bill in equity filed in the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia in 1915, Rebecca Bowers, ©. B. 
Williams, and Mamie Thompson, and all other persons simi- 
larly interested in that subject matter, No. 33573, on the docket 
of that court, etc.; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr, LAMPERT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 71) con- 
ferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims for the adjudi- 
eation of claims against the United States for flowage damages 
suffered by riparian landowners on the Fox and Wolf Rivers 
in the State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWING: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 72) authorizing 
a preliminary examination or survey of San Diego Harbor, 
Calif.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 73) 
authorizing a preliminary examination or survey of the Yukon 
River near Holy Cross, Alaska; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 74) authorizing a prelimi- 
nary examination or survey of the Yukon River near Fort 
Yukon, Alaska; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 75) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 76) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. ` 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
77) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims for the 
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adjudication of claims against the United States for flowage 
damages suffered by riparian landowners on the Fox and Wolf 
Rivers in the State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 78) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States in relation to 
convening Congress, in either House thereof, in extraordinary 
sessions on the volition of the Members or Members elect 
thereof; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOST: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 79) designating 
and naming an historical ocean-to-ocean highway, and recogniz- 
ing patriotic organizations which have promoted it; to the 
Committee on Roads, 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 80) declaring 
October 12 a legal public holiday, to be known as Columbus 
Day; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 81) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82) extending 
the time during which certain domestic animals which have 
crossed the boundary line into foreign countries may be re- 
turned duty free; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr: GREENE of Massachusetts: Joint resolution (H. J, 
Res, 83) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 85) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. y 

By Mr. LARSEN of Georgia: Concurrent resolution (H. Con, 
Res. 6) relative to printing the Biographical Congressional Di- 
rectory; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: Resolution (H. Res, 74) to 
amend the rules of the House of Representatives; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: Resolution (H. Res. 75) to amend sec- 
tion 3 of Rule XIII requiring five or more Members to object 
to strike bill from Unanimous Consent Calendar the second 
time; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. COOK: Resolution (H. Res. 76) to amend the rules 
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Resolution (H. Res. 77) 
creating a committee on veterans’ legislation; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Resolution (H. Res. 78) directing the 
Personnel Classification Board to furnish certain information ; 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. SNELL: Resolution (H. Res. 79) creating a committee 
on veterans’ legislation ; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: Resolution (H. Res. 80) re- 
questing certain information relative to the so-called “diploma 
mills ”; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 81) providing for a 
committee on the Budget; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: Resolution (H. Res. 82) providing for 
the appointment of a committee of Members of the House of 
Representatives to investigate the activities of the Anti-Saloon 
League of America, and for other purposs; to the Committee on 
‘Rules. 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Chamber of Representa- 
tives of the Republic of Cuba, intensely impressed by the 
lamentable misfortune which has befallen the American Nation 
on the occasion of the death of its illustrious President, Warren 
G. Harding, rising, resolved, by unanimous vote, as a mark of 
respect and homage of condolence, to suspend its labors and to 
send to the body over which you so worthily preside and to the 
American people its sentiments of grief; to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Death of President Harding. 

Alsð, memorial of the Provincial Board of Nueva Ecija, ex- 
pressing sympathy on the death of the late President Harding; 
to the Select Committee on the Death of President Harding. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Georgia, indorsing the plan to construct a substitute steam 
plant for the Gorgas plant; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: Memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Georgia, indorsing the plan to construct a substitute 
steam plant for the Gorgas plant; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 3323) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Horton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 3324) granting a pension to 
Francis M. Perkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3325) granting a pension to Nora V. Me- 
Daniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3326) granting a pension to Celestia Bar- 
nett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3327) granting a pension to Daisy Fear; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3328) granting a pension to Jacob Staley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3829) granting a pension to Mamie H. 
Barrack; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3330) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Hofer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3331) granting a pension to Charles L. 
Dewey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3332) granting a pension to Minnie Hosier; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3333) granting a pension to Charles 
Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 3334) granting a pension to 
Thomas G. Redd; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3335) granting a pension to Luella M. 
Myers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3336) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia C. Moses; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3337) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3338) for the relief of the heirs of James 
M. Downey, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 3339) for the relief of 
Joy Bright Little; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3340) for the relief of Elizabeth T. Cloud; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3341) for the relief of Frederick W. Peter; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3342) for the relief of Robert Turner; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3343) for the relief of Lee C. Davis; to 
the Committee on Claims.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3344) for the relief of Ida E. Godfrey; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3345) for the relief of Thomas N. Emley; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3346) providing for a further survey and 
examination of Absecon Inlet, Atlantic County, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 3347) for the relief of Theo- 
dore Bloom; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3348) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay a certain claim as the result of damage sus- 
tained to the marine railway of the Greenport Basin & Con- 
struction Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3349) for the relief of W. R. Grace & Co.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill, (H. R. 3350) providing for the examination and 
survey of Jones Inlet, Long Island, N. Y.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3351) providing for the examination and 
survey of Manhasset Bay, Long Island, N. Y.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8352) providing for the examination and 
survey of East Rockaway Inlet, Long Island, N. V.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8353) providing for the examination and 
survey of Long Beach Channel, Long Island, N. V.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3354) providing for the examination and 
survey of the entrance to Three Mile Harbor, Long Island. N. 
V.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BEEDY: A bill (H. R. 3355) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret E. Murren; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3356) granting a pension to Lizzie Ella 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 3357) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Jane Stewert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3358) granting a pension to Jacob Floyd 
Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3330) granting a pension to George D. 
Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3360) granting a pension to Theodosia 
Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ey Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 3361) granting an increase of 
pension to Lela M. Karr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 3362) granting an increase of 
pension to Vance Perkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACK of New Tork: A bill (H. R. 3363) for the 
relief of Ella Miller; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOYLAN: A bill (H. R. 8364) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Bender; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 3365) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Monroe, State of 
Georgia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3366) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lexington, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3367) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Carnesville, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8368) anthorizing the Secretary of War to 
donute to the city of Washington, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3369) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Greensboro, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8370) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Eatonton, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3371) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Madison, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3372) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Watkinsville, State of Georgia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldplece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3373) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the University of Georgia, city of Athens, State of 
Georgia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3374) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Covington, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3375) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Hartwell, State of Georgia, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3376) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Elberton, State of Georgia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3377) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Danielsville, State of Georgia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8378) granting a pension to Polk W. 
Nunnally; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3379) granting a 
pension to Ada M. Young; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 8380) for the relief of the 
United Dredging Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3381) granting 
a pension to Charles Osthelder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3382) for the relief of Axel Jacobson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8383) to make a preliminary survey of 
the Wolf and Fox Rivers, State of Wisconsin, with a view to 
the control of floods, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Flood Control. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R 3384) granting a pension to 
Edward Barr, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3385) granting a pension to Harry E. 
Snyder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: A bill (H. R. 3386) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay war-risk insurance to Eliza- 
beth Thornton, foster mother of Edward Short; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 3387) authorizing repay- 
ment of excess amounts paid by purchasers of certain lots 
in the townsite of Sanish, formerly Fort Berthold Indian Reser- 
vation, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8388) to place the name of Paul Crum 
on the muster rolls of Company E, First Regiment Nebraska 
Infantry, United States Volunteers; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 3389) granting a pension 
to William Camp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUSBY: A bill (H. R. 3390) to reimburse J. W. 
Buford, Willlam M. Mosley, Clifton E. Mosley, and William 
C. Mosley; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 3391) for the relief of 
Charles Ritzel; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3392) granting a pension to George M. 
Dorn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3393) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the borough of Marcus Hook, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, one German cannon or fieldplece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3394) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the city of Coatesville, State of Pennsylvania, 
captured cannons or fieldpleces and sultable outfit of cannon 
balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3395) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to Darby Township of Delaware County, State of 
Pennsylvania, a captured cannon or fieldpiece and suitable out- 
fit of cannon balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3396) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the borough of Norwood, State of Pennsylvania, 
two captured cannons or fieldpieces and suitable outfits of 
cannon balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3897) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the borough of Aldan, Delaware County, State of 
Pennsylvania, a captured cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, A bill (H. R. 3398) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the town of Atglen, State of Pennsylvania, a cap- 
tured cannon or fieldpiece and suitable outfit of cannon balls; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3399) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the Media Local Armory Board, Media, State of 
Pennsylvania a captured cannon or fieldpiece and suitable 
outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3400) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to East Coventry Township and Parker Ford, State 
of Pennsylvania, a captured cannon or fieldpiece and suitable 
outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3401) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the Pennsylvania Military College, Chester, State 
of Pennsylvania, a captured cannon or fieldpiece and suitable 
outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, A bill (H. R. 8402) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the town of Morton, State of Pennsylvania, a cap- 
tured cannon or fieldpiece and suitable outfit of cannon balls; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8403) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the city of Chester, State of Pennsylvania, cap- 
tured cannons or fieldpieces and suitable outfits of cannon 
balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL; A bill (H. R. 3404) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Shoemaker; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 3405) for the relief of the 
estate of Ely N. Sonnenstrahl, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 3406) granting a 
pension to Gertrude A. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CLEARY: A bill (H. R. 3407) for the relief of the 
owner of the scow W. 7. C. No. 35; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R. 3408) for the relief of the owners of the 
New York Sanitary Utilization Co. scow No. 14; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3409) for the relief of the Brooklyn East- 
ern District Terminal; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLD of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3410) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Gurney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNALLY of Texas; A bill (H. R. 3411) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. John P. Hopkins; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 3412) granting a pension to 
Luzetta Beekman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3413) granting a pension to Carrie Hiatt 
Preston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3414) for the relief 
of Martha E. Esterly; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 8415) granting a pen- 
sion to William Schuyler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3416) granting a pension to Crosby S. 
Albro; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3417) granting a pension to Rose E. Kline; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 8418) granting a pension to 
Llewellyn Sawyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3419) granting a pension to Edward 
Powell; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8420) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the county of Cannon, 
Tenn., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3421) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Ceffee, Tenn., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3422) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Lincoln, Tenn., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8423) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Moore, Tenn., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3424) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Tullahoma, Tenn., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3425) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the county of Rutherford, Tenn., one German cannon 
or fleldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3426) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Middle Tennessee State Normal School, of Murfrees- 
boro, Tenn., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3427) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Bedford, Tenn., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3428) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Dekalb, Tenn., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3429) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Marshall, Tenn., one German cannon 
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 3430) for the relief of Picton 
Steamship Co. (Ltd.), owner of the British steamship Picton; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3431) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Kane; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3432) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Reece; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3433) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Wilfong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3434) granting a pension to Julia Me- 
Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 3485) for the relief of special 
road and bridge district No. 4, of De Soto County, Fla.; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 3436) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha R. Biddle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3437) for the relief of Mary Shine; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3438) for the relief of Frank Emile 
Perrot; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3439) for the relief of William Elder; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3440) for the relief of John A. Clayton; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3441) for the relief of the Missouri Pants 
Manufacturing Co.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3442) for the relief of Dr. E. S. Bailey; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 8443) granting a pension to 
Leonidas Duncan; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 3444) for the re- 
lief of certain nations or tribes of Indians in Montana, Idaho, 
and Washington; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FENN: A bill (H. R. 3445) granting a pension to 
Henrietta Richmond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 3446) for the relief of 
Marion B. Patterson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3447) granting a pension to Amanda Bor- 
den; to the Committee on Invaliti Pensions. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 3448) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3449) granting a pension to Cora B. Rem- 
ington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3450) granting a pension to Margaret B. 
Davison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3451) granting a pension to Nathan H. 
Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to 
Lottie Wilmarth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 3453) for the relief of the 
widow of Warren V. Howard; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3454) granting a pension to Julia J. Bliss; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3455) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur N. Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GLATFELTER: A bill (H. R. 3456) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isabelle Wolford; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3457) granting a pension to Jesse E. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 8458) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to cause to be made a pre- 
liminary examination and survey of Honga River and Tar Bay 
(Barren Island Gaps), in Maryland; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8459) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James F. B. P. Gould; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8460) granting a pension to Robert M. 
Daniels; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 3461) granting a 
MRENE to George M. Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRIEST ;: A bill (H. R. 3462) granting an increase of 
pension to Philip Dieter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3463) granting a pension to Lizzie B. 
Shreiner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3464) granting a pension to Mary J. Light 
Lawrence; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3465) granting an increase of pension to 
John Usner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8466) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward D. Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3467) granting a pension to John Zellers; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3468) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Ann Eby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 3469) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 3470) granting a pension 
to Fred B. Cogswell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3471) for the relief of 
Horace G. Wilson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3472) for the relief of Albert Wood; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3473) for the relief of the Brighton 
Mills Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3474) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles D. Felter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 3475) to settle the accounts 
of the St. John River Commission; to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. HUMPHREYS: A bill (H. R. 3476) for the relief 
of Herbert A. Wilson; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOST: A bill (H. R. 3477) for the relief of J. B. 
Porter; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8478) for the relief of Clara Fitzgerald; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 3479) granting an increase of 
pension to Annie McNamara; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 3480) granting a pension to 
Samuel C, Shattler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura A. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 3482) granting a pension to 
Rachel Tweedle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3483) for the relief of John Buchanan; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3484) granting a pension to Ocie Billet; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3485) for the relief of Walter P. King; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3486) to correct the military record of 
A. G. Vincent; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3487) granting a pension to Martha Hoff- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3488) granting a pension to Michael v. 
Murray; to the Committee en Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) granting a pension to Nettie Walker; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 3490) to provide for the 
retirement as second lieutenant of Field Artillery in the Army 
of Cadet Joseph P. Constantine, jr.; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 3491) granting a pension to 
Addie Peck; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3492) granting a pension to Julia 
Metzger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3493) granting a pension to Lydia Be- 
dortha ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3494) granting a pension to Mary E. 
McGill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3495) granting a pension to Alice Had- 
sell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8496) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Tice; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8497) granting a pension to Esther T. 
Church; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 3498) to make a prelimi- 
nary survey of the Wolf and Fox Rivers, State of Wisconsin, 
with a view to the control of floods, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr, LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3499) for the relief of 
J. I. Hall, of Jackson, Ky.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3500) granting an increase of pension to 
Burnham Gibson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Scott Tussey ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LARSON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 3502) for the 
relief of Tena Petterson, former widow of Niles Alvin Trulson ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 3503) authorizing 
a preliminary examination and survey of Humboldt Harbor 
and Bay, Calif.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3504) for the relief of Cornelia M. A. 
Tower; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3505) for the relief of Fred W. Stickney 
and H. A. Reynolds; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3506) granting a pension to Frances A, 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3507) for the re- 
lief of Franklin A. Swenson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3508) for the relief of Charles Hurst; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3509) for the relief of Willard Taylor 
Schell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3510) for the relief of Emma Kiener; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 3511) to extend relief to 
the claimants in T. 16 N., Rs. 82 and 33 E., Montana meridian, 
Montana; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3512) granting a pension to Margaret 
Macrae; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 3513) authorizing the 
donation of three cannons of the style of the French 75’s to 
Shanklin-Attaway Post, American Legion, Rome, Ga.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3514) authorizing the donation of Ger- 
man cannons to the city of Trenton, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. i 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3515) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Chickama , Ga, one German 
cannon; to the Committee on Milltary airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3516) authorizing the donation of Ger- 
man cannons to the city of La Fayette, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3517) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Menlo, State of Georgia, one Civil War 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3518) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Summerville, State of Georgia, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cedartown, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3520) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Buchanan, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3521) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Dallas, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3522) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Marietta, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3523) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cartersville, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3524) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Calhoun, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3525) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Chatsworth, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3526) authorizing the Secretary of Wur to 
donate to the city of Rockmart, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3527) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Ringgold, State of Georgia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 3528) for the relief of 
Edgar M. Taylor; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3529) for the relief of Alexander H. Rob- 
ertson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLY: A bill (H. R. 3530) for the relief of Joseph 
C. Holley, of West Hamlin, W. Va.; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 3531) granting a pension to 
Catherine Ahern; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3582) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Gibson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3533) granting a pension to Joseph Worm, 
Jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3534) for the dredging and maintenance of 
Newtown Creek; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8535) granting an increase of 
pension to Gilbert E. Mayor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOGAN: A bill (H. R. 3536) for the relief of Sul- 
livans Island, S. C.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 3537) for the relief of 
L. A. Scott; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8538) granting a pension to Anna Marie 
Higgs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 8539) for the rellef of 
Christopher M. Ladd; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3540) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Grecian; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3541) for the relief 
of Henry Shull; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3542) granting a pension to James A. 
Goodwin, to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 3543) granting an increase 
of pension to Willis P. McCampbell; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3544) for the relief of James Madison 
Brown; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3545) for the relief of John Wesley Rich- 
ardson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3546) granting a pension to Mary N. 
McCullough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3547) granting a pension to Martha 
Kailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3548) granting a pension to Mollie F. Stin- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3549) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Dyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3550) granting a pension to Eliza Reed; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 3551) for the relief of Fred E. 
Hamel; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3552) for the relief of Moses Chauncey ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3553) providing for the commissioning of 
William A. Pearl and granting him immediately thereafter an 
honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3554) for the relief of Frank D. Peck; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3555) for the relief of John J. Waters; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (EL R. 3556) for the relief of Herman R. Wolt- 
man; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3557) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Holland, Mich., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3558) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Zeeland, Mich., one German cannon or 
fileldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3559) granting an Increase of pension to 
George Oat ten; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr: MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 3560) granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy J. O'Connor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 3561) for the relief of Her- 
man Shulof; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 3562) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred T. Johnson; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3563) granting a pension to Mary Orr; to Pens 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3564) granting a pension to Mary Sutton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3565) granting a pension to Maggie B. 
Brookbank: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8566) granting a pension to Annie R. 
Twaddle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3567) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Beavers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3568) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel Everson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3569) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3570) granting a pension to Martha Hut- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3571) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3572) granting a pension to Maud Stevens; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah S. Badger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 3574) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiephine Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3575) granting a pension to Helen Phil- 
lips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3576) granting a pension to Thomas E. 
Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3577) granting a pension to Clara Collins; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to Mabel Wingar; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3579) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Acton; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3580) for the 
relief to J. H. Teasdale Commission Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 3581) for 
the relief of Harold Kernan; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: A bill (H. R. 3582) for 
the relief of August Michalchuk; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3583) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nancy Halcum; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3584) for the relief of W. H. Nelson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3585) granting an increase of pension to 
Bertha Fields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8586) granting a pension to Bertha 
Oglesby ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3587) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary Rebecca Sellars; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 3588) granting a pension 
to Lizzie G. Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRALL: A bill (H. R. 3589) for the relief of the 
depositors of the Mariner Harbor National Bank, Mariners 
Harbor, N. X.; fo the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8590) to cor- 
rect the military record of Clarence G. Stonestreet; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3591) to correct the military record of 
William H. Primm; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3592) for the relief of G. W. Hayhurst; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROACH: A bill (H. R. 3393) granting a pension to 
Cynthia E. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3594) granting 
an increase of pension to Alice Parrigin; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 3595) 
for the relief of Daniel F. Healy; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3596) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda M. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3397) granting an increase of pension to 
Augusta A. Fiske; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3598) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Conway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8599) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Quirk; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 3600) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. Van Dyke; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. SALMON: A bill (H. R. 3601) granting an increase 
of penatan to Amanda Monroe; to the Committee on Invalid 
ons, 

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3602) granting 
a pension to Elijah C. Waln; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8603) granting a pension to Marion Simp- 
Son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3604) granting a pension to Grace Dunn; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3605) granting an increase of pension to 
David Phillips, alias Charles Gray; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Sarah Louder- 
milk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 3607) to provide for- 
a survey of St. Augustine Harbor, St. Augustine, Fla.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3608) to provide for a survey of Fort Lau- 
derdale Inlet, Fort Lauderdale, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3609) to provide for a survey of Melbourne 
Harbor and Inlet, Melbourne, Fla.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3610) to provide for a survey of Fort Pierce 
1 Fort Pierce, Fla.; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 3611) for the re- 
lief of Edward Tigh; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3612) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred G. J. Petersen: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3613) granting a pension to Martha Davis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3614) granting a pension to Rachel B. 
Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3615) granting a pension to Jane Hannan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SITES: A bill (H. R. 3616) granting a pension to 
Lucretia M. Prouty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH; A bill (H. R. 3617) authorizing the submis- 
sion to the Court of Claims of the claims of sundry citizens of 
Idaho for damages sustained by reason of the overflow of their 
lands in connection with the construction of the reservoir to 
irrigate lands belonging to the Indians on the Fort Hall Reser- 
vation in Idaho; to the Committee on Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of Nora B. Sherrier 
Johnson ; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3619) for the relief of Erve W. Johnson; 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3620) for the relief of C. R. Shaw; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3621) granting an increase of pension to 
Olive Robbins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 3622) granting an incrense 
of pension to Huldah Brown; to- the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R¥$623) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to John C. Peggs Post, American Legion, of Canton, 
N. Y., one German cannon or fleldplece for presentation to 
the village of Canton, N. Y.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 3624) for the relief of James 
F. Rowell; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 3625) granting a pension 
to Susan Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 3626) for the relief 
of Michael P. Galvin; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3627) for the relief of Albert E. Ed- 
wards; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 3628) granting a pension to 
Anna A. Randall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 3629) granting a pension to 
Kittie M. Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3630) for the relief of Bertha Witt; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (II. R. 3631) for the re- 
lief of Lewis H. Easterly; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3632) granting 
a pension to L. A. Reagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3633) for the relief of J. F. Huddleston; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3634) granting 
a pension to Lucy Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8635) granting a pension to Lonie Graham ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8636) authorizing a survey of Bear Creek, 
in Kentucky; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 8637) granting a pension 
to Anna E. Best; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3638) granting a pension to Mary E. Bru- 
baker; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3639) granting a pension to Eliza J. Dick; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3640) granting an increase of pension to 
Harmon E. Deck; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3641) granting a pension to William H. 
Linnabary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3642) granting the distinguished service 
cross to Charles A. Musgrave; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8643) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret I. Reider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8644) granting a pension to Addie Sour; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8645) granting a pension to Catherine 
Swigart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8646) granting a pension to Libbie Searing; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3647) for the relief of Francis Grey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8648) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisabeth Brillhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8649) for the relief of Charles A. Riley; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 3650) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Holtz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 8651) granting a pension to 
Emma E. Dye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8652) granting a pension to Maud Mon- 
rean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3653) granting a pension to Irene Sullivan 
Kehrmeyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8654) granting a pension to Anna Maria 
Craig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 8655) to restore Edward L. 
Bailey to the United States Army and to replace him on the 
retired list with the rank of captain of Infantry; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. t 

By Mr. WELLER: A bill (H. R. 3656) for the relief of Emma 
H. Ridley; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WELSH: A bill (H. R. 8657) for the relief of Samuel 
A. Rixon; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8658) granting a 
pension to Irene S. Slagle; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 3659) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. Morr- ; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3660) granting a pension to Mary Carlin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 3661) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah H. White; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 8662) granting a pension to 
Louisa H. Harter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8663) authorizing the Treasurer of the 
United States to pay Catherine C. Schilling $599; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8664) providing for the payment of the 
findings reported by the Court of Claims in favor of Timothy 
©. Harrington for extra time; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3665) authorizing the Treasurer of the 
United States to pay Hattie McKelvey $1,786; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 3666) for the relief of Blatt- 
mann & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: Resolution (H. Res. 83) for the relief 
of Julia M. Spees, widow of David F. Spees. late messenger of 
the Committee on Patents of the House of Representatives; to 
the Committee on Accounts, 


By Mr. REED of Arkansas: Resolution (H. Res. 84) author- 
izing the Clerk of the House to pay, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to E. M. McCullough and Theda Miller one 
month’s salary as clerks to the late Hon, L. E. Sawyer; to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. VARE: Resolution (H. Res. 85) providing for six 
months’ salary to be paid to the widow of Arthur Murphy; to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Resolution (H. Res. 86) for 
the relief of the widow of Carl G. Malmberg, late an employee 
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, 

By Mr. ROUSE: Resolution (H. Res. 87) to pay to Joe W. 
Morris $186.66 and Marguerite Free $120 as clerk hire to the 
late Hon. James C. Cantrill; to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

165. By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, urging that pref- 
erence be given to the immediate passage of the Bursum-Fuller 
pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

166. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of the Rite Form Corset Co. 
(Inc.), 307 Sixth Avenue, New York, favoring reduction of 
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

167. By Mr. BRIGGS: Information from the collector of cus- 
toms at Galveston, Tex., district No. 22, setting forth data show- 
ing growth of service and commerce and indicating need for 
more adequate appropriation; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

168. Also, letter from H. L. Roberts & Co., Hitchcock, Tex., 
urging repeal of tax on telegraph and telephone messages; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

169. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of the American Legion, rec- 
ognizing that our Government has an obligation to all service 
men and women to relieve the financial disadvantage incident 
to their military service, therefore reaffirm their belief in 
the American Legion plan for adjusted compensation and re- 
solve to continue the fight for this legislation until it has been 
enacted into law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

170. Also, petition of New York State Federation of Women's 
Clubs that Congress pass such legislation as will amend the 
Constitution of the United States in order that the Congress 
shall have the power to limit or prohibit the labor of children; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

171. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of John R. Quinn, national 
commander of the American Legion, favoring the adjusted com- 
pensation bill for World War veterans; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

172. Also, petition of the National Confectioners’ Association 
of the United States, favoring repeal of the excise tax on candy; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

173. Also, petitions of the Scholl Manufacturing Co. and the 
Central Electric Co., of Chicago, the Chicago Association of 
Commerce, and the Illinois Dry Goods Association, favoring the 
plan of Secretary Mellon for reduction of Federal taxes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

174. Also, petition of Department of Washington and Alaska, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring increase of Civil War 
pensions to $72 for the veterans and $50 for the widows, re- 
gardless of age; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

175. By Mr. SHREVE: Petition of Crawford County Pomona 
Grange, No. 26, asking for the dispensing of collection and 
delivery on free rural mail routes on Christmas Day; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

176. Also, resolution of Auxiliary No. 89 to National Asso- 
ciation of Letter Carriers for increase in salaries to letter car- 
riers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

177. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of officers of the N. F. P. 
O. C., No. 157, Minot, N. Dak., favoring an increase in salaries 
for letter carriers and postal clerks; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

178. By Mr. SITES: Papers to accompany House bill 3094; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

179. Also, papers to accompany House bill 3093; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

180. Also, papers to accompany House bill 8092; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

181. Also, papers to accompany House bill 8091; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ` 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Ermay, December 14, 1923. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rey. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the ‘following prayer: 


Father of all mercies, Giver of all blessings, the One who is 
the inspiration of all worthy thought and action, we thank 
Thee for this day. Help us to bring our possessions of mind, 
soul, and body as offerings to Thee, that we may be acceptable 
sons of the living God; thus we shall leave on our pathway 
something that is worthy of merit and emulation. In every 
way may we so live that each to-morrow shall be better than 
to-day. Take away from us ali ignoble desires and unrighteous 
thoughts, and may we strive to do unto others as we would 
have them do unto us. Through Christ. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert in the Recorp as a part of my remarks a speech 
made by my colleague [Mr. BRAND] before the Bankers’ Asso- 
ciation of the State of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing 
a speech made by his colleague [Mr. Brann] before the 
Bankers’ Association of the State of Georgia. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Under the leave granted to extend 
my remarks I wish to print the following: 


CUBAN CONTROVERSY ALT DISCUSSED BY HON. CHARLES H., BRAND, 
ATHENS, GA, MEMBER OF THE RANKING AND CURRENCY COMMITTEE OF 
THE HOUSE OV REPRESENTATIVES, WASHINOTON-—PLAYS HARDING 1N 
VIRILE SPEECH, 


The proposition Involved in this resolution is a matter of interest 
to every member of this association, as well as to the Atlanta Federal 
Reserve Bank and the States composing the sixth district. Besides, it 
touches, In a sense, the interest of all the people of the cotton- 
growing States, particularly the man who * follows the plow and bends 
over the hoe.” 

Most of the people who are backing the proposition of the Boston 
bank to establish an agency at Cuba are more or less callous and in- 
diferent to the farming classes of our section of the country. This 
may be due largely to the fact that they know nothing about their 
troubles. One has to live here with these people, move among them, 
sec and talk with them, in order to know their suffering and hard- 
sbips, and particularly the sacrifices they have endured since 1920, and 
are now enduring. I hope a better and happier day is coming. If so, 
ft will be Inrgely due to a proper administration of the system by the 
Federal Reserve Board in Washington. 

I have never fought the Federal reserve system as a Member of Con- 
gress, in or out of it, and yet I have arraigned the board, probably the 
first Member of Congress to do so, for the deflation policy it adopted 
in 1920. which virtually destroyed the cotton grower ond most every- 
body else dependent upon him. The member banks of this listriet are 
not chargeable for this. The Atlanta Federal Reserve Bank didn't do 
it. According to information that has come before the Banking and 
Currency Committee of the House of Representatives, the sixth dis- 
trict Federal reserve bank bas been administered more wisely, eco- 
nomically, satisfactorily, aud in the interest of the member banks 
and the people generally than any other Federal reserve bank in the 
United States. . 

I say this much in behalf of Governor Wellborn and his cabinet and 
all those charged with the responsibility of administering the bank's 
affairs. This policy originate: at headquarters, and Gov. W. P. G. 
Harding, more than any other human being, is responsible for it. 
More values were destroyed by this policy, which was promulgated sud- 
denly and secretly, than the calamity which followed Sherman’s 
“march to the sea.“ 

Men suicided all over this country on account of it; thousands went 
into bankruptcy; men, women, and children of both races have gone 
half elothed and hungry; people are suffering from the effects of this 
policy now and it will be many years, If ever, before they get over it. 
The master mind of the Federal Reserve Board even now is trying to 
manipulate the policies of the board. He ls trying to put over a propo- 
sition on the Atlanta bank which is outrageous, and, to be plain about 
it, I am afraid he is going to do it. 

Governor Weliborn and Governor Harding are beth from the same 
State, both from the South, and yet Governor Harding is trying to 
take away from the Atlanta bank the right to establish a branch 


agency in Cuba and to give the Boston bank this privilege. Yet, when 
he was n member of the Federal Reserve Board be advocated an 
expenditure of $400,000 for the purpose of erecting a building in Jack- 
sonville to help expedite and carry on the business or the Atlanta 
bank with Cuba. 

Besides, the Atlanta bank filed application with the Federal Reserve 
Board to establish this agency two years before the Boston bank did. 
Everybody understood be was favorable to this proposition when. he 
was a member of the board, and yet be is persistently opposing it now 
when he knows the agency rightly and naturally belongs to us and not 
to Boston. The Cuban business belongs to the Atlanta hank, and T 
contend it fs unreasonable, unfair, and unjust for Governor Harding, 
as the instrument of the Boston bank, fo try to take this business away 
from the Atlanta bank. 

Another phase of this question fs more important than the estab- 
lishment of the Cuban agency. It raises the question whether or not, 
occupying the office of covernor of the Federal Reserve Bank of Bos- 
ton at a salary of $50,000 per annum, he will still be permitted to 
dictate the policies of the Federal Reserve Board. The absent member, 
no, longer officially connected with the board, is reaching across the 
States, with the back of his hand turned agninst his own prople, in 
his militant efforts against the interest of the people and the member 
banks of the system in the sixth district. The question arises, Hus 
Governor Harding such an influence over the Federal Reserve Board 
as to control its policies? When President Harding declined to rcap- 
point Governor Harding a member of the Federal Reserve Board the 
country thought that his influence with the board terminated. 

What does the Boston bank and Governor Harding mean, anyway? 
What ia behind the curtain? Who is playing the game in Washington 
behind the scenes in Boston? What has the Boston bank got in mind? 
Do they want to manipulate the price of tobacco in Cuba? Are they 
interested in the sugar speculators down there and the sugar profiteera 
here? If so, Governor Harding should be reminded that he is playing 
with human life and the comforts aud neeessities of the men, women, 
and little children of this sectiom of our country. 

Governor Harding should not forget that he was a party to the 
policy adopted in 1920, which decreased the price of cotton from 40 
and 50 cents to 10 cents per pound. I have nothing against 69v- 
ernor Harding personally. F hope he may ive a long time. But 
his official connection with the Federal Reserve Board in Washington 
and its affairs was ended by his faflure to be reappointed, and it onght 
to be permanently ended om account of the disaster visited upon this 
country three years ago. 

Secretary Wallace testified before our committee that the Federal 
Reserve Board could increase the value of the products of the farmer 
or decrease them when it saw fit to do so. Governor Harding was 
present when this statement was made. Mr. Wallace is a Republican 
and a very bigh-elass man. I myself asked him, Do you mean to say 
that the Federal Reserve Board can, by a certain policy which it 
might adopt, rum up the price of cotton to 40 or 50 cents per pound 
or rum it down to 8 or 10 cents per pound?” and he said, “ Yes.” 
Governor Harding denied this statement vehemently. This testimony 
confirmed my conviction that the members of the Frdrral Reserve 
Borrd held the power of life and death over all the people, and for 
one I am against Governor Harding having anything to do with the 
estublishment of this bank in Cuba or having anything more to do 
with dictating the policy of the Federal Reserve Board. 

If the board has the power to run up the price of sogar and otber 
essentials of life, or run down the price of cotton, the men whe com- 
pose it ought to have the interest of the people of the South at heart, 
and particularly the labor ing men and the poor people of the Nation 
at large. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, after the conclusion of the 
business en the Speaker’s desk and the disposition of the 
regular order on Tuesday next I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for one hour on the subject of anthracite 
coal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous. consent that on Tuesday next after the routine busi- 
ness is disposed of he be permitted to address the House 
for one hour on the subject of anthracite coal. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


EXTENSION OF BEMARKS, 


Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks by inserting in the Recorn a letter from the Secre- 
tary of Commerce on the food shortage in Germany. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by Inserting 
a letter from the Secretary of Commerce on the food shortage 
in Germany. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 
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The letter is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
OFFICE or THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 8, 1923, 
Hon, HAĒxILTON Fiss, Jr., 
Member Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

My Daag Mn. CONGRESSMAN: In accordance with your request of 
December 1 I send you herewith a report on the German food situation 
made by our staff in Germany. This report is necessarily objective, as 
any discussion of causes Iles, of course, outside of this department. In 
short, the situation is this: 

Germany is confronted with three major difficulties in her food sup- 
ply. First, the breakdown in currency has caused a breakdown in the 
distribution of the last harvest, inasmuch as the farmers will not 
accept the practically worthless paper money. Second, German mer- 
chants are unable to finance the full annual margin of imports neces- 
sary to make the usual deficit in domestic production because diminished 
exports reduce the available supply of foreign exchange, which is also | 
to some extent being hoarded abroad because of economic chaos at 
home. Third, the widespread unemployment, as a result of which mil- 
lions of the workers in the urban and thickly populated manufacturing 
arenas are unable to purchase sufficient food even if it were in the 
markets. 

The normal processes of distribution from farm to town are break- 
ing down and shops are gradually closing. The agricultural population 
is amply supplied with food, and to a less extent the smaller towns in 
agricultural districts, which are able to barter with the farmers. The 
better-to-do people of the larger cities and the more expensive hotels | 
and restaurants are also supplied. Thus the whole burden of economic 
failure lies upon the working population, the old and disabled, and the 
professional groups in the larger cities and manufacturing districts, 
comprising about 20,000,000 people. 

Germany must at all times import a certain amount of food. The 
margin of imports needed- during the current barvest year, based upon ' 
last year's experience (assuming that domestic distribution can be 
reestablished), is apparently about 50,000,000 bushels of bread grains, 
700,000 tons of pork fats, dairy produce, and vegetable oils and oil 
seeds, 

Unemployment has long been almost complete in the Ruhr, and will 
be only gradually restored at best. Outside the Ruhr an actual ma- 
jority of the town workers are either unemployed or are employed 
part time, and unemployment is increasing. Suffering is already con- 
siderable and failure of adequate measures will make a yery grave 
situation indeed. As is universal in food shortages, the burden falls 
most upon children, because their essential food in dairy produce and 
fats is always the most largely diminished. 

‘The situation is one of acute economic breakdown. Some imports 
will no doubt take place in the return for the diminishing exports, but 
further measures will be necessary. 

The most constructive solution is the creation of a foreign com- 
mercial credit for food supplies, permission for which is now being 
sought by the German Government. Such a credit operation would not 
only provide increased imports but through the domestic sale of these 
imports by the Government it would give more substantial background 
to the new experimental currency, and from such imports the unem- 
ployment doles and charitable public feeding could be conducted. Such 
a measure would, of course, be temporary, for the ultimate solution lies 
only in settlement of political relations, the reestablishment of cur- 
rency, and the rehabilitation of productive industry. This would re- 
quire time in any event. 

Yours faithfully, 


HERBERT H A 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
Washington. 
REPORT ON GERMAN Foop SITUATION. 


(By C. E. Herring, United States commercial attaché, Berlin, and staff 
of the Department of Commerce.) 


The difficulties in German food supply are threefold: 

1. Inability of merchants or Government to finance the usual margin 
of imports. 

2. Breakdown of currency and consequently of distribution of domes- 
tie supplies from the farms to the cities. 

3. Widespread unemployment both in occupied and unoccupied Ger- 
many, and consequently inability of large masses of people to buy, even 
if supplies existed. i 

IMPORTS REQUIRED. 

This summer's harvest gave a yield of approximately nine and one- 
half million tons of bread grains, 30,000,000 tons of potatoes, and 
1,200,000 tons of sugar. The harvest a year ago gave about 7,000,000 


tons of bread grains, 41,000,000 tons of potatoes, and 1,450,000 tons 
` 


of sugar. The total food values are therefore not far different in the 
two harvests, as the increase of bread grains is largely absorbed in the 
decrease of potatoes and sugar, although even this phase of the matter 
is further complicated by the considerable use of potatoes for indus- 
trial purposes. 

The supplies of meats, fats, and dairy products in Germany are 
always less than her national needs and have been particularly so since 
the war, owing to the constant shortage of imports of animal feed. 
During the year ending August 1, 1922, imports of fats were approxl- 
mately 700,000 tons, including pork products, dairy products, vegetable 
oils, ofl seeds, ete. 

Taking last year as a basis, a rough approximation of the imports 
necessary (provided normal distribution could be reestablished) would 
indicate a minimum of at least 50,000,000 bushels of bread grains and 
the same quantity of fats and vegetable oils and seeds as last year— 
that is, about 700,000 tons. The volume of necessary imports is likely, 
however, to be increased by the factors arising out of the breakdown of 
internal distribution referred to later. 

Imports are still in progress by the exchange of diminishing exports, 


| but supplies from this source are further limited by the tendency of 
| exporters to hold their balances in stable currencies abroad or to 


devote them to purchase of raw materials which can upon manufacture 
be reexported. ‘This latter difficulty arises because to convert foreign 
currencies into German currency is to see them disappear in deprecia- 


| tion. Food merchants are unable to find foreign credits, and the Gov- 


ernment can not, without the consent of the various powers, establish 


| commercial credits on its own behalf of a volume required to meet the 


situation. 
BREAKDOWN IN INTERNAL DISTRIBUTION. 

Normal distribution has practically broken down because of the 
failure of the old currency. The new rentenmark gives no Immediate 
promise of solving the situation. It is difficult to induce a farmer 
to deliver his production of grain, potatoes, milk, meat, ete., so long 
as he can not be paid in stable currency. It is, of course, quite im- 
possible to compel bakers and other food distributers to receive paper 
currency which may have lost much of its value before they can re- 
purchase flour from the millers, potatoes from the wholesaler, and 80 
on. One effect of currency collapse is that food dealers are compelled 
to demand very wide margins in order to protect themselves from the 
fluctuation in currency, and in consequence retail prices of foodstuffs 
have greatly risen and often exceed world price levels. These dif- 
culties are further complicated by food riots in the cities, the plunder- 
ing of food shops, and the seizure of food in shipment. 

Thus far Government intervention has prevented the general closing 
down of bakeries and other food shops, and until very recently the 
Government has also been able to compel food distributers to accept 
paper currency, but as the currency confusion and general dislocation 
increases the number of shops is decreasing. 

The breakdown results in such regulations as those in the cities 


| which provide for the maximum purchase at any one time of 1 pound 


of sugar, one-half pound of butter or margarine, and 2 pounds of flour 
and even for these small amounts it is often necessary to stand several 
hours in line before police-guarded food shops. The population of 
Berlin recently has been receiving but 12 per cent of the fresh milk 
supply of 1913; the proportion of butter is not much greater, and 
within the last two weeks a large portion of the meat shops have 
been closed for lack of supplies. The per captia meat consumption in 
the cities had declined from about 10 pounds per month in 1912 to 
a rate of 3 pounds per month before the recent final breakdown. 

A further difficulty also arises from the fact that a large portion 
of the city populations usually purchase their potato supply before 
cold weather, but this year most of them have been unable to do 80 
partly because of the currency breakdown and partly because a vast 
majority of the wage and salary earners had no reserves and credit 


| has long ceased to exist. Last year there was an orderly marketing 
| ef the potato crop, and currency and credit conditions permitted ade- 


quate provisioning of the city population before freezing weather made 
further transport impossible. This year the harvest was three or four 
weeks delayed on account of unfavorable weather, although food 
riots and threatened political disturbances caused premature digging 
of potatoes in some localities. The lack of adequate credits and the 


| currency chaos has thus far prevented the prompt shipment of nor- 


mal potato supplies to the cities; while the inability te move more 
than a third or less of the normal supplies to occupled Germany, 
on account of transport paralysis and general political and economic 
confusion, is the crux of the famine prospects in the Ruhr. It is 
difficult to distribute potatoes in very cold weather owing to the lack 
of insulated cars, and there is now little possibility of supplying the 


| Ruhr and Rhineland population with the two-thirds or more of the 


winter potato supply they normally receive from middie and northern 
Germany; hence this food deficit must be compensated by imported 
grain or other foodstuffs. 

The effect of the breakdown upon the agricultural classes has been 
to stimulate farm consumption of human food by the tendency to 
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increase the feeding of bread grains, potatoes, sugar beets, skim 
milk, ete., to animals in spite of Government efforts to prevent it, 
This is partly contributed to by the inability to import foreign cattle 
feed. 

The ultimate effect of all the factors mentioned above is to make 
necessary an increase in the volume of imports unless currency is 
rehabilitated and normal distribution reestablished. 

REDUCED PURCHASING POWER, 


The purchasing power of millions of the industrial population has 
been so affected by the great unemployment that they can no longer 
provide a minimum ration for themselves and their families. It is 
estimated that on November 1 between two and three million were 
totally unemployed in unoccupied Germany and 7,000,000 on part-time 
work, of whom 3,000,000 were on half time or less. This leaves about 
one and one-half to two million in unoccupied territory on full time. 
In the occupied area from 80 to 90 per cent of organized labor is still 
totally or partly unemployed. 

The Government doles for total or partial unemployment are en- 
tirely inadequate, and the financial exhaustion of the German Govern- 
ment is so great that it is questionable how long even the present 
amounts can be continued. Thus, on October 18, when serious bread 
riots were occurring in Berlin, a totally unemployed worker with a 
wife and two children received a maximum of 1,800,000,000 marks per 
week. These millions of paper marks meant in actual purchasing 
power the equivalent of 10} pounds of bread, or 2 pounds of margarine, 
or 86 pounds of potatoes. A Berlin metal worker on half time, also 
with a wife and two children, received that week as wages and Gov- 
ernment allowance 4,800,000,000 marks, or the equivalent of 24 pounds 
of bread and one-half of a pound of margarine daily for each member 
of the family, 

GROUPS AFFECTED. 

The result of all these forces is bringing acute privation to about 
20,000,000 of the workers and professional groups in the cities and 
densely populated manufacturing areas. The agricultural population, 
those in smaller towns in the agricultural regions who can barter 
directly with the farmers, the well to do, and the more expensive res- 
taurants in the cities are supplied from domestic produce. The casual 
tourist is often misled as to the true situation by the fact that meals 
can easily be secured at prices reasonable, according to American stand- 
ards, ignoring the fact that the cost of two dinners on the tourist 
hotel circuit may easily represent more than the weekly wage of a 
skilled workman. ; 

The children in the poorer quarters are showing grave signs of 
distinct undernourishment, and generally the situation is one of rapid 
degeneration unless remedied. 


Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to extend my 
remarks by inserting an article which I recently published in 
the Baltimore Sun in reference to some of the problems of the 
present Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Record by inserting 
an article which is published in the Baltimore Sun on the 
subject of some of the problems of the present Congress. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, is it the gentleman’s article? 

Mr. LOWREY. It is my own article; yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, ; 

The extension of remarks referred to is here printed in full, 
as follows: 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, I have asked to extend my 
remarks and to include therein an article which I recently con- 
tributed te the Baltimore Evening Sun by request of the editor 
of that paper. This article is as follows: 


Tux DEVIL AND THR DEEP Sma, WITH A CONGRESSMAN BETWEEN. 


(Mr. Lowrey, who until he was 58 years old was a college president, 
is now serving his second term in the House. The district which he 
represents, the second Mississippi, is possibly the most exclusively 
agricultural district in the country. Its largest town has a population 
of less than 4,000. It is in no sense a backwoods district; on the 
contrary, it is the “ Memphis district“ of Mississippi, lying just over 
the line from the metropolis of the middle South. But it has no fac- 
tories, no shops, no refineries—just farms.] 

EXHIBIT A. 

Here on my desk are six letters from people in the Postal Service. 
It so happens that they are evenly divided between three branches of 
the service, two from each. 

These first two are from railway mail clerks. They plead that I 
shall support legislation to increase the salaries of the men who make 
the exacting mental preparation, do the nerve-racking work, and incur 
the dangers necessary to handling our mails on the railway trains. 
The writers of these letters are good and intelligent men. I know 
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them. And they make out a good case, 
need and deserve a “ raise” in salary. 

These next two are from rural mail carriers, They also are good 
and intelligent men and most faithful and efficient. They make their 
rounds every week day of the year, serving scores of families, rain or 
shine, hot or cold, through mud or slush or stifling dust. Their pay 
is not great and out of it they have to keep up the vehicles that are 
necessary for the carrying of their mails. They feel that there ought 
to be a Government allowance for the upkeep of these vehicles. And 
they, too, make out a good case. One instinctively feels that they 
ought to have what they ask. . 

And here are the remaining two. They are from fourth-class post- 
masters. The Government requires them to provide their own office 
room, equipment, heat, lights, etc. Many of them receive less than 
$500 per year all told and none of them receive greatly more. It is 
distressing to have to try to make ends meet on a basis like that. 
It is not unusual for one of them to decide that it can not be done and 
for an office to be abolished outright because no applicant for the post- 
mastership can be found. . 

Many who do hold on hold on largely from a sense of community 
responsibility, One of these letters says: “If I quit, the community 
will be without mail service.“ The other of these two letters is from 
a most estimable lady who is having a hard struggle to keep body and 
soul together. While we consider supplementing the princely salaries 
which her rural carriers receive, she would like for us to remember 
that she stands on her feet all day in her cold, uncomfortable, poorly 
lighted office. Certainly her Congressman can not be so “ hard boiled ” 
as to fail to do all in his power to secure an appropriation to give 
rent and equipment to fourth-class offices. 

But the Post Office Department this yoar sustained a deficit of more 
than $24,000,000, To grant these appeals would be to increase that 
deficit 400 per cent—to add to it, in round numbers, a hundred million 
dollars. Of course, as Government expenses go, that is an item that 
might easily get lost in the shuffle. But it would mean an additional 
tax burden equal to $5 for every family in the United States, 

EXHIBIT B. 


Here are six other letters, again two and two—two from candy 
manufacturers, two from jewelers, and two from bottlers of soft 
drinks—all protesting against what they regard as unjust tax bur- 
dens and urgently asking that these burdens be removed. And they 
are just six. They might as well be 66 or 666. So many such letters 
come from so many sources that no Congressman could undertake to 
give his personal attention to all of them. 

And every Congressman knows that these protests are merely indic- 
ative of the great surge of protest that has formed in the hearts of 
people everywhere. 


It seems clear that they 


EXHIBIT C, 


And here any day is a stack of letters and papers and circulars from 
ex-seryice men and their organizations. Some of them want help in 
presenting their claims for compensation. And they always get it. 
Some of them want some abuses somewhere looked into and remedied. 
Some of them want the bonus. I remember one poor fellow wrote 
asking when I thought the bonus would be paid and saying that he was 
depending on it to help save his little hill farm, which he was about 
to lose under foreclosure. 

Of course, the Nation is willing to do for these men to the limit of 
its capacity. That is its traditional and well-founded attitude toward 
men who have taken up arms in its defense. 

And we have not been miserly with these men. Any man who says 
that we have speaks from a lack of understanding and a lack of In- 
formation. Of course, there have been failures both in administration 
and in legislation, and there have been individual cases where soldier 
boys been unable to get what was both morally and legally due 
them. erever human affairs are administered on a large scale these 
things happen, sometimes innocently, sometimes because somebody gets 
into a position of public trust who thinks more of himself than he 
does of the trust. 

But up to date Congress has appropriated for the care and compensa- 
tion of World War veterans $2,250,000,000—$102 for every family in 
the country. One-fourth of this amount has been paid to veterans as 
compensation with no strings tied to it. A considerable portion of the 
remainder has been spent in treatment for disabilities incurred in line 
of duty. 

During the current year, for all our soldier relief activities, we have 
spent $22.50 for every family in the country. We have in operation 46 
hospitals for ex-service men and will soon have in operation 20 more. 
Eight hundred and ninety thousand men, more than 1 out of every 8 
who were in the service, have received some kind of disability aid. 

If the proposed bonus should be added to this, we would be at a 
public expense at least double the amount already pald out for veterans’ 
aid. And we would, of course, continue to be at the current expense 
just indicated. In other words, during each of the next 50 years we 
would expend for ex-soldier purposes an amount equal to $40 or $50 
from each family in the Nation. 


1923. 
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EXHIBIT D. 


And here are letters from farmers, any number of them. Most of 
them are uncomplaining, many of them reveal incidentally, and with 
hesitation, a condition impressively distressing. Man after man says 
that he has not made money enough during either of the last two 
years to pay his State and county taxes. Many of them tell of having 
gone further and further into debt every year since the war, until now 
there seems to be nothing to do but to quit. It does not seem humanly 
possible for them to get through the winter and get a crop in the 
ground next spring. 

These men are cotton farmers. For three years the prices they have 
received have been below the cost of actual production. This year the 
weather and the boll weevil have conspired to ruin the crop. The price 
is up, but it is up because there is no cotton to sell. And it seems 
that the wheat farmers and the stock raisers are in straits almost as 
hard. 

What are we to do? If we do what politicians have been prone to do 
as long as there have been politicians, we will grant the appropriations 
where they are asked; we will try to shift the taxes around a little 
bit—we won't remove them; we will probably have to Increase them 
but we will say: There, now; that isn't so bad. We'll put it on the 
other shoulder for the time being, and maybe after a while we can drop 
it altogether.” ‘Then we will tinker about and try to fix up farm 
prices and offer some easier credits so our farmer friends can go fur- 
ther into debt. 

Which is not to say that I disparage a proper agricultural credits 
system. Credits are necessary, but they must be sound credits. 

However, if we are somewhat different from the more ancient poll- 
ticlans—and heaven knows we need to be different—we may try to get 
further down at fundamentals. The best way to increase a man's 
income is to increase the purchasing power of the income he now has. 
It is a longer process, but it is a whole lot safer. It means going 
down to still other fundamentals. It means not to give him special 
privileges, but to take away the special privileges that have already 
been acquired by the fellow he has to buy from; not to shoot more 
artificial stimulant into production and distribution, but to cut off the 
dope we have been shooting in all these years and to give in its place 
some real food. 

The only way in the world to reduce taxation is to reduce the expendi- 
tures of revenues derived from taxation. That means that many of 
us would have to forego schemes dear to our hearts. We might even 
have to give up some appropriations that would mean votes, and we 
need votes mighty bad. Be that as it may, the test is on us. Are we 
simply selfish opportunists or can we rise to where we see all measures 
in their true relation to all other measures and conditions? Do we see 
through the glass darkly or can we bring ourselves to see clearly? 

As for the farmer—and unless he prospers we can have no real 
national prosperity—four things are especially necessary. And they 
do not have to do with price fixing and charity. They constitute a 
program that is a long program, but it is a constructive program. He 
must furnish the first of these four things for himself, and I think 
I know him well enough to say that he will furnish it if he is given 
half a chance. It is his personal factor: Thrift, intelligently directed 
energy, and cooperation. 

Second, The credit system which he now has must be kept on a 
sound basis and it must be extended until its legitimate benefits be- 
come available to the smallest farmer in the most remote community. 
That ig not so much a legislative task as an executive task, though, 
of course, the Congress may be able to help. Certainly Congressmen, 
with the Influence which is properly theirs as the representatives of 
the people, may help. : 

Third. Foreign markets must be opened wide to our agricul 
products. One has but to look at the map to be sure that our greatest 
resources are agricultural resources. If they are to be exploited as 
they ought to be exploited we must ship largely to less favored peoples, 
Normal conditions of trade and commerce must be restored to the 
world. Otherwise at least a third of our farm investment has no 
security. Can the Federal Government do anything toward restoring 
world conditions? Certainly it has not done much during these last 
few years. 

Fourth. Our agricultural resources have been so great that for a 
hundred years we have been forcing them to bear not only their own 
burdens but also the burdens of our industrialism. That policy has 
given us two planes, a lower one on which the farmer sells and a 
higher one on which he buys. Now things must be equalized. If they 
are not, the top-heavy structure will become increasingly unsafe, 

Of course, I am getting at the tariff which, through protection, adds 
on an average, 30 per cent ad valorem to everything the farmer buys. 
Tariff is not the only factor in the situation (transportation and mar- 
ket speculation are other factors), but it is probably the chief. It is 
interesting to note that the President and the Secretary of Agriculture 
have recently been revealing faint flashes of the same idea, but, of 
course, it is not to be expected that they should suggest the remedy. 


This discussion, Mr. Speaker, was inspired by two facts 
which have impressed me much of late, 


First, we need to keep constantly before us the fact that 
every dollar which we appropriate here for any purpose has to 
be paid out of somebody's pocket, and we might add to that 
the fact that nobody, legislator or scientific expert, has ever 
succeeded in devising a method of taxation which prevents 
the passing of the burden on to the “ultimate consumer.” The 
Government can not create money values. From its standpoint 
the wealth of the community is perfectly liquid. Taxation is 
very much like dipping water out of a pool. No matter what 
part of the pool the water is dipped from, or what sort of a 
vessel is used for the dipping, the effect of the dipping is felt 
by the whole pool. Federal taxation is usually indirect, but 
it is Just as real and goes just as deep into the pockets of the 
people as it would if it were direct, 

So, every appeal for additional appropriation fs also an ap- 
peal for additional taxation. The criterion of every appropria- 
tion ought to be: Should we call on the people, under exist- 
ing circumstances, to pay the money for this purpose? 

The second fact which has impressed me, Mr. Speaker, is 
this: I have never known a time when our people were feeling 
the tax burden so acutely, or when they were crying so loudly 
for relief with so good reason for the cry. In my State the 
increase in State taxation from 1917 to 1922 was 155.7 per 
cent, and the increase in per capita Indebtedness was from 
$3.03 to $6.89. Because Federal taxation is so largely indirect, 
it is impossible to tell just what the percentage increase in 
Federal taxation during the same period was, but the Federal 
per capita debt increased from $18.33 to 8220.32. 

Our agricultural classes especially are feeling the burden. 
The wheat farmers of the West and the cotton farmers in the 
boll-weevil districts of the South are in well-nigh desperate 
straits. One farmer recently said to me that he had made 
8 bales of cotton this year on land where he made 48 bales 
last year, and last year's crop was short. This is not an 
extreme case. Many are worse. 

The legislation demanded of this Congress is relief legisla- 
tion—measures which will remove burdens, not add to them. 
We ought to act, and we ought to act promptly and decisively, 
without jockeying for political advantages. I am not preaching; 
I am stating facts which every sensible man recognizes. No 
party or faction or “bloc” has any right now to play politics, 
because political issues are trivial as compared with the eco- 
nomie and moral questions which are at stake, 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. HupspeerH, of Texas, presented himself at the bar of 
the House and took the oath of office. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hup- 
DLESTON] is entitled to 20 minutes. Is the gentleman present? 
The gentleman does not seem to be present. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hupprestron] is not present? 

The SPEAKER. He does not seem to be present. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man from Ohio withhold his motion for a moment? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. In order to make an announce- 
ment to gentlemen on this side of the Chamber. In the absence 
of Mr. Ratyey, chairman of our caucus, who is unavoidably 
detained, I announce that there will be a Democratic caucus in 
this Chamber at 10.30 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio to allow me to put a question to him before he 
insists on his motion to adjourn? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. ‘Will it be brief? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. It will be brief, and not at all an 
embarrassing question; in fact, I know I could ‘not embarrass 
the gentleman if I tried to do so. I only wish to know when 
we may expect, in order that it may serve the convenience of 
Members to have that information, the matter of the election 
of committees will be brought forward? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I hope that probably we will be able to 
bring it up to-morrow; I am not absolutely certain. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Is the gentleman having trouble? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Well, there are certain little details. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr, SABATH. Are they only little? 
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Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman promised he 
would not ask an embarrassing question and I do not think he 
has been quite fair to the gentleman, 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
make a statement of about one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to make a statement for one minute. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday when the House was 
in session the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. REECE] suggested 
that he would like very much to have a resolution presented for 
the consideration of the House to poe for the payment of 
compensation and training pay to World War veterans before 
the Christmas holidays. 

I promised that I would introduce such a resolution. Since 
that time I have looked up the precedents very carefully, and 
I find that the introduction and passage of such a resolution 
would create a good many complications that might result in 
the payment of considerable money above what might justly 
be due, and with no hope of having the overpayments re- 
turned. I have concluded that it would be unwise to intro- 
duce the resolution, and the men themselves will not be in- 
jured by withholding its introduction. Personally I do not 
want to do anything that will cause either embarrassment to 
the Treasury or expense to the taxpayers without doing any 
special good to the people who are sought to be served. I 
assume all responsibility for refusing to introduce this resolu- 
tion. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. REECE] would like 
to have it introduced, and I do not think it should be. 


ADJOUBNMENT, 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, December 15, 1923, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

180. A letter from the Comptroller of the Currency, trans- 
mitting the text of the annual report of the Comptroller of the 
Currency, covering activities of the Currency Bureau for the 
year ended October 31, 1923; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

181. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Chefuncte River and Bogue Falia, La.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

182. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Dorchester Bay and Neponset River, Mass.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

183. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of East Chester Creek, N. T.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

184. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Sabine-Neches Canal, Tex., with a view to the 
revetment of the north bank from what is known as Blands 
Bend Road, on the north, through the city (Port Arthur) to 
the southern limits of said city; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

185. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Cape Vincent Harbor, N. Y.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 3667) to amend and 
modify the war risk insurance act; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND; A bill (H. R. 3668) to regulate the 
shipment in commerce of canned salmon, to provide inspection, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By the SPEAKER: A bill (H. R. 3669) to provide for the 
inspection of the battle fields of the siege of Petersburg, Va.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 8670) to amend section 17 
of an act entitled “An act to create a Federal Power Com- 
mission, to provide for the improvement of navigation, the 


development of waterpower, the use of the public lands in rela- 

tion thereto, and to repeal section 18 of the river and harbor 

appropriation act approved August 8, 1917, and for other pur- 

pet approved June 10, 1920; to the Committee on the Public 
8. 

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 3671) appointing a day for 
the beginning of regular sessions of Congress; to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President, Vice President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress, 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 3672) fixing the salary of 
the collector of customs at Mobile, Ala.; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3673) providing for hos- 
pitalization, medical treatment, nursing, and all necessary care 
of disabled ex-service men; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 3674) to give military 
status and discharges to the members of the Russian Railway 
Service Corps, organized by the War Department under 
authority of the President of the United States, for service dur- 
ing =~ war with Germany; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8675) to provide for the 
equitable distribution of captured war devices and trophies 
to the States and Territories of the United States and the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 8676) to 
amend the war risk insurance act; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 3677) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to modify the harbor lines at Newport Harbor, 
Calif.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3678) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to transfer certain property in the city of San Diego, Calif., to 
the city of San Diego for municipal purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GASQUE: A bill (H. R. 3679) to authorize the build- 
ing of a bridge across the Peedee River in South Carolina; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8680) authorizing the building of a 
bridge across Kingston Lake at Conway, S. C.; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8681) to authorize the building of a 
bridge across the Waccamaw River in South Carolina; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 8682) authorizing the con- 
struction, reconstruction, and improvement of roads and trails, 
inclusive of necessary bridges, in the national parks and monu- 
ments under the jurisdiction of the Department of the In- 
terior; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 3683) making eligible 
for retirement under certain conditions officers of the Army 
of the United States, other than officers of the Regular Army, 
who incurred physical disability in line of duty while in the 
service of the United States during the World War; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 3684) for the enrollment 
and allotment of members of the Lac du Flambeau Band of 
Lake Superior Chippewas, in the State of Wisconsin, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8685) to amend the act of March 3, 1855, 
entitled “An act providing for allotment of lands in severalty 
to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla Reservation, in the 
State of Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and for other 
purposes”; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8686) conferring a pref- 
erence right of entry on discharged soldiers, sailors, and 
marines upon the opening to disposition of abandoned military 
reservations; to the Committee on the Public Lands. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3687) repealing existing law requiring the 
Postmaster General to report action taken on claims of post- 
masters; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 8688) granting the con- 
sent of Congress to maintain a bridge across the Rlo Grande 
River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 3689) to amend the in- 
surance laws of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 3690) to construct a publie 
building for a post office at the city of Cuthbert, Ga.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3691) to construct a public building for a 

st office at the city of Vienna, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3692) to construct a public building for 
a post office at the city of Ashburn, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 3693) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Morgan City, La.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3694) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Houma, La.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SITES: A bill (H. R. 3695) to provide for the acqui- 
sition of a site and the erection of a Federal building at Ship- 
pensburg, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 3696) increasing the 
limit of cost for the erection of a public building at Yonkers, 
N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 8697) to purchase a site for the 
erection of a post-office building in the city of Norfolk, Va.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 3698) for the erection of a 
Federal building for the United States post office at Warren, 
R. I.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 3699) to increase the limit of 
cost of the United States post-office building in Lewistown, 
Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUSBY: A bill (H. R. 3700) to provide for the ac- 
quisition of a site and the erection thereon of a public building 
at Kosciusko, Miss.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3701) to provide for the acquisition of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Okolona, 
Miss.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3702) to provide for the acquisition of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Winona, 
Miss.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 3703) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Madisonville, Ky.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DEMPSEY: A bill (H. R. 8704) to authorize the en- 
largement, extension, and remodeling of the Federal building 
at Lockport, N. T.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 3705) to authorize the purchase of a site 
and the construction of a Federal building at Tonawanda, 
Erie County, N. V.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3706) for the purchase of a site for a 
public building at Youngstown, Niagara County, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3707) to authorize the purchase of a site 
for a Federal building in the village of Middleport, Niagara 
County, N. X.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3708) to authorize the enlargement, exten- 
sion, and remodeling of the Federal building at Niagara Falls, 
N. V.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 3709) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, by condemnation or 
otherwise, such land in the town of Galax, Va., as may be 
necessary for the location of a post-office building in the said 
town, and aiso to construct a suitable building thereon, and 
making appropriation therefor; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3710) for the erection of a 
public building at Tucson, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 3711) te provide in- 
creased postal facilities by erection of a central distributing 
and general post-office building upon the acquired Federal site 
on Bast One hundred and forty-ninth Street, Borough of the 
Bronx, New York City; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3712) to increase the cost 
of construction of the Federal building at Globe, Ariz.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (I. R. 3713) for the erection of a publie build- 
ing at Prescott, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOZIER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 86) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 87) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. LOZIER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 88) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. FISH: Resolution (H. Res. 90) amending clause 4 of 
Rule XXVII of the Rules of the House of Representatives; to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 91) amending Rule X and Rule XI 
of the Rules of the House of Representatives; to the Committee 
on Rules, 

By Mr. CRISP: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Georgia indorsing the plan to construct a substitute steam plant 
for the Gorgas plant; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATH BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (II. R. 3714) to commission Capt. 
William Rees Rush as a rear admiral on the retired list of the 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 3715) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard Howe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 3716) for the relief of George 
T. Silvers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3717) granting a pension to Leota Dell 
Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3718) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Coburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (I. R. 3719) granting a pension to Charles Fuhr; 


to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3720) granting a pension to Margaret A, 
Addington ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8721) granting a pension to Sarah Birch; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3722) granting a pension 
to Agnes Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3723) granting an increase of pension to 
Josinah Brinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAGUE: A bill (H. R. 3724) granting a pension to 
Ezra Poquette; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEMPSEY: A bill (H. R. 3725) for the relief of 
Mason B. Crary; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3726) for the relief of George F. Ames; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3727) for the relief of Andrew Cullin; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3728) for the relief of Emons Johnson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3729) granting a pension to Malvina 
Cost; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3730) granting a pension to Loyinia A. 
Griswold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3781) for the relief of Frank Stinch- 
comb; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3732) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Cummings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 3733) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sherwood H. Williams; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to Susan Kiley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3735) waiving in favor of Lieut. Simon M. 
Kay, of the Reserve Corps, United States Army, the age limit, 
so that he may be permitted to accept commission of second 
lieutenant in the Regular Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3736) for the relief of James J. Meehan; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 3737) for the relief of the Near 
East Relief (Inc.); to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3738) for the relief of Martha E. Conklin; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3739) for the relief of James Ryan; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GLATFELTER: A bill (H. R. 8740) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3741) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth M. Laird; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3742) granting a pension to James D. 
Danner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3748) for the retief of John Wallick; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3744) granting a pension to Anna Ruth 
Keefer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3745) for the rellef of John 
M. Hines; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 8746) for the relief of Robert T. Jones; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 8747) to correct the military 
record of George W. Kelly; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3748) for the re- 
lief of Lebanon National Bank; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3749) granting a pension to Lenora Piper; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3750) to correct the military record of 
James Holder; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8751) for the relief of the 
McGilvray-Raymond Granite Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 3752) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Calvin O. McDaniel; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3753) to make a preliminary survey of 
Pond River, in Kentucky, with the view to the control of its 
floods; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3754) granting a pension 
to William D. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 3755) granting a pension to 
Emma Kate Holbrook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8756) granting to the county of Custer, 
State of Montana, certain land in said county for use as a fair- 
ground; to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 8757) granting a pen- 
sion to William D. Elifeldt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3758) granting a pension to Rebecca J. 
Butler; to the Gommittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3759) granting a pension to Elisha L. 
Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8760) granting a pension to W. C. Mer- 
ritt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOGAN: A bill (H. R. 8761) for the relief of George 
A. Nickles; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOZINR: A bill (H. R. 3762) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the county of Carroll, State of Mis- 
souri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3763) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Chariton County, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3764) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Grundy County, State of Missouri, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3765) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Linn County, State of Missouri, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3766) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Livingston County, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3767) authorizing the Secretary-of War 
to donate to Monroe County, State of Missouri, one German 
eannon or fieldpiece and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8768) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Randolph County, State of Missouri, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 3769) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Sullivan County, State of Missouri, one German can- 
non or fleldplece and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 3770) for the examina- 
tion and survey of Dog River, Ala., from the Louisville & Nash- 
ville Rallroad bridge to the mouth of said river including a 
connection with the Mobile Bay ship channel; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MacLAPFERTY: A bin (H. R. 3771) for the relief 
of John Clarence Shea; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3772) for the relief 
of the estate of Felix Scott Chambers, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 3773) for the relief of the 
heirs of Susan A. Nicholas; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. MILLER of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8774) granting 
a pension to Francis M. Meadows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: A bill (H. R. 8775) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard F. Aull; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8776) for the relief of 
the heirs of William H. Harvey, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr, PARKER: A bill (H. R. 3777) granting a pension to 
Charles H. Vail; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8778) granting a pension to Albert Rey- 
nolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 3779) granting an increase of 
pension to John C. Trent; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3780) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Drain; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3781) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Leonard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3782) granting an increase of pension to 
Orville Harvey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3783) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus C. Luttrell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3784) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Lillard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8785) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Hyder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8786) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3787) granting a pension to Tide Owens; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3788) granting a pension to William J. 
Chester; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8789) granting a pension to Dudley J. 
Howell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8790) granting a pension to Lucy E. 
Range; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3791) granting a pension to Oscar Shef- 
field ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8792) granting a pension to Robert J. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3793) granting a pension to James R. 
Daniel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Guss Hughes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3795) granting a pension to Walter A. 
Bailey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3796) granting a pension to Cordelia 
Kite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMJUB: A bill (H. R. 8797) granting a pension to 
Caroline A. Shepperson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 3798) granting a pension 
to George Evans, alias George W. Sanderson; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SITES: A bill (H. R. 8799) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin Cornman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bin (H. R. 3800) to cancel an allotment 
of land made to Mary Crane or Ho-tah-kah-win-kaw, a deceased 
Indian, embracing land within the Winnebago Indian Reserva- 
tion in Nebraska ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 3801) granting an increase 
of pension to James Phelps; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3802) granting an increase of pension to 
S. Harriett Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3803) granting a pension to Eliza A. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) granting a pension to Leona 
Stealey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8805) granting a pension to Sylvester 
Condon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3806) granting a pension to Olive M. 
Bollinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3807) granting a pension to Anna O'Nell; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: A bill (H. R. 3808) for the relief of 
Levi R. Whitted; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 3809) for the relief of Claude 
Chandler; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 3810) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Sodus, State of New 
York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3811) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Geneva, State of New York, two Ger- 
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man cannons or fleldpleces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3812) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Aurora, State of New York, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8813) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Canandaigua, State of New York, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3814) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Penn Yan, State of New York, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3815) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Covert, State of New York, a Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8816) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Interlaken, State of New York, 
a German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8817) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Shortsville, State of New York, a 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3818) authorizing the Secretary af War to 
donate to the village of Port Gibson, State of New York, a 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. at 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8819) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Victor, State of New York, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8820) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Lyons, State of New York, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3821) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Cato, State of New York, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3822) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the village of Port Byron, State of New York, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3823) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Guyanoga, State of New York, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8824) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of East Bloomfield, State of New York, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3825) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Auburn, State of New York, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3826) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


donate to the town of Newark, State of New York, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 3827) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Kate E. Andrews; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 3828) granting a pension to 
Irwin E. Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3829) to provide for a survey of New 
Haven Harbor, Conn., with a view to its improvement for navi- 
gation; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 8830) granting a pen- 
sion to Carrie E. Doane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 3831) for the relief of 
the owners of the barge Consolidation Coastwise No. 24; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 3832) granting 
a pension to Alfred Barker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3833) granting a pension to John T. Bran- 
non; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3834) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. McDonald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3835) granting a pension to Martin E. Me- 
Michael; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3836) granting an 
increase of pension to Maggie R. Armstrong; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3837) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Kuhlenschmidt; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 3838) for the relief of D. L. 
Cook and J. S. Cook; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 3839) for the relief of 
M. Castanola & Son; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 89) to 
award to James H. Cook, of Agate, Nebr., a bronze medal for 
valiant services in the Geronimo campaign; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: Resolution (H. Res. 88) 
providing a clerk for the minority members of the Ways and 
Means Committee; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MICHENER: Resolution (H. Res. 89) providing for 
the payment to Louise Joslyn Irland, widow of Fred Irland, 
late official reporter of debates, a sum equal to one year’s salary 
as official reporter of debates, and $250 as funeral expenses of 
said Fred Irland; to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

82. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Depart- 
ment of Ohio, Grand Army of the Repnblic, favoring an increase 
of pension to veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

183. Also (by request), petition of the Louisiana Baptist con- 
vention, favoring House Joint Resolution 159 and urging its 
immediate passage; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

184. Also (by request), petition of the officers and directors 
of the New York Electrical League, favoring Secretary Mel- 
lon's tax-reduction plan; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

185. Also (by request), petition of the Fuchs & Lang Manu- 
facturing Co., New York, favoring the Mellon tax-reduction 
plan; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

186. Also (by request), petition of the Association of Lifa 
Insurance Presidents, New York, favoring the Mellon plan of 
tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

187. Also (by request), petition of the National Women’s 
Party, urging the immediate passage of the equal rights amend- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

188. Also (by request), petition of Springfield Pharmacists’ 
Association, Springfield, Mass., favoring the passage of the 
Kelly-Stephens bill to prohibit price-fixing; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

189. Also (by request), petition of members of the Sibalom 
Enlightening Association, of the Philippine Islands, extendin 
sympathy on the death of President Harding; to the Selec 
Committee on Death of President Harding. 

190. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of United League of Women 
Voters of Rhode Island, urging passage of child-labor amend- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

191. Also, petition of Practical Men's Club, Everlastik (Inc.), 
of Pawtucket, R. I., indorsing proposed tax-reduction plan of 
Secretary Mellon; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

192. By Mr. BEERS: Papers to accompany House bill 3357; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

193. Also, papers to accompany House bill 3358; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

194. By Mr. BRIGGS: Petition of Fred W. Norris, Galveston, 
Tex., urging passage of measure for construction of San Carlos 
Dam; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

195. By Mr. BURTON: Petition of certain persons employed 
in the Union Building, 1836 Euclid Avenue, Cleveland, Ohio, 
expressing their approval of President Coolidge’s message to 
Congress and commending him for his frankness and outspoken 
opinion on vital subjects, especially that pertaining to the 
bonus and Secretary Mellon's tax-reduction plan; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

196. Also, petition of the Ohio Board of Commerce, indorsing 
the proposal recommended by Secretary Mellon for the redue- 
tion of Federal income taxes and opposing the proposal to pass 
a national soldiers“ bonus; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

197. By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: Petition of Grand Army 
of the Republic encampment, Madison, S. Dak., favoring the 
purchasing of the Lincoln collection; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

198. By Mr. COLE of Ohio: Petition of executive board of 
the Ohio Federation of Women's Clubs, concerning our national 
parks; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

199. Also, petition of Welch Post, No. 422, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Uhrichsville, Ohio, favoring the reenactment of 
the Bursum bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

200. By Mr. COOK: Petition of Federal Council of Clubs, 
including 2,000 women of Logansport, Ind., favoring a consti- 
tutional amendment concerning child labor; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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201. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of Ladies’ Auxiliary No. 
122, National Association of Letter Carriers, Schenectady, N. Y., 
indorsing. increased: salaries: for postal employees; to tlie Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

202. Also, petition of One hundred and fifteenth and One 
hundred and fifty-third regiments, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic reunion, held at Gloversville, N. X., favoring the increase 
of pensions to Civil War veterans and widows: of Civil War 
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

203. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of district No. 5, 
Montana Federation of Women’s Clubs, Hinsdale, Mont., favor- 
ing the United States becoming a member of the world court; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

204. By Mr. FENN: Petition of Loren D. Penfield Camp, No. 
16, Connecticut Division Sons of Veterans, United States of 
America, of New Britain, Conn., advocating increased pensions 
for veterans of the Civil War and their widows; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

205. Also, petition of Griffin A. Stedman’ Camp, No. 6, Sons of 
Veterans, United States of America, of Hartford, Conn., advocat- 
ing increased pensions for veterans of the Civil War and their 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

206. Also, petition of H. A. Grant Camp, No. 24, Sons of Vet- 
erans, United States of America, of Thompsonville, Conn., advo- 
eating increased pensions for veterans of the Civil War and thelr 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid’ Pensions. 

207. Also, petition of nine widows of veterans of the Civil 
War, Unionville, Conn., advocating an increase in the pensions 
allowed to widows of Civil War veterans; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

208. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Sheet Metal Ware As- 
sociation, favoring the Mellon plan for reduction of Federal 
taxation, and opposing the bonus; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

209. Also, petition of members of Long Prairie Evangelical 
Lutheran Church, of Capron, III., opposing any modification or 
liberalization of the Volstead law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

210. By Mr. KINDRED: Petition of the conservation com- 
missioner of the State of New York, favoring an increase in 
appropriations to fight the gypsy moth; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

211. By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: Petition of the general com- 
mittee of the Utah Taxpayers’ Association, Utah, urging the 
adoption of the Mellon tax-reduction plan; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

212. Also, petition of board of governors of the Salt Lake 
City Chamber of Commerce and Commercial Club of Salt Lake, 
Utah; oppesed to any change in the transportation act of 1920; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

213. Also, petition of Cedar City Chamber of Commerce, 
Utah, opposed to Government ownership of railroads or any 
change in the transportation act of 1920; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

214. By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of members of Myles the 
Slasher Council of the Association for the Recognition of the 
Irish Republic, urging the United States Government to demand 
the release of political prisoners in Ireland; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. f 

215. By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of the Private Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Legion, asking the Sixty-eighth Congress to. enact 
certain legislation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

216. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the Mill- 
tary Order of the World War and other military organizations 
of New York, favoring the retirement of disabled emergency 
Army officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

217. Also, petition of the New York Electrical League, favor- 
ing the Mellon plan for reduction of taxes; also, the Iron 
League of New York, favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduc- 
tion; also Planten & Son (Inc.), of Brooklyn, N. X., favoring 
the Mellon plan of tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

218. Also, petition of the Intertype Corporation, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduction; also, the 
National Association of Real Estate Boards of Chicago; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

219: By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition: of headquarters, 
General Sheridan Post, No. 452, Department of Iowa, Grand 
Army of the Republic, favoring an increase of pension to 
veterans of the Civil War and their widows; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

220. Also, petition of Kinsman Post, No. 7, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Des Moines, favoring an increase of pension to 
bona ra of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 


221. Also, petition of reserve officers residing in northwest- 
ern Iowa, favoring an appropriation; to the Committee on Mil- 
tary Affairs; 

222. By Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: Papers to accom- 
pany House bill 3599; to the Committee on Pensions. 

223. By Mr, SABATH » Petition of the Military Order of the 
World War and other military organizations of New York, 
favoring the retirement of disabled emergency Army officers 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

224. By Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: Papers to accompany 
House bill 8611; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

225. Also, papers to accompany House bill 8612; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

226. Also, papers to accompany House bill 3613; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid: Pensions. 

227. Also, papers to accompany House bill 3614; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

228. Also; papers to accompany House bill 3615; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

229. By Mr. SITES: Papers to aceompany House bill 8616; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

230. By Mr. SWING: Petition of American Legion of the De- 
partment of California, indorsing the Swing-Johnson bill au- 
thorizing building by the Government of Boulder Dam and an 
Seca a canal”; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 

8. 

231. By Mr. WATRES: Petition of druggists and merchants 
of Scranton, Pa., and vicinity, favoring the maintenance of the 
price of trade-marked articles; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
Sarurpay, December 15, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


O Thon to whom we accord all praise and glory as the King 
of the ages, we would reverence Thee this morning and pray 
that Thy kingdom may be established In all hearts, that in the 
council chambers of the Nation Thou mayest. be recognized. 
Hear us as we beg Thy blessing and ask for Thy guidance 
continually. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of Wednesday last, when, on request of Mr. Lops 
and by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed 
with and the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 70). authorizing the payment of salaries 
of the officers and employees of Congress for December, 1923, 
on the 20th day of that month, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. í 

The message also announced that the House had adopted a 
resolution providing for the appointment of a committee on 
the part of the House of one Member from each State to join 
such committee as may be appointed on the part of the Senate, 
to consider and report by what token of respect and affection 
it may be proper for the Congress of the United States to 
express the deep sensibility of the Nation on the decease of 
their late President, Warren Gamaliel Harding, and that the 
Speaker of the House, pursuant to such resolution, had ap- 
pointed on the part of the House the following Members on 
the select committee: 

Representatives BURTON, Kany, TILSON, FRENCH, Mappren, Woop, 
Havers, ANTHONY, LANGLEY, Warre of Maine, Greene of Massa- 
chusetts, McLaveHiin of Michigan, Davis of Minnesota, Wasoy, 
LeHLBACH, PARKER, YOUNG, HAWLEY, BUTLER, BURDICK, JOHNSON of 
South Dakota, LEATHERWOOD, FLEETWOOD, JOHNSON of Washington, 
Raen of West Virginia, Cooper of Wisconsin, WINTER, ALMON, HAY- 
DEN, OLDFIELD, TAYLOR of Colorado, Boron, Cxank of Florida, LEE of 
Georgia, Dong, LINTHICUM, COLLIER, Dickinson of Missouri, Rvaxs 
of Montana, SHALLENBERGER, RICHARDS, MORROW, POU, CARTER, BYRNES 
of South Carolina, Brrns of Tennessee, GARNER of Texas, and 
MONTAGUE. 


REPORT OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Comptroller of the Currency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the annual report covering activities of the 
Currency Bureau for the year ended October 31, 1923; which 
was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


1923. 


BRIGHT ANGEL TRAIL, GRAND CANYON PARK, ARIZ. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report 
of the Secretary of the Interior, transmitted pursuant to law, 
relative to the terms upon which the Government may acquire 
by purchuse the Bright Angel Trail, in the Grand Canyon Na- 
tional Park, Ariz., which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the letter of Hon. Hubert Work, Secretary of the Interior, in re- 
gard to the terms upon which the United States may acquire by 
purchase the Bright Angel Trail, in the Grand Canyon National 
Park. Coconino County, Ariz., be printed in the RECORD, 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 11, 1923. 


The honorable the Presipent PRO TEMPORD OF THE RENATE, 


My Dran Mr. PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE: The act of Congress approved. 
February 26, 1919, entitled “An act to establish the Grand Canyon Na- 
tional Park in the State of Arizona,” provides, among other things— 

That nothing herein contained shall affect any valid existing claim, 
location, or entry under the Jand laws of the United States, whether for 
homestead, mineral, right of way, or any other purpose whatsoever, or 
shall affect the rights of any such claimant, locator, or entryman to the 
full use and enjoyment of his land, and nothing herein contained shall 
affect, diminish, or impair the right and authority of the county of 
Coconino, in the State of Arizona, to levy and, collect tolls for the passage 
of livestock over and upon the Bright Angel Toll Road and Trail, and the 
Secretary of the Interlor is hereby authorized to negotiate with the said 
county of Coconino for the purchase of said Bright Angel Toll Road and 
Trail and all rights therein, and report to Congress at as early a date as 
possible the terms upon which the property can be procured.” 

In compliance with this provision of law I have the following report 
to make to you: 

The Bright Angel Toll Road and Trail which descends the south 
wall of the canyon to the floor lying some 4.300 feet below the rim 
starts within a few hundred yards of the terminus of the railroad and 
the end of the main public highway which. bring practically all the 
visitors to the south rim of the Grand Canyon. At this point there are 
also concentrated the hotels and camps available for the accommoda- 
tion of the visitors and the administrative headquarters of the 
National Park Service that has charge under the Interior Department 
of the administration of the park. This trail is the only means of 
access into the canyon for 20 miles to the east where the Grand View 
Trail is located and 8 miles to the west where the Hermit Trail is 
located: The trail has been privately owned, the present title, so far 
us can be ascertained, being fully vested In the county of Coconino, 
which adjoins the park on the south; and the above provision of law 
in the organic act creating the Grand Canyon National Park appears 
to recognize rights of the county of Coconino in said trail. The 
county has collected from the public operator a toll of $1 for every 
visitor carried on horse or mule back over the trail, it being under- 
stood that tolls for some 7,681 visitors were paid for such use of the 
trail the past year. 

The great importance to the United States of having ownership of 
this trail for the unrestricted use of the public is apparent, and the 
importance of its acquisition was fully emphasized by the injunction 
of Congress in the organic act above cited. 

In compliance with the provisions of this law negotiations between 
representatives of the department and the board of supervisors of the 
county of Coconino, Ariz., as representative of that county, were car- 
ried on for several years without definite results. 

During the past summer, however, and in the presence of visiting 
Members of Congress, the following proposition was informally agreed 
upon as appearing fair and reasonable under the circumstances to both 
parties involved, namely: That in the event Congress shall appropriate 
not less than the sum of $100,000 to be expended upon the recon- 
struction and improvement of a road between Maine, Ariz. (which is 
a small town lying midway between the towns of Williams and Flag- 
staff, Ariz., on the National Old Trails Road about 80 miles away), 
and the south boundary of the Grand Canyon National Park, which will 
constitute then the most important approach highway to the park, the 
board of supervisors of the county of Coconino will execute and deliver 
a good and sufficlent deed conveying to the United States the full and 
complete title to the Bright Angel Toll Road and Trail 

It was ascertained that the provisions of existing Arizona law re- 
quire the selling of any property, real or personal, belonging to the 
county, at public auction, after certain prescribed regulations have 
been complied with, to the highest bidder; and If Congress directs the 
acquisition of the trail under agreements informally arrived at and 
stated above, the county has agreed to offer the trail for sale at public 
auction in accordance with the statutes above mentioned, with the 
understanding that a bid is to be made by a representative of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATH. 


301 


United States of the sum of $100,000 for said trafl under the condi- 
tions: stated. If the bid is accepted, no part of this sum will be paid 
over to the county until a satisfactory deed has) been executed and 
delivered vesting full and complete title in the trail in the United 
States. 

It is my purpose to submit through the proper channels draft of 
legislation which when enacted will authorize the appropriation of 
the sum of $100,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to effect 
these purposes, and in the following words: 

“That for the purchase of the Bright Angel Toll Road and Trail 
within the Grand Canyon National Park, Ariz., the sum of $100,000. 
is hereby authorized to be expended out of moneys in the Tressury 
not otherwise appropriated, this amount to be available for payment to 
the board of supervisors of the county of Coconino, State of Arizona, 
for the purpose of construction, under the supervision of the National 
Park Service,-of the approach road to the south entrance to the Grand 
Canyon National Park from Maine, Ariz., to the south boundary of the 
park upon the delivery of good and sufficient deed of conveyance to 
the United States of full and complete title to the said Bright Angel 
Toll Road and Trail, and acceptance thereof by the Secretary of the 
Interior.” 

Very truly yours, Hunnnr Work, Secretary. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate reso- 
lutions adepted by the Delaware Branch of the National 
Woman's Party, of Wilmington, Del., favoring adoption of the 


‘so-called equal-rights amendment to the Constitution, which 


were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BALL presented resolutions adopted by the Delaware 
Branch of the National Woman's Party, of Wilmington, Del., 
favoring the adoption of the so-called equal-rights amendment 
to the Constitution, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wilming- 
ton, Del, praying for the prompt participation by the United 
States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the following resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Georgia, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry: 

House Resolution 9. By A. Sidney Camp, of Coweta; Jones, of Coweta; 
Neil, of Muscogee; McMichael, of Marion; Daniel, of Troup; Hatcher, 
of Muscogee ; Williams, of Harris; W. R. Jones, of Meriwether; A. D. 
Jones, of Meriwether; Flemming, of Columbia; Perryman, of Talbot; 
De La Perriere, of Jackson; Spence, of Carroll; Howard, Jr., of 
Chattahoochee. Read first time November 12, 1923. Read and 
adopted November 13, 1923. 


Whereas the cotton farmers in the State of Georgia and the South 
vsing high-priced fertilizers in their efforts to grow cotton have had 
their cotton crops destroyed by the boll weevil aid many are now even 
unable to pay their taxes; and 

Whereas it is believed that fertilizers and calcium arsenate can be 
produced at Muscle Shoals by means of electric-furnace methods and, 
industrial chemistry on a commercial scale which will furnish a more 
adequate supply of cheaper and higher grade fertilizers and possibly 
also calcium arsenate; and 

Whereas Henry Ford in his offer for Muscle Shoals agrees to“ manu- 
facture annually nitrogen and other commercial fertilizers” which 
“shall have a nitrogen content of at least 40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen,” 
this tonnage gf nitrogen being equal to the nitrogen carried in about 
250,000 tons of Chilean nitrate; and 

Whereas, though Henry Ford advised Congress on May 31, 1922, that 
he could not consent to eliminate the Gorgas steam: plant from his offer 
for Muscle Shoals, the United States has sold the Gorgas steam plant: 

Therefore, in order to relieve the farmers of Georgin and the South 
from the peril of the boll weevil by securing a more adequate supply of 
cheaper fertilizers and calcium arsenate at Muscle Shoals, we by this 
joint resolution, the senate concurring, memorialize and petition the 
President of the United States and the United States Congress as 
follows: 

First. That the President in his annual message to Congress in 
December recommends that a substitute steam plant be built by the 
Government for the Gorgas steam plant and that Congress provide the 
ways and means for the construction of such steam plant and then 
promptly accept the Ford offer for Muscle Shoals “as a whole and not 
in part.” 

hast That the Legislature of Georgia hereby indorses the plan 
now proposed by the Hon, Martin B. Mappen, of Hlinois, for the con- 
struction of a substitute steam plant for the Gorgas plant. 

Third. That the members of the Legislature of Georgia for themselves 
and for the people of our State express to Henry Ford admiration and 
appreciation for his noble purpose to perform a great and lasting 
public service for his country at Muscle Shoals. 
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Fourth. That a copy of these resolutions, officially signed by the 
speaker of the house and the president of the senate, be sent to the 
President of the United States, to Henry Ford, to Hon. Martin B. 
MADDEN, and tc the Senators and Members in Congress from Georgia. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. I present a petition of the 
national officers and the national executive committee of the 
Private Soldiers and Sailors’ Legion, which I ask to have 

rinted in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Reconp, 
as follows: 


NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS PRIVATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ 


LEGION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Washington, D. 0. 
To the honorable Senate and the House of Representatives of the 

United States of America: 

A petition of the Private Soldiers and Sailors“ Legion asking the 
Sixty-eighth Congress to enact the following legislation, the said legis- 
lation having been decided upon by the executive committee of the 
Private Soldiers and Sailors' Legion, meeting November 19-24, 1923, 
in Washington, D. C. 

1, A bonus of $500 cash to be paid to all honorably discharged 
veterans of the World War, to be paid by a special tax on the war 
proiiteers, who made $18,000,000,000 profits from the war. We are 
unalterably opposed to a sales tax to pay a bonus; in other words, we 
Oppose a special tax on the whole population, as a sales tax would be, 
but believe that the surtaxes should be increased on the large incomes 
now enjoyed by the war profiteers to pay the bonus. 

2. Complete and prompt hospitalization and fair compensation for 
nll our disabled. This should come before any bonus is paid, but the 
United States is amply able to do both. 

3. Our employment bill, which would open unused lands and natural 
resources, with equal opportunities to all veterans to obtain homes, 
and also employment for every veteran who lost his position while 
serving the country under arms. 

4. We favor and will advocate, as in the past, all bills for the 
benefit of labor, and will oppose all measures that would injure labor. 
Likewise, we are for beneficial legislation for farmers, including a 
stricter control of common carriers, the regulation of freight rates, 
and the repeal of the Cummins-Esch Act, with ultimate Government 
ownership of all common carriers. 

5. We are for a reduction of taxes on the mass of the citizens, 
but believe the surtaxes on larger incomes should be increased, this 
class being well able to pay the bulk of the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

6. We favor a great American merchant marine and the develop- 
ment of a great air service. 

7. We favor a just and fair classification of salaries of Government 
employees and adequate payment for services rendered to the Govern- 
ment by employees, with old-age and disability pension system. 

8. We vigorously oppose abuses of injunctions and contempt of 
court procedures by judges, and believe these public officials should all 
be elected by the people, subject to a recall. 

9, This organization will oppose with all means in its power partici- 
pation of the United States in foreign entanglements of any kind 
whatsoever, whether in the name of the League of Nations, World 
Court, or any other similar schemes to embroil the United States in 
future wars. 

Respectfully submitted. 

LSunAL.] NATIONAL Executive ComMMirres, PRIVATE 

Sotprers AND Sarvors’ LEGION, 
MARVIN GATES Sperry, National President. 
BENJ. BLANK, Secretary. 


Mr. ROBINSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Hot Springs, Ark., praying for the prompt participation of the 
United States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry letter carriers of Yell 
and Perry Counties, Ark., praying for the passage of legisla- 
tion providing an allowance of 6 cents per mile per day to let- 
ter carriers for the upkeep of their equipment, etc., which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CAPPER presented memorials of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Unions of Abbyville, Hutchinson, Great Bend, 
Burr Oak, Holton, Atchison, Salina, and of the Wichita branch 
of the American Association of University Women, of Wichita, 
all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the adoption 
of the proposed amendment to the Constitution granting equal 
rights to women, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented a resolution adopted by the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Jamestown, N. Dak., favoring the abolish- 
ment of the tax on telephone and telegraph messages, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a resolution of the northeastern group 
of the North Dakota Bankers’ Association, at Grand Forks, 
N. Dak., protesting against the plan and rules governing the 
operation of the Intermediate Credit Bank of St. Paul, Minn., 
and urging that business and operations be resumed in accord- 
ance with the original plan, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. WILLIS presented the petition of Edith E. L. Boyer and 
1,007 other citizens of Dayton, Ohio, favoring the participation 
of the United States in the Permanent Court of International 
gose, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

He also presented the petition of Ella D. Clausing and sundry 
other members of the Ella Clausing Bible Class, of the Asbury 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Delaware, Ohio, favoring an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting child labor, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. M. S. Moist and sun- 
dry other citizens of Delaware, Ohio, praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution prohibiting child labor, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judictary. 

Mr. LADD presented the petitions of F. E. Gustafson and 16 
other citizens of Timmer, of A. C. Schuchard and 17 other citi- 
zens of Plaza, of D. H. Fulton and 45 other citizens of Sidney, 
of H. M. Pippin and 23 other citizens of Halliday, of J. P. Hoff 
and 39 other citizens of Flasher, of M. J. Prids and 7 other 
citizens of Hazen, of C. F. Ellis and 12 other citizens of Mandan, 
of Fred Quast and 18 other citizens of Halliday, and of C. A. 
Knutson and 15 other citizens of Almont, all in the State of 
North Dakota, praying for an increased tariff on wheat, flax, 
and their oils, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ATTORNEYS EMPLOYED BY THE SHIPPING BOARD. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. From the Committee on Com- 
merce I report back favorably without amendment the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 37). I take it this is a matter of routine busi- 
ness, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton asks unanimous consent for the immediate consideration 
of a resolution, which will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

Senate Resolution No. 37, submitted by Mr. KI Nd on the 10th 
instant, was read, as follows: 


Whereas on the 16th day of January, 1923, the following resolution 
Was adopted by the Senate: 

“ Resolved, That the United States Shipping Board is directed to 
report to the Senate the names of all attorneys who have at any time 
been employed by the board or by or for the United States Shipping 
Board Emergency Fleet Corporation, or by or for any other agency 
for said board, specifying the attorneys who have been appointed or 
have acted upon the regular legal staff of the board or of said cor- 
poration or other agency, and attorneys who have been specially em- 
ployed by the board or by or for the said corporation or other agency, 
together with a statement of all salaries, fees, and compensation which 
have been paid to each of the same, and also whether or not attorneys 
who have acted upon the permanent staff of the board or of said cor- 
poration or other agency have resigned their offices to enter private 
practice, and have thereafter received retainers or fees from the board 
or said corporation or other agency, and the amount of the retainer or 
tees paid or promised to be paid such persons"; and 

Whereas said United States Shipping Board has neglected and refused 
to respond to said resolution: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the said United States Shipping Board be, and is 
hereby, directed to immediately reply to said resolution and furnish the 
Information therein requested. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I will state briefly that a similar 
resolution passed the Senate at the last session, but the report 
was not presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution just read? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. z 

PRINTING OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA LAWS. 


Mr. MOSES. From the Committee on Printing I report an 
original resolution, together with a report on the subject. I 
ask that the report be printed and the resolution referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, inasmuch as it involves an expenditure from that 
fund. 

The report (No. 2) was ordered to be printed, and the res- 
olution (S. Res. 65) was referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it hereby is, 
authorized to haye the laws of Congress relating to the District of 


| | 


1923. 


Columbia and the laws of former municipal governments in said Dis- 
trict which are still in force recompiled, indexed, and annotated in 
codified form to and including March 4, 1923, the expense of same, not 
to exceed $1,000, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1171) authorizing the licensing and control of cor- 
porations engaged in the storing of food products for interstate 
shipment; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1172) to prohibit the prosecution of claims against 
the United States by former Government employees; and 

A bill (S. 1173) to create an additional judge in the district 
of South Dakota; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1174) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
consider, ascertain, adjust, and determine claims of certain 
members of the Sioux Nation of Indians for damages occasioned 
by the destruction of their horses; and 

A bill (S. 1175) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
investigate and report on the services of Indian scouts and of 
Indian volunteers who rescued white captives from hostile 
Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1176) for the erection of a publie building at 
Vermilion, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1177) to increase the import duty on certain 
grains; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1178) granting an increase of pension to Alma L. 
Bruce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 1179) authorizing the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to close certain streets, roads, or highways 
in the District of Columbia rendered useless or unnecessary 
by reason of opening, extension, widening, or straightening, 
in accordance with the higuway plan of other streets, roads, 
or highways in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1180) for the relief of J. B. Platt (with accom- 
panying papers); to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1181) naming the seat of Government of the 
United States; to the Committee on Public Buillings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 1182) to provide for the protection of forest 
lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the exten- 
sion of national forests, and for other purposes, in order to 
promote the continuous production of timber on lands chiefly 
suitable therefor; to the Special Select Committee on Re- 
forestation. 9 

A bill (S. 1183) for the relief of George W. Mellinger; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1184) granting a pension to Susie Pugh; to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

A bill (S. 1185) for the relief of Horace G. Wilson; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 1186) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Williams (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1187) to commission Capt. William Rees Rush 
as a rear admiral on the retired list of the Navy; to the Com- 
mittee on Nayal Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1188) to protect the public against fraud by pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transportation in inter- 
state commerce of misbranded, misrepresented, or falsely de- 
scribed articles, to regulate the traffic therein, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGB: 

A bill (S. 1189) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Oakland, Alameda County, Calif.; 

A bill (S. 1190) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Marysville, Yuba County, Calif.; and 

A bill (S. 1191) to authorize the purchase of a site and the 
erection and completion of a public building thereon at Oxnard, 
Calif.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1192) to confer jurisdiction upon the United States 
district court, northern district of California, to adjudicate the 
claims of American citizens; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1193) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of William W. Dauenhower; and 
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A bill (S. 1194) to extend the benefits of the employers’ lia- 
bility act of September 7, 1916, to J. L. Hughes; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 1195) to cancel two allotments made to Richard 
Bell, deceased, embracing land within the Round Valley Indian 
Reservation in California; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 1196) to protect persons in the exercise of certain 
privileges and immunities guaranteed and secured by the Con- 
stitution of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1197) providing the number of judges which shall 
concur in holding an act of Congress unconstitutional; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 1198) for the promotion of certain officers of the 
United States Army now on the retired list; and 

A bill (S. 1199) authorizing the appointment of William 
Schuyler Woodruff as an Infantry officer, United States Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1200) graning an increase of pension to Cora C. 
Kennedy; and 

A bill (S. 1201) granting an increase of pension to Ella C. 
Nichols; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1202) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin 
Brazuell; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (S. 1203) to amend an act entitled “An act authoriz- 
ing an appropriation to meet proportionate expenses of pro- 
viding a drainage system for Piute Indian lands in the State 
of Nevada within the Newlands reclamation project of the 
Reclamation Service,” approved February 14, 1923; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 1204) to make a survey of the Saratoga battle 
field, and to provide for the compilation and preservation of 
data showing the various positions and movements of troops 
at that battle, illustrated by diagrams, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1205) to amend section 128 of the Judicial Code, 
relating to appeals in admiralty cases; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1206) for the relief of Flora Yost Klinowski; 

A bill (S. 1207) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the matter of Edward I. Gallagher, of New York, 
administrator of the estate of Charles Gallagher, deceased; 
and 

A bill (S. 1208) for the relief of Swend A. Swendson: to 
the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1209) to renew and extend certain letters patent; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S., 1210) to amend paragraph 11 of section 1001 of an 
act entitled “An act to reduce and equalize taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue, and for other purposes,” approved November 23, 
1921; to the Committee on Finance. : 

A bill (S. 1211) to furnish copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp to all high schools; to the Committee on Printing. 

A bill (S. 1212) providing for a survey of the Mississippi 
River from Baton Rouge to New Orleans, La.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 8 

A bill (S. 1213) for the relief of Harold Kernan; 

A bill (S. 1214) for the relief of the heirs of Susan A. 
Nicholas; and 

A bill (S. 1215) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in favor of Elizabeth White, administratrix of the 
estate of Samuel N. White, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 1216) to reinstate John W. Confer, jr., as an 
officer of the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1217) to amend an act entitled “An act to pen- 
sion the survivors of certain Indian wars from January 1, 1859, 
to January, 1891, inclusive, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 4, 1917; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. STANFIELD: 

A bill (S. 1218) for the relief of the Portland Iron Works; 
an 

A bill (S. 1219) for the relief of Margaret Nolan; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1220) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other purposes,” Approved May 22, 1920; to the Committee on 
Civil Service. 
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By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1221) for the relief of J. W. Neil; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1222) to grant certain lands to Brigham Young 
University for educational purposes; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1223) authorizing the Indian tribes and individ- 
ual Indians, or any of them, residing in the State of Wash- 
ington and west of the summit of the Cascade Mountains, to 
submit to the Court of Claims certain claims growing out of 
treaties and otherwise; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1224) authorizing the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, 
residing in the State of Washington, to submit claims to the 
Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1225) granting the consent of Congress to Elbert 
M. Chandler, and his successors, to construct a bridge across 
the Columbia River at or near Vantage Ferry, Wash.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GOODING: 

A bill (S. 1226) authorizing a preliminary examination and 
survey to be made of the Snake River; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1227) to repeal section 15a of the interstate com- 
merce act; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. FERNALD: 

A bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus T. 
Wardwell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 

A bill (S. 1229) for the relief of the estate of Moses M. 
Bane: to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1230) to amend section 11 of the act entitled “An 
act for the retirement of publie school teachers in the District 
of Columbia.” approved January 15, 1920; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GREENE: 

A bill (S. 1231) granting a pension to Edith Ellen Farnum 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 1232) for the relief of Stephen A. Winchell; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1233) to extend the benefits of the United States 
employees’ compensation act of September 7, 1916, to Charles 
C. Sawyer (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 1234) granting an increase of pension to Olaf H. 
Heieie; and 

A bill (S. 1235) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Scott Lafans; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ODDIE: 

A bill (S. 1236) granting a pension to John T. Mack; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FERRIS: 

A bill (S. 4237) for the relief of settlers and claimants to 
section 16, lands in the L'Anse and Vieux Desert Indian 
Reservation, in Michigan, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 

A bill (S. 1238) to amend section 489 of the transportation 
act of 1920; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


By Mr. CURTIS: b 


A bil (S. 1239) for the relief of Fritz R. White (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1240) for the relief of James Blakeman (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1241) for the relief of R. W. Branson (with ac- 
companying papers); 

A bill (S. 1242) for the relief of Urith Hanna Culp (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1243) for the relief of Claude Chandler (with ac- 
companying paper); 

A bill (S. 1244) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Lewis H. Gest (with accompanying 
papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Joseph Edmund Hanlon 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1246) for the relief of John L. Hays (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1247) for the relief of the estate of John Me- 
Quiddy, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1248) for the relief of John W. Millar (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 1249) for the relief of Rosa E. Plummer (with ac- 
companying papers) ; ` 

A bill (S. 1250) for the relief of Mrs. Theodore Sharp (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1251) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Humphrey M. Woodyard (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1252) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Jacob Samuel Weaver (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1253) to reimburse J. B. Glanville and others for 
losses and damages sustained by them through the negligent 
dipping of tick-infested cattle by the Bureau of Animal Indus- 
ay Department of Agriculture (with accompanying papers) ; 
an 

A bill (S. 1254) for the relief of James Davidson (with ne- 
companying papers); to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1255) granting an increase of pension to Susan S. 
Farris (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1256) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Fitzgerald (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1257) granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
C. Franklin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1258) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Grotness (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1259) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Griffith 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1260) granting an increase of pension to J. H. 
a (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

A bill (S. 1261) for the relief of William H. Gage (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Abner W. Loomis (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1263) for the relief of Charles Rayfield (with ac- 
companying papers); 

A bill (S. 1264) for the relief of Alfred Rebsamen (with 
accompanying papers) ; x 

A bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Isaac D. Sells (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1266) for the relief of Thomas J. Temple (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1267) for the relief of Harry Wingrove (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Col. A. M. Fuller (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Henry and William King 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1270) to investigate the claims of and to enroll 
certain persons, if entitled, with the Omaha Tribe of Indians 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1271) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the claims of certain Indians of 
the Kickapoo Tribe (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1272) to amend section 2238 of the Revised Stat- 
utes (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Publie 
Lands and Surveys, 

A bill (S. 1273) making the “ Montgomery” type the national 
standard for dials for watches, clocks, and for other purposes 
(with accompanying papers) to the Committee on Patents. 

A bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Hazel Simms (with accom- 
panying papers); to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1275) for the relief of George M. Baum (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S, 1276) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Helton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1277) granting an increase of pension to Armilda S. 
Loe (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1278) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Constable (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1279) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Cumming (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1280) granting an increase of pension to Maggie 
E. Galpin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1281) granting an increase of pension to Maggie E. 
McCollum (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1282) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Ashmead (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1283) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
Webb (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1284) granting an increase of pension to Rachel T. 
McCarty (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 1285) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
Rogers (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1286) granting an increase of pension to Abigal 
Stuteville (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1287) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Embry (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1288) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Printy (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1289) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
J. Ruddell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1290) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Hinds (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1291) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Holman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1292) granting an increase of pension to Melissa 
Jaques (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1293) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Boyce (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1294) granting an increase of pension to Almeda 
Hart (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1295) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Jefferson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1296) granting an increase of pension to Mariah 
Jane Green (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1297) granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
Ross (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1298) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
J. Overton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1299) granting a pension to Isaac Overton (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1300) granting a pension to Sarah J. Moser (with 
accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1801) granting a pension to Euphenia Washburn 
‘(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1302) granting a pension to Martha Poe (with 
accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1303) granting a pension to Kate Litton (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Harriet Combs (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1305) granting a pension to Nancy Jane McHargue 


(with accompanying papers); which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 1806) granting an increase of pension to ve C. 


Hull; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1307) for the relief of Albert Andrews for loss of 
personal effects while serving with the military forces of the 
Tnited States; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 36) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States relative to the hours of 
labor of women and children; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res, 37) to authorize the use of 
rock on certain public lands in the State of Oregon for the im- 
provement of Coos Buy Harbor; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr, DALE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 38) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States providing that each 
State shall have at least two Representatives; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 40) authorizing the erection of 
a monument to the memory of Sacajawea, or Bird Woman; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSES: - 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 41) authorizing a joint com- 
mittee of both Houses to investigate the Harriman Geographic 
Code System, now in use by the War Department, with a view 
to ascertaining the adaptability and application of said system 
in the several executive departments and administrative 
branches of the Government, and to rendering a just compensa- 
tien to the owner thereof; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Executive Departments, 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 42) to establish a national hy- 
draulie laboratory; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 48) in relation to a monument 
to commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of 
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the United States of America, its insular possessions, and the 
District of Columbia in the World War (with SEOUUDRRYING 
papers) ; to the Committee on the Library. 


RETURN OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS FROM FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


Mr. CAMERON. I introduce a joint resolution for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Finance, and also present a letter 
accompanying it that I would like to have printed in the 
RECORD, 

Tne joint resolution (S. J. Res. 39) extending the time dur- 
ing which certain domestic animals which have crossed the 
boundary line into foreign countries may be returned duty 
free was read twice by its title and referred tọ the Committee 
on Finance, 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Wan FINANCE CORPORATION, 
Washington, December 12, 
Hon. Ravpu H. Cameron, United States Senate. 

My Drak Sexator: As you know. over 30,000 head of cattle, on 
which the War Finance Corporation had made loans, it became neces- 
sary in the summer of 1922 to ship to old Mexico for temporary pas- 
turage. The joint resolution approved March 4, 1923, provides for 
reentry of these cattle duty free at any time within 12 months from 
the date of ‘their entry into Mexico. More than 12 months haying 
elapsed since the major portion of this stock was driven to Mexico, 
it becomes necessary to secure legislation cxtending the time within 
which the stock may be reimported. At the time this stock was 
taken to Mexico it was expected that it would be practicable to re- 
turn it to the United States some time during the past summer, but 
the ranges on the American side, over which these cattle were accus- 
tomed to run, have not sufficiently recovered from the effects of the 
drought to warrant bringing the cattle back. 

In some cases, however, buyers having favorable ranges and pas- 
tures in the United States have purchased, or are preposing to pur- 
chase, some of these cattle for future delivery. One such contract 
provides for the delivery of the stock on the 18th of this month, and 
on this bunch alone it is estimated that the duty would amount to 
over $30,000, about $14 per head on the 3-year olds, 810.30 per head 
on the 2-year ode, and $S per head on the yearlings. This situa- 
tion presents n real emergency and renders it exceedingly important 
that legislation he had at the very earliest moment. 

Ih addition to the stock above referred to as under contract of 
sale, other salex are likely to be made from time to (ime, and some 
individual owners may desire to bring their stock back at a reason- 
ably early period. It is suggested, however, that the period in which 
this stock may be reimported free of duty should be extended to 
December 31. 1924, as in all probability it will not be practicable to 
bring all of the stock back before some time next summer or fall. 

All parties interested, including the War Finance Corporation, which 
made loans on these cattle, will appreciate very greatly the earliest 
possible, favorable consideration of this legislation. 

Yours truly, 


1928. 


F. W. 
PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. BURSUM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 5) granting pensions and incrense 
of pensions te certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil and 
Mexican Wars and to certain widows, former widows, minor 
children, and helpless children of said soldiers and sailors, and 
to widows of the War of 1812, and to certain Indian war vet- 
erans and widows, which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF REPORT OF UNITED STATES COAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. ODDIE submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 3), which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the report of the United States Coal Commission relative to the 
anthracite and bituminous coal industry, with accompanying papers, 
charts, diagrams, and illustrations (including not to exceed one sup- 
plemental volume), be printed as a Senate document, with contents and 
index, and that 5,000 additional copies be printed, of whieh 1,100 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate document room, 100 copies for 
the use of the Committee on Mines and Mining of the Senate, 3,500 
copies for the use of the House document room, and 300 copies for the 
use of the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


GEN. JOHN J. PERSHING. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask permission to place in 
the Recoxp an editorial from the Atlanta Journal in regard to 
General Pershing. 


MONDELL, Director. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 15 


There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the Recoxp, as follows: 


PERSHING AT SIXTY-FOUR. 

Gen. John J. Pershing will be 64 years old on his next birthday. But 
“Black Jack” will not go on the retired list. They are going to 
waive the statutory age limit for General Pershing. 

Secretary Weeks bas requested the passage of a bill in Congress to 
nuthorize the General of the Armies to remain on the active list, de- 
spite the provision of the act of June 30, 1882, which states, When 
an officer is 64 years of age he shall be retired from active service and 
placed on the retired list." 

In his letter Secretury Weeks says: During General Pershing’s sery- 
ice of 42 years he has had intimate contact with every phase of the 
military profession and has reached a preeminence attained by few In 
our military history. His vast fund of accumulated experience as com- 
manding general of our armies in Europe and his virile interest in our 
Military Establishment in questions affecting the national defense are 
reasons which convince me that a great mistake will be made if the 
present law on the subject of retirement is allowed to bar further active 
military service to the Nation by him.“ 

Every element of logic and propriety and sentiment is on the side of 
Secretary Weeks In this request, which undoubtedly will be acceded to 
with promptness and enthusiasm by the National Congress. And citi- 
wens of the Nation will rejoice in the continuance of General Pershing, 
A great Amerienn and a great commander, as Chief of Staff. 

Besides, Black Jack” Pershing is by no means old enough to go on 
the retired list, no matter what the act of June 30, 1882, may say 
about It. 

CALCIUM ARSENATE DEPOSITS. 


Mr. HARRIS, I submit a resolution in regard to a survey 
and report on the supply of calcium arsenate, which I ask may 
lie on the table. 

The resolution (S. Res. 64) was read, as follows: 


Whereas the supply of calcium arsenate, used to fight the cotton 
boll weevil, is limited and the price has greatly increased: 

Resolved, That the United States Geological Survey report to the 
Senate at the earliest practicable time the location, amounts, accessi- 
bility, and availability of all arsenic deposits in the United States 
which can be used for the manufacture of white arsenic, rhe principal 
fugredient of calcium arsenate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask permission to have printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture with u re- 
port of the standing committee of producers and manufacturers 
in regard to calcium arsenate. 

There being no objection, the matter was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, December 14, 1923. 


The resolution will lie’on 


Hon. WIA J, Harris, 
United States Senate. 

Dian Senator: Referring to my letter to you of November 26, in 
answer to your inquiry of November 21, relating to the ayailable supply 
of calcium arsenate: 

A meeting of the standing arsenic committee was held in New York 
on December 6, at which time the committee prepared a résumé of the 
situation in regard to the available supply and prospective supply of 
this chemical. I am very glad to inclose a copy of this report for 
your information. 

Sincerely yours, HENRY C. WALLACE, Secretary. 
REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE ON ARSENIC. 


This committee was appointed on December 13, 1922, at a meeting of 
producers of arsenic and manufacturers of arsenic compounds to dis- 
cuss the confused conditions resulting from the rapid increase in: de- 
mand for calcium arsenate and to recommend any action to improve 
the situation. The committee met on that date, after the general 
meeting, and concluded that so far as the demand for the spring of. 
1923 was concerned the shortage of arsenic was due to the rapidity 
of increase in demand; that increased production in the four succeed- 
ing months, increased imports, and diversion of white arsenic so far 
as practicable from other uses to the manufacture of calcium arsenate 
would go far to relieve the shortage; also that the experience of 1922 
should serve us a gnide in operations during 1923. In short, the 
question was one purely of supply and demand, and attempts to inter- 
fere with this natural Jaw would be more likely to do harm than 
good: Conditions progressed with reasonable smoothness until the 
season when the cotton growers should: bay calctum arsenate, but from 
then nutil now vonfuslon hay reigned, and has caused a demand for 
action from yarious parts of the Cotton Belt. 


4 

It is to consider the causes of this confusion and the outlook for 
the immediate and more distant future that this general meeting has 
been called for December 7. The committee met on December 6 for 
a preliminary review of the situation and to draft a program for this 
general meeting, The Items of this program are formulated in the 
following report: 

1. Causes of confusion; Confusion was due to various and con- 
tradictory information, some of it from apparently authentic sources, 
such as the following: The farmers were being charged too high a 
price compared with the price of white arseuic; rumors of large sup- 
plies of low-priced imported calcium arsenate and at the same time 
of general shortage; wide range in price quotations; the availability . 
of proprietary mixtures competing with calcium arsenate. Under such 
conditions the farmers delayed or refrained from buying. Further- 
more, the weevil season began about three weeks late- Speculators 
began to cancel contracts as did others who had entered into $H- 
advised contracts. 4 little later the cotton-leaf caterpillar suddenly 
infested the region, and there was a call for calcium arsenate at any 
price. It was this sudden demand that nearly exhausted what 
threatened to be an oversupply of calcium arsenate. Considerable 
quantities that had found no buyers were reshipped one or moré times 
and finally consumed. 

This last feature was one of several factors in the spread in price 
between manufacturer and consumer, The average spread was 90 
per cent, and one or two shipments have been cited where the spread 
was nearly 200 per cent. This unnecessary increase in cost to the 
ultimate consumer calls for more care in selling by the manufacturer 
and the elimination of unnecessary middlemen, This elimination has 
progressed to some extent already where local associations haye pur- 
chased calcium arsenate and passed it on to the farmer without extra 
charge. Even the jobber who counts on making a very low profit 
can not compete with such an organization. Besides avoidance of 
unnecessary spread in price, another factor to reduce maximum prices 
and to stabilize prices generally would be a campaign of buying well 
in advance of the dusting season, This suggestion raises the question 
of the production and consumption of calcium arsenate in 1923 and the 
expected demand in 1924. 

2. Production and consumption of calcium arsenate in 1923: Doctor 
Coad received direct reports of sales from 15 of the 17 domestic 
producers of calcium arsenate, and has rather close approximations 
of the sales of the other two. These reports have been checked and 
proved essentially correct. He also obtained data on stocks held by 
manufacturers, jobbers, and ultimate consumers. These figures refer 
to the “cotton year,” September 1, 1922, to September 1, 1923, and 
are as follows: 


Sales of calcium arsenate made from domestic and imported 
white arsenic and including a small quantity of carried- 


over: stocks, sou —— pounds... 34, 000. 000 
Total stocks at end of year, about do 3, 000, 000 
Actual consumption, about d. 31, 000, 000 

The stocks left at the end of the year were due in part to sales for 


proprietary mixtures which failed to materialize, They were largely 
in Georgia and South Carelina, The stocks left in Mississippi and 
States to the west were negligible. 

The proportion of cotton treated has also been determined from 
reports by 4.700 farmers who poisoned their cotton, mostly by dusting, 
but in part by liquid preparations. The average quantity of calcium 
arsenate used per acre was 18.5 pounds, ‘and the acreage treated was 
1,674,000 ont of a total of 38,287,000 acres in cotton, or 4.4 per cent 

8. Estimated demand in 1024: With these figures as u starting point 
an estimate of the requirements for the 1924 season has been made, 
and has involved all conceivable factors. Reports have been received 
from county agents and checked by others having oversight over groups 
of countries; the views of users regarding the coming season have been 
received, as have the views of about 20,000 growers who heretofore 
have not used calcium arsenate, and the views of distributers. 
All such factors have been welghed, and due consideration has 
been given to possible changes in the mental. attitude of growers, 
The resulting estimate can be only a rather rough approximation, es- 
pecially as the cotton growers have strong convictions as to ideal and 
prohibitive: prices. 

They feel that 10 cents a pound is the ideal price for calcium 
arsenate. This figure is evidently due largely to the widely published 
accounts of a contract recently made by the Stafe of Georgia to pur- 
chase large quantities at that price. Higher prices would rapidly 
decrease demand, and 17 cents a pound f. o. b. factory. is the limit 
beyond which practically no sales would he made for boll-weevil con- 
trol. As a base price of 10 cents a pound for calcium arsenate is out 
of the question, since the domestic and imported arsenic from which 
it is made have been selling for prices little, if any, below that figure, 
it is useless to forecast a demand based on such a price. Were it 


possible for manufacturers to sell calcium arsenate profitably at 11.5 


to 13.5 cents a pound f. o. b. factory, the demand wuold be from 
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65,000,000 to 75,000,000 pounds; were the price to be 16 cents, the 
demand would drop to 35,000,000 or 40,000,000 pounds. There is 
danger that this wide range of figures will give different parties an 
opportunity to remember only those figures that sound the sweetest; 
but there is no occasion for sensible men to fool themselves. The 
estimate shows that under reasonably favorable conditions, including 
a minimum spread in price and a considerable amount of early buying, 
the demand for calciuni arsenate may again double, as it did last year. 
Will the supply be equal to this increase in demand? 

4. Production and imports of white arsenic: According to figures 
compiled by the United States Geological Survey sales of white arsenic 
during the first half of 1923 amounted to about 6,000 short tons. 
There has been some increase in capacity for production during the 
last half of the year, and it will not be surprising if the production 
for the year is as much as 15,000 short tons. More definite figures 
will be available shortly. If this implied production of 9,000 tons in 
the last half of 1923 is continued through the first half of 1924, a 
total domestic supply of 18,000 tons will result. 

General imports of white arsenic during the first 10 months of 1923 
amounted to 8,384 short tons; a rate of about 10,000 short tons a 
year. Imports for consumption during the first half of 1923 amounted 
to 5,674 short tons, a little more than half the suggested rate for the 
year. If this rate continues until July 1, 1924, imports available for 
the “ cotton year” will be about 10,000 tons, which, added to domestic 
production, gives a total possible supply of 28,000 tons of white 
arsenic, whereas the requirements based on 11.5 cents to 13.5 cents a 
pound for calcium arsenate call for about 15,000 tons, and minimum 
requirements for other arsenic compounds call for about 10,000 tons 
more. The possible supply for the coming season, therefore, is equal to 
the possible demand. There are indications that imports are declining 
at present, and that foreign supplies are low; but if imports arrive 
too slowly, a sufficient inducement would doubtless stimulate domestic 
production accordingly. In other words, the coming season also will 
work out according to supply and demand, but what are the reserves 
for future years? g 

5. Recommendation for a geological survey of arsenic deposits: Refer- 
ence to annual figures of production of white arsenic shows an almost 
steady increase to keep pace with increasing demand, and holds out the 
hope that production will continue to grow as needed; but data on re- 
serves of arsenic ore are very inadequate. Information on all available 
resources was published in the Geological Survey's report on “Arsenic in 
1922,“ but very little conception of the quantity of arsenic-bearing re- 
sources can be gained from that or other reports. Some arsenic deposits 
have been reported to the Geological Survey, several of them obviously 
of no consequence and others apparently of sufficient promise to be 
referred to prospective purchasers, only to prove inadequate on proper 
examination. At present a few companies financially able can explore 
and examine deposits, and may be convinced in their owu minds that 
reserves are adequate, but the country as a whole is uninformed, and 
reliable information can be obtained only by thorough field study. In 
view of these facts, the committee has presented to this general meeting 
for favorable consideration a recommendation to Congress that such a 
geological survey be authorized and that funds be appropriated for it. 
(Two members of the committee, one of them a member of the Geological 
Survey, did not vote.) 

The committee has also recommended, supplementary to such a sur- 
vey, as complete a compilation as possible of data on foreign reserves. 
Some data have already been compiled, and more will be gathered as 
rapidly as possible. A foreign field study by the Geological Survey is 
impracticable, but first-hand feld data are much needed. 

The question of parallel research in the technology of production of 
white arsenic and arsenic compounds was also raised, but it was shown 
that work on calcium arsenate by the Bureau of Chemistry was already 
well advanced and that study to improve the efficiency of production of 
white arsenic was not so urgent as an inventory of the countries’ re- 
sources of arsenic ore. 

6. Proposed changes in tariff: All of the foregoing items must be 
borne in mind if a revision of the tariff on calcium arsenate is to be 
considered, and it is recommended by the committee that a report such 
as has just been read be placed at the disposal of Congress. As regards 
a reduction or remoyal of tariff the committee has taken no definite 
action. Some members recommended no opposition to removal; another 
that if the tariff is removed adequate precautions be taken to prevent 
the dumping of inferior material in this country. It was also pointed 
out that imports of calcium arsenate have been very few, and are not 
likely to attain great proportions very quickly. Inquiry by the Geologi- 
cal Survey of the port collectors of the customs service succeeded in 
disclosing only one shipment, about 33,000 pounds, received at New 
Orleans, This is one-tenth of 1 per cent of the consumption in 1922. 
Information is at hand that certain shipments were condemned for not 
meeting the requirements of the board of insecticides and fungicides. 
From what little is known of foreign manufacture of calcium arsenate, 
the quantity produced is apparently little, if any, in excess of foreign 
requirements, and increased production to supply the United States with 
the proper grade of material will not develop very rapidly. Removal of 


tariff is likely to disturb domestic manufactures and become one more 
factor to unstabilize the calcium arsenate market without materially 
increasing the supply or lowering the price. 
Respectfully submitted. 
B. R. Coan, Chairman, 
II. M. BRUSH, 
F. V. ROBERTSON, 
O. A. HAASE, 


R. N. CIP MAx. 

Frank HEMINGWAY, 

W. O. TUCK, 

G. F. LOUGHLIN, Secretary, 
Standing Committee on Arsenic, 


HEARINGS REFORE COMMITTEE ON POST OFFICES AND POST ROADS. 


Mr. STERLING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
66), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents 
per hundred words, to report such hearings as may be had in connec- 
tion with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR DILLINGHAM, 


Mr. GREENE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
67), which was referred to the Committee to Andit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, from the contingent fund of the Senate, 
the actual and necessary expenses incurred by the committee appointed 
by the Vice President in arranging for and attending the funeral of the 
Hon. William P. Dillingham, late a Senator from the State of Ver- 
mont, upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 68), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress 
to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to 
employ a stenographer, at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per hundred 
words, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses 
of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. JONES of Washington submitted the following resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 69), which was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth Con- 
gress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and 
to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per hundred 
words, to report such hearings as may be had In connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 


Mr. SPENCER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
70), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents 
per hundred words, to report such hearings as may be had in connec- 
tion with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate, 


ADMINISTRATION OF WAR MINERALS RELIEF ACT. 
Mr. PITTMAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
71), which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining is authorized 
and directed to investigate the administration of the war minerals 
relief act approved March 2, 1919, entitled “An act to provide relief 
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iu cases of contracts connected with the prosecution of the war, and 
for other purposes,“ as amended by the act approved November 23, 
1921, and to report its findings and recommendations to the Senate. 


JAMES MORAN—CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BIBL. 


Mr. GERRY. T ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 589) 
for the relief of James Moran, which on Monday last was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. A similar bill was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs at the last session of Congress 
und passed on by that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objeetion, the 
Committee on Cinims will be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs in accordance with the request of the Sen- 
utor from Rhode Island. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF NIL. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, on Wednesday last, during 
my absence, the President pro tempore called the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that the bill (S. 427) to amend an act 
entitled “An act relating to navigation of vessels, bills of lading, 
und to certain obligations, duties, and rights in conneetion with 
the carriage of property,” approved February 13, 1893, whieh 
had been referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
should have been referred to the Committee on Commerce. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the bill may be so re- 
ferred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Dill 
to which the Senator from Tennessee refers will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce will be discharged from its further consideration. 


PRINTING OF ARTICLES ON MONROE DOCTRINE, LEAGUE OF NATIONS, 
ETC. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I present a request for unani- 
mous consent for the printing as Senate documents of the 
article written by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Loper] on the Monroe doctrine, published on page 138 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL Record, and of the two articles by Dr. David 
Jayne H'll, printed on page 131 of the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the articles referred to hy the Senator 
from New Hampshire will be printed as Senate documents, 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR WALSH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


Mr. KING. T ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
Tecorp an address deliyered by the junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Watse] respecting the so-called Sterling- 
Towner bill. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to he 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


THE STERLING-TOWNER BILL, 


(Address delivered by Hon. Davin I. Wals before the Southern Berk- 
shire County Teachers’ Convention, October 5, 1923.) 


No bill pertaining to the edneational system of the country has 
created so much aggressive support and vehement opposition as the 
measure known formerly as the Smith-Towner bill, but more recently 
as the Sterling-Towner bill. This bill has been pending in Congress 
over four years; hearings have been held from time to time and re- 
peated efforts made to have it debated and yoted upon. The reason why 
no action was taken during the last Congress was because President 
Harding was known to be opposed to the measure. 

The bill appears to be much misunderstood, and therefore it may be 
interesting to state briefy what is being urged for and against this 
measure, I shall present what I understand to be the main arguments 
of both sides and later my own conclusions, 

I. The bill establishes a department of education, with a secretary 
in the President's Cabinet, and authorizes an appropriation at the out- 
set of $100,000,000, Increasingly large annual appropriations would fol- 
low to encourage and assist the several States in the promotion of 
education, States where the educational system is weak and the 
teachers poorly trained, it is claimed, would be greatly benefited. The 
advocates of the measure assert that the duties and privileges of Amer- 
jenn citizenship are not affected by State boundaries; strong States 
should assist the weaker; to neglect a proper training of any number 
of thg citizens of our country, in whatever State they may reside, is 
to endanger the Nation as a whole. 

The opposition has been determined and vigorous. The chief attack 
against the bill is centered around the opposition to “ Federal con- 
trol” of education. It is claimed Federal interference or assistance 
would mean injection of politieal partisanship into education. It 18 
urged that if the national administration be Republican or Democratic, 
the secretary of education, who would have a position in the Cabinet, 
wonld be selected primarily because of his political rather than his 


educational qualifications. There would be constant changes of leader- 
ship and policies, for a secretary of education of one political faith, 
however capable and efficient, would not be retained when a. national 
administration changed, because it is inconceivable that a President 
would have at his Cabinet meetings, where party and administrative 
policies are discussed, a Cabinet officer unsympathetic politically ; that 
Federal control would lead to opportunities for political propaganda 
through the school system in favor of the national political party 
which may happen to be in power. The placing of education under 
Federal control would lend to the Europeanizing of our school system, 
and open the door to methods similar to the Prussianized system of 
Germany; that it would expose our school system to the meddlesome 
interference and influence of a Federal bureaucracy at Washington 
likely to be out of sympathy and touch with local conditions. 

Il. It would provide for the distribution among the poor States, 
where educational standards are low, of public money raised by the 
more prosperous States. 

The opponents answer such arguments by calling them an appeal to 
the “ belly“ of the States; it fs an attempt to sacrifice the freedom of 
the State for its belly“; It is an appesi to certain States, by means 
of a bribe, to surrender their birthriguts, which, under the Constitu- 
tion, are severally intrusted with safeguarding of education within its 
borders, What State in the Union would willingly and without reward 
surrender the control of its school system to Washington and its 
bureaucracy? If none has or would in the past, is not the method of 
appropriating money to be distributed to certain States in the nature 
of a bribe to such States to surrender their control? 

III. The richer and more prosperous States have in the past and 
to-day do make contributions and bave done so ungrudgingly to defray 
the cost of public improvements in other parts of the Union, such as 
highways, agricultural development, and the like. 

These contributions of proportionally small amounts, it is sald in 
reply, did not necessitate the surrender of what is called a nation’s 
birthright. Shall the complete control of education within the States 
remain within the States as a power never surrendered to the Federal 
Government, or shall ft be vested in a department at Washington, fumé- 
tioning through a political appointee? ‘That is the real issue, the 
opponents insist, 

IV. Many educators favor the bill. Among the organizations snp- 
porting it are the National Education Association, the American Fed- 
eration of Teachers, the General Federation of Women's Clubs, various 
mothers’ ant teachers’ organizations, 

On the other hand, here is what some edneators say: 

President Goodnow, of Johns Hopkins University, sees In the Dill “a 
most dangerous usurpation of power in Washington that will under- 
mine the rights of the people.” 

President Butler, of Columbia University, says: 

“It is a bill to establish an army of bureaucrats in Washington and 
another army of inspectors roaming about throughout the lund that 
will fail to aecomplish any favorable improvement in the education of 
our people.” 

President Hadley, of Yale: 

“The binn is quite a long step in the Prussiantzing of American edu- 
cation.” 

Opinions of many others indicate a sharp division and an increasing 
opposition among educators. 

V. In answer to such views the advocates of this bill say that its 
terms do not provide for public control of education, but that it leaves 
the direction of the school systems to local authorities. 

The opponents reply that this condition can not survive because it is 
absurd to believe that the Federal Government would be willing to 
scatter millions of dollars from its Treasury broadcast through the 
States and ask no questions as to its expenditures; if the bill does not 
or will not lead to Federal control of education, then it is a form of 
taxation without representation; the Federal Government never will 
subsidize any expenditure without retaining the right to regulate its 
expenditure. 

What conclusions do I draw from these contentions? 

Everybody wants to see education expand and improve. However 
laudable the purposes it seeks to accomplish, the bill is most objec- 
tionable. It is my opinion that the measure will injure education and 
the Nation as a whole by making the education of the country a football 
of partisan politics. If the manner in which the Federal Government 
through {its bureau at Washington has hamiled the problems of hos- 
pitalization and rehabilitating the veterans of the late war is any 
criterion of the efficiency with which an educational department woul 
function, then let us be prepared for an orgy of incompetency, neglect, 
delay, procrastination, and graft such as has made every friend of the 
yeterans of the late war who has had an opportunity to know even a 
small part of the Lumiliating story blush with shame. 

Another objection that impresses me most forcibly is that Federal 
control of education will practically destroy the principle of local con- 
trol, State rights, and ultimately lead to general federnlization of many 
other, if not all, local functions, 

The cost of education is one of the principal expenditures of the 

| State and local governments. When we undertake to federalize cdu- 
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cation we are dealing with the chief item in the financial budget of 
our several communities. When the control of finances is interfered 
with, no argument is left in favor of reserving control.of all those other 
activities that have been heretofore recognized as special and sacred 
functions of the State governments. à 

Upon what principle of justice can the people of Massachusetts or 
any other State be asked to place an additional tax on themselves in 
order to improve the educational system of some other States? How 
do we know whether or not it is finanelal limitations or indifference 
that is responsible for their inferior school systems? Haye not the peo- 
ple of Massachusetts and all other States a right to demand before 
financial aid is given that the valuations of property in such State and 
the money raised by taxation for school purposes are on a parity In all 
States? Are we not then entering into the field of interference with 
what has always been held a basic local right, the right of levying taxes 
and managing its finances: according to the system devised by each 
State? If property is taxed much below its real value, if a smaller per- 
centage of the State's income is expended according to the pro rata 
wealth of a State for educational purposes, how can it be claimed a 
State is poor and needs assistance from another State that is expending 
generously upon its educational system? 

To do justice to the so-called prosperous States in determining what 
States are poor and in need of financial help to improve their educa- 
tional systems, should we not consider the following questions: What is 
the pro rata debt of the several States? What is their pro rata wealth? 
What is their pro rata expenditure for education? What is the pro 
rata general and special property tax, and what is the method of 
valuing property for taxation purposes in the several States? May we 
not find after investigating the financial statistics of the several States 
that after all it is indifference rather than financial difficulties that 18 
responsible for the inferior educational systems of some States? Is a 
premium to be placed upon indifference and neglect by compelling the 
States whose citizens have made the greatest financial sacrifices to 
promote education to bear an additional tax in the expectation of stimu- 
lating the indifferent? 

Some figures compiled from the census of 1919 indicate which States 
or group of States are to-day sacrificing most for the general welfare 
through their tax and debt burdens. 


East South Central, four States. 
West South Central, four States. 10, 678, 574 


“The figures for supervising by the several States do not include 
State institutions or the very large municipal or school district ex- 
penditures for all school purposes, but are merely the States“ outlay 
for general supervision. 

“The average per capita debt for the United States is about $10; of 
Massachusetts, $35.83; of New York, $25.79; of Florida, 84 cents; of 
Texas, 81.30; of Arkansas, $1.20; of Kentucky, $2; of Georgia, $2.07; 
of Mississippi, 84.23.“ 

Have we not proceeded far enough in our study of this bill and its 
possibilities to arrive at the conclusion that we have reached the begin- 
ning of the end of State control and local self-government when we 
federalize our local systems of education? 

Another objection is that a bureaucratic management of the edu- 
cational system of the United States, while possibly improving the 
educational system in some backward States, will most likely result 
fn mediocritizing the educational system in the more progressive 
States. There would be a general leveling which would result in 
preventing for a long period of time a continuance of the steady 
advancement and progress, so apparent in the past. The removal of 
local interest, initiative, and responsibility would be detrimental to 
the Nation as a whole. The expenditures for school buildings, equip- 
ment, salaries, etc., instead of steadily advancing would remain sta- 
tionary, at least until such time as the so-called backward States caught 
up. I am convinced that a uniform national civil-seryice. system for 
selecting teachers at a uniform salary throughout the country such as 
is applicable to postal clerks and letter carriers would not tend to im- 
prove and stimulate interest in or make more efficient and beneficial our 
educational system. 

Instead of getting the schools into politics, the pawns of politicians 
and the prey of grafters, let us try to get all the schools everywhere 
out of politics. The schools have no place in politics. The great 
trouble with the United States Veterans’ Bureau, with its 40,000 em- 


ployees, investigated twice by Congress within two years, is that it 
has been dominated and influenced by the political patronage spirit. 

What fine pickings for political-patronage purposes will the educa- 
tional system of the country, centralized at Washington, become! 

What is needed at Washington, and that is all that is needed, is an 
efficient, progressive department of investigation and research—there is 
such a department now—whose function will be to furnish information 
and stimulate the States to the highest execution in educating all the 
children of the land according to their best standards, leaving it to 
each State to provide funds and manaye exclusively its own system. 

If the present department of research needs increased appropriations 
in order to enlarge its influence in stimulating the States, then let pres- 
sure and Influence be exerted on Congress to bring this about rather 
than revolutionize the policy of our Government by the States ceding 
control over their local schools to the National Government. 

The tendency to increase and enlarge bureaucracy at Washington, 
with all its red tape, multiplications and duplications of offices, is 
regrettable. It is another effort to remove the Government from the 
people. It is a strike at local self-government, In a word, it is 
undemocratic. We have been drifting too rapidly toward bureaucracy 3 
let us call a halt at nationalization of education. 


ADDRESS OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES ON THE LATE 
PRESIDENT HAEDING. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr, President, on the evening of December 10 
the President of the United States delivered a eulogy on the 
late President Harding. His eulogy was broadeasted generally 
throughout the country, and, in my own judgment, is a remark- 
able oration. I ask unanimous consent that it may be printed in 
the Recorp, under the rule, and that it also may be printed as 
a publie document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and 
the address will be printed as a document and also be printed 
in the Record as requested. 

The address (S. Doc. No. 7) Is as follows: 


[President Coolidge’s eulogy of President Harding, which was broad- 
cast by radio Monday, December 10, 1923, at 8.30 p. m.] 
One of the brief poems that have touched the hearts of men is that 
wherein Leigh Hunt tells of the visit of an angel to earth, recording 
the names of “ those who love the Lord.“ 


“And is my name there?" 

“Nay, not so,” replied the angel. 

“Then write me down,” he was told, “as one who loves his fellow 
men.” 

The angel came again to show his list of those who love the Lord— 

“And lo!" the name of him who loved his fellow men “led all the 
rest.“ 

It win be hard to find a better picture than this of President 
Harding, the man we loved and mourn. He loved his fellow men, 
and because they felt it and knew it they loved and trusted him: 
His whole life, from the knee of that cherished mother who had an 
inspired faith in him, down to the day when a sorrowing world laid 
its tributes at his bier, was a continuing testimony to his devotion to 
them and to their faith in him. 

Some will say that such a sweet and gentle nature could only have 
found its setting and lts opportunity for service in a strange and 
peculiar time. Perhaps they are right. Yet he came to the world’s 
stage in an hour when it seemed set for other characters, The cap- 
tains and the kings, the armies and the navies, the men who would 
have war and the men who would not have peace had long dominated 
the scene. Where among them could place be made, could ear be 
found, for this kindly, gentle, er@cious soul? 

Yet he found his place. He caught the ear of a war-tired world. 
He called our country back to paths of peace and gladly it came. He 
beckoned the nations to come and sit In council. He pointed them the 
way to peace. He set example of readiness to cast away the sword 
from the arm of might. He sought for men and nations a peace, the 
only true aud lasting peace, based on justice and right. He stood 
first and firm for his own country, then for mankind. His sincerity 
and frankness won to his side those who sensed the great truth of 
human brotherhood. So he led the way to the monumental accomplish- 
ments of the Washington Conference on Limitation of Armament. 

The same simplicity and directness marked his program in domestie 
affairs. His was the steady, strong, inspiring hand of guidance and 
helpfulness. It was neyer the mailed fist of compulsion. He knew 
that the greatest need of the world was peace with industry and pro- 
duction. He asked for these, and with them for thrift and the will to 
make good the losses that had been inflicted in the years of strife: 
He called his countrymen to set an example of these homely virtues 
and they did. He gave without remorse of his own strength down to 
the tragic erd. He rose above misunderstandings and misrepresenta- 
tions, but he was curiously incapable of hard feeling toward those 


who were unfair with him. In a time when the minds of many men 
were prone to seize upon hurried conclusions, he held back and dared 
to take his time and thought before deciding, He was free from the 
pride of opinion, but strong in the determination of conviction. He 
had that calm courage which could not be overpressed, but that was 
firm and final when decision had been reached. 

He was criticized because his own country, under his leadership, did 
not move forward so fast as some wished. But when worn out by the 
struggle he had so bravely borne, he laid down the burden, his critics 
saw clearly what his leadership had accomplished. They saw that it 
had been a leadership forward and upward in an era when most other 
countries were moving backward and downward. They saw that pros- 
perity smiled once more on a favored land. They saw that prosperity 
and material well-being were somehow strangely rare in other lands. 
So they came to realize what his modest, unaseuming leadership had 
wrought for his country. 

It was natural that such a character, passing from the stage of life, 
should leave the multitudes a sense of personal loss. Seldom, indeed, 
has any man's death left that feeling among so many. He was 
mourned abroad and at home. The conviction was felt everywhere that 
he was one of the men best fitted to serve a distracted world in a 
difficult period of its history. 

But he was not permitted to finish his task. He broke and went 
down under its load. Iu the hour of sorrow for his loss, men and 
women were moved to a broader charity, a relaxation of partisan ex- 
cesses, a determination to be fair and moderate and reasonable. His 
life became, in the tragic sorrow of its end, a lesson in the value of 
simple and modest ways. 

We mourn him to-day, and we shall mourn him so long as remem- 
brance holds before us the picture of his patleuce, forbearance, faith, 
and Christian tolerance. These are rare virtues, too seldom found 
among the men who have the strength to rise to high places. They 
are the virtues that men need to seek and cultivate in these years 
of stress in the world. They point the way to salvation for men, 
for nations, for humanity itself. We may well hope that his example 
to his own countrymen and to the world may help greatly to bring 
a spirit of charity, accord, and true fraternity, whereby shall be lighted 
the lamp of understanding to show our feet into the paths of peace on 
earth, good will to men. We may well consider by what means we can 
show our appreciation and by what method we can best enshrine his 
memory. 


SECRET DIPLOMACY OF EUROPE, 


Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
after the morning hour on Tuesday next I may have an op- 
portunity to present to the Senate some remarks on the secret 
diplomacy of Europe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Okla- 
homa asks unanimous consent that after the routine morning 
business on Tuesday next the Senate shall hear remarks by 
him upon the subject he has mentioned. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not understand that it is 
necessary that the Senator from Oklahoma shall ask unanimous 
consent for that purpose. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think it is necessary. The custom is 
for a Senator to give notice of his intention, and in such a case 
he is always recognized for the purpose. 

Mr. OWEN. I shall be glad to avail myself of that suggestion, 
if it be understood that the custom is as stated by the Senator 
from Washington and the Senator from Massachusetts, which 
I believe is the case; but I wished to be sure that I should not 
be trespassing upon the Senate in any particular or proceeding 
against the objection of any Senator at that time. 

I give notice that after the routine morning business on Tues- 
day next I shall address the Senate on the secret diplomacy of 
Europe. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator, then, with- 
draws his request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. OWEN. I withdraw the previous request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The notice will be entered. 


PAYMENT OF SALARIES OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYEES FOR DECEMBER. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the House has passed the 
usual holiday joint resolution regarding the advance payment 
of the December salaries of clerks and employees of Congress, 
and the joint resolution is now on the Secretary’s desk, I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be laid before the Senate and 
considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a joint resolution of the House of Representatives, which 
will be read, 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) authorizing payment of 
the salaries of the officers and employees of Congress for 
December, 1923, on the 20th day of that month was read the 
first time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 
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Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives are authorized and directed to pay to 
the officers and employees of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
including the Capitol police, the legislative drafting service, and em- 
ployees paid on vouchers under authority of resolutions, their respec, 
tive salaries for the month of December, 1928, on the 20th day of 
that month. l 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyo- 
ming asks unanimous consent for the immediate consideration 
of the joint resolution. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ARTICLE BY GENERAL TAUFFLIEBE, 


Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, there has come to me, and 
I hold in my hand, an article by General Tauffliebe on the 
subject, “We can not risk losing a friend through misunder- 
standing.” The article is very brief. Senator Tauffliebe is a 
distinguished member of the Senate of France and represents 
the Bas Rhin Department. I have read the article with i, 
pleasure, and I am sure Senators will be interested in ie 
a unanimous consent that the article may be printed in the 

ECORD. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I should like to inquire, Is the 
misunderstanding about the debt? 

Mr. SPENCER. It does relate to the French debt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 

WE CAN NOT RISK LOSING A FRIBND THROUGH MISUNDERSTANDING., 

At a particularly anxious moment for those who consider that a 
firm and durable understanding between France and America is a sure 
guaranty for the peace of the world, we were deeply moved on Armis- 
tice Day when we saw General Pershing and the ambassador, Mr. 
Myron T. Herrick, salute the tomb of the unknown soldier. it was 
only a few days before that the man whom we loved and knew in 1914 
as haying placed all the monuments of Paris under the flag of the 
United States, had pronounced words which the Government of Wash- 
ington has at least not denied, to which France listened with hope and 
gratitude. 

Since that time a misunderstanding has arisen concerning the 
designation of a commission of experts who would be called upon to 
investigate Germany's capacity to pay. However, it did not seem 
Possible at the beginning that any serious divergences of opinion 
could arise on this point between the Goyernments of Paris and Wash- 
ington. What was the special point of this disagreement which our 
enemies are trying to profit by? The French Government, wishing to 
protect our claim of credit upon Germany, namely, the state of payment 
of the 31st May, 1921, fears, and with reason, that the commission of 
experts may encroach upon the power of the reparation commission, 
and in the actual overthrow of the German Reich may find arguments 
for obtaining a new reduction of our credit. The American Govern- 
ment did not think it possible to interest itself in the work of a com- 
mission of experts who would not push their investigations regarding 
Germany's capacity of payment beyond the year 1930, and this deci 
sion was extremely deplorable, 

We do not understand why the French Government refuses the In- 
vestigations which were required, because France was in no manner 
bound to accept or decline these decisions. 

It is not certain that, with a profound and impartial investigation 
of the financial and economical situation of Germany, of the placing 
of her capital in forelgn countries, of her important purchases of raw 
materials, especially of cotton, the experts would not haye been 
especially well placed to make extraordinary discoveries. It is not at 
all certain that our position as dismissed creditors would not have 
emerged much strengthened from this examination. 

On the other side of the Atlantic they do not know what we know 
here. The preoccupations are different, often false information has 
sown doubt and discord in many minds, Such an inquiry could have 
rendered tangible to American opinion the voluntary bankruptcy of 
Germany, the virtual power of her industry to- recover to-morrow the 
first place in the reconstruction of her merchant fleet. It might have 
been possible to prove that while the German debt, per head, including 
the total debt of the claim for reparations, mounts up to $928, the 
French debt, per head (if our country should assume the charge of 
the pensions and reparations) would amount to $990. These figures 
are those which were given recently in an American review, Foreign 
Affairs.“ What is absolutely certain is that many of our American 
friends do not fully realize our reasons, excellent as they may appeay 
to us, One can judge what a formidable weapon has been furnished 
a propaganda which has already done us great harm—that of pro- 
German, increased to-day by the British. 
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If the American people—so badly informed and so easily turned by 
a new wave—judge us harshly, we shall have lost the moral benefit 
of a year of fruitful efforts, notably the ratification of the Washington 
Agreements. ; 

Despite the pessimistic confidences which have been made to me, 
I can not believe the prudent attitude of our Government can be so 
wrongly interpreted by the great Nation who came to help us to 
destroy the German militarism, and who has given us so many new 
marks of sympathy during the last months, Let us have confidence 
in American idealism, to which again yesterday President Wilson 
addressed a touching appeal, which, however, at times was unjust 
toward us. France of Lafayette, France always generous and ckival- 
rous, will be loved and understood in the United States, and this 
inappreciable moral factor which threw the balance in our favor will 
surely lean again to the side of right for the establishment of a 
durable peace. 

But we have no time to lose; we must not allow an enemy propa- 
ganda to discredit us. By a word we can yet dispel all suspicions and 
rally to us all hearts. These words, without any doubt, many French- 
men haye already pronounced. “France will pay her debts of war!” 
Now the time has come to give more concrete expression to the state- 
ment. Let us not hesitate to follow the example of England and to 
engage in negotiations with Washington for the payment of our debt. 
By thus manifesting in an active way our willingness to pay, we 
shall demonstrate in the most useful manner how different our atti- 
tude is from that of Germany toward us. In this way we shall 
reconquer the sympathy of thousands of Americans, as in the days of 
Verdun. I know the mentality of these energetic, simple, and upright 
men sufficiently well to be sure that they will answer our gesture as 
it deserves, by giving us a long delay and possible remitting that por- 
tion of the debt which was spent on arms and munitions for the com- 
mon victory. We are not so rich as England, and the United States 
will not require from us excessive interest. On the contrary, I think 
they will remember the favorable measure that the Government of 
Louis XVI took toward the young republican friend who was then 
the debtor of France. 

Let us give the example of loyalty and even of disinterestedness, 
Let us converse loyally. This is the way to reestablish our money. 

General TAvFELIERE, 
Senator of Bas Rhin Department. 


POSTAL EMPLOYEES’ SALARIES. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I doubt if the 
Members of Congress or the general public realize the threat- 
ening demoralization of the Postal Service of the country by 
reason of the inadequate salaries paid our postal employees. 
Only a fine spirit of public service and the eonviction that Con- 
gress would soon readjust the present niggardly salaries has 
prevented a condition developing which would seriously cripple 
the Postal Service. 

As it is, the labor turnover in the clerical branch of this 
service is larger than in any other branch of the Government. 

The postal carrier has to face all kinds of weather, bear the 
consciousness of being charged with an important trust, and en- 
dure the physical strain of carrying a heavy pack while travel- 
ing his route day after day year in and year out. For all this 
the Postal Service pays a minimum of $26.92 and a maximum 
of $34.61 per week after three years. These salaries make it 
increasingly difficult to recruit capable postal employees. We 
can not afford to let the Postal Service deteriorate, for delay, 
inaccuracy, and carelessness in this service are ruinous. 

The very efficient postmaster of Boston, Mr. Roland M. Baker, 
recently made an investigation as to the cost of living for a 
postal employee with a small family—not over four persons. 
The result of that investigation shows that the monthly ex- 
penditures amounted to $203, while the maximum salary is $150 
per month. Lask, Mr. President, that the postmaster’s letter and 
statement showing the result of his investigation be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads and treated in the nature of a petition. It is very 
brief but illuminating. 

There being no objection, the letter and accompanying table 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER, 
Boston, Mass., December 4, 1923. 
Hon. Davip I. WALSH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dran SENATOR WALSH; I inclose you an itemized expense ac- 
count which I am sure will interest you as being the minimum amount 
a month, and also per annum, on which a postal employee with a small 
family of not over four persons (many of them have families greater 
than this) cun live in a normal, healthy, self-respecting manner in the 
Boston postal district to-day. 


I have investigated the matter as carefully as I possibly can and am 
personally quite shocked at the amount which I find, as a result of the 
investigation, Is necessary for the above purpose. 

Will you kindly look over the items or, perhaps better still, have 
some one investigate the matter; and if you find same is based upon 
facts, interest yourself, which I am sure you will be only too glad to 
do, in a manner that we trust will result in correcting the situation. 

Unless the employees of the Government are paid an adequate com- 
pensation it will be found an impossibility to secure a satisfactory type 
of individual for entrance into this service. I know you will agree with 
me that the situation calls for immediate correction, and I am sure that 
you will take great satisfaction in looking into the matter, as I say, 
not only in the Interest of the employees themselves but in the interest 
of the service, both of which spell, in my own opinion, the protection 
of the best interests of the Government of the United States and its 
people. 

Faithfully yours, 
ROLAND M. BAKER, Postmaster, 


Itemized expense acoount for man, wife, and tioo children, 


Per 
annum, 

Rent $450. 
Food. . 780. 00 
Clothing.. 360. 09 
Fuel and ligbt.... 150.00 
Carfares and Junches.-....... 180. 00 
Houschold equipment upkeep - 102. 00 
Recrentlon 2... ED se cee 102.00 
In: 150. 09 
20. 00 
— oo 
$0.09 
12. 09 
nite 18 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is closed. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of execttive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o'clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, De- 
cember 17, 1923, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate December 15, 
1923. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 
CONSUL OF CLASS 5 TO CONSUL OF CLASS 4. 
James B. Stewart, of New Mexico. 
Frank ©. Lee, of Colorado. 
William L. Jenkins, of Pennsylvania. 
Hugh H. Watson, of Vermont. 
Oscar S. Heiser, of Iowa. 
Joseph W. Ballantine, of Massachusetts, 
CONSUL OF CLASS 6 TO CONSUL OF CLASS 3. 


H. Merle Cochran, of Arizona, 
Joseph E. Jacobs, of South Carolina, 
Dayle C. McDonough, of Missouri. 
George A, Makinson, of California. 
John P. Hurley, of New York. 
Chester W. Davis, of New York. 
William ©. Burdett, of Tennessee. 
John D. Johnson, of Vermont. 


CONSUL OF CLASS 7 TO CONSUL OF CLASS 6. 


John F. Simons, of New York. 

Clarence J. Spiker, of the District of Columbia, 
Louis H. Gourley, of Illinois. 

Eliot B. Coulter, of Illinois. 

Edmund B. Montgomery, of Dlinois. 

Edward M. Groth, of New York. 

John R. Minter, of South Carolina. 

Hooker A. Doolittle, of New York. 

Don S. Haven, of Pennsylvania. 

A. Wallace Treat, of Ohio. 


VICE CONSUL DE CARRIERE OF CLASS 1 TO CONSUL OF CLASS 7. 


Jack Dewey Hickerson, of Texas. 
Robert D. Murphy, ef Wisconsin. 
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J. Lee Murphy, of New York. 
Howard K. Travers, of New York. 
George P. Shaw, of California. 
Harold D. Finley, of New York, 
Donald F. Bigelow, of Minnesota. 
James R. Wilkinson, of Wisconsin. 
Robert D. Longyear, of Massachusetts, 
Ray Fox, of California. 
Julian ©. Greenup, of California. 
Donald R. Heath, of Kansas. 
Nathaniel P. Davis, of New Jersey. 
Clark P. Kuykendall, of Pennsylvania, 
George P. Waller, of Alabama. 
Albert H. Gerberich, of Pennsylvania. 
Thomas McEnelly, of New York. 
Christian T. Stoger, of Virginia. 
James V. Whitfield, of North Carolina. 
Walter S. Reineck, of Ohio. 
Rudolf E. Schoenfeld, of the District of Columbia. 
Edward B. Thomas, of Illinois. 
SENIOR INTERPRETER TO CONSUL OF CLASS 7. 
Howard Bucknell, jr., of Georgia, at $8,000, 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL. 


Earl J. Davis, of Michigan, to be Assistant Attorney General, 
vice John W. H. Crim, resigned, effective at the close of Decem- 
ber 15, 1923. 


SOLICITOR FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


John H. Edwards, of Indiana, to be Solicitor for the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, vice Edwin S. Booth, resigned. (Mr. 
Edwards is now serving under a recess appointment.) 


Juper or POLICE COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Gus A. Schuldt, of the District of Columbia, to be judge, 
police court, District of Columbia, vice Robert Hardison, term 
expired. (Mr. Schuldt is now serving under a recess appoint- 
ment.) 

UNITED States DISTRICT JUDGES. 


William T. Rawlins, of Honolulu, Hawall, to be United 
States district judge, district of Hawaii, vice Joseph B. Poin- 
dexter, whose term has expired. 

William A. Cant, of Minnesota, to be United States district 
judge, district of Minnesota, vice Page Morris, retired. (Mr. 
Cant is now serving under a recess appointment.) 

Robert A. Inch, of New York, to be United States district 
judge, eastern district of New York, vice T. I. Chatfield, de- 
ceased. (Mr. Inch is now serving under a recess appointment.) 

Ernest F. Cochran, of South Carolina, to be United States 
district judge, eastern district of South Carolina, vice Henry 
A. M. Smith, retired. (Mr. Cochran is now serving under a 
recess appointment.) 

J. Stanley Webster, of Washington, to be United States dis- 
trict judge, eastern district of Washington, vice Frank H. 
Rudkin, appointed circuit judge. (Mr, Webster is now serving 
under a recess appointment.) 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Joseph A. Tolbert, of South Carolina, to be United States 
attorney, western district of South Carolina, vice Ernest F. 
Cochran, appointed United States district Judge, eastern district 
of South Carolina. (Mr. Tolbert is now serving under a recess 
appointment.) 

Harry B. Amey, of Vermont, to be United States attorney, 
district of Vermont, vice Vernon A. Bullard, resigned. (Mr. 
Amey is now serving under a recess appointment.) 

Roy L. Morse, of Wisconsin, to be United States attorney, 
eastern district of Wisconsin, vice William O. Meilahn, ap- 
pointed by court. (Mr. Morse is now serving under a recess 
appointment.) 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


George A. Mauk, of Arizona, to be United States marshal, 
district of Arizona, vice Thomas J. Sparks, removed. (Mr. 
Mauk is now serving under a recess appointment.) 

Roy B. Gault, of Iowa, to be United States marshal, southern 
district of Iowa, vice Guy S. Brewer, deceased. 

George W. Collier, of Maryland, to be United States marshal, 
district of Maryland, vice W. W. Stockham, term expired. (Mr. 
Collier is now serving under a recess appointment.) 

Theodore W. Hukriede, of Missourl, to be United States mar- 
shal, eastern district of Missouri, vice John E. Lynch, term 
expired. (Mr. Hukriede is now serving under a recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Rolla Duncan, of Montana, to be United States marshal, dis- 
trict of Montana, vice Joseph L. Asbridge, resigned. (Mr. 
Duncan is now serving under a recess appointment.) 


Robert Kirksey, of South Carolina, to be United States mar- 
shal, western district of South Carolina, vice Joseph W. Tol- 
bert, resigned. (Mr. Kirksey is now serving under a recess ap- 
pointment.) * 

J. M. S. Whittington, of Louisiana, to be United States mar- 
shal, western district of Loulsiana, vice John H. Kirkpatrick, 
resigned. (Mr. Whittington is now serving under a recess ap- 
pointment.) 

John Rooks, of South Dakota, to be United States marshal, 
district of South Dakota, vice W. H. King, resigned. (Mr. 
Rooks is now serying under a recess appointment.) 


Coasr GUARD. 


Engineer in Chief Quincy Bogardus Newman to be engineer 
in chief with the rank of captain (engineering) in the Coast 
Guard of the United States, to rank as such from December 18, 
1923. (Reappointment.) 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
SIGNAL CORPS. 


To be Chief Signal Officer. 

Col. Charles McKinley Saltzman, Signal Corps, with the rank 
of major general, for a period of four years from date of ac- 
ceptance and with rank from January 1, 1924, vice Maj. Gen. 
George O. Squier, Chief Signal Officer, who is to be retired from 
active service December 31, 1923. 


PosTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 
Samuel F. Rickman to be postmaster at Ethelsville, Ala, 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 


Washington H. Carlisle to be postmaster at Alexander City, 
Ala., in place of W. M. Carlisle, failed to qualify. 


ARIZONA. 


James E. Kintner to be postmaster at Grand Canyon, Ariz., 
in place of L. L. Ferrall, resigned. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Paul T. Mizony to be postmaster at National City, 
in place of P. T. Mizony. 
August 29, 1923. 

George G. Hughes to be postmaster at San Bruno, Calif., in 
place of G. G. Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 

John E. Mobley to be 
place of ©. O. Dunbar. 
tember 5, 1922. 

Charles Z. Irvine to be postmaster at Taft, Calif., in place 
5 Bs C. Parsons. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 


Calif. 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


ostmaster at Santa Rosa, Calif., in 
neumbent’s commission expired Sep- 


COLORADO. 


Royden G. Girling to be postmaster at Lazear, Colo. 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 


FLORIDA, 


Leo G. Morper to be postmaster at Archer, Fla., in place of 
R. T. Heagy, resigned. 


Office 


ILLINOIS. 


William D. Shuck to be postmaster at Williamsville. III. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1920. 

Sherman Burnett to be postmaster at Pittsburg, III. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1922. 

Miller S. Roosa to be postmaster at Rockport, III., in place 
of E. L. Roosa, deceased. 

George E. Whitmore to be postmaster at Mendota, III., in 
place of E. J. Hess, resigned. 

Alexander C. Huston to be postmaster at Ashland, III., in 
place of T. W. McGraugh, resigned. 

Eugene S. McIntyre to be postmaster at National Stock 
Yards, III., in place of E. L. Ballard. Incumbent's commission 
expired August 29, 1923. 

IOWA, 


Freddie Baldwin to be postmaster at Chester, Iowa. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Cora E. Tyler to be postmaster at Carson, Iowa, in place of 
M. F. Mitchell. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

KANSAS, 


Russel R. Bechtelheimer to be postmaster at Ulysses, Kans, 
Office became presidential January 1, 1922. 

John B. Schwab to be postmaster at Morrowvllle, Kans. 
fice became presidential October 1, 1923. 


Of- 
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Daisy F. Greene to be postmaster at Menlo, Kans. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Bessie M. Achenbach to be. postmaster at Hardtner, Kans., in 

place of W. H. Dennis, resigned. 
KENTUCKY. 

Frank W. Rice to be postmaster at Wilmore, Ky., in place of 
E. M. Peniston. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

John B. Hutcheson to be postmaster at Owenton, Ky.. in place 
of L. T. Doty. Incumbent’s commission expired August 20, 1923. 
LOUISIANA, 

Isidore A. Currault to be postmaster at Westwego, La., in 
place of N. L. Currauit, resigned. 

Katherine J. Moynagh to be postmaster at Harvey, La., in 
place of K. J. Moynagh. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28. 1923. 

MAINE. 


Harry B. Brown to be postmaster at Farmington, Me., in 
place of H. B. Brown, Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
Vilfred J. Tanerell to be postmaster at North Uxbridge, 
Mass. Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 
MICHIGAN. 
Fred G. Scott to be postmaster at Bergland, Mich. 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Belle Quick to be postmaster at Swartz Creek, Mich., in place 
of J. F. Quick, deceased. 

Fred H. Buckberry to be postmaster at Romulus, Mich., in 
place of J. R. Taylor, resigned. 

Gerald McKindles to be postmaster at L'Anse, Mich., in place 
of Leo Paquette, resigned. 

MINNESOTA. 


Edna M. Ashbaugh to be postmaster at Murdock, Minn., in 
place of J. F. Ashbaugh, deceased. 

Oscar W. Erickson to be postmaster at Kensington, Minn., in 
place of E. T. Uvaas, resigned. 

Albert J. Anderson to be postmaster at Spicer, Minn., in place 
of A. J. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Henry E. Day to be postmaster at Raymond, Minn., in place 
of H. E. Day. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

William Hope to be postmaster at Morris, Minn., in place of 
William Hope. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 
1923. 

Wilbert G. Lammers to be postmaster at Fairfax, Minn., in 
place of Eliza O'Hara. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

Walter M. Brown to be postmaster at Brown Valley, Minn., 
in place of James Adlard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 


Office 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Charles Kramer to be postmaster at Stonewall, Miss., in place 
of Rosa Del Buono, resigned. 
MISSOURI. 
Ralph E. Johnson to be postmaster at Elmer, Mo. 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 
Charles Hawker to be postmaster at Wheeling, Mo., in place 
of H. P. Bassett, resigned. 
Leon W. Mathews to be postmaster at Rich Hill, Mo., in 
place of S. J. Jamison, deceased. 
Charles E. Curtice to be postmaster at Neosho, Mo., in place 
of J. J. Thom, Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 1923. 
Harrison T. Fowlkes to be postmaster at Lees Summit, Mo., 
in place of M. P. Fields. Incumbent's commission expired 
November 21, 1922. 
Loda W. Rogers to be postmaster at Everton, Mo., in place of 
G. T. Barker. Incumbent’s commission expired August 12, 1923. 
MONTANA, 


Frederick B. Gillette to be postmaster at Hinsdale, Mont., in 
place of J. H. Rutter. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 13, 1922. 


Office be- 


NEBRASKA, 


Margaret M. McColley to be postmaster at Verdel, Nebr. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1923. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


Harry L. D. Severance to be postmaster at Claremont, N. H., 
in place of E. A. Noyes, deceased. 

William H. Drew to be postmaster at Intervale, N. H., in 
place of W. H. Drew. Incumbent's commission expired August 
1, 1923. 
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NEW JERSEY, 


Frank McMurtrey to be postmaster at Mendham, N. J., in 
place of Frank MeMurtrey. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 10, 1923. 

William R. Conard to be postmaster at Burlington, N. J., in 
place of J. L. Hammell. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 10, 1923. 

NEW YORK. 


Mae Belle Rozelle to be postmaster at La Fayette, N. Y. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1922. 

Armon P. Gunnison to be postmaster at Sodus Point, N. X., 
in place of C. H. Topping, resigned. 

Edward W. Gridley to be postmaster at Macedon, N. Y., in 
place of W. P. Beal, resigned. 

Violet M. Hill to be postmaster at Loomis, N. V., in place of 
W. D. Sharpe, deceased. 

Mabel I. Alyerson to be postmaster at Dexter, N. Y., in place 
of H. E. Savage, deceased. à 

Lena B. Gilbert to be postmaster at Groveland (late Grove- 
land Station), N. Y., in place of William Johnson. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Will E. Roberts to be postmaster at Granville, N. Y., in place 
1 5 J. MeHenry. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Hugh A. Prentice to be postmaster at Gainesville, N. V., in 
place of C. N. Hickey. Incumbent's commission expired July 
21. 1921. 

NORTH CAROLINA, 

Jacob H. Quinn to be postmaster at Shelby, N. C., in place of 
W. J. Roberts, resigned. 

Marvin E. Barrett to be postmaster at Jackson, N. C., in 
place of J. J. Buffaloe, resigned. 

Atherton B. Hill to be postmaster at Scotland Neck, N. G., 
in place of K. S. Dunn. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 

OHIO. 


Nora Kassell to be postmaster at Philo, Ohio. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1923. 

William D. Daugherty to be postmaster at Avery, Ohio. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1922. 


OKLAHOMA, 


Marshall G. Norvell to be postmaster at Marietta, Okla., in 
place of J. L. Black. Incumbent’s commission expired October 
13, 1923. 

OREGON, 

Grace W. Gamwell to be postmaster at Powers, Oreg., in 

place of O. G. Schneider, resigned. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Harry J. Bearer to be postmaster at Monessen, Pa., in place 
of A. L. Brautegam. Incumbent's commission expired Septem- 
ber 25, 1923. 

Allen L. Shomo to be postmaster at Hamburg, Pa., in place 
of D. R. Dunkel. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Harvey J. Smoyer to be postmaster at Clairton, Pa., in place 
of S. R. Keffer. Incumbent’s commission expired October 29, 
1923. 

John B. Kean to be postmaster at Alexandria, Pa., in place 
of J. B. Kean. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Murphy T. Sumerel to be postmaster at Ware Shoals, S. C., 
in place of J. M. Collins, removed. 

Leone Meng to be postmaster at Lockhart, S. C., in place of 
J. L. Hames, removed. 

Bennie B. Broadway to be postmaster at Summerton, S. C., 
in place of A. P. Burgess. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 1, 1923. 

ka W. Rigby to be postmaster at Moncks Corner, S. C., in 
place of Loka Rigby. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

; TENNESSEE. 


John E. Davenport to be postmaster at Woodbury, Tenn., in 
place of W. F. Patterson, resigned. 

Cyrus L. Fairless to be postmaster at Trenton, Tenn., in 
place of J. W. Nichols. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

John F. Gaines to be postmaster at Gainesboro, Tenn., in 
place of F. L. Tardy. Incumbent’s commission expired May- 
10, 1922. 

Samuel O. Patton to be postmaster at Dayton, Tenn., in 
place of F. P. Darwin. Incumbent's commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1923. 
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John L. Harris te be postmaster at Bethel Springs, Tenn., 
In place of G. W. Bosham. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 5, 1923. 

Beecher D. Phillips to be postmaster at Algood, Tenn., in 
place of R. C. Boatman. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
10, 1022. 


Robert I. Fenton to be postmaster at Denton, Tex., in place 
of A. L. Banks. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

WASHINGTON. 

Andrew H. Byram to be postmaster at Millwood, Wash. 
Ofiice became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Tillman E. Kamerer to be postmaster at Hanford, Wash., in 
place of M. W. Gross, removed. 

Allison C. Presson to be postmaster at Buena, Wash. in 
place of P. E. Wise, resigned. 

James C. Blevins to be postmaster at Naches, Wash., in 
place of W. E. Palmer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Julius C. Raaberg to be postmaster at Clarkston, Wash., in 
place of S. J. Craig. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 


Seorge McDonald to be postmaster at Parkersburg, W. Va., 
in place of K. E. Ruttencutter, resigned. 

Earl Pepper to be postmaster at Morgantown, W. Va., in 
place of T. E. Hodges, deceased. 

Isaac C. Staats to be postmaster at Ripley, W. Va., in place 
of J. K. Kerwood. Incumbent’s commission expired November 
21, 1922, 1 

James S. Phipps to be postmaster at Fayetteville, W. Va., 
in place of A. J. Duncan. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

John M. Garrett to be postmaster at Dunbar, W. Va., in 
place of J. B. Ballard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

WISCONSIN. 


William A. Deyine to be postmaster at Madison, Wis., in 
place of W. A. Devine. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, December 15, 1923. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Again gracious heavenly Father, in the dispensation of Thy 

rovidence, we have seen the birth of a new day; we thank 

hee. Be Thou unto us the wisdom that makes error difficult; 
the light that makes the darkness fade away, and the bread 
of heaven that guickens the best impulses of our souls. Con- 
sider us O Lord and bless the bonds of fraternity, the ties of 
friendship, and the affections of our homes, May no failures, 
no regrets, no afflictions, and no sin follow in the wake of this 
day. ‘Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
x PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably de- 
tained for a moment yesterday and did not get here until the 
House had adjourned. I now ask unanimous consent that on 
Monday, after the completion of the order of business, I may 
have 25 minutes in which to discuss cooperation between the 
farmers and the industrial workers of the country. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that on Monday, after the completion of the order 
of business, he may be allowed to address the House for 25 
minutes on the relations between the farmers and the indus- 
trial workers of the country. Is there objection? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the gentle- 
man from Alabama. Did he ask permission to address the 
House after the completion of the order of business? The only 
reason I ask is that I think the House should proceed to organ- 
ize as soon as possible. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I had not intended to interfere with 
anything of that kind 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I have no. 
objection to the gentleman using that time, but it is necessary 


Sometimes that such remarks be answered from the floor, and 
in that connection I ask that I be granted 10 minutes in which 
to reply to the gentleman’s speech in case I desire to do so. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I am not willing to couple my request 
with that of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am not asking that the gentleman from 
Alabama couple his request with the request I have made, I 
shall not object. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
both requests. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr, STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 10 
minutes on Monday, immediately following Mr. HUDDLESTON'S 
remarks, in which to discuss briefly, of course, the attitude 
of the coal operators toward the public and toward the 
Congress, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, having ob- 
jected to the two previous requests, I feel that until the House 
is organized I shail have to object. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I think the House should 
allow the gentleman to have the time requested, and I hope 
the gentleman from Washington will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, we have granted the gentle- 
man's side two hours’ time, and it seems to me it comes with 
poor grace for my friend from Washington to object, espe- 
cially in view of the fact that we have already granted them 
two hours’ time and they have not yet orgunized. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I hear that 
the House is likely to be fully organized by Monday, and there- 
fore I withdraw all objections. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Spenker, I do not know 
what it is all about, but I would like to have unanimous con- 
sent to address the House for one minute on the question when 
it comes up. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Howard] wait until after the other requests are considered? 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hvpptesron] asks unanl- 
mous consent to address the House for 25 minutes at the con- 
clusion of the routine business on Monday. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] asks unanimons 
consent that following the gentleman from Alabama [Nr. 
Hvppieston] he may have 10 minutes in which to address the 
House. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. STEVENSON] asks 
unanimous consent that immediately following the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Braxton] he may have 10 minutes in which 
to address the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ADJOURN MENT, 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, Decem- 
ber 17, 1923, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

186. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy submitting an estimate of appropriation in the sum 
of $40,149.04 to pay claims which he has adjusted and which 
require an appropriation for their payment (H. Doe. No. 115); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

187. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an- 
nual report of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers made by the Inspector General’s Department for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

188. A letter from the Director of the Federal Board for 
Vocational Education, transmitting a draft of legislation relat- 
ing to the vocational rehabilitation of the disabled civilian; 
to the Committee on Education. 

189. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
covering publications issued by the War Department during 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on 
Printing. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLACK of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3840) to extend the 
same rates of postage to semiweekly newspapers at city letter- 
carrier offices in county of publication as is now charged to 
weekly newspapers for such service; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 3841) to provide for a 
monthly maintenance allowance for all rural carriers on either 
horse-drawn or motor routes in the Postal Service; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 8842) to provide 
for terms of the United States circuit and district courts at 
Denton, Md.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 3843) to reimburse cer- 
tain Eastern Cherokees who removed to the Cherokee Nation 
under the terms of the eighth article of the treaty of Decem- 
ber 29, 1835; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 3844) providing for 
admission into the United States of certain specified relatives 
of American citizens; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: A bill (H. R. 3845) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Calumet River at 
Riverdale, III.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LYON: A bill (H. R. 3846) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a national military park at the site of Fort Fisher, 
in the State of North Carolina; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3y Mr. MILLER of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3847) grant- 
ing a certain right of way with authority to improve the same 
across the old canal right of way between Lakes Union and 
Washington, Kings County, -Wash.; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PEAVEY: A bill (H. R. 3848) to amend paragraph (1) 
of subdivision (a) of section 800 of the revenue act of 1921, 
so as to repeal the admission tax where the amount paid for 
admission is 50 cents or less; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 3849) for the reduction of 
postage on first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (II. R. 3850) granting pro- 
motions to retired Army officers disabled in line of duty; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATRES: A bill (H. R. 3851) to amend section 408 
of the war risk insurance act; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 3852) providing for the 
final disposition of the affairs of the Eastern Band of Cherokee 
Indians of North Carolina; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 3853) making appropriations 
for the construction and equipment of a lighthouse depot for 
the eighth lighthouse district at New Orleans, La., or vicinity; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 3854) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Nelsonville, Ohio; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3855) for the erection of a public building 
at Jackson, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3856) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Pomeroy, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3857) to provide a site for 
the erection of a building for the National Conservatory of 
Music of America; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 3858) authorizing the 
erection of a post-office building at Rossville, Ga.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3859) authorizing purchase of a site and 
erection of a post-office building at Calhoun, Ga.; to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LYON: A bill (H. R. 3860) for the erection of a 
Federal building at Lumberton, N. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3861) to en- 
large and extend the present United States courthouse, custom- 
house, and post-office building at Seattle, Wash.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 3862) for the erection of 
a Federal building at Napoleon, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 3863) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Milford, in the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 3864) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Ashe- 
ville, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8865) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a post office at Canton, N. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 8866) to increase the 
limit of cost of the United States post office at Montclair, N. J.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOZIER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 90) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 91) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives 
in Congress. 

By Mr. FISH: Resolution (H. Res. 92) amending Rules X 
and XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SMITH: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Idaho, urging a change in the Constitution so as to prohibit 
the issuance of tax-exempt securities; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of. Idaho, 
urging legislation providing for certain individuals who served 
in the Nez Perce Indian War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, 
urging the construction of a north and south railroad in Idaho; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: A bill (H. R. 3867) granting a pension 
to James E. Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACK of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3868) granting a 
pension to Lester L. Coffee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3869) for the relief of the Citizens 
National Bank, of Petty, Tex.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 3870) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3871) granting a pension to Mary Bach; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3872) granting a pension 
to Henry Marsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 3873) granting a pension to 
Nellie Quimby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLEETWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8874) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna E. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3875) granting a pension to Katie Jane 
Bapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) granting a pension to Adele M. 
King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3877) granting a pension to Almira L. 
Boutelle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3878) for the relief of Ray Ernest Smith; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 3879) granting an increase 
of pension to Clara E. Manning; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 3880) con- 
ferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 
and render judgment in the claims of the Omaha Tribe of 
Indians of Nebraska against the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 3881) for the relief of George 
P. Bailey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. Stanton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3883) granting a pension to Walter L. 
Hartman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3884) granting a pension to Mary T. 
Schmidt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 3885) granting a pension 
to Rollin P. Ham; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3886) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances Rains Chatfield; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 8887) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of the estate of Alphonse Desmare, de- 
ceased, and others; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 3888) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Harn; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bin (H. R. 3889) for the relief 
of George A. Berry; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3890) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 3891) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles M. Conaway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8892) for the relief of Frank H. Anderson; 
` to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3893) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Bonner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3894) to renew 
patent No. 55769; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PARK of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 3895) for the relief 
of the Georgia, Florida & Alabama Railway Co., a corporation; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 3896) granting a pension 
to Nancy Blitz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROACH: A biil (H. R. 3897) granting a pension to 
Sarah Jane Silvey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 3898) granting a pension to 
Oliver P. Krutz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3899) granting 
a pension to Mary Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 3900) to cancel two allot- 
ments made to Richard Bell, deceased, embracing land within 
the Round Valley Indian Reservation in California; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3901) 
granting a pension to Guy B. Pendleton; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 3902) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD of New York: A bill (H. R. 3903) for the re- 
lief of various owners of vessels and cargoes damaged by the 
U. S. S. Lamberton; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 3904) granting a pension to Marilla Robert- 
son Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 3905) granting a pension to 
Samuel B. Pickens; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: Resolution (H. Res. 93) providing for the 
payment to Cora E. Gray, widow of Samuel H. Gray, late official 
reporter of debates of the House of Representatives, a sum 
equal to one year's salary as official reporter of debates and 
$250 as funeral expenses of said Samuel H. Gray; to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lald 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

232, By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Walter C. 
Boynton, 13-187 General Motors Building, Detroit, Mich., ap- 
proving Secretary Mellon's tax-reduction plan; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

233. Also (by request), petition of citizens of Springfield, 
Mass., urging the abolishment of discriminatory tax on small- 
arms ammunition and firearms; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

234. By Mr. ABERNETHY: Petition of the Cotton Manu- 
facturers’ Association of North Carolina, relative to the redue- 
tion of Federal taxes and the manner in which they are col- 
lected; to the Committee cn Ways and Means. 

235. By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of the Cotton Manu- 
facturers’ Association of North Carolina, praying for a reduc- 
tion in Federal taxes, and other matters; tp the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 0 

2236. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the General Motors Cor- 
poration, favoring repeal of all excise taxes on automobiles, 
trucks, repair parts, tires, and accessories; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

237. By Mr. FULMER: Petition of the Columbia Chamber of 
Commerce, Columbia, S. C., urging the repeal of taxes on tele- 
graph messages and telephone tolls; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

238. By Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska: Petition of 57 citizens of 
Nebraska, opposing the drainage of the Winneshiek bottom 


lands which lie along the upper Mississippi River bottom be- 
Conese and De Soto, Wis.; to the Committee on Agri- 

239. By. Mr, KING: Petition of Ralph B. O'Neill and 700 other 
American citizens of the fifteenth congressional district of Tli- 
nois, petitioning Congress to take immediate steps to collect 
the $10,000,000,000, both principal and interest, now owing to 
the United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

240. By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: Petition of the Auxiliary 
No. 8, N. A. L. C., Salt Lake City, Utah, relative to a fair 
adjustment of salaries of postal employees; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

241. Also, petition of the Kiwanis Club, of Price, Utah, 
relative to the transportation act of 1920; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commeree. 

242. Also, petition of the board of county commissioners of 
Carbon County, Utah, relative to the transportation act of 
1920; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

243. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of Donora Woman's Club, 
of Donora, Pa., indorsing the Towner-Sterling bill; to the 
Committee on Education. 

244. By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Bismarck, N. Dak., 
Association of Commerce, December 5, 1923, protesting against 
increase of rates on lignite coal proposed by railroads of the 
Northwest at a time when the State of North Dakota is suffer- 
ing from economic want; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

245. Also, petition of the Association of Post Office Clerks and 
Letter Carriers of Bismarck, N. Dak., urging minimum salary 
of $2,000 for letter carriers and clerks and maximum salary 
of $2,400; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

246. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce, Jamestown, 
N. Dak., urging repeal of telephone and telegraph tax; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
Monnay, December 17, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rey. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our gracious and blessed God, we come into Thy presence 
this morning thanking Thee for all the mercies with which 
Thou dost crown our days. As we look to the duties await- 
ing this Chamber, we humbly beseech Thee for guidance 
and direction in the ways along Thine own thinking that Thy 
glory may be advanced and good be accomplished. In the 
name of Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the 
proceedings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Curtis 
and by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed 
with and the Journal was approved. 


PERRY'S VICTORY MEMORIAL COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith the fourth annual report of Perry’s 
Victory Memorial Commission, dated December 3, 1923, which 
was submitted to the Secretary of the Interior, pursuant to 
section 5 of the act entitled “An act creating a commission 
for the maintenance, control, care, ete., of the Perry’s Victory 
Memoria} on Put in Bay Island, Lake Brie, Ohio, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1919 (40 Stat. 1822-1324). 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe WEITE House, December 17, 1923. 


REPORT OF GOVERNOR GENERAL OF PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 21 of the act of Congress approved 
August 29, 1916, entitled “An act to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status of 
the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more 
autonomous government for those islands,” I transmit herewith, 
for the information of the Congress, the report of the Governor 


1923. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 317 


General of the Philippine Islands, together with the reports of 
the heads of the departments of the Philippine government, for 
the fiscal year ended December 31, 1922. 

I concur in the recommendation of the Secretary of War as 
to the printing of this report as a congressional document. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Tue Wuire House, December 17, 1923, 

[Nore.—Report accompanied similar message to the House of 
Representatives. ] 


BEPORT OF GOVERNOR OF PORTO RICO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions : 


To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by seetion 12 of the act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a civil government 
for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith, 
for the information of the Congress, the twenty-third annual 
report of the Governor of Porto Rico, together with the reports 
of the heads of the several departments of the Porto Rican 
government, also that of the auditor, for the fiseal year ended 
June 30, 1923. 

I concur in the recommendation of the Secretary of War that 
this report be printed as a congressional document. 

OALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE Warre House, December 17, 19238. 

[Nore.—Report accompanied similar message to the House of 
Representatives. ] 


PORTO RICAN FRANCHISES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions: 

To the Congress of the Uniied States: 

As required by section 38 of the act approved March 2, 1917 
(39 Stat, 951), entitled “An act to provide a civil government 
for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith 
certified copies of each of 24 franchises granted by the public 
service commission of Porte Rico. The copies of the franchises 
inclosed are described in the accompanying letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting them to me. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe Wutre Hovse, December 17, 1928. 


SALARIES IN THE UNITED STATES VETERANS’ BUREAU. 


The PRESIDENT pro :tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Director of the United States. Veterans’ 
Bureau, transmitting, pursuant to law, a statement showing by 
location, salary range, and bureau designation employees re- 
ceiving an aggregate annual salary of $2.000 and over as of 
December 1, 1923, for the central office, and as of November 
1. 1923, for the field service, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


FEDERAL BOARD FOR VOCATIONAL EDUCATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Director of the Federal Board for 
Vocational Education, transmitting, pursuant to law, a special 
report relative to a proposed amendment to the original act 
constituting the Federal Board for Vocational Education, pro- 
posing to continue the work of promotion of vocational rehabili- 
tation of the civilian disabled. ete., which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


COLLEGES OF AGRICULTURE AND THE MECHANIC ARTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report 
of the Secretary of the Interior, submitted pursuant to law, 
relative to disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1924, made in the States and Territories under the provisions 
of iaw and of an act of Congress approved March 4. 1907, en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30. 1908,“ providing 
for an increase in the annual appropriation for the colleges of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts made by the act of August 
30, 1890. which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

SENATOR FEOM TEXAS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate certain papers relating to the election of the’ junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MAYFIELD] and refers them to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, 


CALL OF THE ROLL. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 
que PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Adams Ernst King Robinson 
Ashurst Fernald Ladd Sheppard 
Ball Ferris a Lenroot Rhields 
Fess Lodge Shipstead 
Botah Fletcher McKellar Shortridge 
Brandegee Frazier MeKinley Simmons 
Brookhart George | McLean Smith 
Broussard Gerry McNa Smoot 
Bruce Guns Mayfield Spencer 
Bursum Gooding Moses Stanfield 
Cameron Greene Neely Stanley 
pper Hale Norbeck Stephens 
‘araway Harreld Norris Sterling 
Copeland Harris Oddie Swanson 
Couzens Harrison Overman Underwood 
Cummins Iellin wen Wadsworth 
rtis Howell Pepper Walsh, Mass. 
Dale Johnson, Calif. Phipps Walsh, Mont. 
Dial Johnson, Minn, Pittman Warren 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Ralston Watson 
Edge Jones, Wash, Ransdell Weller 
Edwards Kendrick Reed, Mo. Wheeler 
Elkins Keyes Reed, Pa. Willis 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ninety-two Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
adopted a concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res, 7) providing 
that when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 20, 
1923, they stand adjourned until 12 o'clock m. Thursday, Janu- 
ary 3, 1924, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

[On motion of Mr. Lopcr, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations.] 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hause 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) au- 
thorizing payment of the salaries of the-officers and employees 
of Congress for December, 1923, on the 20th day of that month, 
and it was subsequently signed by the President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate reso- 
lutions adopted by the City Council of the City of Chicago, 
III., fayoring amendment of the so-called Volstend Act so as to 
permit the sale of light wines and beers, as well as the manu- 
facture and transportation thereof, and also protesting against 
Federai encroachments on the rights of the States, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCLEAN presented a resolution of the New Haven 
(Conn.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring the so-called Mellon 
tax-reduction plan, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. {f 

He also presented petitions of the directors of the Norwich 
Chamber of Commerce, of Norwich, and of James Wyper, vice 
president of the Hartford Fire Insurance Co., of Hartford, 
both in the State of Connecticut, praying for the adoption of 
the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of Alden Skinner Camp, No. 
45, Sons of Veterans, of Rockville; of Admiral Foote Camp. No. 
17, Sons of Veterans, of New Haven; of Geo. Van Horn 
Camp, No. 39, Sons of Veterans, of Milford; of Griffin A. Sted- 
man Camp, No. 6, Sons of Veterans, of Hartford: of Nathan 
Hale Camp, No. 1, Sons of Veterans, of New Haven; of Loren 
D. Penfield Camp, No. 16, Sons of Veterans, of New Britain; 
of Chas. L. Upham Camp, No. 7, Sons of Veterans, of Meriden; 
and of the H. A. Grant Camp, No. 24, Sons of Veterans, of 
Thompsonville, all in the State of Connecticut, favoring the 
enactment of legislation providing pensions of $72 per month 
for Civil War veterans and of $50 per month for their widows, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution of the League of Women 
Voters, of Stamford, Conn., favoring an amendment to the Con- 
stitution prohibiting child labor, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Hartford Real Estate 
Board, praying for the enactment of legislation to tax the 
income from future issues of the classes of bonds that are now 
tax free, and also favoring the so-called Mellon tax-reduction 
plan, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EDGE presented petitions, numerously signed, of sundry 
citizens of the State of New Jersey, praying for the participa- 
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tion of the United States in the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice, which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. CAPPER presented memorials of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Unions of Humboldt, Lawrence, Pittsburg, Nor- 
catur, Wichita, Clay City, Ness City, Anson, Norton, Franklin 
County, and Oakland, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating 
against the adoption of a proposed amendment to the Constitu- 
tion granting equal rights to women, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of the 
State of Virginia, praying for the participation of the United 
States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution of the directors of the Massa- 
chusetts State Chamber of Commerce, favoring the passage of 
legislation to make valid and enforceable written provisions or 
agreements for arbitration of disputes arising out of contracts, 
maritime transactions, or commerce among the States or Terri- 
tories or with foreign nations, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented petitions of sundry citizens of the 
State of Florida, praying for the participation of the United 
States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented a petition of sunday rural letter 
carriers of Crawford County, Ark., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing an equipment allowance of 6 cents 
per mile per day for rural letter carriers, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Hot Springs 
(Ark.) Chamber of Commerce favoring the enactment of legis- 
lation repealing the tax on telegraph messages, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Young Women's Christian 
Association of the University of Arkansas, of Fayetteville, 
and of sundry citizens of Hot Springs, all in the State of 
Arkansas, praying for the participation of the United States 
in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WILLIS presented petitions of the board and staff and 
sundry members of the Young Women’s Christian Association, 
of Columbus, Ohio, and also of members of sundry clubs and 
organizations in the State of Ohio, praying for the participa- 
tion of the United States in the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of Thomas H. Tracy, chair- 
man, Alexander L. Smith, Frank E. Calkins, Meyer Geleerd, 
and Erwin Effiler, members of a committee appointed at a 
mass meeting of citizens held at Toledo, Ohio, protesting 
against the enactment of legislation limiting the powers of the 
Supreme Court of the United States to pass upon the con- 
stitutionality of acts of Congress and of the legislatures of the 
several States, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


-Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably 
without amendment sundry Senate resolutions. They are the 
usual resolutions, in the usual form, and I ask unanimous 
consent for their immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read for 
information the first resolution sent to the desk. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 53), sub- 
-mitted by Mr. WARREN on the 11th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, is authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send 
for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words to re- 
port such hearings as may be had on any subject before said com- 
mittee, the expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate; and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, 
may sit during any session or recess of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
immediate consideration of the resolution? ` 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 
HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS AND SURVEYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next resolution sent to 
the desk will be read. 
The Reaptnc CLERK. Senate Resolution No. 60. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. What is the resolution? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Reserving the right to object, let the reso- 
lution be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 60), submitted by Mr, Lenroor on 
the 12th instant, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents 
per 100 words to report such hearings as may be had in connection 
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the 
sessions or recesses of the Senate. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. What does the resolution pro- 
vide with reference to the stenographic rate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution reads “ not 
exceeding 25 cents per 100 words.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is not the usual form of 
such resolutions. I think the preceding resolution read “ $1.25 
per printed page.” I know the usual form of such resolutions 
has heretofore been $1.25 per printed page, and we ought to 
know why there is a change in the form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are four other resolu- 
tions in the same terms upon the same general subject. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Let me ask how the preceding 
resolution just agreed to read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution which has 
aue been agreed to reads “not exceeding 25 cents per 100 
words.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I understood that it read“ $1.25 
I understand now that we have provided 
in the law a change to 25 cents a hundred words. Therefore 
I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. KING. I would like to inquire for information, from 
the chairman of the committee reporting the resolution or the 
senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], by what means they 
reached the conclusion that $1.25 per printed page was a rea- 
sonable compensation to be paid? I have been advised that 
that amount is rather excessive, that it allows too much to 
the stenographer and too much for printing. I have no opin- 
ion in regard to the matter and I shall be glad to obtain in- 
formation upon the subject. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, until about five years ago the 
usual price paid for such work was $1.50 per printed page. I 
think about five years ago the price fixed was changed to 
$1.25 per printed page. But at the last session of Congress 
the price was changed to 25 cents per hundred words. I will 
say to the junior Senator from Utah that I think 25 cents per 
hundred words is somewhat less than the old rate of $1.50 per 
printed page. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 7, submitted by Mr. WapswortH on the 6th 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs or any subcom- 
mittee thereof be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 
100 words to report such hearings as may be had in connection with 
any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
Senate Resolution No. 12, submitted by Mr. Barr on the 16th 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
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oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 2 
cents per 100 words to report. such hearings. as may be had in 
connection with any subject which may be before said committee, the 
expenses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON CLADACS. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
Senate Resolution No. 28, submitted by Mr: Carrer on the 10th 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by ununimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims, or any subcommittee thereof, 
be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send 
for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words to report 
such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject which may 
be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid out of the 

_ contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee, or any sub 
committee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 


INVESTIGATION. BY COMMITTEE ON FINANCE: 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Senate 


Resolution No. 48, submitted by Mr. Smoor on the 11th instant, 


reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby. is, authorized to sit during the sessions or re- 
cesses of the Sixty-cighth Congress at such times and places as they 
may deem advisable; to make investigations into internal revenue, 
customs, currency, and coinage matters, and other matters within its 
jurisdiction, and to compile and prepare statistics and documents re- 
lating thereto as directed from time to time by the Senate and as may 
be necessary; and to report from time to time to the Senate the result 
thereof; to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ such expert, stenographic, clerical, and other assistance 
as may be necessary; and all of the expenses of such committee shall 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate; and tae committee is 
authorized to order such printing and binding as may be necessary for 
its use. 


MANUFACTURE OF SUPPLIES AT LEAVENWORTH PENITENTIARY, 


Mr. OVERi-AN. From the Committee on the Judiciary I 
report back favorably with an amendment the bill (S. 794) 
to equip the United States penitentiary at Leavenworth, Kans., 
for the manufacture of supplies for the use of the Government, 
for the compensation of prisoners for their labor, and for other 
purposes. I give notice that at an early day I will call up the 
bill for consideration, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 
the calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills. and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (S. 1308) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to purchase a tract of land, with sufficient water right attached, 
for the use and occupancy of the Temoak Band of homeless 
Indians, located at Ruby Valley, Nev.; 

A bill (S. 1309) for the relief of settlers aud town-site occu- 
pants of certain lands in the Pyramid Lake Indian Reservation, 
Nev.; and 

A bill (S. 1310) to establish a Government Indian school at 
Elko, Ney.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1311) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-eulturat 
station on the Humboldt River in the State of Nevada; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1312) to regulate the interstate use of automobiles 
and all self-propelled vehicles which use the public highways in 
interstate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. z 

A bill (S. 1313) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a Federal building at Ely, Nev.; 

A bill (S. 1314) to increase limit of cost heretofore fixed by 
Congress for purehase of site and erection of building for use 
of post office at Fallon, Nev.; and 

A bill (S. 1315) to authorize the acquisition of a site and 
the erection of a Federal building at Tonopah, Nev.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1316) for the relief of Annie H. Martin; and 


A bill (S. 1317) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
a 7 — 5 in the case of George Lockley; to the Committee on 

aims. 

A bill (S. 1818) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Callahan; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 5 

A bill (S. 1319) to establish load lines far certain vessels; 
to the Committee on Commerce. à 

A bill (S. 1320) to establish a national conservatory of 
music for the education of pupils in music in all its branches, 
vocal and instrumental, and for other burposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 1321) for the relief of Willis-Smith-Crall Co.;: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1322) to amend paragraph 11 of section 1001 of 
an act entitled “An act to reduce and equalize taxation, to 
provide revenue, and for other purposes,” approved November 
23, 1921; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: 

A bill (S. 1323) for the relief of Eugene K. Stondemire; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 1324) granting a pension to Thomas MeSherry 
(with accompanying. papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1325) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
D. Canell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 1826) to amend d supplement the merchant 
marine act, 1920, and for other, purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce. j 

A. bill (S. 1327) increasing the limit of cost of a public 
building and site at Athens, MeMinn County, Tenn.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and. Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1328) authorizing the Secretary. of War to donate 
to the town of Etowah, McMinn County, Tenn., one: German 
cannon or fieldpiece: and ; 

A bill (S. 1329) authorizing the Secretary of Warto donate 
to the town of Athens, McMinn County, Tenn., one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on. Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COPELAND: ‘ 

A bill (S. 1330) for tlie relief of the estate of Ely N. Sonnen- 
strahl, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 1331) to authorize the payment of certain. taxes to 
Stevens and Ferry Counties, in the State of Washington, and. 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. NEELY: ‘ 

A bill (S. 1332). granting a pension to Charles Adkins; 

A bill (S. 1333) granting a pension to G. F. Robinson; 

A bill (S. 1334) granting a pension to Millie Snedeker; and 

A bill (S. 1335) granting an increase of pension to Earl W. 
Newlon ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 1336) for the relief of Nicholas P. Petterson: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1337) to create a department of education, to an- 
thorize appropriations for the conduct of said department, to 
authorize the appropriation of money to encourage the States 
in the promotion and support of education, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 1338) to provide for an investigation and report 
upon the condition of the Chain Bridge across the Potumac 
River and the preparation of plans for a bridge to take the 
place thereof should it be deemed necessary; 

A bill (S. 1339) to authorize the widening of Georgia Avenue 
between Fairmont Street and Gresham Place NW.; 

A bill (S. 1340) to make the necessary survey and to prepare 
a plan of a proposed parkway to connect the old Civil War 
forts in the District of Columbia; 


A bill (S. 1341) to authorize the opening of a minor street 


from Georgia Avenue to Ninth Street NW. through squares 
2875 and 2877, and for other purposes; ö 

A bill (S. 1342) to amend an act approved February 28; 1899, 
entitled An act relative to the payment of claims for material 
and labor furnished for District of Columbia buildings“; and 

A bill (S. 1343) to authorize the widening-of Fourth Street 
south of Cedar Street NW., in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 1344) granting a pension to John King; and 
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A bill (S. 1345) granting an increase of pension to Herbert O. 
Kohr (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1346) for the relief of Frank H. Little; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, $ 

By Mr. MCLEAN: 

A bill (S. 1347) declaring the Quartermaster's Volunteers to 
be held and considered a part of the United States Army in the 
Civil War, and to be classified as Quartermaster’s Volunteers, 
United States Volunteers; and 

A bill (S. 1848) declaring David Hayes to have been a mem- 
ber of the Quartermaster’s Volunteers, United States Volun- 
teers, and directing the Secretary of War to issue a certificate 
of discharge from same to his heir; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PEPPER: 

A bill (S. 1349) for the relief of Paymaster Charles R. 
O'Leary, United States Navy; and 

A bill (S. 1350) for the relief of officers of the regular Navy 
who were retired since December 31, 1921, by reason of physical 
disability which originated in line of duty during time of war 
while holding higher temporary rank; to the Committee on 
Nu val Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1351) for the relief of Morris Dietrich; 

A bill (S. 1352) for the relief of Adam K. Baylor; and 

A bill (S. 1853) for the relief of Annie McColgan; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1354) granting a pension to Ada Souder; 

A bill (S. 1335) granting u pension to John H. Smith, alias 
Henry H. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to Elizabeth N. Potter; 

A bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to Harriet Bache; 

A bill (S. 1358) granting a pension to Mary Roland; 

A bill (S. 1359) granting a pension to George D. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1360) granting an increase of pension to Ella W. 
Morrow; and 

A bill (S. 1361) granting a pension to Nellie Roche McAn- 
drew; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1862) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Georgia E. Morrison, administratrix of 
the estate of George Smith, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 1363) to provide free transportation in the mails 
of bulletins of information to voters; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 1364) for the relief of Dr. O. H. Tittmann, former 
Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
yey; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KEYES: 

A bill (S. 1865) granting a pension to Roscoe C. Drew; and 

A bill (S. 1366) granting an increase of pension to Carl H. 
Ellis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NORBECK: 

A bill (S. 1867) granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Brule County and Lyman County, 
S. Dak.; and 

A bill (S. 1868) granting the consent of Congress to the State 
of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between Walworth County and Corson County, 
S. Dak.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 1369) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
appointment of an additional circuit judge for the fourth 
judicial circuit, for the appointment of additional district judges 
for certain districts, providing for an annual conference of 
certain judges, and for other purposes,” approved September 
14, 1922; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 1370) authorizing the granting of war-risk insur. 
ance to Capt. Earl L. Naiden, Air Service, United States Army; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1371) to amend an act entitled “An act to supple- 
ment existing laws against unlawful restraints and monopolies, 
and for other purposes,” approved October 15, 1914; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1372) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Hart (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 


By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 1373) making eligible for retirement under certain 
conditions officers of the United States Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps, other than officers of the regular forces, who incurred 
physical disability in line of duty while in the service of the 
United States during war; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1374) to authorize the Norfolk & Western Railway 
Co, to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
Riyer at or near a point about a mile and a half west of Wil- 
liamson, Mingo County, W. Va., and near the mouth of Turkey 
Creek, Pike County, Ky.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 1875) to authorize the General of the Armies to 
remain on the active list; and è 

A bill (S. 1376) to provide for the equitable distribution of 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Terri- 
tories of the United States and to the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1377) to remit the duty on a carillon of bells to 
be imported for the Park Avenue Baptist Church, of New 
York City, N. Y.; to the Committee on Finance, 

A bill (S. 1878) for the relief of the Riverside Contracting 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims, i 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A bill (S. 1379) authorizing the President to appoint Leo 
P. Quinn to the position and rank of major in the United 
States Army and immediately retire him with the rank and 
pay held by him at the time of his discharge ; 

A bill (S. 1380) for the advancement of certain retired offi- 
cers of the United States Army; d 

A bill (S. 1381) for the relief of Edward S. Farrow; and 

A bill (S. 1382) concerning the recognition of the military 
status of persons who honorably served in the American Na- 
tional Red Cross with the United States Army overseas and 
in the theater of war in the recent European war and faith- 
fully performed Red Cross services in aid of the soldiers or 
sailors of the United States; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1883) granting a pension to Amelia M. Hethering- 
ton; 

A bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Gertrude Helen Skill. 
man Kerr; and 

A bill (S. 1385) for the relief of John H. Lang; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 1386) for the relief of Nathan Matthews; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1387) to provide for payment of the amount of a 
war-risk insurance policy to a beneficiary designated by Capt. 
John W. Loveland, jr., deceased; to the Committee on Finance, 

A bill (S. 1388) to improve the nayigability of waters of the 
United States by preventing oll pollution thereof; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1389) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear, examine, consider, and adjudicate claims 
which the Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Indians may have 
against the United States, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1890) to amend the act approved December 23, 
1913. known as the the Federal reserve act, as amended by the 
acts of August 4, 1914, August 15, 1914, March 3, 1915, Sep- 
tember 7, 1916, and June 21, 1917; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

A bill (S. 1391)) conferring jurisdiction. on the Court of 
Claims for adjudging the rights of the Otoe and Missouria 
Tribes of Indians for compensation on a basis of guardian and 
ward, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
adjust the claims between the Otoe and Missouria Tribes of 
Indians and the Omaha Indians to certain moneys received 
by the Omaha Indians; and 

A bill (S. 1392) authorizing the Ponca Tribe of Indians 
residing in the States of Oklahoma and Nebraska to submit 
claims to the Court of Claims; to the Committee ou Claims. 

A bill (S. 1393) to adjust and settle the claims of the loyal 
Shawnee and loyal absentee Shawnee Tribes of Indians; 

A bill (S. 1394) authorizing the Wichita and affiliated bands 
of Indians in Oklahoma to submit claims to the Court of 
Claims; 

A bill (S. 1395) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to render final judgment on any claims of the Cherokee 
Nation against the United States in relation to tribal lands, 
funds, or property; and 
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A bill (S. 1396) to amend the act of Congress approved June 
80, 1913; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FESS: 

A bill (S. 1397) granting a pension to Carrie McFoster; 

A bill (S. 1398) granting a pension to Ada M. Young; 

A bill (S. 1899) granting an increase of pension to Cynthia 
L. Nelson; 

A bill (S. 1400) granting a pension to George Hurtt; 

A bill (S. 1401) granting a pension to John Scott; 

A bill (S. 1402) granting a pension to Virginia M. Gearhart; 

A bill (S. 1408) granting a pension to Edmond L. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1404) granting a pension to Mary E. Hart; 

A bill (S. 1405) granting a pension to Mary J, Kearns; 
and 

A bill (S. 1406) granting a pension to Amanda Wishard; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1407) for the relief of Ferdinand E. Davis; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1408) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the promotion of vocational education, to provide for co- 
operation with the States in the promotion of such education 
in agriculture and the trades and industries, to provide for 
cooperation with the States in the preparation of teachers of 
vocational subjects and to appropriate money and regulate its 
expenditure,” approved February 23, 1917; 

A bill (S. 1409) to provide for the promotion of physical 
education in the United States through cooperation with the 
States in the preparation and payment of supervisors and 
teachers of physical education, including health supervisors 
and school nurses, to appropriate money and regulate its ex- 
penditure, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1410) to create a national university at the seat 
of the Federal Government; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 


A bill (S. 1411) to amend the vocational rehabilitation act 
to exempt from taxation amounts heretofore or hereafter re- 
ceived thereunder as training pay and allowances; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 1412) granting a pension to Elizabeth Eck (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1413) granting a pension to John H. Kane (with 
accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1414) granting a pension to Jane Crandall (with 
accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1415) granting an increase of pension to John 
Osborn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Ida L. Van Nattan 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1417) granting an increase of pension to George 
Taylor Lee and Milton Lee (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1418) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Eaton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1419) granting a pension to Nettie Belle Perkins 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to Margaret E. Dotson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to May Williams (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Lucy R. 
Allen (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1423) granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
J. Elliott (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1424) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
L. McCammish (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1425) granting an increase of pension to Rosann 
Cooper (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1426) granting a pension to Lydia M. Myers (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bill (S. 1427) for the relief of Rosa L. Yarbrough; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 1428) to encourage the development of the agricul- 
tural resources of the United States through Federal and State 
cooperation, giving preference in the matter of employment and 
the establishment of rural homes to those who have served with 
the military and naval forces of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By Mr. LENROOT; 

A bill (S. 1429) to establish Nicolet National Park in the 
State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 
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By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 1430) granting a pension to Sarah Garrell; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of Missouri: 

A bill (S. 1431) for the relief of J. B. Porter: 

A bill (S. 1432) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay the claim of Mary Clerkin: 

A bill (S. 1433) to reimburse Martin Carroll for additional 
facework on walls of officers’ quarters over the price named in 
the contract for the United States noncommissioned officers’ 
quarters at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 1484) for the relief of the heirs of Patrick Me- 
Intyre, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1435) for the relief of Faxon, Horton, & Gal- 
lagher; Long Bros. Grocery Co.; A. Rieger; Rothenberg & 
Schloss; Ryley, Wilson & Co.; and Van Noy News Co.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1486) to cheapen the cost of transportation of farm 
products, coal, ore, and other merchandise by creating a water 
route to carry the products of the central portions of the United 
States to the Gulf of Mexico and to afford a more direct con- 
nection with the Panama Canal and ocean trade, by providing 
for the improvement and completion for navigation purposes of 
the Ohio, Mississippi, and Missouri Rivers; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1437) to erect a Federal building in the eity of 
West Plains, Mo., on the site now owned by the United States 
Government ; 

A bill (S. 1438) to erect a Federal building in the city of 
Caruthersville, Mo., on the site now owned by the United States 
Government ; 

A bill (S. 1489) to purchase a site for the erection of a post- 
office building in the city of Fredericktown, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 1440) to erect a- Federal building in the city of 
Lamar, Mo., on the site now owned by the United States Goy- 
ernment; 

A bill (S. 1441) to reimburse Latimer & Benning for losses 
sustained in erecting a United States post office and courthouse 
at Las Cruces, N. Mex.; and 

A bill (S. 1442) to erect a Federal building in the city of 
Farmington, Mo., on the site now owned by the United States 
Government; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1443) to correct the military record of J. W. 
Metler ; 

A bill (S. 1444) for the relief of Capt. W. B. Finney; 

A bill (S. 1445) for the relief of Ferdinand A. Roy; 

A bill (S. 1446) for the relief of Northrop Banks; and 

A bill (S. 1447) to authorize the President of the United 
States to promote Charles Augustus Pfeffer to the grade of 
major in the Medical Corps of the Army of the United States, 
and for the relief of said Charles Augustus Pfeffer; to the 
| Committee on Military Afairs. 

A bill (S. 1448) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Pellow; 

A bill (S. 1449) granting an Increase of pension to Sallie E. 
Patrick ; 

A bill (S. 1450) granting a pension to William F. Murray; 

A bill (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to George 
Morrison; 

A bill (S. 1452) granting an increase of pension to Frank 

Morgan ; 

A bill (S. 1453) granting a pension to Nannie Martin; 

A bill (S. 1454) granting a pension to J. H. Martin; 

A bill (S. 1455) granting a pension to John H. Isiley; 

A bill (S. 1456) granting an increase of pension to William 


H. Hayes; 
A bill (S. 1457) granting an increase of pension to James 
Hanners ; ’ 

A bill 5 1458) granting a pension to Raleigh H. Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to James Grogun; 

A bill (S. 1460) granting a pension to Z. H. Golden; 

A bill (S. 1461) granting a pension to Lacy L. Garrison; 

A bill (S. 1462) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B. Fogle; 

A bill (S. 1463) granting a pension to Edward F. Rostock; 

A bill (S. 1464) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon 
Rogers; 

A bill (S. 1465) granting a pension to B. F. Shields; 

A bill (S. 1466) granting a pension to Joseph F. Shoemaker} 

A bill (S. 1467) granting a pension to Mary E. Stafford; 

A bill (S. 1468) granting a pension to Mrs. C. A. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Eddie 
Thomas; 
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A bill (S. 1470) granting a pension to Fannie Wagner; 

A bill (S. 1471) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Reilly; 

A bill (S, 1472) granting a pension to W. T. Powell; 

A bill (S. 1473) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
J. Ragner ; 

A bill (S. 1474) granting an increase of pension to Leonidas 
Recob ; 

A bill (S. 1475) granting a pension to Amelia Perry; 

A bill (S. 1476) granting a pension to Daniel Donohoe; 

A bill (S. 1477) granting a pension to John F. Ellis; 

A bill (S. 1478) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Commons ; 

A bill (S. 1479) granting a pension to Emilie Deetz; 

A bill (S. 1480) granting a pension to John T. Clark; 

A bill (S. 1481) granting a pension to Rhoda Button; 

A bill (S. 1482) granting a pension to Sarah V. Burke; 

A bill (S. 1483) granting an increase of pension to Ella R. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 1484) granting a pension to Lucinda Boos; 

A bill (S. 1485) granting a pension to Daniel J. Begley; 

A bill (S. 1486) granting a pension to Gallant Hays (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1487) granting a pension to Andrew J. Williams; 

A bill (S. 1488) granting a pension to Daniel Wootan ; 

A bill (S. 1489) granting a pension to Harry Wright; and 

A bill (S. 1490) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Ward; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 1491) to amend an act entitled “An act to define, 
regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and for other 
purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, as amended; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 44) to provide for a monument 
to Maj. Gen. William Crawford Gorgas, late Surgeon General of 
the United States Army; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 45) permitting an additional 
use of certain funds by the United States Shipping Board; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 46) for the relief of Capt. 
Ramon B. Harrison; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 47) establishing a congressional 
committee to consider ways and means through legislation to 
lighten the responsibilities of the President; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


ADMINISTRATION OF ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN’S OFFICE. 


Mr. KING. I submit a resolution providing for the appoint- 
ment of a select committee to investigate the activities of the 
Alien Property Custodian’s office, and ask that it may be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The resolution (S. Res. 72) was read, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by 
the President of the Senate, which committee is hereby authorized and 
directed to investigate the acts of the Alien Property Custodian and 
the administration of the Alien Property Custodian's office, and par- 
ticularly to investigate the following matters and things: (a) The 
seizure and appraisal of property, the care of the property seized, 
whether or not waste has been permitted in relation thereto, and the 
costs and fees allowed paid for such care; (b) the sale and conversion 
of property by the Alien Property Custodian, whether or not authorized 
by law; (c) whether such conversions have been by public sale or 
through private negotiation; (d) whether or not the moneys received 
by such conversions were adequate and represent the real value of the 
property converted; (e) whether or not sales have been made to 
agents, officials, attorneys, or other persons having fiduciary rela- 
tions to such property; (f) the sale of patents, trade-marks, and trade 
names to the so-called Chemical Foundation, a corporation of Dela- 
ware, or to any other persons or corporations, and the sale of proper- 
ties of the Bosch Magneto Co.; (g) and further to investigate the rela- 
tions of the Department of Justice to the business and affairs of the 
Alien Property Custodian, whether there has been any influence or 
pressure exerted by any Government official or officials, or other per- 
sons, to prevent criminal or civil proceedings in relation to any of such 
transactions; and generally to investigate all matters touching the 
legality, good faith, and necessity of all transactions and conversions 
affecting the property held in trust by the Alien Property Custodian. 

The committee is authorized to send for persons and papers, to ad- 
minister oaths, and to sit during the session or during any recess of 


the Senate and at such places as may be deemed advisable. 
committee duly authorized thereto shall have the same powers as are 
conferred upon said select committee by this resolution. 


Any sub- 


‘VIOLATIONS OF ANTITRUST ACTS, 


Mr. KING. I submit a resolution calling upon the Attorney 
General of the United States for certain information and ask 
its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The resolution (S. Res. 73) was read and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


Whereas the Federal Trade Commission has conducted investigations ` 
of alleged violations of the Sherman Antitrust Act and the Clayton 
Act against monopolies and unlawful restraints of trade and has 
transmitted to the Attorney General the record of more than 60 such 
investigations, indicating a violation of said acts, for the initiation 
of such proceedings for the enforcement of the Jaw as the Attorney 
General may be advised to make; and 

Whereas the Attorney General has taken no action upon said records 
transmitted to him by the Federal Trade Commission for the purpose 
of securing indictments against the parties named therein and has 
brought no proceedings for the prevention of such violations by in- 
junction er otherwise: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Attorney General is hereby directed to report to 
the Senate the particulars and specifications of all cases transmitted 
to him by the Federal Trade Commission, presumably indicating a vio- 
lation of the Sherman Antitrust Act or of the Clayton Act, together 
with a statement as to why prosecutions by indictment or injunction 
have not been brought in each of said cases; and further report to the 
Senate the number of cases pending, both criminal and civil, for the 
enforcement of said acts, or either of them, the time for which said 
actions have been pending, and the reason, if any there be, why such 
cases are not being prosecuted ; and to report further to the Senate the 
intention of the Attorney General with respect thereto. ` 


INGHAM d. MACK. 


Mr. MOSES submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 74), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to employ Ingham G. Mack as a 
messenger in the marble room of the Senate, to be paid at the rate 


of $1,000 per annum from the contingent fund of the Senate, until 
otherwise provided by law. : 


INDUSTRIAL ESPIONAGE. 


Mr. WHEELER submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
75), which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Whereas various court proceedings and published investigations have 


-| tended to show that a large number of private detective agencies are 


obtaining large sums of money from business concerns and organiza- 
tions by falsely representing movements among their employees by 
manufacturing scares concerning radical propaganda and alleged plans 
for the use of violence in industrial conflict; and 

Whereas these agencies and other interests connected with them are 
detrimental to peaceful relationship between employers and employees, 
setting up a system of espionage in industry, thriving on the unrest 
and fear they create, and spreading false rumors and scares to maintain 
their alleged services: Therefore be it 
* Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be, and 
hereby is, empowered to conduct an inquiry into the extent of this 
system of industrial espionage in all its ramifications, and to report to 
the Senate what legislation, in the committee’s Judgment, is desirable 
to correct such practices as they may find inimical to the publie 
welfare. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY, 


Mr. NORRIS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 76), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any 
subcommittee thereof, Is authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to 
send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ 
a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words to report 
such hearings as may be had on any subject before said committee, the 
expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
any session or recess of the Senate, 


ELMER E. BURROWS. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
77), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATH. 


323 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby 18, 
authorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 
to Elmer E. Burrows, son of Joseph A. Burrows, late a private of the 
Capitol police, Senate roll, a sum equal to six months’ compensation 
at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his death, said sum 
to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res. 78), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress 
to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to 
employ a stenographer at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per 100 words 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
that may be pending before said committee, the expenses thereof to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate. : 


REPORT ON TRAFFIC CONDITIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BALL. Mr. President, at the close of the Sixty-seventh 
Congress the Committee on the District of Columbia was in- 
structed to make certain investigations relative to traffic condi- 
tions in the District of Columbia and to report thereon during 
December, 1923. That committee has held numerous hearings, 
and expects to close such hearings on the 20th of the present 
month, but the committee will not be able to make their final 
report within the time originally prescribed. I therefore ask 
that the committee may be allowed an additional month within 
which to file their final report. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I have no objection to an 
extension of the time within which the committee may file 
their final report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What extension of time 
does the Senator from Delaware ask for the filing of the final 
report of his committee? 

Mr. BALL. The resolution under which the committee is 
acting provides that they shall make their final report during 
the month of December, and I ask that the time for the filing 
of the report by the committee may be extended so that it may 
be filed during the month of January next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware 
asks that the time within which the Committee on the District 
of Columbia may report on the matter to which he has referred 
be extended so as to enable the committee to report during the 
coming month of January. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ARSENIC DEPOSITS. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, on Saturday last I introduced 
a resolution directing the United States Geological Survey to 
report to the Senate as early as practicable the location, 
amounts, accessibility, and availability of all arsenic deposits 
in the United States which can be used for the manufacture of 
white arsenic, the principal ingredient of calcium arsenate. It 
is absolutely necessary to have this information as early as 
possible so as to increase the supply and lower the price before 
the farmers must buy in the spring. There is not enough of 
this material now to supply the demand. Six per cent of the 
farm laborers on the cotton plantations of my State left their 
farms last year and moved to the cities and towns because they 
could no longer make a living producing cotton. 

Calcium arsenate at this time is absolutely necessary in 
order to keep the boll weevil from destroying the cotton. Cal- 
cium arsenate has increased from two to three times over 
what it was a year and a half ago, the price going so high as 
to make it almost prohibitory. The high price of cotton does 
not help a cotton farmer if the boll weevil destroys all his 
crop. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate considera- 
tion and passage of that resolution. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I desire to inquire 
of the Senator whether any steps have been taken to insure 
the free importation of calcium arsenate? 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the ruling of the Treasury Depart- 
ment a duty was placed on calcium arsenate. We have been 
trying to get that changed, but this resolution has nothing to do 
with that. The resolution simply seeks information as to the 
location and availability of arsenic deposits so as to increase 
the supply and lower the price of calcium arsenate to the farm- 
ers who produce cotton. In my State and most of the other 
cotton-producing States it is absolutely necessary to use eal- 
cium arsenate to destroy the boll weevil; otherwise most of the 
cotton is destroyed by this pést. No pest has ever destroyed 
such value; it runs into hundreds of millions of dollars, 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. I understand. I asked the Senas 
tor for information, knowing that he had followed the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. The President thus far has declined to make 
any change in the duty. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. White arsenic still bears a duty? 

Mr. HARRIS. No; it does not, but calcium arsenate does. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of how much? 

Mr. HARRIS. Twenty-five per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to have the resolution read. 

Mr. McKELLAR. May the resolution be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may. The Secretary will 
read the resolution referred to by the Senator from Georgia. 

The resolution (S. Res. 64) submitted by Mr. Haris on the 
15th instant, was read, as follows: 


Whereas the supply of calcium arsenate, used to fight the cotton- 
boll weevil, is limited and the price has greatly increased: 

Resolved, That the United States Geological Survey report to the 
Senate at the earliest practicable time the location, amounts, accessi- 
bility, and availability of all arsenic deposits in the United Stat 
which can be used for the manufacture of white arsenic, the principa. 
Ingredient of calcium arsenate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further con- 
current or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution just read, coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution just read. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the resolution. 

Mr. KING, Mr. President, I am in favor of the resolution, 
but I rise to ask the Senator from Georgia whether any bill 
has been introduced in the House for the purpose of repealing 
thé tariff upon arsenic and arsenical compounds? The Sen- 
ator will recall that when the tariff bill was under considera- 
tion at the last session of Congress the able Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Wars] and other Senators invited attention to the 
fact that that bill had in it provisions for the purpose of 
protecting the Arsenical Trust and certain smelters of the 
United States; and the Senator from Montana, as well as other 
Senators, pleaded with our friends upon the other side not to 
impose a tariff upon farmers and a burden upon them, and 
attention was called to the very evils of which the Senator now 
complains. May I inquire of the Senator from Georgia what 
steps have been taken under the law to place upon the free 
list this important product, so essential in agriculture? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, measures for this purpose 
have already been introduced in the House, and I introduced 
in the Senate a bill to place calcium arsenate on the free list, 
among the first bills of this session. I introduced a similar 
bill last session. Last year I and others took up this matter 
with the President, and asked him to reduce the tariff on 
calcium arsenate; but we did not succeed in that. This reso- 
lution has nothing to do with that. It simply directs the 
Geological Survey to report upon the location of other de- 
posits. That will bring down the price, and I hope we can get 
the tariff taken off. y i 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, my recollection is 
that the Senate originally rejected an amendment the effect of 
which was to put this product upon the free list, but that sub- 
sequently, upon the motion of the Senator from South Carolina, 
its action was reconsidered, and I am a little surprised to learn 
that the product now carries a duty, as the Senator from Geor- 
gia tells us, of 25 per cent. Can he explain how that comes 
about? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate debates will show that Senators 
supporting the Smith amendment thought we were putting 
calcium arsenate and all ingredients of it on the free list; 
but the Treasury Department decided otherwise, and the 
President upheld the Treasury Department. We then tried to 
get the President to reduce the duty one-half, but I regret we 
failed in this. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Will the Senator explain why 
we did not accomplish what we expected to accomplish? 

Mr. HARRIS. Because the Treasury Department decided 
that way, putting it on the dutiable list, and the President 
declined to change it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, for the information of the 
Senator from Montana, I should like to state that white 
arsenic, or arsenious acid, was put on the free list, but calcium 
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arsenate was not put on the free list. White arsenic was In 
fact put on the free list, however, and there is no duty on white 
arsenic or arsenious acid, 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. So that the producers of calcium 
arsenate get their raw product free, but are accorded a duty 
of 25 per cent upon the chemical compounds? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Treasury Department ruled that they 
could place a duty on the chemical. 

I hope there will be no objection to the passage of this res- 
olution. It is a very important matter. Tt is of interest to the 
New England manufacturer as well as the South and of interest 
to our entire country, as all are interested in cotton goods. 

Mr. President, I repeat that the high price of cotton does not 
help a cotton producer if the boll weevil gets all of his cotton. 
One-third of the farmers raising cotton in my State lost money 
this year; thousands of them, because of the boll weevil and 
other conditions, have had to mortgage their farms to pay their 
losses on cotton crop failures this and recent years. They are 
in a deplorable condition, and something must be done to help 
the farmers. However, the high price of cotton does stimulate 
other countries to produce cotton. Great Britain has for sev- 
eral years been taxing every bale of cotton manufactured in 
that country and used the money derived from that tax to 
encourage her colonies to produce more cotton. Egypt, India, 
China, South America, and other countries are using greater 
efforts. than ever to produce cotton and compete with our cotton 
growers of the South. I have several times called the attention 
of the Senate to the great debt of gratitude our country owes 
the southern cotton farmer. Cotton has brought more gold to 
our country than any other product of the farm. The gold 
received for our cotton is responsible for a large part of our gold 
reserve. The southern cotton producer has made less profit on 
his land and products than any other. Cotton is a national and 
not a local question, and I hope Senators from every section 
will help us give relief to our cotton growers. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that white arsenic is on the free list. 
It was put there in the last tariff bill. There are other in- 
gredients in the preparation used for fertilizer which are not 
on the free list, and those are taxable; but white arsenic is on 
the free list, and Senators will so find it in the existing law. 
Therefore, Mr. President, no duty on white arsenic, which goes 
into the farmer’s fertilizer, was imposed under the last tariff 
bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Arkansas yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I do not quite understand the atti- 
tude of the Senator from Utah with respect to this matter. 
I do not understand that arsenic enters into fertilizers. The 
question is as to whether caleium arsenate carries a duty of 
50 per cent, while white arsenic, the miner's product, is on the 
free list. Can the Senator tell us what the fact is? 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, if the Senator from Arkansas 
will permit me, reference has been made to an amendment I 
offered during the debate on the tariff bill. My amendment 
will be found in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of August 8, 1922, 
page 11098. My amendment provided that we strike out from 
the dutiable list arsenlous acid, or white arsenic, at 2 cents a 
pound, and that amendment was agreed to. After the bill was 
enucted into law those in charge of the enforcement of the law 
in the revenue department found a paragraph which provided 
for a duty on chemical compounds, and as calcium arsenate is 
a compound of arsenious acid, or white arsenic, with lime, they 
held it came under an omnibus clause in the dutiable list, under 
chemical compounds. 5 

I myself went to the department and produced the evidence 
of the intent of the Senate to put this particular ingredient, 
calcium arsenate, on the free list, an article which would be 
an available form for the fight to be made on the boll weevil; 
but those gentlemen were strict constructionists and claimed 
that though white arsenic would not bear a duty of 2 cents a 
pound, as provided in the bill, and amended as per my resolu- 
tion, the finished product, or calcium arsenate, would bear a 
duty. They pointed out the fact that we had an abundance of 
lime in this country, and the arsenate would come in, but it 
was also true that foreign countries were manufacturing and 
exporting to this country quantities of calcium arsenate which 
was found upon test to be quite available for the purpose we 
had in view. I think the ruling of the department was clearly 
a contravention of the intent and purpose of the Congress to 
relleve the producers of the cotton section of this country from 
the burden of a tax in their fight to benefit the Nation. 
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Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ar- 
kansas yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

a Mr, ROBINSON, I yield to the Senator from North Caro- 
na. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina one question. Is it not true that at the time the 
Senate had this matter under consideration all the friends of 
the cotton industry who were anxious that the farmer might 
get this material for his fight on the boll weevil at a reduced 
price thought that the action of Congress, as a matter of fact, 
did put calcium arsenate upon the free list? 

Mr. SMITH. I do not think there is a doubt about it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. So that in failing to secure the relief 
which the farmers anticipated from this legislation their hope 
and expectations have been defeated by the construction placed 
upon the act by the department, which I understand the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina to characterize as an erroneous con- 
struction. 

Mr. SMITH. I think, if the Senator will allow me, the 
whole difficulty arose in this way 

Mr. SIMMONS. It was a pure matter of construction, was 
it pot defeating the manifest and undoubted purpose of Con- 
gress 

Mr. SMITH. Yes. If the Senator from Arkansas will al- 
low me just a moment more, I will have little further to say 
about this, because the matter was so clear at the time we 
were discussing it before. The compound known as calcium 
arsenate was almost a new thing in this connection, for the 
reason that only a few years before it had been found to be a 
valuable insecticide, and by experimentation the department 
found that it was available for this purpose. We had an 
abundance of lime, but there was a world scarcity of white 
arsenic, and the intent of Congress, as was clearly. manifest 
in this body, was to provide not only the material but the com- 
pound, free of any encumbrance in the way of a duty, so that 
it might be used as an insecticide. Then, to the astonishment 
of everyone, when the responsible officers came to execute the 
law, under the omnibus clause providing for chemicals and 
their compounds, they put.a duty on this article. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Let me ask another question. The Senator 
from Utah is now the chairman of the Finance Committee, 
and I want to ask him if it was not his understanding that 
we did put calcium arsenate upon the free list? I am not ask- 
ing the Senator what his view is after examining the law but 
at the time we enacted it was it not his understanding that we 
were putting calcium arsenate, the material which the cotton 
3 uses in his combat with the boll weevil, upon the free 

st? 

Mr. SMOOT. My understanding was that we put the follow- 
ing arsenics on the free list: Sulphide of arsenic, found in para- 
graph 1512; arsenious acid, or white arsenic. in paragraph 
1513. That was the item which the Senator from South 
Carolina moved to put upon the free list, the committee having 
reported 2 cents a pound upon it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But if the Senator will pardon me, that 
is not what I am trying now to elicit. 

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator just wait until I state all 
the items in this connection? Calcium acetate is on the free 
list. Calcium chloride, crude, is on the free list. Calcium 
lime, or lime nitrogen, is on the free list, and, as E understand 
it, those are the very arsenic products which go into the making 
of fertilizer. It was the intention of Congress. to put these 
items which went into fertilizer on the free list. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It was the intention of the Congress to 
allow: the cotton farmers to get this poison free of duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. If it were imported as a raw material there 
is no doubt but that it would be free to-day, but if compounded 
with some other products, of course, it would not be the one 
particular item named specifically in the bill but it would be 
a compound of chemicals, and more than likely that would 
carry a rate of duty. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It was the purpose of my interruption to 
ask the chairman of the Finanee Committee, in view of the 
fact that it was the intent of Congress to allow the farmers 
to get this poison free of duty, if he sees any objection to the 
Finance Committee bringing in a joint resolution to put into 
effect speedily the known intent of Congress with respect to 
this matter? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I would want 
to know what the ruling was, and io what item it related, 
before I could properly answer; but I do know that the 
arsenics I have mentioned are on the free list, and the only 
basis for the construction by the customs officers that this 
product should be dutiable, in my opinion, is that there was 
an effort to import it, not as white arsenic, or sulphide of 
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arsenic, or any of the other arsenics, but to import the article 
in compound form. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, with the permission of 
Senators, I will consume just a moment of time. The only 
statement I desire to make is that while the evidence seems 
to be overwhelming that this commodity ought to be on the 
free list, the resolution offered by the Senator from Georgia 
in no wise involves that question. 

Mr. LODGE. Exactly. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; not at all. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The resolution presented by the Senator 
from Georgia calls upon the Geological Survey to furnish in- 
formation, which I think all Senators agree will be of value 
if supplied to the Senate and to the country. Let me suggest 
that in all probability the Senate will have an opportunity to 
vote upon the proposal to put this product on the free list, 
along with a number of other articles which ought to have 
been placed on the free list long ago, and that we might now 
very well proceed to dispose of the resolution of the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the resolution of the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I was about to make the same 
observations made by the Senator from Arkansas. This is a 
perfectly proper inquiry for information. It does not involve 
the question of the tariff yet. When it does we ean deal with 
it. I hope the resolution will go right through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the resolution offered by the Senator from Georgia. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed, and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] 
will take the chair. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire, if possible, to dispose 
of some pending business in the organization of the Senate to 
which, I think, there is no objection. I have spoken about it 
to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rostnson] and the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], and I think it would be well 
to dispose of these matters relating to the officers of the Sen- 
ate at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the chair). 
The Senator from Massachusetts offers a resolution, which 
will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res, 79), as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate do now proceed to the election of the 
following officers in the order named: Secretary of the Senate, Ser- 
gvant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, Assistant Doorkeeper 
of the Senate, Acting Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate, and Chaplain 
of the Senate. 


Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Arkansas yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I wish to inquire of the Senator 
from Massachusetts why we should not elect a President pro 
tenipore? 

Mr. LODGE. From my point of view, we have a President 
pre tempore, and I simply did not desire to delay further the 
election of the officers of the Senate. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I Inquire of the Senator from 
Massachusetts why, upon the same line of reasoning, we have 
not a Sergeant at Arms and a Secretary? 

Mr. LODGE. Because they are not selected under a resolu- 
tiou similar to that under which the President pro tempore is 
selected. $ 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But if it becomes necessary at 
this time to elect a Sergeant at Arms and a Secretary, why is it 
not equally necessary to elect a President pro tempore? 

Mr. LODGE. Because they are under totally different reso- 
lutions of the Senate. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
differ? 

Mr. LODGE. Of course the Senator knows to what I refer. 
On March 7, 1921, the Senate passed a resolution as follows: 

That Hon. ALBERT B. CumMtns, a Senator from the State of Iowa, 
be, and he hereby is, elected President of the Senate pro tempore, to 
hold office during the pleasure of the Senate and in accordance with 
the resolution of the Senate adopted on the 12th day of March, 1890, 
on the subject. 


In what way do the resolutions 


If the Senator will turn to the first page of the Rules of tho 
Senata he will find that resolution, which has never been re- 
peale 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask the Senator under what 
5 do the present officers of the Senate discharge their 

uties? 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution I have just read is the resolu- 
tion under which the President pro tempore was elected in 
1921. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am speaking about the other 
officers of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE, I understand it; they are simply holding by 
the comity usually exercised. They are always elected at the 
beginning of a Congress. They are not elected under what is 
known as the Evarts resolution. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. What is the reason for not pro- 
ceeding to elect a President pre tempore and all the officers 
of the Senate, if we go at it at all? 

Mr. LODGE. Because, as I have tried to show, the Presi- 
dent pro tempore in our opinion is now President pro tempore 
under the special resolution under which he was elected. ‘The 
other officers of the Senate were not elected under that reso- 
lution. 

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Does the Senator take the posi- 
tion that the terms of the other officers expire with the 
Congress? 

Mr. LODGE. I think under the law they do. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to dissent 5 the judgment of the 
leader on this side of the aisle on that question. I think the 
officers mentioned hold until their successors are elected. That 
was so ruled by Vice President Marshall. In recent years it 
has been the eustom to reelect them at the beginning of each 
Congress, 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I would like to say that I quite 
agree with the Senator from Kansas that they, like the Presi- 
dent pro tempore, hold their offices at the pleasure of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS. I do not think the cases are just alike. I 
think the President pro tempore holds his office until his suc- 
cessor is elected under the resolution of 1890, unless his term 
as a Senator expires. In the case of former Senator Frye, he 
was never reelected as President pro tempore except at the 
beginning of his term as a Senator. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, two weeks have elapsed 
since the present session of Congress began. The Senate of 
the United States now finds itself after the expiration of that 
period without a completed organization. No business of an 
important character has been transacted by this body. It is 
important in my judgment that not only the officers referred 
to in the resolution proposed by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts be elected, but that all other officers, including the chair- 

man of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, be elected. 

I haye not the slightest objection to the resolution to pro- 
ceed to the eleetion of Secretary, Sergeant at Arms, Chaplain, 
and the other officers mentioned in the resolution proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, with the understanding that 
an opportunity shall be afforded to substitute a name for that 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts as majority leader 
in each instance and a separate ballot be taken thereupon. 

I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be agreed to 
with that unanimeous-consent arrangement, that we proceed to 
ballot for the election of the officers, and that it be in order in 
each instance to propose the substitution of a name for that 
which I assume will be proposed by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course I think that is right, and I gladly 
agree to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state for the 
information of the Senator from Arkansas that a motion to 
substitute names will be entertained in any case by the present 
occupant of the chair; but if the Senator from Arkansas wishes 
a unanimous-cousent agreement to that effect, the Chair will 
submit it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. ‘The resolution does not preseribe the order 
of procedure, and I think it would be well enough to have the 
arrangement made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. I agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In connection with the res- 
olution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts to proceed 
to the election of certain officers of the Senate, the Senator 
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from Arkansas [Mr. Rosryson] asks unanimous consent that 
in the election of the officers named by the resolution there be 
full opportunity to propose the substitution of names proposed 
in any resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will proceed to the 
election of the officers named in the resolution and in the order 
and manner named. 


ELECTION OF SECBETARY OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. LODGE. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 80) as follows: 


Resolved, That George A. Sanderson, of Illinois, be, and he hereby is, 
elected Secretary of the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I move to strike out the name proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts and to insert the name of 
Edwin A. Halsey, of Virginia. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, on 
which he demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCor- 
MICK]. Being unable to obtain a transfer I am compelled to 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when Mr. TramMMmert’s name was called). 
I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. TRAMMELL] is un- 
avyoidably absent. He is paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Corr]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote “yea,” and I understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
would yote “nay.” I ask that this announcement may stand 
for the day. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 41, nays 50, as follows: 


YHAS—41. 
Adams Fletcher Neely Smith 
Asburst George Overman Stanley 
Ba yard Gerry Owen Stephens 
Broussard Glass Pittman Swanson 
Bruce Harris Ralston Underwood 
Caraway Harrison Rausdell Walsh, Mass. 
Copeland Heflin Reed, Mo. Walsh, Mont. 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Robinson Wheeler 
Dill Kin Sheppard 
Edwards McKellar Shields 
Ferris Mayfield Simmons 
NAYS— 50. 

Ball Ernst Ladd Shipstead 
Borah Fernald Lenroot Shortridge 
Brandegee Fess Lod Smoot 
Brookhart Frazier McKinley Spencer 
Bursum Gooding McLean Stanfield 
Cameron reene McNary &terling 
Capper Hale Moses Wadsworth 
Couzens Harreld Norbeck Warren 
Cummins Howell Norris Watson 
Curtis Johnson, Calif. Oddie Weller 
Dale Johnson, Minn, Pepper Willis 
Edge Jones, Wash. Phipps 
Elkins Keyes Reed, Pa 

NOT YVOTING—4, 
Colt Kendrick McCormick Trammell 


So Mr. Roprnson’s amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ELECTION OF SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DOORKEEPER, 


Mr, LODGE. TI offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The resolution will be read. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 81) as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That David S. Barry, of Rhode Island, be, and he is 
hereby, elected Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate, 

Mr. ROBINSON. I move to strike out the name of David 
S. Barry, of Rhode Island, and to insert in lieu thereof the 
name of John J. Burns, of New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, 


Mr. LODGE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I make the 
same announcement as to the absence of my pair which I made 
on a previous roll call, and I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce that the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 50, as follows: 


YEAS—41. 
Adams Fletcher Neely Smith 
Ashurst George Overman Stanley 
ayard Gerry Owen Stephens 

Broussard Glass Pittman Swanson 
Bruce Harris Ralston Underwood 
Caraway Harrison Ransdell Walsh, Mass. 
Copeland Heflin Reed, Mo. Walsh, Mont. 

al Jones, N. Mex Robinson Wheeler 
Dill Kin Sheppard 
Edwards McKellar Shields 
Ferris - Mayfield Simmons 

NAYS—50. 
Ball Ernst Ladd Shipstead 
Borah Fernald Lenroot Shortridge 
Brandegee Fess age Smoot 
Brookhart Frazier McKinley Spencer 
Bursum ng McLean Stanfield 
Cameron Greene McNary Sterling 
Capper Hale oses Wadsworth 
Couzens Harreld Norbeck Warren 
Cummins Howell Norris Watson 
Curtis Johnson, Calif, Oddie Weller 
Dale Johnson, Minn. Pepper Willis 
Edge Jones, Wash. Phipps 
Elkins Keyes Reed, Pa. 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Colt Kendrick McCormick Trammell 


So Mr. Rosrnson’s amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agree- 
ing to the resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Lopes]. 

The resolution was agreed to, 


ELECTION OF ASSISTANT DOORKEEPER AND ACTING ASSISTANT DOOR- 
KEEPER. 


Mr. LODGE. I submit two resolutions, which I send to the 
desk and ask for their present consideration. I am sure there 
will be no objection to their adoption by anyone. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 82) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Carl A. Loeffler, of Pennsylvania, be, and he is 
hereby, elected Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate. 


The resolution (S. Res. 83) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Thomas W. Keller, of West Virginia, be, and he is 
hereby, elected Acting Assistant Doorkeeper of the Senate. 


Mr. HARRISON. Are the resolutions debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Mississippi for the purpose of debating the reso- 
lutions, 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall occupy the floor for only a moment, 
Mr. President. This is the beginning of the third week during 
which the Senate has been in session. We have transacted 
very little, if any, business, but I wish to call the attention of 
Senators to the fact that even though we have failed to func- 
tion, judging by the paper which I hold in my hand, which has 
been laid upon the desks of Senators to-day, and notice of the 
contents of which has been given to the press, there is at least 
one individual in the administration who is functioning and 
functioning full well. y 

I notice in the list of nominations for postmasters whicli 
came to the Senate to-day that California is not very for- 
tunate. I do not know why; people may conjecture; but only 
one nomination comes to the Senate for postmaster in Cali- 
fornia, and that is for a place which is called El Centro. The 
name El Centro, of course, is derived from old Spanish words 
which mean the center, the bell. 

The administration is trying to ring the bell out in Call- 
fornia. For Idaho only one postmaster is nominated. In 
Minnesota they are more fortunate, and a postmaster is named 
at a place which is called Echo. Do not ask me why—I do not 
know. In running down the list Wisconsin, I notice, only 
gets one. 

There is, however, one State that is very fortunate, and that 
is the State which is represented by the Secretary to the 
President—C. Bascom Slemp. He is certainly functioning 
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while we are idling away the time. He knows the game. 
Forty-two nominations go to places in Virginia—wonderful 
places with beautiful names, Let me read a few of them. 
Clover gets a postmaster. Forest Depot likewise gets a post- 
master, as do also Richlands, Ridgeway, and Rural Retreat. 
Waverly is quite fortunate and has a nomination sent in for 
postmaster, as does Concord Depot. Dinwiddie gets a post- 
master. I do not know why Dinwiddie is so fortunate. 
Meadows of Dan gets a postmaster. Prospect gets a nomina- 
tion, as do Shipman, Beaverdam, Bridgewater, Disputanta, 
Fincastle, Hilton Village, and last but not least is Saltville. 
I congratulate Bascom, and sympathize with you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Massachasetts 
IMr. Lopaz!]. 

The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent and 
unanimously agreed to. 5 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


Mr. LODGE. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 84) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., of the District of Co- 
lumbia, be, and he is hereby, elected Chaplain of the Senate. 


CHAIRMAN OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is the election by roll- 
call ballot of the chairman of the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I make the 
same announcement as to the absence of my pair as on the 
previous roll calls, and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senutor from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Corr], who is necessarily absent, is paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 43, for Mr. Samira 39, 
for Mr. Howetx 6, for Mr. Couzens 1, as follows: 


FOR MR, CUMMINS—43. 


Ball Elkins Lenroot Shortridge 
Borah Ernst Lodge Smoot 
Brandegee Fernald McKinley Spencer 
Bruce Fess McLean Stanfield 
Bursum Goodi McNary Sterling 
Cameron Greene Moses Wadsworth 
Capper Hale Norbeck Warren 
Couzens Harreld Oddie Watson 
Curtis Johnson, Calif, Pepper Weller 
Dale Jones, Wash. Phipps Willis 
Edge Keyes Reed, Pa. 

FOR MR. SMITII— 39. 
Adams Fletcher Mayfield Shields 
Ashurst George eely Simmons 

yard Gerry Overman Stanley 

Broussard Glass Owen Stephens 
Caraway Harris Pittman Swanson 
Copeland Harrison Ralston Underwood 
Dial Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mass. 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Reed, Mo Walsh, Mont. 
Edwards King Robinson Wheeler 
Ferris McKellar Sheppard 

FOR MR. HOWELL—8. 
Brookhart Johnson, Minn. Norris Shipstead 
Frazier Ladd 

FOR MR. COUZENS—1. 

Howell 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Senators 
voting is 89; necessary for a choice, 45. One Senator has 
named Senator Couzens, 6 Senators have named Senator 
Howett, 39 Senators have named Senator Sacrrm, and 43 Sena- 
tors have named Senator Cummins. There is no choice. An- 
other ballot will be taken. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, before the ballot 
is started I desire to use a moment or two of the time of the 
Senate. 

The Republican Party is in control of the Senate. It should 
organize the committees. If it does not do so, it will stand 
before the country confessing its incapacity. 

It is clear to me that the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
CumMMINS] can not be elected chairman of the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee. I have been glad to vote for him. He is the 
senior member of the majority of that committee, and the rule 
of seniority is, on the whole, in my judgment, the best rule to 


follow in selecting a chairman. He is one of the ablest and 
one of the wisest Members of this body, and most sincerely 
devoted to the public welfare. He is as well qualified to lead 
in the study and consideration of the important questions that 


Mew come before that committee as any : ın in the United 
tates. 

I would gladly vote for the able Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. La FoLLETTE], but it is equally evident that he can not 
be elected chairman of this committee. 

I understand that overtures have been made by some of the 
leaders of the majority on this side looking to the election of 
some member of the committee other than the Senator from 
Iowa or the Senator from Wisconsin. That leaves me entirely 
free to follow the course my judgment and sense of duty dictate. 

I would not minimize the importance of the chairmanship of 
this great committee, but, after all, the chairman has but one 
vote. The measures the committee will report to the Senate 
will be the measures voted by the majority of the committee, 
no matter who the chairman may be, and the measures that will 
pass the Senate will be those measures that have the approval 
of the majority of this body. 

This committee should be organized. It ought to begin its 
work. While it ought to be controlled by the Republicans, its 
work is not partisan. The questions it will consider involve 
no party policy. The Esch-Cummins law, over which there is so 
much controversy, and which this committee will no doubt 
earefully consider, is not and was not a partisan measure. It 
was an earnest, sincere, and patriotic effort to meet a situa- 
tion growing out of the war. It dealt with a very great and 
complex problem under pressure for prompt action. It was 
approved by a Democratic President. The then leader of the 
Democratic Party on this floor—and I think the present able 
leader—supported it and voted for it. That legislation was 
not perfect. No doubt it should be amended in many respects, 
but there is no justification for denouncing and villifying those 
who supported it or for questioning their motives and patriotic 
purposes. 

We have been in session two weeks. The holiday season is 
soon to be here. We are not in a convention seeking to nom!- 
nate our particular choice for an office, but we are here as the 
chosen representatives of the people, charged with the duty 
and responsibility of legislating promptly in their interest. To 
do that we must have our committees. To lead and direct a 
committee there must be a chairman, whom the Senate has 
reserved to itself the right to select. There are Republicans 
who have been placed on the Interstate Commerce Committee 
that I believe all Republicans can vote for, and I shall vote 
on the next ballot for the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Couzens]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ballot will be taken, and 
the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as before as to my pair, I withhold my 
vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce that the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] is paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 41, for Mr. SMITH 
39, for Mr. Couzens 9, for Mr. Howent 1, as follows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—41, 


Ball Elkins McKinley Spencer 
Borah Ernst McLean Stanfield 
Brandegee Fernald McNary Sterling 
Bruce Fess Moses Wadsworth 
Bursum Greene Norbeck Warren 
Cameron Hale Oddie Watson 
Capper Harreld Pepper Weller 
Couzens Johnson, Calif. Phipps Willis 
Curtis Keyes Reed, Pa. 
Dale Lenroot Shortridge 
Edge Lodge Smoot 

FOR MR. SMITH—39. 
Adams Fletcher Mayfield Shields 
Ashurst George Neely Simmons 
Bayard Gerry Overman Staniey 
Broussard Glass Owen Stephens 
Caraway Harris Pittman Swanson 
Cope Harrison Ralston . Underwood 
Dial Heflin Ransdell Walsh. Mass. 
Dil Jones, N. Mex Reed, Mo, Walsh, Mont, 
Edwards Kin Robinson Wheeler 
Ferris McKellar Sheppard 

FOR MR. COUZENS—9. 
Brookhart Gooding Johnson, Mina, Ladd 
Cummins Howell Jones, Wash. Shipstead 
Frazier 

FOR MR. HOWELL—1. 


Norris 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Sen- 
ators voting is 90; necessary for a choice, 46. One Senator 
has named Mr. HowELL, 9 Senators have named Mr, Couzens, 
89 Senators have named Mr. Surrh, and 41 Senators have 


named Mr. Cummins. There is no choice. Another ballot 
will be taken, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). Making the 
Same announcement as to the absence of my pair, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
OverMAN], whom I do not see in the Chamber. I therefore 
withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I should vote for Mr. 
CUMMINS, and he would doubtless vote for Mr. SMITH, 

The roll call was concluded: 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr} is ired with the junior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. CVI Ns 39, for Mr. Surrg 88, 
for Mr. Couzens 11, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—39. 


Ball Elkins dge Shortridge 
Brandegee Ernst McKinley Smoot 
Bruce Fernald cLean Spencer 
Bursum Fess McNary_ Stanfield 
Cameron Greene Moses Sterling 
Capper Hale Norbeck Wadsworth 
Couzens Harreld Oddie Watson 
Curtis Johnson, Calif Pepper Weller 
Dale eyes Phipps Willis 
Edge Lenroot Reed, Pa. 
FOR MR. SMITH—38. 

Adams Fletcher Mayfield Simmons 
Asburst George Neely Stanley 
Bayard Gerry Owen Stephens 
Broussard Glass Pittman Swanson 
Carnway Harris Ralston Underwood 
Copeland Harrison Ransdell Walsh, Mass. 
Dial Heflin Reed, Mo. Walsh, Mont. 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Robinson Wheeler 
Edwards ing Sheppard 
Ferris McKellar Shields 

FOR MR. COUZENS—11. 
Borah Frazier Johnson, Minn, Norris 
Brookhart Gooding Jones, Wash. Shipstead 
Cummins Howell Ladd 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total number of Senators 
voting is 88; necessary for a choice, 45. Eleven Senators have 
named Mr. Couzens, 38 Senators have named Mr. Surrn, 39 
Senators have named Mr. CUMMINS, and there is no choice. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I make the 
same announcement as to the absence of my pair, the senior 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick], and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] is paired with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL]. 

Mr. KENDRICK. I have a general pair with the senlor 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick], which I find I can 
transfer to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen]. I mako 
that transfer, and yote for Mr. Smith. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 89, for Mr. SMITH 30, 
for Mr. Couzens 11, as follows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—39, 


Ball Elkins McKinley Smoot 
randegee Fernald Mclean Spencer 
ruce Fess McNary Stanfield 

Bursum Greene oses Sterling 

Cameron Hale Norbeck Wadsworth 

Cupper Harreld Oddie arren 

Couzens Johnson, Calif, Pepper Watson 

Curtis Keyes Phipps Weller 

Dale Lenroot Reed, Pa. Willis 

Edge Lodge Shortridge 

FOR MR. SMITH—389. 

Adams Fletcher McKellar Shields 

Ashurst George Mayfield Simmons 

Bayard Gerry Neely Stanley 

Broussard Glass Overman Stephens 

Caraway Harris Pittman wanson 

Copeland Harrison Ralston Underwood 

Dial Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mass, 

Dill 28 Mex. uea Mo. aos Mont. 

Edwards endric obinso eeler 

Ferris King heppard 

FOR MR. COUZENS—11. 
h Frazier Johnson, Minn. Norris 
rookhart Gooding Jones, Wash. Shipstead 

Cummins Howell dd 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Sen- 
ators voting was 89; necessary for a choice, 45, Eleven Sen- 
ators have named Senator Couzens, 39 Senators have named 
Senator Sarm, and 89 Senators have named Senator CUM- 
MINS, There is no election. Another ballot will be taken, and 
the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick]. In his 
ag and being unable to obtain a transfer, I withhold my 
yote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] is paired with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. TBAMMELL]. 

Mr. LODGE. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. UnpErwoop]. I understand he has not voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has not voted. 

Mr. LODGE. I therefore withhold my vote. If the Senator 
from Alabama were present and I were able to vote, I would 
vote for Mr. Cummins, and I assume the Senator from Ala- 
bama would vote for Mr. SanrTH. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 38, for Mr. Sarr 38, 
for Mr. Couzens 12, as follows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—38, 


Ball Elkins McKinley Spencer 
Brandegeo Ernst McLean Stanfield 
Bruce Fernald McNary Sterling 
Bursum Fess oses Wadsworth 
Cameron Greene Oddie Warren 
Capper Hale Pepper Watson 
Couzens Uarreld Phipps Weller 
Curtis Johnson, Calif, Reed, Pa. Willis 
Dale Keyes Shortridge 
Edge Lenroot Smoot 
FOR MR. SMITH—38, 

Adams Fletcher Mayfield Shields 
Asburst George Neely Simmons 
Bayard Gerry Overman Stanley 
Broussard Glass Owen Stephens 
Caraway Harris Pittman Swanson 
Copeland Harrison Ralston Walsh, Mass. 
Dial Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Reed, Mo. Wheeler 
Edwards Kin, Robinson 
Ferris McKellar Sheppard 

FOR MR. COUZENS—12. 
Borah Frazier Johnson, Minn, Norbeck 
Brookhart Goodin Jones, Wash. Norris 
Cummins Howell Ladd Shipstead 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Sen- 
ators voting was 88; necessary for a choice, 45. Twelve Sen- 
ators have named Senator Couzens, 38 Senators have named 
Senator SMITH, 38 Senators have named Senator CUMMINS, 
and there is no choice, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After 20 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, December 18, 1923, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


VOTE ON ADJOURNMENT. 


In executive session this day, on motion of Mr. Rosrnson, the 
injunction of secrecy was removed from the vote by yeas and 
nays on Mr, Lopce’s motion to adjourn. ` 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 
45, nays 42, as follows: 


YEAS—45. 
Ball Ernst Lenroot Shortridge 
Brandegee Fernald ge Smoot 
Brookhart Fess McKinley Spencer 
Bursum Frazier McNary Stanfield 
Cameron Gooding Loses Sterling 
Capper Greene Norbeck Wadsworth 
Couzens Hale Norris Warren 
Cummins Harreld Oddie Watson 
Curtis Howell Pepper Willis 
Dale Johnson, Calif. Phipps 
Eà. Jones, Wash. eed, 
Elkins Shipstead 

NAYS—42. 
Adams Dial Glass McKellar 
Ashurst Dill Mayfield 
Bayard Edwards Harrison Necly 
Broussard Ferris eflin Overman 

ruce Fletcher Johnson, Minn, Owen 

Caraway — Jones, N. Mex. Pittman 
Copeland erry ton 
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Ransdell Shields Stephens Walsh, Mont, 
Reed, Mo. Simmons Swanson Wheeler 
Robinson Smith Underwood 
Sheppard Stanley Walsh, Mass. 
NOT VOTING—8. 
Borah Kendrick McCormick Trammell 
Colt Keyes McLean Weller 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 17, 
1923. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR Porto Rico. 

Herbert P. Coats, of New York, to be attorney general of 
Porto Rico. 

CIRCUIT JUDGES. 

James J. Banks, of Hawaii, to be third judge, circuit court, 
first circuit, Territory of Hawaii. (A reappointment, his term 
having expired.) 

William C. Achi, jr.. of Hawaii, to be circuit judge, fifth 
circuit, Territory of Hawaii. (A reappointment, his term hav- 
ing expired.) 

PoSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 

Carrick W. White to be postmaster at Walnut Ridge, Ark., 
in place of J. W. Pinnell, removed. 

William J. Vick to be postmaster at Prescott, Ark., in place 
of Jack Grayson, deceased. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Charles W. Collins to be postmaster at El Centro, Calif., in 
place of C. W. Collins. Incumbent's commission expired Octo- 
her 24, 1922. 

IDAHO. 

Charles L. Edwards to be postmaster at McCammon, Idaho, 

in place of A. A. Lewis, resigned. 
ILLINOIS. 

Lewis H. Richards to be postmaster at Scales Mound, III., in 
place of E. S. Bray. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 6, 1922. 

Walter J. Ehrler to be postmaster at Galena, III., in place of 
M. ©. Slattery. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923, 

Thomas F. Wharrie to be postmaster at Coal City, III., in 
place of Thomas Berta, resigned. 

INDIANA. 

Nathan Riley to be postmaster at Thorntown, Ind., in place 
of L. L. Graves, Incumbent's commission expired September 5, 
1922. 

Claude Cline to be postmaster at Huntington, Ind., in place 
of L. G. Trixler. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28. 
1923. 

IOWA, 

Sue G. Cross to be postmaster at Chelsea, Iowa, in place 
of Sue G. Cross. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

KANSAS. 

Charles S. Nation to be postmaster at Chanute, Kans., in 
place of J. W. Lapham. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

KENTUCKY. 

Edward F. Coffman to be postmaster at Russellville, Ky., in 
place of E. F. Coffman. Incumbent's commission expired 
Angust 20, 1923. 

John P. Lawton to be postmaster at Central City, Ky., in 
place of M. F. Moore. Incumbent's commission expired August 
20, 1923. 

Don C. Van Hoose to be postmaster at Paintsville, Ky., in 
place of W. A. Ward, resigned. 

MARYLAND. : 

William S. Schoolfield to be postmaster at Pocomoke City, 
Md., in place of E. W. Ross. Incumbent’s commission expired 
October 29, 1923. 

John N. Bennett to be postmaster at Chestertown, Md., in 
place of T. D. Bowers. Incumbent’s commission expired Octo- 
ber 29, 1928. 

Luther Bennett to be postmaster at Goldsboro, Md., in place 
of H. C. Saunders, resigned. 

MINNESOTA, 

Lewis B. Krook to be postmaster at New Ulm, Minn., in 
place of Frederick Pfaender. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 


Theresa E. Thoreson to be postmaster at Bast Grand Forks, 
Minn., in place of T. E. Thoreson. Incumbent’s commission 
expired July 28, 1923. 

Cora Thorson to be postmaster at Echo, Minn., in place of 
B. H. J. Martinson, resigned. 


NEBRASKA. 


Dollie W. Hyndshaw to be postmaster at Thedford, Nebr., in 
place of D. W. Hyndshaw. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Carl H. Olderog to be postmaster at Springfield, Nebr., in 
place of C. H. Olderog. Incumbent’s commission expired Octo- 
ber 3, 1922. 

Otto A. Steinkraus to be postmaster at Dodge, Nebr., in place 
of O. A. Steinkraus. Incumbent's commission expired Novem- 
ber 19, 1923. 

Eya R. Gilbert to be postmaster at Broadwater, Nebr., in 
place of E. R. Gilbert. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1928: 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Harvey E. Gates to be postmaster at Troy, N. H., in place of 
J. N. Grimes. Incumbent’s commission expired August 1, 1923. 
NEW YORK. 

William M. Heaney to be postmaster at Cold Spring Harbor, 
N. V., in place of W. M. Heaney. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 

Marion E. Wroten to be postmaster at Trudeau, N. V., in 
place of M. E. Wroten. Incumbent’s commission expired No- 
vember 21, 1922. 

Edward Everett to be postmaster at Millerton, N. V., in place 
of E. W. Simmons. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Thomas J. Courtney to be postmaster at Garden City, N. V., 
in place of T. J. Courtney. Incumbent’s commission expired 
November 19, 1923. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 


Nelson M. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Page, N. Dak., 
in place of P. II. Long. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

William R. Tucker to be postmaster at Agricultural College, 
N. Dak., in place of A. E. Ross, removed, 


OHIO. 


Charles O. Eastman to be postmaster at Wauseon, Ohio, in 
place of Emil Weber. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Charles R. Ames to be postmaster at Bryan, Ohio, in place 
of E. C. Wisman. Incumbents commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

OREGON. 


George W. Trommlitz to be postmaster at Toledo, Oreg., in 
place of J. J. Gaither. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


Flora A. Smith to be postmaster at Smithfield, Pa., in place 
of F. B. Whoolery. Incumbent’s commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

Blair Rorabaugh to be postmaster at Clymer, Pa., in place of 
Blair Rorabaugh. Inecumbent’s commission expired February 8, 
1923. 

RHODE ISLAND. 


Frank A. Rixford to be postmaster at Woonsocket, R. L, in 
place of T. F. Cavanaugh. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

George W. Warren to be postmaster at Bristol, R. I., in 
place of D. G. Coggeshall. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 13, 1922. 

VIRGINIA. 


George C. Brothers to be postmaster at Whaleyville, Va. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Bernard W. McGinnis to be postmaster at Shipman, Va. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Bessie H. Moon to be postmaster at Saxe, Va. Office became 
presidential July 1, 1923. 

Hunter T. Ferguson to be postmaster at Prospect, Va, Office 
became presidential July 1, 1919. 

Edward G. Thornton to be postmaster at Milford, Va. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Elroy Shelor to be postmaster at Meadows of Dan, Va. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Susan Lewis to be postmaster at Hopkins, Va. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 
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Pauline H. Richardson to be postmaster at Dinwiddie, Va. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1921. 

Jessie M. Martin to be postmaster at Concord Depot, Va. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Hunter N. Kern to be postmaster at Winchester, Va., in place 
of J. W. Sibert. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

John B. Grayson to be postmaster at Warrenton, Va., in 
place of A. S. Hamilton. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 

Joseph B. Jones to be postmaster at Smithfield, Va., in place 
of E. M. Morrison. Incumbent’s commission expired July 21, 
1921. 

Bugene A. Hyde to be postmaster at Saltville, Va., in place 
of E. A. Hyde. Ineumbent's commission expired August 15, 1923. 

0 John J. Carper to be postmaster at Pearisburg, Va., in place 
of C. C. King. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

Oswell H. Hopkins to be postmaster at Narrows, Va., in 
8 Are G. L. Bane. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
13. 1 

Julian T. Doles to be postmaster at Ivor, Va., in place of 
J. L. Pulley. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 1923. 

William R. Rogers to be postmaster at Hilton Village, Va., in 
ap of W. R. Rogers. Incumbent's commission expired August 
15, 1923. 8 

Charles A. Hammer to be postmaster at Harrisonburg, Va., 
in place of F. L. Sublett. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 

Gilmer T. Slusser to be postmaster at Fincastle, Va., in place 
T? 8 Matheny. Incumbent's commission expired October 13, 
1923. 

Ludema Sayre to be postmaster at Fairfax, Va., in place of 
Ç: 35 Cummins. Incumbent's commission expired October 13, 
1923. 


Thomas J. Crickenberger to be postmaster at Emporia, Va., 
in place of F. A. Lewis. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 

James M. Nunn to be postmaster at East Radford, Va., in 
place of D. T. Martin. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Hugh T. Arwood to be postmaster at Disputanta, Va., in place 
of A. N. Cocks. Incumbent’s commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

James A. Riddel to be postmaster at Bridgewater, Va., in 
place of W. A. Byerly. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
15. 1923. : 

Roscoe C. Travis to be postmaster at Bowling Green, Va., in 
place of C. W. Garrett. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1023. 

Noah Markey to be postmaster at Beaverdam, Va., in place 
of Nina Moss. Incumbent’s commission expired September 13, 
1922, 

John W. Morgan to be postmaster at Altavista, Va., in place 
of Walter Fauntleroy. Incumbent’s commission expired Oc- 
tober 13, 1923. 

Grace M. Shafer to be postmaster at Yorktown, Va., in place 
of M. P. C. Smith, removed. 

William M. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Waverly, Va., 
in place of P. M. Kilmartin, resigned. 

Gilbert L. Stiles to be postmaster at Wachapreague, Va., in 
place of J. R. Brittingham, resigned. 

John L. Jeffries to be postmaster at Vienna, Va., in place of 
W. H. Maffett, resigned. 

Joseph W. De Boe to be postmaster at Rural Retreat, Va., in 
place of R. L. Dudley, resigned. 

George B. Jones to be postmaster at Ridgeway, Va., in place 
of T. C. Coleman, resigned. 

Mrs. Mary E. Spratt to be postmaster at Richlands, Va., in 
place of Boyd Boggess, resigned. 

Roger G. Dyson to be postmaster at North Emporia, Va., in 
place of K. T. Maclin, resigned. 

Charles P. Smith, jr., to be postmaster at Martinsville, Va., 
in place of T. H. Self, resigned. 

Frank D. Paul to be postmaster at Leesburg, Va., in place of 
G. C. Carter, resigned. 

Mary P. Leftwich to be postmaster at Forest Depot, Va., in 
place of L. E. Claiborne, removed. 

Clarence E. Canada to be postmaster at Clover, Va., in place 
of E. ©. Hurt, deceased. 

William F. Walters to be postmaster at Christiansburg, Va., 
in place of Sidney Sheltman, deceased. 

Francis C. Fitzhugh to be postmaster at Cape Charles, Va., 
in place of C. A. McKinney, deceased. 


WASHINGTON. 


Jacob H. Berge to be postmaster at Davenport, Wash., in 
place of J, H. Berge. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

WISCONSIN. 

Durant C. Gile to be postmaster at Edgerton, Wis., in place 
of C. A. Hoen, resigned. 

WYOMING. 

O. Golden Welch to be postmaster at Cowley, Wyo., in place 
of C. S. Vaterlaus, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Brecutive nominations Heche by the Senate December 17, 
1923. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, 
J. Walter Drake to be Assistant Secretary of Commerce. 
Surveyor or Customs. 
gonn H. Cunningham to be surveyor of customs at Baltimore, 


COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 

Henry H. Curran to be commissioner of immigration at the 

port of New York. 
COLLECTOR or Customs. 

Harvey P. Russell to be collector of customs, with head- 
quarters at Bridgeport, Conn, 

Thomas T. Wilson to be collector of customs, with head- 
quarters at Denver, Colo, 

Charles L. Saunders to be collector of customs, with head- 
quarters at Omaha, Nebr. 

John C. Tulloch to be collector of customs, with headquarters 
at Ogdensburg, N. Y. 

Russell H. Dunn to be collector of customs, with headquarters 
at Port Arthur, Tex. 

Coast GUARD. 
To be commandant, with rank of rear admiral. 
William Edward Reynolds. 
To be captain. 
Frederick G. Dodge. 
To be constructor, with rank of commander. 
John Q. Walton. 
To be commanders. 

Bernard H. Camden, 

Detlef F. A. de Otte. 

Henry G. Fisher. 

To be lieutenant commanders. 
Charles G. Roemer. Leo C. Mueller. 
Wilfred M. Derby. Thomas A. Shanley. 
To be district superintendent, with rank of lieutenant 


commander. 
William E. Tunnell. 
To be constructor, with rank of lieutenant commander. 
Frederick A. Hunnewell. 
To te lieutenant commanders (engineers). 
Theodore G. Lewton. : 
Lorenzo C. Farwell. 
John B. Turner. 
To be lieutenants (engineers). 
Walfred G. Bloom. 
Roderick S. Patch. 
William J. Kossler. 
To be ensigns (engineers). 
Charles W. Harwood. Severt A. Olsen. 
Frederick R. Baily. Robert C. Sarratt. 
John P. Murray, jr. 
To be district superintendent, wiih rank of lieutenant, 
James F. Phillips. 
To be Heutenants. 
Andrew C. Mandeville. Irving W. Buckalew. 


Harold G. Bradbury. Rae B. Hall. 
Noble G. Ricketts. 


To be district superintendents, with rank of lieutenant (junior 


/ grade). 
Martin W. Rasmussen. Frank B. Lincoln. 
Ralph T. Crowley. John Kelly. 


To be district superintendent, with rank of ensign. 
James A. Price. 
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To be ensigns. 


Harold G. Belford. 
Seth E. Barron. 


Walter S. Fish. 

Donald C. McNeil. 

William S. Shannon. 

DIRECTOR OF THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
George Otis Smith to be Director of the Geological Survey. 
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Hays Haymaker to be Deputy Commissioner of Pensions, 
SUPERINTENDENT FoR THE Five CIVILIZED TRIBES. 

Shade Wallen to be Superintendent for the Five Civilized 

Tribes in Oklahoma. 
SURVEYOR GENERAL OF MONTANA. 
Gilman Bullard to be surveyor general of Montana. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. 

Walter L. Tooze, sr., to be register of the land office at 
Portland, Oreg. 
` Hammil A. Ganaday to be register of the land office at 
Roseburg, Oreg. 

Nelson D. McGinley to be register of the land office at 
Guthrie, Okla. 

George B. Russell to be register of the land office at Elko, 
Ney. 

George C. Crom to be register of the land office at Gaines- 
ville, Fla. 

Miss Clara M. Crisler to be register of the land office at 
Carson City, Nev. 

Eli F. Taylor to be register of the land office at Sale Lake 
City, Utah. 

Elam Hubert McDowell to be register of the land office at 
Miles City, Mont. 

Frank E. Vaughan to be register of the land office at Van- 
couver, Wash. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 

George M. Love to be receiver of public moneys at Vale, 
Oreg. 

Frank L. Reece to be receiver of public moneys at Helena 
Mont. 

Lannes L. Ferrall to be receiver of public moneys at Phoenix, 
Ariz. - 

Coast AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

Francis Lawrence Gallen to be hydrographic and geodetic 
engineer, with relative rank of lieutenant in the Navy. 

Ronald Roberts Moore to be hydrographic and geodetic en- 
gincer, with relative rank of lieutenant in the Navy. 

Herman Odessey to be hydrographic and geodetic engineer, 
with relative rank of lieutenant in the Navy. 
To be junior hydrographic and geodetic engineer, with relative 

rank of lieutenant (junior grade) in the Navy. 

Max Leff. Edward Perry Morton. 

Albert J. Hoskinson. Donal Bruksicker Pheley, 

Daniel Edward Whelan, jr. George Harper Dell. 

Elliott Burgess Roberts. Lex B. Clore, 

Wilbur Oscar Manchester. Charles Mitchell Thomas, 

Philip Hastings White to be aid, with relative rank of en- 
sign in the Navy. 

POSTMASTER. ~ 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


James H. Ramsay, Salisbury. 


WITHDRAWAL, 


Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate December 
17, 1923. 
POSTMASTER. 
Frank M. Green to be postmaster at Highlands, N. J. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 17, 1923. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 

Almighty God, we come to Thee in the name of One who 
unites all our hopes and seals our love. Oh, establish His 
throne and sovereignty among the children of men. Judge us 
not in Thy displeasure, but remember our infirmities and im- 
perfections and let Thine eye look upon us in mercy. We come 
to Thee with our daily needs, our daily cares, and our daily 
burdens. Bless us with the greatness of Thy spirit, the pity 


of Thy heart, and with the strength of Thy grace. Bear with 

us and In the discharge of our duties and amid all the con- 

flicts of life may we be masters of self-control and thus reach 

me wiser and the larger attainments. In the name of Jesus. 
en. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, December 15, 
1923, was read and approved. 


MAJORITY COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, before offering the reso- 
lution for the election of the majority members of the standing 
committees of the House, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that Rule X be amended in the following particulars: 


Subparagraph 2, to increase the Ways and Means Committee from 
25 to 26 members, 

Subparagraph 21, to increase the Public Buildings and Grounds 
Committee from 20 to 21 members. 

Subparagraph 23, Committee on Labor, to increase the membership 
from 14 to 15 members. 

Subparagraph 35, Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, to 
increase the membership from 15 to 17 members. 


These changes were agreed to unanimously by the two com- 
mittees on committees, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and the amendments are agreed to. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 1eso- 
lution for the assignments of majority members to the standing 
committees of the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution as follows: 


House Resolution 94. 


Resolved, That the following Members be, and they are hereby, 
elected chairmen and members of the standing committees of the 
House, as follows, to wit: 

Accounts: Clarence MacGregor (chairman), N. X.; Charles L. Under- 
bill, Mass.; Randolph Perkins, N. J.; George M. Wertz, Pa.; Grant M. 
Hudson, Mich.; T. J. B. Robinson, Iowa; Edward E. Miller, III. 

Agriculture: Gilbert N. Haugen (chairman), Towa; Charles B. Ward, 
N. V.: Fred S. Purnell, Ind.: Edward Voigt, Wis.; Melvin 0. Mce- 
Laughlin, Nebr.: J. N. Tincher, Kans.; Thomas 8. Willlams, III.; 
James H. Sinclair, N. Dak.; Charles J. Thompson, Ohio; Frank Clague, 
Minn,; John D. Clarke, N. V.: John C. Ketcham, Mich. 

Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: John L. Cable (chairman), Ohio; Thomas D. 
Schall, Minn.: Addison T. Smith, Idaho; Hiram K. Evans, Iowa; 
Grant M. Hudson, Mich.; O. J. Kvale, Minn. ; Victor L. Berger, Wis. 

Appropriations: Martin B. Madden (chairman), III.: Charles R. 
Davis, Minn.; Daniel R. Anthony, jr., Kans.; William S. Vare, Pa.; 
Sydney Anderson, Minn.; William R. Wood, Ind.: Louis C. Cramton, 
Mich.; Edward H. Wason, N. II.; Walter W. Magee, N. X.; George II. 
Tinkham, Mass.; Burton L. French, Idaho; Milton W. Shreve. Pa.; 
L. J. Dickinson, Towa; Frank Murphy, Ohio; Jobn W. Summers, Wash. ; 
Henry E. Barbour, Calif.; Ernest R. Ackerman, N. J.; Guy U. Hardy, 
Colo.; Frank H. Funk, III.; John Taber, N. X.; Maurice H. Thatcher, Ky. 

Banking and Currency: Louis T. McFadden (chairman), a.; 
Edward J. King. III.; James G. Strong, Kans.; Robert Luce, Mass.; 
Clarence MacGregor, N. I.; E. Hart Fenn, Conn.; Guy E. Campbell, 
Pa.: Elmer O. Leatherwood, Utah; Carroll L. Beedy, Me.; William 
Williamson, S. Dak.; Morton D. Hull, Il.; Arthur B. Williams, Mich. 

Census: Charles L. Faust (chairman), Mo.; Louis W. Fairfield, Ind.; 
John W. Langley, Ky.; E. Hart Fenn, Conn.; James II. MacLafferty. 
Calif.: Clarence J. McLeod, Mich.; Morton D. Hull, III.; Thomas W. 
Phillips, jr., Pa,; Robert L. Bacon, N. X.; T. J. B. Robinson, Iowa. 

Claims: George W. Edmonds (chairman), Pa.; Edward C. Little, 
Kans. ; Oscar E. Keller, Minn. ; Charles L. Underhill, Mass.; Joseph D. 
Beck, Wis. ; George M. Wertz, Pa.; John D. Fredericks, Calif.; Bird J. 
Vincent, Mich.; Willis G. Sears, Nebr. 

Coinage, Weights, and Measures: Albert H. Vestal (chairman), Ind. ; 
Florian Lampert, Wis.; R. Clint Cole, Ohio; Randolph Perkins, N. J.; 
Charles L. Gifford, Mass.; Thomas W. Phillips, jr, Pa.; George F. 
Brumm, Pa,; John C. Schafer, Wis.; O. J. Kyale, Minn.; Dan A, 
Sutherland, Alaska. 

Disposition of Useless Baccutive Papers: Merrill Moores (chair- 
man), Ind. 

District of Columbia: Stuart F. Reed (chairman) W. Va.; Fred- 
erick N. Zihiman, Md. ; Florian Lampert, Wis. ; Oscar E. Keller, Minn, ; 
Charles L. Underhill, Mass.; Roy G. Fitzgerald, Ohio; Clarence J. 
McLeod, Mich.; Ernest W. Gibson, Vt.; Edward M. Beers, Pa.; Henry 
R. Rathbone, III.; Gale H. Stalker, N. V. 

Education: Frederick W. Dallinger (chairman), Mass.; Edward J. 
King, III.; Daniel A. Reed, N. X.; John M. Robson, Kx.; William F. 
Holaday, III.; Frederick G. Fleetwood, Vt.; George A. Welsh, Pa.; 
Robert L. Bacon, N. X. 
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Election of President, Vice President, aud Representatives in Con- 
gress: Hays B. White (chairman), Kans.; Daniel A. Reed, N. T.; 
Charles I. Gifford, Mass.; Randolph Perkins, N. J.; John L. Cable, 
Ohio; Clarence J, McLeod, Mich,; Thomas W. Phillips, jr., Pa.; 
Morton D. Hull, III. 

Elections No. 1; R. Clint Cole (chairman), Ohio; Frederick W. 
Dallinger, Mass,; Don B. Colton, Utah; Carroll L. Beedy, Me.; Hiram 
K. Evans, Iowa; George A. Welsh, Pa. 

Elections No. 2: John M. Nelson (chairman), Wis,; Robert Luce, 
Mass.; Randolph Perkins, N. J.; John L. Cable, Ohio; Bird J. Vincent, 
Mich. ; Henry R. Rathbone, III. 

Elections No. 3: Richard N. Elliott (chairman), Ind.; Charles L. 
Gifford, Mass.; William I. Swoope, Pa.; Willis G. Sears, Nebr.; Charles 
Brand, Ohio; Jobn D. Fredericks, Calif. 

Enrolled Bills: Benjamin L. Rosenbloom (chairman), W. Va.; Guy E. 
Campbell, Pa.; Frederick N. Zihlman, Md.; Joe J. Manlove, Mo. 

Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture: Edward J. King 
(chairman), III.; Allen F. Moore, III.; Joseph D. Beck, Wis.; Charles 
L. Faust, Mo. 

Eependitures in the Department of Commerce: Roy G. Fitzgerald 
(chsirman), Ohio; Harold Knutson, Minn.; Henry R. Rathbone, ML; 
Rird J. Vincent, Mich. 

Exypenditures in the Interior Department; William Williamson (chair- 
man), S. Dak.; Don B. Colton, Utah; Milton C. Garber, Okla.; George 
M. Wertz, Pa. 

Expenditures in the Department of Justice: Sidney C. Roach (chair- 
man), Mo.; Thomas W. Schall, Minn.; George A. Welsh, Pa.; Willis G. 
Sears, Nebr. 

tiwpenditures in the Department of Labor: Guy B. Campbell (chair- 
man), Pa.; Hays B. White, Kans.; Carroll L. Beedy, Me.; William P. 
Holaday, III. 

Eapenditures in the Navy Department: William F. Kopp (chairman), 
Iowa ; Florian Lampert, Wis.; George F. Brumm, Pa. 

Kaependitures in the Post Office Department: Mae E. Nolan (chair- 
man), Calif.: Edward M. Beers, Pu.; Edward E. Miller, III. 

Hæhenditures in the State Department: J. Will Taylor (chairman), 
‘Tenn. ; Richard N. Elliott, Ind.: E. Hart Fenn, Conn.; Arthur M. Free, 
Calif. 

Hapenditures in the Treasury Department: Winlam N. Vaile (chair- 
man), Colo.; James H. MacLafferty, Calif.; Edgar R. Kiess, Pa.; 
Ernest W. Gibson, Vt. 

Hapenditures in the War Department: Royal C. Johnson (chairman), 
S. Dak.; Clarence MacGregor, N. X.; Charles L. Gifford, Mass.; John 
€. Schafer, Wis. 

Bapenditures on Publie Buildings: Elmer O. Leatherwood (chairman), 


Utah; Benjamin L. Rosenbloom, W. Va.; Robert G. Simmons, Nebr.; | 


T. J. B. Robinson, Iowa. 

Flood Control: Thomas D. Schall (chairman). Minu.; Charles F. 
Curry, Calif.; Stuart F. Reed, W. Va.; Roy G. Fitzgerald, Ohio; 
Richard N. Elliott, Ind.; Frank R. Reid, III. 

Foreign Affairs: Stephen G. Porter (chairman), Pa.; John Jacob 
Rogers, Mass.; Henry W. Temple, Pa.: Edward E. Browne, Wis.; Mer- 
rill Moores, Ind.; James T. Begg, Ohio; Henry Allen Cooper, Wis ; 
Theodore E. Burton, Ohio; Benjamin L. Fairchild. N. X.; Hamilton 
Fish, jr., N. X.; Cyrenus Cole, Iowa; Richard Aldrich, R. I. 

Immipration and Naturalization: Albert Johnson (chairman), 
Wash.; J. Will Taylor, Tenn. ; William N. Vaile, Colo.; Hays B. White, 
Kans.; Arthur M. Free, Calif.; John L. Cable, Ohio; William P. Hola- 
day, III.: Bird J. Vincent, Mich.; William I. Swoope, Pa.; Robert L. 
Bacon, N. X. 

Indian Affairs: Homer P. Snyder (chairman), N. I.; Royal C. John- 
son, S. Dak,; Frederick W. Dallinger, Mass.; R. Clint Cole, Ohio; 
Sidney C. Roach, Mo.; Scott Leavitt, Mont.; M. C. Garber, Okla.; 
W. H. Sproul, Kans. ; George F. Brumm, Pa.; Grant M. Hudson, Mich. ; 
Gale H. Stalker, N. T.; Dan A. Sutherland, Alaska. 

Industrial Arts and Expositions: Daniel A. Reed (chairman), N. Y.; 
Louis W. Fairfield, Ind.; Roy G. Fitzgerald, Ohio; George A. Welsh, 
Pa,; Henry R. Rathbone, III.; John D. Fredericks, Calif.; W. H. 
Sproul, Kans.; O. J. Kvale, Minn.: Victor L. Berger, Wis. 

Insular Affairs: Louis W. Fairfield (chairman), Ind.; Charles E. 
Fuller, In.: Frederick N. Zihiman, Md.; Harold Knutson, Minn.; 
Vågar R. Kiess, Pa.; Carroll L. Beedy, Me.; James U. MacLafferty, 
Calif.; Grant M. Hudson, Mich. George F. Brumm, Pa.; John C. 
Schafer, Wis. ; Frederick G. Fleetwood, Vt.; T. J. B. Robinson, Iowa. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce: Samuel E. Winslow (chairman), 
Mass.; James S. Parker, N. T.; Jobn G. Cooper, Ohio; Edward E. 
Denison, III.; Everett Sanders, Ind.; Schuyler Merritt, Conn.; Carl E. 
Mapes, Mich.; William J. Graham, III.; Walter H. Newton, Minn.; 
Homer Hoch, Kans.; Adam M. Wyant, Pa.; Olger B. Burtness, N. Dak. 

Invalid Pensions: Charles E. Fuller (chairman), III.; John W. Lang- 
ley, Ky.; John M. Nelson, Wis.; Richard N. Elliott, Ind.; Edward M. 
Beers, Pa.; William I. Swoope, Pa.; Frederick G. Fleetwood, Vt.; 
Robert G. Simmons, Nebr.; Knud Wefald, Minn. 

Irrigation of Arid Lands: Addison T. Smfth (chairman), Idaho; 
Niehelas J. Sinnott, Oreg. ; Edward C. Little, Kans.; Elmer O. Leather- 


wood, Utah; Robert G. Simmons, Nebr.; Seott Leavitt, Mont.; Charles 
E. Winter, Wyo.; M. C. Garber, Okla. } 

Judiciary: George S. Graham (chairman), Pa.; Leonidas C. Dyer, 
Mo.; William D. Boles, Iowa; Charles A. Christopherson, 8. Dak. ; 
Richard Yates, III.; Ira G. Hersey, Me.; Israel M. Foster, Ohio; Earl 
C. Michener, Mich.; Andrew J. Hickey, Ind.; Nathan D. Perlman, 
N. T.; Oscar J. Larson, Minn.; J. Banks Kurtz, Pa. 

Labor: Frederick N. Zihlman (chairman), Md.; Joseph D. Beck, Wis. ; 
Mae E. Nolan, Calif.; E. Hart Fenn, Conn.; William F. Kopp, Iowa; 
Joe J. Manlove, Mo.; George A. Welsh, Pa.; Victor L. Berger, Wis. 

Library: Robert Luce (chairman), Mass.; Robert L. Bacon, N. N 
Morton D. Hull, III. 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries: William S. Greene (chairman), 
Mass.; George W. Edmonds, Pu.; Frank D. Scott, Mich. ; Wallace H. 
White, jr.. Me.; Frederick R. Lehlbach, N. J.; Benjamin L. Rosen- 
bloom, W. Va.; Arthur M. Free, Calif.; Sidney C. Roach, Mo.; Charles 
Brand, Ohio; Frank R. Reid, III.; George M. Wertz, Pu.; Robert L. 
Bacon, N. V.; Dan A. Sutherland, Alaska. 

Mileage: Carroll L. Reedy (chairman), Me.; Arthur M. Free, Calit.; 
William P. Holaday, III. 

Military Affairs: Julius Kahn (chairman), Calif.; John C. McKenzie, 
III.: John M. Morin, Pa.; Harry E. Hull, Iowa; W. Frank James, 
Mich. ; Harry C. Ransley, Pa.; John Philip Hill, Md.; Harry M, Wurz- 
bach, Tex.; Louis A. Frothingham, Mass.; B. Carroll Reece, Tenn. > 
John C. Speaks, Ohio; J. Mayhew Wainwright, N. I.; Dan A. Suth- 
erland, Alaska. ` 

Mines and Mining: John M. Robsion (chairman), Ky.; Willlam Wil- 
Hamson, S. Dak.; Don B. Colton, Utah; James H, MacLafferty, Calif. ; 
Charles E. Winter, Wyo.; W. H. Sproul, Kans.; Scott Leavitt, Mont. ; 
George F. Brumm, Pa.; Joe J. Manlove, Mo.; Dan A. Sutherland, 
Alaska. 

Navel Affairs: Thomas S. Butler (chairman), Pa.; Fred A. Britten, 
TL; Sydney E. Mudd, Md.; George P. Darrow, Pa.; Ambrose E. B. 
Stephens, Ohio; Clark Burdick, R. I.; Francis F. Patterson, jr, N. J.; 
Phil D. Swing, Calif.; A. Piatt Andrew, Mass.; John F. Miller, Wash, ; 
Roy O. Woodruff, Mich. ; James M. Magee, Pa. 

Patents: Florian Lampert (chairman), Wis.; Albert H. Vestal, Ind.; 
Randolph Perkins, N. J.; Clarence J. McLeod, Mich,; Thomas W. Phil- 
lips, jr., Pa.; Knud Wefald, Minn. 

Pensions: Harold Knutson (chairman), Minn. ; John M. Robslon, Ky.; 
R. Clint Cole, Ohio; W. F. Kopp, Iowa; Elmer O. Leatherwood, Utah; 
Gale H. Stalker, N. V.;: Frank R. Reid, III.; Jee J. Manlove, Mo. 

Post Office and Post Roads: William W. Griest (chairman), Pa.; 
Calvin D. Paige, Mass.; C. William Ramseyer, Iowa; Archie D. Sanders, 
N. X.; Samuel A. Kendall, Pa.; C. Ellis Moore, Obio; M. Clyde Kelly, 
Pa. ; Fiorello LaGuardia, N. Y.; Elliott W. Sproul, III.; John E. Nelson, 
| Me.; Laurence II. Watres, Pa.; George J. Schneider, Wis, 

Printing: Edgar R. Kiess (chairman), Pa.; Albert Johnson, Wash. 

Public Buildings and Grounds: John W. Langley (chairman), Ky.; 
Richard N. Elliott, Ind.; J. Will Taylor, Tenn.; Daniel A. Reed, N. v.; 
W. F. Kopp, Iowa; Harris J. Bixler, Pu.; Edward E. Miller, III.; George 
M. Wertz, Fa.; M. C. Garber, Okla.; Gale H. Stalker, N. X.; Charles 
| Brand, Ohio; O. J. Kvale, Minn. 

Public Lands: Nicholas J. Sinnott (chairman), Oreg.; Addison T. 
Smith, Idaho; Hays B. White, Kans. ; William N. Vaile, Colo.; Don B. 
Colton, Utah; Charles L. Faust, Mo.; Charles B. Winter, Wyo.; Scott 
Leavitt, Mont.; John D. Fredericks, Calif.; Arthur B. Williams, Mich. ; 
Frederick G. Fleetwood, Vt. 

Railways and Canals: Oscar E. Keller (chairman), Minn.; Harris J. 
Bixler, Pa.; Joseph D. Beck, Wis.; Grant M. Hudson, Mich.; Scott 
Leavitt, Mont.; Frank R. Reid, III.; Roy G. Fitzgerald, Ohio; Thomas 
W. Phillips, jr., Pa. 

Reform in the Civi Service: Frederick R. Lehlbach (chairman), 
N. J.; Louis W. Fairfleld, Ind.; Addison T. Smith, Idaho; Frederick 
W. Dallinger, Mass. ; Eruest W. Gibson, Vt.; Grant M. Hudson, Mich.; 
| T. J. B. Robinson, Iowa; Joe J. Manlove, Mo. 

Revision of the Laws: Edward C. Little (chairman), Kans.; Chartes 
E. Fuller. III.; Benjamin L. Rosenbloom, W. Va.; Roy G. Fitzgerald. 
Ohio; William I. Swoope, Pa.; Hiram K. Evans, Iowa; Wills G. 
Sears, Nebr. 

Rivers and Harbors: S. Wallace Dempsey (chairman), N. V.; 
Richard P. Freeman, Conn.; Nathan L. Strong, Pa.; Cleveland A. 
Newton, Mo.; James J. Connolly, Pa.; M. X. Michaelson, III.; Walter 
F. Lineberger, Calif.; William M. Morgan, Ohio; William E. Hull, III.; 
George N. Seger, N. J.; Hubert H. Peavy, Wis.; Thaddeus C. Sweet, 
8 

Roads: Cassius C. Dowell (chairman), Iowa; John M. Robsion, 
Ky.; John M. Nelson, Wis.; John L. Cable, Ohio: Allen F. Moore, III.; 
Clarence MacGregor, N. X.: Thomas W. Phillips, fr., Pa.; Charles 


| 
| 
} 


Brand, Ohio; M. C. Garber, Okla.; Edward M. Beers, Pa.; Joe J. 
Manlove, Mo.,; Arthur B. Williams, Mich. 

Rules: Bertrand H. Snell (chairman), N. I.; Royal C. Jóbrson, 
S. Dak.; Thomas D. Schall, Minn.; Frank D. Scott, Mich.; John M. 
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Nelson, Wis.; Theodore E. Burton, 
Allen F. Moore, III. 

Territories: Charles F. Curry (chairman), Calif.; Albert Johnson, 
Wash.; Cassius C. Dowell, Iowa; Lonis T. McFadden, Pa.; James 
G. Strong, Kans.; Allen F. Moore, III.; Richard N. Elliott, Ind.; 
Edward M. Beers, Pa,; Ernest W. Gibson, Vt.; Edward ©. Miller, 
III.; Dan A. Sutherland, Alaska. 

War Claims; James G. Strong (chairman), Kans.; Stuart F. Reed, 
W. Va.; Daniel A. Reed, N. X.; Sidney C. Roach, Mo.; William I. 
Swoope, Pa.; Hiram K. Evans, Iowa; Charles E. Winter, Wyo.; 
Arthur B. Williams, Mich.; Robert G. Simmons, Nebr. 

Ways and Means; Willam R. Green (chairman), Iowa; Wilis C. 
Hawley, Oreg.; Allen T. Treadway, Mass.; George M. Young, N. Dak.; 
James A. Frear, Wis.; John Q. Tilson, Conn.; Isaac Bacharach, N. J.; 
Lindley H. Hadley, Wash.; Charles B. Timberlake, Colo.; Henr W. 
Watson, Pa.; Ogden L. Mills, N. T.; James C. McLaughlin, Mich. ; 
Charles C. Kearns, Ohio; Carl R. Chindblom, III.; Frank Crowther, 
N. X. 

Woman Suffrage: Wallace H. White, jr. (chairman), Me.: George W. 
Edmonds, Pa.; John W. Langley, Ky.; Harris J. Bixler, Pa.; Mae E. 
Nolan, Calif.; Knud Wefald, Minn.; Victor L. Berger, Wis. 


During the reading of the resolution the following occurred: 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of this list be dispensed with. Everybody knows 
what is in it. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. It is all printed. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; it is all printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] 
asks unanimous consent that the reading of the list be dis- 
pensed with. Is there objection? 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, there is no prac- 
tical objection I can see to that, but that has been suggested a 
time or two before—— 

Mr. MADDEN. I will withdraw the request if there is any 
objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That has been suggested a 
time or two before in the appointment of committees, and I 
recall that our late friend, Mr. Mann, objected. 

Mr. MADDEN. I say, I will be glad to withdraw the request. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I did not intend to object, 
except to make the suggestion that Mr. Mann always insisted 
on it. 

When the Committee on the District of Columbia was read, 
the following occurred: 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I observe there is a mis- 
take in the ranking of the members on this committee. I ask 
unanimous consent that Mr. CLARENCE J. McLeon’s name ap- 
pear immediately after No. 6. He is entitled to that by reason 
of seniority. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

When the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, 
and Representatives in Congress was read, the following oc- 
curred: 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask, in the case of the 
committee just read, that the name of Mr. CLABENCE J. MCLEOD 
come immediately after No. 5 instead of No. 8. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, 
in the case of the Committee on Rules, that the relative rank 
of Mr. Netson of Wisconsin and Mr. Scorr be changed. Mr. 
Scorr is entitled to that by seniority. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. : 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the list just read by the 
clerk of the majority members of the standing committees is 
precisely the same as that authorized by the Republican con- 
ference, with one exception, that relating to the Committee on 
Rules, with which you are all familiar, 

I move the previous question. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
that for a moment? 

Mr. LONGWORTH, I will yield for a question. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Is it the purpose of the gen- 
tleman, having himself debated the proposition, in now moving 
the previous question to cut off all further debate and all 
opportunity of amendment? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is my purpose; yes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I hope that will not prevail. 

Mr. MOORBE of Virginia. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tlon? Under the rules if anyone wants debate it seems to me 
a debate of 40 minutes is permissible. The rules distinctly 


Ohlo; Harris J. Bixler, Pa.; 


Will the gentleman withhold 


provide that when there has been no debate on a matter on 
which the previous question is moved 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield further. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. There can be a debate of 40 


minutes. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the rule there can 
be no debate, the previous question having been demanded and 


debate had. 


The question was taken. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, L ask for the 


yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 
Sergeant at Arms will bring in absent Members, and the Clerk 


will call the roll. 


question. 


The question is on ordering the previous 


The question was taken, and there were—yeas 208, nays 178, 
answered “ present“ 1, not voting 41, as follows: 


1EA8 - 208. 


Ackerman 
Aldrich 
Anderson 
Andrew 
Anthony 
Bacharach 
acon 
Barbour 


Brand, Ohio 
ritten 
Browne, Wis, 
Brumm 
Burtness 
Burton 
Butler 
Cable 
Campbell 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Clarke, N. Y. 
Cole, Iowa 
Colton 
Connolly, Pa, 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cramton 
Crowther 
Curry 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
5 Minn. 
8 
Deniso: 
Dickinson, Iowa 
well 
Dyer 
Edmonds 
Elliott 
Evans, Iowa 
Fairchild 
Fairfield 
Faust 
Fenn 


Fish 
Fitzgerald 
Fleetwood 


8 
Allen 


Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 
Aswell 
Ayers 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bell 
Rerger 
Black, N. X. 
Black. Tex. 
RL 


Browne, N. J. 
Browning 
Buchanan 
Bucklex 
Bulwinkle 
Busby 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Canfield 
Cannon 


Poster McLaughlin, Mich Sinnott 
‘rear McLaughlin, Nebr, Smith 
Fredericks McLeo Snell 
ee MacGregor Snyder 
Freeman MacLafferty Speaks 
French Madden Sproul, III. 
Frothingham Magee, N. X. 1 Kans, 
Fuller lagee, Pa. Stalker 
Funk anlove Stephens 
Garber Ia pes Strong, Kans. 
Gibson Merritt Strong, Pa. 
Gifford Michener Summers, Wash. 
Graham, III. Miller, III. Sweet 
Green, Iowa Miller, Wash, Swing 
Greene, Mass. Mills Swoope 
Griest Moore, III Taber 
Hadley Moores, Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Hardy Moore, Ohio Temple 
Haugen Morgan Thatcher 
Hawley Murphy Thompson 
Hersey Nelson, Me. Tilson 
Hickey Nelson, Wis, Timberlake 
im, Md. Newton, Minn. Tincher 
Hoch Newton, Mo, Tinkham 
Holaday Paige Treadwa 
Hudson Par 5 Underh 
Hull, Iowa Patterson Vaile 
Hull, Morton D. Perkins Vare 
Hull. Willam E. Perlman Vestal 
James hillips Vincent, Mich. 
Johnson, S. Dak. Porter Voigt 
Johnson, Wash. Purnell Wainwright 
Kahn Ramseyer Ward, N.Y. 
Keller Ransley Wason 
— Rathbone Watres 
Kendall Reece Watson 
Ketcham Reed, N. Y. — 
Kiess Reed, W. Va. 
Kin Reid, III White, Kans, 
Knutson Roach White, Me. 
opp Robinson, Iowa Williams, In. 
Kurtz Robsion, Ky. Williams, Mich. 
Lampert Rogers, Mass. Willlamson 
Langley Rosenbloom Winslow 
Larson, Minn. Sanders, Ind. Winter 
Leatherwood Sanders, N. X. ood 
Leavitt Schall Woodruft 
Lehlbach Scatt Wurzbach 
Lineberger Sears, Nebr. Wyant 
Tittle Seger Yates 
Longworth Simmons Young 
McKenzie Sinclair i 
NAYS—178. 
Carew Greenwood Linthicum 
Carter Griffin Lowrey 
Casey Harrison Lozier 
Clancy Hastings Lyon 
Clark, Fla. Hawes McClintie 
Cleary , Hayden McDuffie 
Collier Hill, Ala. McKeown 
Connally, Tex. Hill, Wash, MeNulty 
Connery Hooker McReynolds 
Cook Howard, Nebr. McSwain 
Cris Howard, Okla. McSweeney 
Crol Huddleston Major, IIL 
Crosser Hudspeth Major, Mo. 
Cummings Hull, Tenn. Mausfield 
Davey H umphreys Martin 
Davis, Tenn. Jeffers Milligan 
Dickinson, Mo, Johnson, Tex. Minahan 
Dominick Johrson, W. Va. Montague 
Doughton Jones Moore, Ga, 
Driver Jost Moore, Va. 
Dupré Kent Morehead 
Evans, Mont, Kerr O'Connell, N. X. 
Favrot Kincheloe O'Connell, R. I. 
Fisher Kindred O'Connor, La. 
Fulbright Kunz O'Connor, N. Y, 
r Kvale O'Sullivan 
Gardner, Ind, Lanham Oldfiel 
Garner, Tex. Lankford Oliver, N. Y. 
Garrett, Tenn. zaro Parks, Ark, 
ue , Ca. Peery 
ilbert „Ga. Pou 
Giattelter Prall 
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goerte Sabath tevenson Watkins 
uin Salmon wank Weaver 
Kagon Sanders, Tex. Taylor, Colo. Wefald 
Rainey Sandlin ylor, ‘a. ee Tex, 
Raker Schafer Thomas, Ky ilson, Ind. 
Rankin Sears, Fla. Thomas, Okla. son, 
Rayburn Shallenberger Uman Wilson, Mass. 
Reed, Ark. Sherwood Tucker Wingo 
Richards Sites Tydings Wol 
Rogers, N. H. Smithwiek Underwood Woodrum 
Romjue Steagall Upshaw Wright 
Rouse Stedman Vinson, Ga 
Rubey Stengle „N. C 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1, 
Hammer 
NOT VOTING—41. 
8 Drewry Logan Oliver, Ala. 
Burdick Eagan Luce Peavey 
Celler Garrett, Tex. McFadden Schneider 
Cole, Ohio Geran Mead hreve 
Collins Goldsborough Michaelson Sullivan 
Corning Graham, Pa. Mooney Sumners, Tex, 
Cullen Jacobstein Morin Tague 
Deal Kearns Morris Weller 
Dickstein LaGuardia Morrow 
Doyle Larsen, Ga. Nolan 
Drane Lindsay O'Brien 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. Schneider (for) with Mr. Hammer (against). 

Mr. Peavey (for) with Mr. Collins (against). 

Mr. LaGuardia (for) with Mr. Logan erer 

Mr. Shreve (for) with Mr. Drewry (against). 

Mrs. Nolan (for) with Mr. Larsen of Georgia (against). 

Mr. Beedy (for) with Mr. Cullen (against). 

Mr. Graham of Pennsylvania (for) with Mr. Tague (against). 

Mr. Michaelson (for) with Mr. Eagan (against). 

Mr. Burdick (for) with Mr. O’Brien (against). 

Mr. McFadden (for) with Mr. Goldsborough (against). 

Mr. Kearns (for) with Mr. Sullivan (against). 

Mr. Morin (for) with Mr. Sumners of Texas (against). 

Mr. Cole of Ohio (for) with Mr. Oliver of Alabama (against). 

Mr. Luce (for) with Mr. Weller (against). 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote “no.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the room listening 
when his name should have been called? 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 95. 


Resolved, That the following-named gentlemen be, and they are 
hereby, elected members of the standing committees of the House and 
the joint standing committees, as follows: 

Accounts: Frank Park, Ga.; Ralph Gilbert, Ky.; Clarence Cannon, 
Mo.; Emanuel Celler, N. X. 

Agriculture: James B. Aswell, La.; David H. Kincheloe, Ky.; Mar- 
vin Jones, Tex.; F. B. Swank, Okla.; Hampton P. Fulmer, S. C.;: 
Thomas L. Rubey, Mo.; George W. Johnson, W. Va.; Thomas A. Doyle, 
III.; John McSweeney, Ohio; William P. Jarrett, Hawaii. 

Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: William D. Upshaw, Ga.; John C. Box, Tex. ; 
Charles Browne, N. J. 

Appropriations: Joseph W. Byrns, Tenn.; James P. Buchanan, Tex. ; 
James A. Gallivan, Mass.; James F. Byrnes, S. C.; Gordon Lee, Ga. ; 
Ben Johnson, Ky.; Charles D. Carter, Okla.; Edward T. Taylor, Colo. ; 
William B. Oliver, Ala.; Anthony J. Griffin, N. Y.; Thomas W. Har- 
rison, Va.; John N. Sandlin, La.; John J. Eagan, N. J.; William A. 
Ayres, Kans. 

Banking and Ourreney: Otis Wingo, Ark.; Henry B. Steagall, Ala.; 
Charles H. Brand, Ga.; William F. Stevenson, S. C.; Bugene Black, 
Tex.; T. Alan Goldsborough, Md.; Charles A. Mooney, Ohio; Anning S. 
Prall, N. T.; Harry C. Canfield, Ind. 

The Census: John E. Rankin, Miss.; Arthur H. Greenwood, Ind.; 
John H. Morehead, Nebr.; George C. Peery, Va.; Ralph F. Lozier, Mo.; 
Meyer Jacobstein, N. V.; Joseph W. Morris, Ky. 

Olaims: John C. Box, Tex.; Alfred L. Bulwinkle, N. C.; Loring M. 
Black, jr., N. T.; Charles Browne, N. J.; Elmer Thomas, Okla.; S. D. 
McReynolds, Tenn. ; Emanuel Celler, N. Y. 

Coinage, Weights, and Measures: B. G. Lowrey, Miss.; Charles L. 
Abernethy, N. C.; George K. Favrot, La.; Samuel E. Cook, Ind.; R. Lee 
Moore, Ga. ; Edgar Howard, Nebr.; J. Scott Wolff, Mo. 

District of Columbia: Christopher D. Sullivan, N. V.; Thomas L. 
Blanton, Tex.; Ralph Gilbert, Ky.; William C. Hammer, N. C.; Charles 
F. X. O’Brien, N. J.; Stanley H. Kunz, III.; Henry L. Jost, Mo.; 
Allard H. Gasque, S. C.; Everett Kent, Pa. 

Education: B. G. Lowrey, Miss.; Henry St. George Tucker, Va.; 
Robert L. Doughton, N. C.; William W. Hastings, Okla.; R. Lee Moore, 
Ga.; R. E. L. Allen, W. Va.; Loring M. Black, jr., N. X. 


Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress: Lamar Jeffers, Ala. ; William E. Cleary, N. Y.; James R. Buckley, 
III.; Ralph F. Lozier, Mo.; Millard E. Tydings, Md. 

Elections No. 1: C. B. Hudspeth, Tex.; J. Earl Major, III.; Henry L. 
Jost, Mo. 

Elections No. 2: Frank Clark, Fla.; Gordon Browning, Tenn.; P. 
Webber Wilson, Miss. 

Elections No. 3: Guinn Williams, Tex.; John H. Kerr, N. C.; Heartsill 
Ragon, Ark. 

Enrolled Bills: Thomas L. Blanton, Tex.; Charles I. Stengle, N. V.; 
Mell G. Underwood, Ohio. 

Bæpenditures in the State Department: Charles I. Stengle, N. X.; 
Joseph W. Morris, Ky.; Ralph F. Lozier, Mo. 

Eependitures in the Treasury Department; Henry St. George Tucker, 
Va.; James F. Fulbright, Mo.; Heartsill Ragon, Ark. 

Expenditures in the War Department: Arthur H. Greenwood, Ind.; 
Everett B. Howard, Okla.; William P. Connery, jr., Mass. 

Expenditures in the Navy Department: Charles L. Abernethy, N. C.; 
William E. Cleary, N. Y.; W. C. Salmon, Tenn. 

Epe nditures in the Post Office Department: Guinn Williams, Tex.; 
Meyer Jacobstein, N. I.; W. Y. Humphreys, Miss. 

Expenditures in the Interior Department: Sol Bloom, N. X.; 8. D. 
McReynolds, Tenn.; Henry L. Jost, Mo. 

Ewpenditures in the Department of Justice: Frank Oliver, N. X.; 
Elton Watkins, Oreg.; Jeff Busby, Miss. 

Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture: Robert L. Doughton, 
N. C.; Samuel F. Glatfelter, Pa.; R. Lee Moore, Ga. 

Expenditures in the Department of Commerce: Frank Gardner, Ind. $ 
Miles C. Allgood, Ala.; J. B. Reed, Ark. 

Expenditures in the Department of Labor: Thomas L. Blanton, Tex.; 
Frank J. McNulty, N. J.; Allard H. Gasque, 8. C. 

Eependitures on Public Buildings: John H. Morehead, Nebr.; Samuel 
Dickstein, N. Y.;: John H. Kerr, N. C. 

Flood Control: Riley J. Wilson, La.; William J. Driver, Ark.; Lamar 
Jeffers, Ala. ; Carl Hayden, Ariz.; W. Y. Humphreys, Miss.; James F. 
Fulbright, Mo. 

Foreign Affairs: J. Charles Linthicum, Md.; Charles M. Stedman, 
N. C. : Tom Connally, Tex.; R. Walton Moore, Va.; Ross A. Collins, 
Miss.; Martin L. Davey, Ohio; David J. O'Connell, N. X.; Robert H. 
Clancy, Mich.; William N. Rogers, N. H. 

Immigration and Naturalization: Adolph J. Sabath, III.; John E. 
Raker, Calif.; Riley J. Wilson, La.; John C. Box, Tex.; Samuel Dick- 
stein, N. X.; S. D. McReynolds, Tenn.; Elton Watkins, Oreg. 

Indian Affairs: Carl Hayden, Ariz.; William J. Sears, Fla.; Zebulon 
Weaver, N. C.; John M. Evans, Mont.; William W. Hastings, Okla.; 
Everett B. Howard, Okla.; Edgar Howard, Nebr.; Sam B. Hill, Wash. $ 
John Morrow, N. Mex. 

Industrial Arts and Expositions: Fritz G. Lanham, Tex.; Clifton A. 
Woodrum, Va.; Thomas J. Lilly, W. Va.; James R. Buckley, III.; Sol 
Bloom, N. X.; T. Webber Wilson, Miss.; Everett Kent, Pa. 

Insular Affairs: Christopher D. Sullivan, N. Y.; Hallett S. Ward, N. C.;: 
Guinn Williams, Tex.; Jacob L. Milligan, Mo.; Frank Gardner, Ind.; 
W. C. Salmon, Tenn.; Heartsill Ragon, Ark.; T. Webber Wilson, Miss. ; 
Everett Kent, Pa. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce: Alben W. Barkley, Ky.; Sam Ray- 
burn, Tex.; George Huddleston, Ala.; Clarence F. Lea, Calif.; Harry 
B. Hawes, Mo.; Tillman B. Parks, Ark.; Robert Crosser, Ohio; Ashton 
C. Shallenberger, Nebr.; Parker Corning, N. Y. 

Invalid Pensions: Thomas H. Cullen, N. Y.; Charles F. X. O'Brien, 
N. J.; Stanley H. Kunz, III.; Samuel E. Cook, Ind; Samuel F. Glat- 
felter, Pa.; Mell G. Underwood, Ohio; James F. Fulbright, Mo. 

Irrigation of Arid Lands: Carl Hayden, Ariz.; C. B. Hudspeth, Tex. ; 
John E. Raker, Calif.; William C. Lankford, Ga.; Charles L. Richards, 
Ney.; J. B. Reed, Ark.; Miles C. Allgood, Ala. 

Judiciary: Robert Y. Thomas, jr., Ky.; Hatton W. Sumners, Tex,; 
Andrew J. Montague, Va.; James W. Wise, Ga.; John N. Tillman, 
Ark.; Fred H. Dominick, S. C.; Samuel C. Major, Mo.; Royal H, 
Weller, N. Y.; Patrick B. O'Sullivan, Conn. 

Labor: William D. Upshaw, Ga.; J. Frank McNulty, N. J.; William 
P. Connery, jr., Mass.; J. Earl Major, III.; Meyer Jacobstein, N. v.; 
Luther A. Johnson, Tex. 

Library: Frank Park, Ga.; Ralph Gilbert, Ky. 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries: Ladislas Lazaro, La.; Ewin L. 
Davis, Tenn.; Schuyler Otis Bland, Va.; Clay Stone Briggs, Tex.; 
William W. Larsen, Ga.; Tom D. McKeown, Okla.; George W. Lindsay, 
N. T.: William M. Croll, Pa.; Jeremiah E. O'Connell, R. I. 

Mileage: Stanley H. Kunz, III.; Charles I. Stengle, N. Y. 

Military Affairs: Percy E. Quin, Miss.; Hubert F. Fisher, Tenn.; 
William C. Wright, Ga.; Daniel E., Garrett, Tex.; John J. McSwain, 
S. C.; Isaac R. Sherwood, Ohio; John J. Boylan, N. I.; Lister Hill, 
Ala. ; Elmer H. Geran, N. J. 

Mines and Mining: George K. Favrot, La.; Arthur H. Greenwood, 
Ind.; Herbert W. Cummings, Pa.; Thomas J. Lilly, W. Va.; Charles L. 
Richards, Ney.; Mell G. Underwood, Ohio. 
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Naval Affairs: Carl Vinson, Ga.; James V. McClintic, Okla.; Herbert 
J. Drance, Fla.; James O'Connor, La.; Patrick Henry Drewry, Va.; 
W. Turner Logan, S. C.; Morgan G. Sanders, Tex.; John F. Quayle, 
N. L.; J. Alfred Taylor, W. Va. 

Patents: Fritz G. Lanham, Tex.; William C. Hammer, N. C.; Samuel 
E. Cook, Ind.; Sol Bloom, N. T.; R. E. L. Allen, W. Va.; J. B. Reed, 
Ark. 

Pensions: William D. Upshaw, Ga.; Wiliam C. Hammer, N. C.; 
John E. Rankin, Miss.; William E. Cleary, N. T.; John H. Morehead, 
Nebr.; Millard E. Tydings, Md.; Luther A. Johnson, Tex. 

Post Office and Post Roads: Thomas M. Bell, Ga.; Arthur B. Rouse, 
Ky.; James M. Mead, N. T.; John H. Smithwick, Fla.; William B. 
Bowling, Ala.; J. M. Hooker, Va.; Milton A. Romjue, Mo.; Frank C. 
Sites. Pa.; William W. Arnold, III.; William P. Jarrett, Hawaii. 

Printing: William F. Stevenson, 8. C 

Public Buildings and Grounds: Frank Clark, Fla.; Frank Park, Ga. ; 
Fritz G. Lanham, Tex. ; George K. Favrot, La.; Edward B. Almon, 
Ala. > J. Scott Wolff, Mo.; Frank Oliver, N. T.; John H. Kerr, N. C.; 
Jeff Busby, Miss. 

Public Lands: John E. Raker, Calif.; William J. Driver, Ark.; 
Lamar Jeffers, Ala.; Charles L. Abernethy, N. C.; John M. Evans, 
Mont.; Sam B. Hill, Wash.; Elmer Thomas, Okla.; Charles L. 
Richards, Nev.; John Morrow, N. Mex.; William P. Jarrett, Hawaii. 

Railways and Canals: Thomas H. Cullen, N. T.; William C. Lank- 
ford, Ga.; Hallett S. Ward, N. C.; Henry St. George Tucker, Va.; 
Gorden Browning, Tenn. 

Reform in the Civil Service: Lamar Jeffers, Ala.; Emanuel Celler, 
N. Y.; ‘Clifton A. Woodrum, Va.; Luther A. Johnson, Tex.; Gordon 
Browning, Tenn. 

Revision of the Laws: Alfred L. Bulwinkle, N. C.; Herbert W. Cum- 
mings, Pa.; George C. Peery, Va.; Loring M. Black, jr., N. T.; W. C. 
Salmon, Tenn. 

Rivers and Harbors: H. Garland Dupré, La.; Joseph J. Mansfield, 
Tex.; John McDuffie, Ala.; John J. Kindred, N. T.; Homer L. Lyon, 
N. C.; Joseph T. Deal, Va.; Daniel F. Minahan, N. J.; William E. 
Wilson, Ind.; William H. Boyce, Del. 

Roads: Robert L. Doughton, N. C.; Edward B. Almon, Ala.; Wil- 
Ham J. Sears, Fla.; C. B. Hudspeth, Tex.; Hallett S. Ward, N. C.;: 
Frank Gardner, Ind.; Clarence Cannon, Mo.; George C. Peery, Va.; 
Elmer Thomas, Okla. 

Rules: Edward W. Pou, N. C.; Finis J. Garrett, Tenn.; William B. 
Bankhead, Ala.; John J. O'Connor, N. X. 

Territories: Zebulon Weaver, N. C.; William C. Lankford, Ga.; 
John E. Rankin, Miss.; William J. Driver, Ark.; Charles L. Abernethy, 
N. C.; Millard E. Tydings, Md. ; Herbert W. Cummings, Pa.; William P. 
Jarrett, Hawaii. 

War Claims: Frank Clark, Fla.; Charles F. X. O'Brien, N. J.; B. G. 
Lowrey, Miss.; Miles C. Allgood, Ala.; Samuel F. Glatfelter, Pa. 

Ways and Means: John N. Garner, Tex.; James W. Collier, Miss. ; 
William A. Oldfield, Ark. ; Charles R. Crisp, Ga.; John F. Carew, N. I.; 
Whitmell P. Martin, La.; Peter F. Tague, Mass.; Henry T. Rainey, 
III.: Cordell Hull, Tenn. ; Clement C. Dickinson, Mo.; John J. Casey, Pa. 

Woman Suffrage: John E. Raker, Calif.; Frank Clark, Fla.; Chris- 
topher D. Sullivan, N. IT.; Thomas L. Bjanton, Tex.; Clifton A. Wood- 
rum, Va. 


Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on 
the resolution. 

Mr. RATNEY. I would like to have 10 minutes. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I would prefer to have a vote on 
the resolution, but if the gentleman from Illinois insists I will 
yield him 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has control of 
the time. 

Mr, GARNER of Texas. I yield the gentleman from Illinois 
10 minutes. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, at this juncture I want to say 
something for the good of the order; and first of all I want to 
congratulate my genial friend the gentleman from Ohio, the 
majority leader [Mr. LonewortH], upon his magnificent leader- 
ship. His motion for the previous question keeps eyerybody 
on that side from doing it, and somebody ought to do it, and 
so it might as well be me. The gentleman has safely steered 
the ship between the Scylla of progressive republicanism—if 
anybody knows what that is—and the Charybdis of conserva- 
tive republicanism, and everybody knows what that is. He 
has reached the quiet waters beyond, and there is not a 
scratch on the ship. [Applause.] The paint even is absolutely 
intact. I congratulate my friend. [Applause.] I notice from 
this applause that many Republicans agree with me, 

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. The progressives are still on 
the auction block, are they not? [Laughter.] 
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Mr. RAINEY. I am not going to say anything unkind about 
Republicans; I never do. We always know where to find the 
gentleman from Ohio. I admire his courage always. He is 
a stand-pat Republican, and he does not care who knows it. 
He nails his flag always to the mast. Everybody else may 
desert the deck of the sinking ship, but not he. He will go 
down when the ship goes down with his flag flying. That is 
the kind of Republican I like to see. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] That is a real Republican. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

I notice much applause on the Republican side but none 
from the progressives. I congratulate the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Newson]. He is safely on the Rules Com- 
mittee; he is buttressed there, surrounded by a guard of seven 
stalwart Republicans. He can not get anything out of there 
if he tries. [Laughter and applause.] He has consented to 
be imprisoned—has been a party to it—in a double locked cage, 
surrounded by the Old Guard, and from his safe position be- 
hind the bars he can continue to bark dismally at the passing 
world. [Laughter.] 

Not long ago he was possessed of a courage most sublime. I 
hold in my hand a proclamation issued by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Netson] on the 4th day of December—a most 
courageous document. When Charles Carroll signed the Decla- 
ration of Independence he heard somebody in the audience back 
in the room say, “ Oh, there are many Carrolls, and he is per- 
fectly safe when the hangman comes.” Charles Carroll then 
went back and wrote “of Carrollton,” so that everybody could 
find him if he got lost. With the same kind of courage the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Netson] gave out this procla- 
mation to the United Press in a most unusual way. He gave it 
out under this heading: By JoRN M. NxLsox, Representative 
from Wisconsin. Written for the United Press.” Anybody, 
therefore, would know who he was, and his constituents can find 
him, if they want to find him, in the election next fall. The 
most impressive part of the proclamation is this part, which 
apparently required the most courage: He said. The progres- 
sives are not demanding choice committee places.” [Laughter.] 
What a magnificent declaration that was; what sublime cour- 
age it took to utter it! He gave out this statement—and I am 
reading now from the Jacksonville Courier, published in my 
congressional district, a subscriber to the United Press—and 
this statement appeared in 5,000 papers. Mr. Speaker, Cæsar 
three times refused the kingly crown before he fell. The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin refused it five thousand times before he 
fell, and when he fell great was the fall thereof. For nine days 
Satan fell from heaven clear down to hell, but that is nothing 
like the fall just accomplished by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. [Laughter.] 


Hell heard the unsufferable noise * 
Nine days they fell; confounded chaos roared * * * 
Hell at last yawning received them whole and on them closed. 


I am wondering what a progressive Republican is, but I need 
wonder no longer. I know now. Since I listened to the call of 
the roll a moment ago and found every progressive Republican 
back at his post voting for the previous question it is easy for 
me to define a progressive Republican. A progressive Repub- 
lican is a Republican who is a stand-pat, conservative Repub- 
lican in every fiber of his being, in every part of his anatomy, 
except his mouth [laughter], and he has absolutely no control 
over that, fortunately for him. He talks one way and shoots 
the other always. A progressive Republican is a man who makes 
the kind of a spoken record here which enables him to go back 
to his constituents in a Republican district which is about to 
become Democratic and say to them, “ What is the use of voting 
for the Democratic candidate for Congress? Great God, am I 
not always also against the Republicans?” But whenever he 
yotes he is safely inside the Republican column. 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BERGER. Is there any Democrat in Wisconsin who has 
a chance to be elected to Congress, or has there been for some 
years? 

Mr. RAINEY. If there is none, then God help the State of 
Wisconsin. [Prolonged applause and laughter.] 

Mr. BERGER. God has helped it. Wisconsin got rid of the 
Democratic Party. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, the smoke screens which the 
progressives have been sending up from their hot-air machines 
have blown away now and we find them all safely back home 
again. Where is the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] 
who for some time received 16 votes for Speaker? There are 
no privates in that army of progressives, Every one of them is 
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a general, and how bravely they all marched up the hill and 


how grandly they all came down again. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentieman from Illinois has 
expired. 

Mr, GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman 
from Illinois five minutes more. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, from the safe recesses of his 
cyclone cellar the gentleman from Wisconsin emerged a while 
ago to vote for the previous question, which cuts off all debate 
so far as that side could do it and all criticism of progressive 
Republicans. We will hear from him occasionally. Like the 
other 16 so-called progressive Republicans, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] is the bravest man I ever saw who 
never incurred the slightest personal peril. When the time 
comes, they are all back safely again. There is no use worry- 
ing about that. 

There is something else which ought not to be passed un- 
noticed. Here is a rule adopted by the committee for the fur- 
ther protection of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. NELSON], 
who did not want any choice committee assignments. After 
indicating what are the major committees and providing that 
a Republican who serves on one of them can not serve on any 
other committee, the printed rule of the Republican caucus 
goes on to say: 

This regulation does not apply to the Committee on Rules. 


Why? Because the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr NELSON] 
is the chairman of the Committee on Elections No. 2. They 
fixed it so he would not have to give up that choice assignment. 
And so the gentleman who has five thousand times refused a 
kingly crown comes back with all the persimmons, kingly crown 
and all, and he is on the Rules Committee, the choice assign- 
ment of all, and still retains his place as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 2, one of the choice assignments, carry- 
ing with it the patronage that it does. 

What shall I say-of my friend from Illinois, Mr. MADDEN? 
He received 6 votes for Speaker. You always know where 
my friend from Illinois is. He always was a stand-pat Repub- 
lican, and he does not care who knows it, but I wonder what 
these six gentlemen who were voting for him thought they 
were trying to do, and I wonder where they thought they were 
standing. At any rate, they did not wander far from the flesh- 
pots of the Republican Party, and they are able to go back 
home and say to their constituents—and I refer to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, Mr. Yares; the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. Rem; the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Kine; and the 
rest of them—* Oh, I did not help tear up the House; I voted 
for Mr. Mappen, of Illinois; I did not vote for a man from Mas- 
sachusetts; I agree that Massachusetts has enough; she does 
not seem to have overlooked many bets, and so I would not 
agree to give them a little thing like the Speakership of the 
House of Representatives, which is about the smallest thing 
they have, and therefore I voted for Mr. Mappen.” Then they 
can further assure their constituents that they did not get on 
the danger line—there might have been a danger line—but they 
did not go far enough and vote for Mr. Coorpn; that they voted 
for Mr. Mappen. It was a safe thing to do, because it did not 
make any disturbance at all. But if my friend from Tlinois, 
Mr. Mapprn, had ever gotten within one vote of the election, I 
would have been strongly tempted to jump over the fence and 
vote for him I think so much of him. 

Of course, I would have been able to resist the temptation, 
but it would have been a hard tüing to do, He said that he 
was not a candidate, but that did not make any difference with 
these gentlemen who voted for him. I notice, however, that he 
bravely kept his lightning rod up. The way to say that you 
are not a candidate and mean it is to say, “I won't take it if 
you give it to me,” but he did not go that far. He held up his 
lightning rod—it was not much of a lightning rod, it is true 
until the very last. There was a thunderous lot of nolse on 
that side, but there was no lightning at all to strike anybody’s 
rod, except that of the distinguished Speaker, and Republican 
lightning would not have dared to strike the lightning rod of 
anybody else, because Massachusetts has not yet got enough out 
of the Republican Party. 

Mr. Speaker, I must not, before I close, overlook the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. KNUTSON]. I heard him vote “aye” 
a while ago on the motion for the previous question made by 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. LonewortH]. It is true that he did 


so a little faintly, and not with his usual vigor, nevertheless 
he voted “ aye.” 

Nobody on that side is a more astute politician than the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Knutson], and he has been 
standing out at the listening post and he has heard something, 
and so he wants to play safe. He has been Republican whip 


on that side from a time when the memory of man runneth not 
to the contrary. He has been the Roderick of that side. “ One 
blast upon his bugle horn were worth a thousand men.” But 
he has quit the job now. He will not accept a place where 
they can shoot at him in his district. He voted for Mr. 
Cooper. Then he got back into his cyclone cellar and has 
nothing else to say. Now, I do not want to take up too much 
time 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAINEY. May I have an additional minute? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. RAINEY. I am going to quit in a minute, after giving 
some advice to the Republicans who have been so successful so 
far in handling their disordered forces. They were not dis- 
ordered at all, for it was but a mock battle. We knew it on 
this side. I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lona- 
WORTH |—and he need not follow this suggestion unless he wants 
to do so—I suggest that he now move to adjourn for three 
days, until the 20th, and when we meet on the 20th I suggest, 
to prevent any further action, he move to adjourn until after 
the holidays, to the 3d of January. That helps everybody on 
that side along; that helps out your policy of inactivity; and 
when you convene on the 8d day of next January, then con- 
tinue with your progress, your record of broken promises— 
broken promises to the veterans of the World War, 4,000,000 
of them; broken promises to the farmers of this country, 
10,000 broken promises, not one of them kept; keep it up until 
the end, and the end will come in the near future, in the ides 
of next November. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO SIT. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
tion and ask for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 96. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcom- 
mittees as it may designate, shall have leave to sit during the sessions 
of the House during the Sixty-eighth Congress and during the recess of 
that Congress. 3 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution of the following title: 

H. J. Res, 70. Joint resolution authorizing payment of the 
salaries of the officers and employees of Congress for Decem- 
ber, 1923, on the 20th day of that month. 

The message also announced that the President pro tempore 
had appointed Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania and Mr. HARRIS 
members of the joint select committee on the part of the 
Senate as provided for in the act of February 16, 1889, as 
amended by the act of March 2, 1895, entitled “An act to 
authorize and provide for the disposition of useless papers in 
the executive departments” for the disposition of useless 
papers in the Department of Labor. 


* 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION 70 SIGNED. 


Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 70) authorizing payment of the 
salaries of the officers and employees of Congress for Decem- 
ber, 1923, on the 20th day of that month. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert 
in the Record a statement relative to the report of House bill 
506 by the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing the report which 
the Committee on Printing has made. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
the gentleman admits that should go back to the committee, I 
presume, in the statement? 

Mr. KIESS. We have allowed it to go back and will report 
it again. 

Mr. BLANTON. That bill is the one which seeks to put in 
the hands of one employee of the Government the right to fix 
the salaries of 4,000 other employees—that is the bill, I believe. 
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I think it should go back to the committee and stay there for- 
ever. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. KIESS, Objection was made in the House on December 
10 by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] to the report- 
ing of House bill 506 by the Committee on Printing. Under the 
leave granted to extend my remarks I wish to print the follow- 
ing statement giving authority upon which the committee based 
its action: 


As stated in the ConoressionaL Recorp (vol. 64, pt, 6, p. 
5532) the Speaker on March 3, 1923, appointed Mr. Kress, Mr. JOHN- 
son of Washington, and Mr. Stevenson as members of the tem- 
porary Committee on Printing, pursuant to the act approved March 3. 
1917 (39 Stat. 1121), which provides for a permanent organization for 
the Joint Committee on Printing. 

At the same time the Speaker announced the appointment of a tem- 
porary Committee on Accounts and members of the Joint Committee on 
the Reorganization of the Administrative Branch of the Government 
and the Joint Committee on Employment of Prisoners in United States 
Penitentiaries as made “ pursuant to law.” 

The act of March 3, 1917, provides that the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House shall, on the last day of Congress, ap- 
point Members of their respective Houses who have been elected to the 
succeeding Congress to fill any vacancies which may then be about to 
occur on the Joint Committee on Printing, and that such appointees 
and the members of the committee who have been reelected shall con- 
tinue until their successors are chosen, 

The act also provides that the joint committee shall, when Congress 
is not in session, exercise all the powers and duties devolving upon said 
committee as provided by law, the same as when Congress is in session. 

Inasmuch as all members of the Joint Committee on Printing on 
the part of the House in the Sixty-seventh Congress were reelected to 
the Sixty-eighth Congress, it was not necessary under the law for the 
Speaker to make appointments to the joint committee at the close of 
the Congress, as there were no vacancies then about to occur. How- 
ever, as a matter of fact, and as the Recorp so indicates, the Speaker 
did appoint a temporary Committee on Printing, as I have already 
stated. 

Under the Rules of the House (sec. 720 of Rule XI) “all pro- 
posed legislation or orders touching printing shall be referred to the 
Joint Committee on Printing on the part of the House.” 

Hinds’ Precedents (vol. 4, sec. 4348) sfates that “the Com- 
mittee on Printing has exercised an infrequent jurisdiction as to the 
pay of employees at the Government Printing Office,” and that such 
bills are referred to the committee. 

Pursuant to this rule the wage bill (H. R. 506), which I introduced 
on December 5, was referred to the Committee on Printing on that 
day. 

The Committee on Printing, acting under authority of its appoint- 
ment by the Speaker and in accordance with the law and rules of the 
House, assumed that it had the right to consider this bill, which it 
did, and reported it back to the House on the following day, December 
6, with a written report. This report was numbered 1 by the Clerk of 
the House, and sent to the Government Printing Office for printing 
along with the bill, which was indorsed by the Clerk of the House as 
having on December 6 been “ Committed to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, ordered to be printed,” and assigned to 
the Union Calendar as No. 1. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of December 
6, page 103, so records the reporting of the bill (H. R. 506) by the 
Committee on Printing under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

The committee is furthermore of the opinion that being in actual 
existence at the time, it had the right to report the bill in accordance 
with an interpretation of the rules and precedents of the House as 
laid down in Hinds’ Precedents (vol. 4, sec. 4347, p. 846), wherein 
Mr. Hinds made this statement: 

“While in fact a joint committee, the House branch acts also as a 
standing committee of the House, receiving resolutions and bills which 
are referred to it, and reporting them by its own authority without 
the concurrent action of the Senate branch.” 

If it shall be held that the Joint Committee on Printing on the part 
of the House was not in existence or had no rights as a legislative 
committee on December 6, then it will be impossible for a new House 
to order printing done prior to the election of its regular standing 
committees. In this connection I invite attention to the provision 
carried annually in the legislative appropriation act, which is to be 
found in the act approved February 20, 1923 (Public, No. 431, Sixty- 
seventh Congress, p. 16), which reads as follows: 

“Printing and binding for Congress, chargeable to the foregoing ap- 
propriation, when recommended to be done by the Committee on Print- 
ing of either House, shall be sọ recommended in a report containing 
an approximate estimate of the cost thereof, together with a state- 
ment from the Public Printer of the estimated approximate cost of 
work previously ordered by Congress within the fiscal year.“ 
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The act of March 1, 1907 (34 Stat. 1012), further provides that 
“either House may order the printing of a document not already pro- 
vided for by existing law, but only when the same shall be accom- 
panied by an estimate from the Public Printer as to the probable cost 
thereof." The same act also provides that resolutions to print extra 
copies of documents when presented in either House “shail be res 
ferred immediately to the Committee on Printing.” 

It therefore follows that if the House does not have a Committee 
on Printing, either under the law or the rules creating the Joint 
Committee on Printing on the part of the House, this body can not 
order documents printed or extra copies provided for its own use 
until a Committee on Printing has been elected after the organization 
of each new Congress. In other words, from the beginning of the 
present session on December 3 until to-day this House would have 
been without authority to order printing done as provided by law. 

In my opinion it was to nreet just such a situation as this that the 
act of March 3, 1917, was passed with the concurrence of this House 
providing for a Committee on Printing on the part of the two Houses 
of Congress until such time as either House might make a change in 
its membership on the committee, which, according to Hinds’ Prece- 
dents possesses either joint or separate authority. 


PERMISSION TO SIT. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization may have permission to sit during the recesses 
of the session. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what is the program? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. This is the customary reso- 
lution that will run through this session of Congress, 

Mr. SABATH. Does the chairman expect—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It permits the collection of 
statistics which we will need and which can be collected dur- 
ing the Christmas recess. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
may I ask the gentleman is it his intention to hold hearings 
and dispose of legislation, so far as considering the bill is con- 
cerned, during the Christmas holidays? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It is a preliminary step 
toward the gathering of statistics and other matter needed. 

Mr. RAKER. Good stuff. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp a short letter 
written to his mother by C. Hooven Griffis, who is confined in 
a German prison, written Armistice Day, and containing pa- 
triotic sentiments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the manner indicated. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, will the gentleman answer a question? It occurs to 
me that the Recorp ought to reflect what goes on in the House, 
and that these extended remarks ought to be placed in what is 
known as the appendix, in the back of the Recorp. If you pick 
up the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp and undertake to run the pages 
to see what occurred in the House, if some gentleman did 
not happen to be in attendance at the time, you have to turn 
20 or 30 pages in order to ascertain what has been done. I 
have no objection in this case to its going in the Rxconn, 
but I do think it ought to be placed in the end of the RECORD 
rather than in the ordinary daily proceedings of the House. 
I, with the gentleman from Ohio or some gentleman in author- 
ity on the Committee on Printing or some one else, would con- 
sider this suggestion and, if it meets with their approval, 
earry it out. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. I believe that we ought to uphold the 
dignity of this House. The Senate has been doing it in recent 
sessions, and I think the Members of the House should have the 
information. 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the Members of 
the House that the question raised by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Gagner] was discussed at a recent meeting of the Joint 
Committee on Printing, which has control of the publication of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. It is our purpose to pass a rule 
covering this matter, and we hope that the Members of the 
House will observe the rule, and when they want to insert re- 
marks which are not their own, they will have those remarks 
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placed in the appendix, so that the Recoxp of the day’s pro- 
ceedings will carry only the actual proceedings of the day. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield there for a question? 

Mr. KIESS. I will. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Has not the committee the power to 
direct this to be done at the Printing Office? 

Mr. KIESS. We have and will do it by resolution of the 
committee. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I would like to have it done by 
force of arms, if necessary. 

Mr. WINGO. I notice that the body at the other end of the 
Capitol seems to be very prolific in flooding the Recorp with 
magazine articles, How will you prevent that? The gentleman 
knows what I am referring to. The rules will not permit me 
to refer to it directly. 

Mr. KIESS. We can not control the other legislative body. 

Mr. WINGO. That is one trouble. If the Recorp is to be 
filled up with magazine articles by the body at the other end 
of the Capitol, what does it profit us to shut out a few little 
things here in the House? 

Mr. KIESS. The proposed rule will prevent the insertion in 
the daily proceedings of the Recorp of magazine or newspaper 
articles. This will apply to both Senate and House proceedings. 
Such articles will be printed in the appendix. But to shut off 
entirely the printing of extraneous matter is another question. 

Mr. WINGO. I understand that that body at the other end 
of the Capitol takes the position that either body, by unanimous 
consent, can override that rule of the Printing Committee. 
That was decided the other day, if the gentleman will examine 
the Reconp. 

Mr. KIESS. I believe our plan will work out all right. 

Mr. WINGO. I understand; I am not objecting. I hope the 
plan will be justified by its results, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. One line in the rule will 
provide that the Recorp will first give the full proceedings of 
the Senate, and another line covering the full proceedings of the 
House of Representatives, and after that delayed speeches will 
be printed in the appendix. The plan is to have that under- 
stood in both branches, so that no one will ask that the rule 
be violated. If that is not done, it is the intention of the 
committee to go before both branches and ask for a joint reso- 
lution. I think that should be understood once for all, that 
such things go to the appendix, and when that is fully under- 
stood the problem will be solved, 

Mr. SNELL. How far does the idea of the Committee on 
Printing go as to extraneous matter which is offered to be 
printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The Members themselves 
will have to assist the committee. It is not pleasant to stand 
up and object. The members of the committee will invite the 
good judgment of the Members, so that the articles inserted 
will not be so long as to induce objection. Matters that are 
part of speeches delivered will, of course, be carried in the 
speeches themselves, with proper indication of quotations. But 
the committee can not be put in the position of censor. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the statement referred to: 


[Printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD by unanimous consent of House of 

Representatives at request of Congressman FTITZGERALD, of Obio.] 

The thoughts of a man in prison, but confident that he fs at peace 
with the world and that he has done his work as he has seen tt, is 
shown in a message from Lieut. Corliss Hooven Griffis, of Hamilton, 
Ohio, recently sentenced at Mosbach, Germany, for his part in the 
attempted kidnaping of Grover Cleveland Bergdoll, arch draft evader, 
to his mother, Mrs. ER. S. Griffis. The message was written to his 
mother on Armistice Day and is as follows: 


WURZØURG Prison, GERMANY, November 11, 1928. 
Dearest MOTHER: The church bells are ringing again this morning 
and I am wondering if they are reflecting in their tumult of sound the 
. gladsome way I am feeling. I dare say their message to-day is quite 
different from the one that Is dominating me, but they sound cheerful 
and glad enough to quite fit in. Moreover, the sun is shining and a 
shaft of golden light has made a mockery of the iron bars and has 
penetrated into my cell, where it makes a great difference. Then, not 
to be outdone on the occasion, the prison has finally decided that it is 
cold enough for heat—and the steam pipes are warm, with a promise 
of a decided change for the better in the Inside temperature. 
So, altogether, it is a great day, a quite fitting time for thanksgiv- 
ing, pride, and rejoicing in every way for me—and one in particular. 
T have already decorated my ‘cell so that it is no doubt different 
from any other cell in Germany. From the colored advertisements in 


the Saturday Evening Post I have been hard at work with my scissors 
and have cut out and pasted together the various colors until I have 
achieved the desired result. At one end of the cell under the window 
is a gorgeous coat of arms of the United States. It took me a week 
to make it, and it is inlaid in paper like a mosaic, The background 
is orange, good and bright; and the bald-headed eagle, with the shield 
and all the rest, are in the correct colors. It looks fine. Then over my 
table I have hung my American flag, and on the other wall is an 
American shield. Altogether, I could not desire more; and, really, it 
helps, 

I started off the day by singing the “Star-Spangled Banner” as I 
faced my flag at sainte, regardless of the prison rule against singing. 
Then I followed with the “Battle Hymn of the Republic”; and the 
“Glory, Glory, Hallelujah“ had a strange setting way over here; but it 
rang true and stirred my heart quite as much as had I heard a chorus 
of a thousand voices singing it. After that I whistled the “ Stars and 
Stripes Forever,” but then I thought I had better write this letter. I 
shall go through my entire program, and will sing and pray all day, 
even though I am quite alone. 

Naturally, my mind reverts back to the events of five years ago 
to-day, when in the midst of our turmoil and hating and sorrowing 
we achieved peace. I can remember my own feeling in Le Mans that 
day easily, for it is not so far from Wurzburg as it is from Hamilton, 
Ohio. 

Then, later, I can not but think of the days of anniversary that fol- 
lowed each year at home, and I like to bring back the memories of 
some of our celebrations. 

How time does change things. It was just a year ago at this very 
day and hour, that Chaplain Cowley Carroll and myself went out 
to the cemetery, where we held our little service for our dead. Amid 
the quiet graves of Greenwood that day I had little thought, indeed, 
that another such day would find me in a German prison. But even 
had I known, please God, I would not falter from a trust, a heritage, 
of brave fellow countrymen. 


ADJOURN OVER UNTIL THURSDAY. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Thursday. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Reserving the right to object, 
Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from Ohio if he is 
going to adopt the remainder of the suggestions of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Rarney]? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That portion of it which deals with ad- 
journment, not that which deals with final achievements. 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker. I offer the following reso- 
lution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Concurrent Resolution T. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 20, 1923, 
they stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian Thursday, January 3, 
1924. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I regard the passage of 
this resolution as in the interest of the public business. I am 
informed that a number of the committees will meet immedi- 
ately, now that the House is organized, and consider matters 
of very great public moment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE, 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask further unanimous 
consent that on the day of the reconvening of the House, on 
the 3d of January, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
TREADWAY] may be permitted to address the House for an 
hour at the conclusion of the routine business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that on January 3 the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr, Treapway], to whom leave was given to address the 
House to-morrow, may address the House for an hour. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
announce that the Public Lands Committee will meet this 
afternoon at 8 o'clock. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Several messages were received in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE—FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States, which was read, and, with the 
accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 38 of the act approved March 2, 1917 
(39 Stat. 951), entitled “An act to provide a civil government 
for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith 
certified copies of each of 24 franchises granted by the Public 
Service Commission of Porto Rico. The copies of the franchises 
inclosed are described in the accompanying letter from the 
Secretary of War transmitting them to me. 


Tue Warre Housr, December 17, 1923. 
PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE—REPORT OF THE GOVERNOR OF PORTO RICO, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which was read, 
and, with the accompanying documents, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 12 of the act of Congress, approved 
March 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a civil government 
for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith, 
for the information of the Congress, the twenty-third annual 
report of the Governor of Porto Rico, together with the reports 
of the heads of the several departments of the Porto Rican 
government, also that of the auditor, for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1923. 

I concur in the recommendation of the Secretary of War that 
this report be printed as a congressional document. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


THe Warre House, December 17, 1923. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE—REPORT OF THE GOVERNOR GENERAL OF THE 
PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


As required by section 21 of the act of Congress approved 
August 29, 1916, entitled “An act to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status of 
the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more 
autonomous government for those islands,” I transmit herewith, 
for the information of the Congress, the report of the Governor 
General of the Philippine Islands, together with the reports of 
the heads of the departments of the Philippine government, for 
the fiscal year ended December 31, 1922. 

I concur in the recommendations of the Secretary of War as 
to the printing of this report as a congressional document. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
THE Warre House, December 17, 1923. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE—PERRY'’S VICTORY MEMORIAL COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which was read, 
and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Committee 
on the Library: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith the fourth annual report of Perry's 
Victory Memorial Commission, dated December 3, 1923, which 
was submitted to the Secretary of the Interior pursuant to 
section 5 of the act entitled “An act creating a commission for 
the maintenance, control, care, etc., of the Perry’s Victory 
Memorial on Put-in-Bay Island, Lake Erie, Ohio, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1919 (40 Stat. 1322-1324). 

CALVIN COOLIDGE, 

THE Warre House, December 17, 1923. . 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that on the 3d of January, after the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] shall have concluded his re- 


marks, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UpsHAw] may have 
45 minutes, 

Mr. SABATH. Reserving the right to object, will the gentle- 
man state on what subject the gentleman desires to speak? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not know. 

Mr. UPSHAW. I want to talk on the majesty of the law and 
national sobriety. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

nar SABATH. Well, I am in favor of that and I shall not 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on 
the same day the Resident Commissioner from the Philippine 
Islands [Mr. GUEVARA] may have 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that after those two the Resident Commissioner 
from the Philippine Islands [Mr. Guevara] may have 20 min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 


Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee, I ask that the Ways and 
Means Committee be allowed to sit during the sessions and 
during the recesses of this Congress. 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, may I ask 
the gentleman whether that embraces the minority as well as 
the majority? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Certainly. The Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
TrEADWAY] asks that the Ways and Means Committee be al- 
lowed to sit during the sessions and recesses of the Congress. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
JACOBSTEIN for two days on account of death in family. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HUDDLESTON] desire to address the House? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. My request for permission to address 
the House was agreed to on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HUD- 
DLESTON] is recognized for 25 minutes. 


COOPERATION BETWEEN FARMEES AND INDUSTRIAL WORKERS. 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to discuss the 
possibilities of political and economic cooperation between the 
farmers and the industrial workers of the country. It is a 
subject well worthy of the consideration of both groups; it is 
one that should be considered by all who are sincere friends of 
either group. It seems to me that such discussion was never so 
timely as at the present time. 

The President of the United States in his address to Congress 
on December 6, 1923, speaking of the farmer, said: 


He must have organization, His customer with whom he exchanges 
products of the farm for those of industry is organized, labor is or- 
ganized, business is organized, and there is no way for agriculture te 
meet this unless it, too, is organized. 


The President’s meaning is plain—the farmer must organ- 
ize to protect himself against organized labor—their interests 
are in conflict—the farmer should place the blame for the gross 
disparity between the price which he receives for his products 
and the high cost of what he must buy upon labor—farmers 
and labor should be set off against each other as hostile groups 
and in perpetual conflict. 

The President did not originate the thought. Paid propa- 
gandists are busy with its promulgation. It comes before us 
every day. It is presented in a thousand forms. There are 
great selfish interests involved. The schemes of these powerful 
groups depend upon selling the idea to the public and to farm- 
ers and laborers at large. 


SUBSTANCB OF PROPAGANDA, 


The substance of the propaganda, which has as its purpose to 
keep farmers and industrial workers separated, is that as each 
of the groups consumes the product of the other its selfish in- 
terest is to reduce the return which the other receives. Labor 
is told that the high cost of food and clothing is due to high 
prices on the farm. The farmer is told that the high cost of 
the articles which he buys is due to high wages exacted by the 
factory worker. ït Is boldly stated to both that the interests of 
farmers and labor can not be reconciled; that they can not act 
together. The propaganda goes even to the extreme of asserting 
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that the hardships which each of the groups suffers are due to 
the other group. 3 

Typical of this propaganda is an editorial included in a col- 
lection of railroad propaganda. which came to: my table to-day. 
The editorial is from Wallace’s Farmer, published by a concern 
of which Secretary of Agriculture Wallace is president. It no 
doubt states his views. I quote from it: 

Railroad rates can not come down materially unless railroad labor is 
reduced. The cry of the general public for lower freight rates Is mean- 
ingless unless railroad wages are to be reduced. * * » While the 
laboring man is not living any life of riotous luxury, he is nevertheless 
benefiting to a considerable extent at the expense of the farmer. 

FALSE REPRESENTATIONS RESORTED TO, 

Of course the propagandists are not content with the plain 
truth. Facts are distorted and some deliberate lying re- 
sorted to. For instance, high freight rates are charged to high 
wages for railroad labor. The truth fs that for the month of 
September, 1923, railroad labor received the smallest percentage 
of railroad income since 1917. Out of the dollar paid for 
freight railroad labor received 43.33 cents for 1917. In 1920 
labor's share was 59.59 cents, for 1922 labor’s share was 47.50 
cents, while for September, 1923, it was only 46.78 cents. La- 
bor's share has fallen 12.81 cents on each dollar since 1920, or, 
stated in another way, the railroads now have 12.81 cents more 
out of each dollar to app!» to dividends and other purposes than 
they had for 1920. 

The effect of the reduetlin in labor's share is shown by the 
great increase in railroad earnings for the period from January 
1 to September 1, 1923, as compared with the same months for 
1922. I cite a few examples as illustrative of such increases: 


EASTERN ROADS. 


Eri 
Lehigh Valley 
New York Central... 


Annen — 811,001, 74 $10,839, 608 
Louisville & Nashville. 16,039, 164 12,988, 167 
Seaboard Air Line... 2, 724, 181 


Southern Railway. 


WESTERN ROADS. 


hison, Topeka & Santa Fe... 829, 405, 742 $22, 504 
oni: , Milwaukee & St. Paul., 12, 602,073 7 8817051 
Great Northemn 13, 275, 167 10, 084, 242 
Missouri Pacific... ........5 671,625 | 5, 344, 679 
Northerm Purifföabn .. 8, 616, 092 8,385, 742 
Southern Pacific.......... 32,319,155 25, 766, 910 
St. Louis & San Francisco 13, 788, 504 11, 425, 141 
Union Paciſo 18, $39, 714 17, O40, 175 


1 Deficit. 
LABOR COSTS EXAGGERATED. 


The high price of shoes is falsely attributed to high labor 
costs, when, in fact, the difference in labor cost between 1913 
and the present is an average of less than 40 cents per pair of 
shoes, A pair of fine shoes could be bought in 1913 for $7.50. 
The labor cost then was about $1 per pair. The same shoes 
are now being sold at from $14 to $16, yet the labor cost is only 
about $1.40. 

You pay $1 for a necktie at a haberdasher’s, yet the labor 
cost of producing the necktie is only 10 cents. In $100 worth of 
structural steel the share of labor is only $20. For every $100 
paid for constructing an average building labor receives $36.99; 
while 842.88 is paid for materials and $20.13 goes for profits, 
overhead, and so forth. 

The high price of cotton goods is blamed on 30-cent cotton, 
yet ordinary dress goods runs from 12 to 16 yards to the pound. 
It takes about a pound of cotton to make three shirts, so that 
the cotton cost at 30 cents a pound is only 10 cents per shirt, 
yet compare the cost of shirts with before-the-war prices. 

Wheat is cheaper than in 1913, but flour runs from 15 to 25 per 
cent higher. Labor should not blame the high price of bread 


on the wheat grower, for wheat is cheaper than it was 10 years 
ago, yet the price of brend is from 25 to 50 per cent higher. 
And so on down the line, the high cost of manufactured articles 


and food products yields no relative inerease to those who 
labored in their production, but is absorbed by the exactions of 


-profiteers, exploiters, and monopolists. 


WEIED TALES OF LABOR’S EARNINGS. 

In furtherance of the propaganda, the farmer is told weird 
tales as to the earnings of labor. It is recounted what a great 
quantity of the products of the farm a day’s wages will buy. 
If the farmer goes to buy a pair of shoes or an agricultural 
implement, the high price demanded will be charged to extrava- 
gant wages exacted by labor for its production. 

On the other hand, the city Inborer is told that the high cost 
of food is due to profiteering by the farmer, that the high 
price of clothing is caused by the exactions of the producers of 
cotton and wool, that shoes are expensive because hides are 
high, Indeed, by the same misrepresentations are producers 
of different kinds of farm products set against each other 
and Denied invoked between members of different mechanical 
era 

Upon no other common subject is there so much misinforma- 
tion afloat. So industrious are the peddlers of the-propaganda 
that the very air is saturated with false impressions as to the 
return which producers and workers of all kinds receive for 
their labor. The farmer has little idea of the fearful economic 
strain to which industrial workers everywhere are subjected. 
The latter frequently aspire to go to the farm. They know 
little of the hard and stinted lives of those who till the soil. 
The industrial worker does not know that the farmer was 
successfully deflated in 1920. The farmer does not yet realize 
that labor resisted such deflation with only partial success 
and at a tremendous cost and sacrifice, and that labor’s adver- 
saries are yet deep in their plans for the destruction of its 
organizations and its complete subjection, 

p SELPISH GROUPS RULÐ BY SOWING STRIFE. 

The source of inspiration for the effort to prevent coopera- 
tion between farmers and wage earners is obvious. Small 
groups are enjoying the chief benefits of our economic and 
political system. They have seized upon political power and’ 
are using it for their selfish advantage. They have usurped 
economic positions which enable them to exploit their less 
enterprising or less favored fellow citizens. Through monopo- 
lies, oppressive trade practices, and by perverting our economic 
system they have collected the bulk of the wealth of the Na- 
tion into a few hands, have made industry their personal 
servant, and have monopolized our mineral wealth, water 
powers, and other natural resources. Only the farms are now 
left in distributed ownership, and year by year holdings of 
farm lands are increasing in size and the number of farm 
workers who own their own land becoming smaller. Even 
owners of small farms have become, through a mortgage sys- 
tem, mere tenants, in substance, of great financial interests. 

These small but powerful groups are able to rule both in the 
political and economic world because of the lack of coopera- 
tion among the masses—the failure of the masses to work 
together. They rule by creating jealousy and prejudice among 
the various groups of the people and by setting the units of 
the people to fighting each other. Once the masses come to an 
understanding and learn to work together the dominion of the 
selfish classes will crumble into dust. 

There is a present reason for the effort to keep labor and 
the farmers apart. They are finding each other out. They are 
coming more and more to know that their interests are not hos- 
tile but in close harmony. They are awakening to a fuller 
realization of their common interests and a recognition of 
their common enemy. The situation is not satisfactory to the 
powerful selfish groups. It seems that their victims are about 
to get together. The selfish interests would set labor and the 
farmer to tearing each other. They would again divide the 
producers so that those “who toil not, neither do they spin,” 
may continue to dominate and to receive the best of every- 
thing. 

It is indeed a strange situation that those who do the hard, 
dirty, and disagreeable work of production should be expected 
to remain content with the sheerest necessaries of existence, 
while those who follow oceupations of little or no value to 
society continue to enjoy not only the first fruits of the system 
but practically all of the favors of government. Such a situa- 
tion is possible only when the producers are divided, are fight- 
ing each other. 

And this the dominant few know full well. They realize that 
their success hangs upon disunion and strife among the pro- 
ducers, and so they and their affiliates, their parasites, and all 
the array which their influence is able to muster, are bent upon 
promoting strife and sowing dissension among the masses of the 
people which it is their purpose to exploit. They know that it 
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is only by keeping the masses fighting each other that those who 
ride at ease upon their shoulders may remain secure in their 
seats, 

NEED FOR POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC COOPERATION, 

The two points upon which there is greatest need for coopera- 
tion between farmers and wage earners are in the economic 
and political fields. There is a desperate effort upon the part 
of the opposition to prevent them from coming together in 
either activity. Both are told that the interests of the other 
group are in conflict with theirs, and every sort of false propa- 
ganda is put forth to promote enmity and strife between them. 
Let us examine in the light of reason and known facts these 
issues and see whether there is harmony of interest between 
farmers and wage earners upon these points, 

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. I just want to ask the gentle- 
man if he does not think that if we should pass another 
emergency tariff law it would relieve the farniers? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. No; neither that nor any other meas- 
ure designed to promote the interests of particular groups or 
of those enjoying special opportunities. 

The present desperate condition of farmers generally is due 
to two things: First, the low prices which he receives for his 
products; second, the high prices which he Is forced to pay 
for his supplies. The interests of labor are identical with his 
on both points. Low prices received by the farmer are not 
reflected in the worker's cost of living. The industrial worker 
is also the victim of high prices in manufactured products. 
His wages are fixed, as are the returns of the farmer, by the 
harsh law of supply and demand. The wage earner works for 
the least return that the employer can force him to take, and 
the farmer receives the least return that those who handle 
his products can compel him to aceept. The industrial worker 
is no more responsible for high-priced farm supplies than is the 
farmer the beneficiary of the high cost of food and clothing. 

THE FARMER IS HIMSELF A WORKER, 


The farmer is a worker. His interests are no more opposed 
to those of the factory worker than are the latter to those of 
railroad employees or men in the building trades. The farmer 
consumes the product of the mechanic in exactly the same 
sense as the latter is the customer of the miner or railroad 
brakeman. y 

Indeed, the farmer consumes the product of other farmers. 
The cotton grower consumes the grain and hay of the western 
farmer. The latter consumes the cotton, potatoes, or beef of 
other farmers. Any conflict of interest between the farmer and 
industrial worker is exactly the same as between producers of 
different products of the farm, each of which must use the 
product of the other. There is even an apparent conflict of 
interest between farmers producing the same crop, since they 
are in competition in the same business and for the same 
market, Upon these piffling and short-sighted selfish reasons 
is it expected to keep apart the producers of agriculture and of 
industry. 

But upon broader grounds and viewed as a whole the in- 
terests of all workers are in harmony. The farmer is a worker; 
as such it is to his interest that all workers should be well 
paid. There fs nothing fixed about labor of any calling. To 
the contrary, labor is constantly flowing into better-paid call- 
ings, with the tendency to restore any disturbed equilibrium. 
For instance, if mechanical workers should be constantly better 
paid, farmers will pass into those callings. This operates to 
reduce competition among farmers and by decreasing produc- 
tion to enhance the price of their products and the return for 
their labor. The better-paid callings constantly draw off the 
surplus of labor, which produces better conditions in other 
callings. 

The same principle applies as between farmer and industrial 
worker as between the various crafts of the latter. The grain 
farmer is benefited by the prosperity of the potato farmer on 
account of the tendency to draw farmers into growing potatoes, 
relieving the grain farmer of competition and producing an in- 
creased price for his labor, This principle is merely the appli- 
cation of the law of supply and demand, which at last meas- 
ures the return which farmers and all other workers receive for 
their toil. 


INDUSTRIAL LABOR THE FARMER'S BEST CUSTOMER, 


But in a still more direet way does the farmer benefit from 
the prosperity of industrial wage earners. The latter are the 
best customers for the farmer's product. The farmer is de- 
pendent to a large extent upon home markets and home con- 
sumption. Nearly always low prices for farm produce are 
caused not by overproduction but by underconsumption—the in- 
ability of our home people to buy the normal quantity. This 
fact is illustrated by wheat, when the consumption dropped 


from 5.76 bushels per capita in 1919 to 4.18 in 1920, a drop of 
1.58 bushels for each man, woman, and child in the United 
States, or a total of about 175,000,000 bushels underconsumption 
for 1920. Even 1919, with 5.76 bushels per capita consumption, 
Was subnormal, for in 1915 the consumption was 6.02 bushels 
per capita, or 1.84 per capita, over 200,000,000 bushels above the 
1920 figures, Industry was greatly depressed in 1920. Millions 
of wage earners and their families were underfed. They could 
not buy the normal supply of bread, and as a consequence wheat 
prices fell like a plummet. 

The chief product of the farm is food. Practically all of its 
products are the staple necessaries of life. Farm produce is 
consumed in practically equal quantities by persons in every 
station in life. Rich and poor alike are equal customers for 
what the farmer has to sell. Each consumes a substantially 
equal quantity and pays a similar price. It is only in luxuries 
that the per capita consumption of persons of wealth exceeds 
that of the poor. The necessaries are in equal demand by all. 
In time of depression the rich reduce in luxuries, in jewels, 
limousines, and finer dwellings, but only when his resources are 
exhausted does any man cut his supply of bread. Therefore, 
in a depression, though the masses must skimp on food and 
clothing, the wealthy continue to consume the normal quan- 
tity of the necessaries of life. 

Prosperity of the wealthier classes of the farmers’ customers 
means little or nothing to him. But prosperity upon the part, 
of the masses means Increased consumption of farm produce 
and better prices for the farmer. Prosperity of the masses in- 
evitably produces an increase in consumption and price and 
eventually the prosperity of the farmer. The farmer is bound 
to the industrial worker by the strongest of all economic ties— 
he must look to him as the chief consumer of the produce of his 


farm. 
THE HIGHEST DUTY OF STATESMANSHIP, 


The highest duty of the statesmanship of America is to bring 
the producers face to face with the consumers in direct dealing 
so as to permit the least possible intervention of middlemen. 
The tendency of recent decades has been in the opposite direc- 
tion. The proportionate number of those engaged in the produc- 
tion of the necessaries of life has steadily decreased. Within 
10 years prior to 1920 the farming population shrank from 33 
to 26 per cent of the whole. An increasingly large percent- 
age of our wage earners are engaged in the production of 
luxuries and articles which can not be classed as necessary to 
existence. In steadily increasing numbers are men being 
brought into callings which either minister to the rich or have 
a parasitic nature. Witness the growth of our great cities at 
the expense of the rural distriets, with the rapidly increasing 
classes of speculators, traders, brokers, dealers, agents, and 
others who do nothing of any social value, not to speak of those 
altogether idle. Formerly the producer of the necessaries of 
life produced only sufficient for himself and, say, six other per- 
sons, It is obvious that now he must carry on his shoulders 
some 15 to 25 persons. 

The past eight years have brought an increase of over 100 per 
cent in the spread between what the producer receives and 
what the consumer pays. For illustration, where the producer 
formerly received a certain price and the consumer paid a 50 
per cent advance thereon, the producer now receives even less 
in purchasing value than his former return, whereas the mid- 
diemen have more than doubled their profits. Prices to the 
consumer are wholly disproportionate to the return of the pro- 
ducer. This aggravation of the cost of living is caused by the 
increase in middlemen, handlers, and speculators, and to com- 
binations, monopolies, unfair trade practices, and to a welter 
of extortion and profiteering which we have inherited from the 
war period. 

HOW PRODUCERS AND CONSUMERS ARE GOUGED, 


It is estimated that for the year 1922 the farmers of the 
United States received a total of $7,506,000,000 for their pro- 
duce, and that for the same produce the consumers paid $22,- 
000,000,000. The farmer who produced the commodity received 
less than 30 cents from each dollar that the consumer paid for 
it, so that there went to handlers, speculators, dealers, car- 
riers, and other middlemen 70 cents from every dollar that con- 
sumers paid. 

In a recent article B. F. Yoakum, prominent in conservative 
railroad circles, stated that the Irish potato crop of 1922, total- 
ing 451,185,000 bushels, yielded the farmers an average price 
of 56 cents per bushel, totaling $252,000,000; that the consumer 
paid an ayerage of $2 per bushel for these potatoes, a total of 
$902,000,000, leaving for middlemen and other handlers $650,- 
000,000 as a return for standing between the farmer and the 
man who ate his potatoes. 
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The possibilities of economic cooperation between farmers 
and wage earners are stupendous. I have no doubt that the 
next generation will see a tremendous advunce along that line. 
We will see in America something of what is seen in the English 
Rochedale plan, in the Danish cooperative system, and in the 
long-extinet Russian cooperative societies. Only in America is 
there a better field for cooperation, because ours is a popula- 
tion better balanced in callings. I predict that within a decade 
we will find vast bodies of organized wage earners selling the 
product of cooperative mills and factories direct to cooperatives 
selling food and other produce from the farms. 

Conceive of the farmers selling their 1922 production for 
double the $7,500,000,000 which they actually received and 
realizing $15,000,000,000 for their year’s work, and on the other 
hand the consumers buying for $15,000,000,000 what they were 
forced to pay $22,000,000,000 for. What a wonderful prosperity 
would flow into both classes, 

What a wonderful thing it would be if producers and con- 
sumers could be brought face to face and deal directly, each ex- 
changing with the other the products of his toll. Conceive for a 
moment the producers of industry exchanging their products 
directly with the producers of food and other raw materials. 
The vision is of an unattainable ideal, but it is not without value 
as pointing the road that we should travel. 

GOVERNMENTAL FAVORS FOR THE FEW. 


Those who do the useful work of production and transporta- 
tion represent about 85 per cent of our population; traders, 

agents, brokers, and speculators about 10 per cent; and capi- 
talists, professional classes, and idlers about 5 per cent. What 
a commentary to find that all governmental favors and prac- 
tically all public concern are devoted to the 15 per cent not en- 
gaged in production, and that the great bulk of our laws are 
passed at their instance and for their benefit. f 

The need for economic cooperation among farmers and wage 
earners is indeed great, but it is in the field of political activity 
that the need for cooperation is most urgent. The cry is loud 
and insistent for political partnership between farmers and 
wage earners to secure consideration by government of the 
pressing problems of workers of farm, mine, and factory. It is 
the call of humanity that the great majority shall receive first 
consideration to the end that the business of doing useful labor 
may be fostered and those who toil in every activity be pro- 
tected. 

UNION FOR COMMON DEFENSE. 

But it is not merely in the effort to secure laws for the pro- 
tection of all men who toil that farmers and wage earners 
should unite. The most pressing call for united action is for 
their common defense. The workers on farms and in factories 
have common cause in self-protection from the aggressions of 
the selfish groups who have seized our Government and are per- 
verting it to their selfish purposes, 

The monopolists, the extortioners; the profiteers, all those who 
have perverted government into an instrumentality for working 
their own selfish advantage, must be dethroned. It is illogical 
that the few should rule the many and that the multitude should 
be victimized for the advantage of small selfish groups. I can 
not believe that it is in accord with the Divine will. There 
is no inherent natural difference in men of various classes, All 
come from the same source and all march to a common destiny. 
By sheer luck, the accident of birth, chance opportunity, un- 
scrupulous greed, or, in a few cases, by preeminent ability, a 
relative’ few attain dominant positions of wealth, power, and 
authority. But there lies in none of these any sufficient cause or 
sound reason for reward and secured position for any group or 
class which may be inconsistent with the welfare of the masses 
of average men and women—the great public. Therefore it is 
the part of humanitarians as well as of statesmen to devote 
themselves to the cause of the common man. 

As I have said, the political interests of the farmer and 
industrial worker are in full harmony, not only in a positive 
way but in the negative way of the matter of common defense. 
They have a common enemy. They are bound together with a 
tie of the same nature that bound us to the Allies during the 
World War. They are the common victims of monopoly, para- 
sitism, speculation, profiteering, and of all of the exactions, 
oppressions, and greed of the exploiting classes. The latter are 
united in a sort of plunderbund, a solidarity in which they 
usually support each other’s aims, tricks, and contrivances 


directed against the public welfare, even though as individuals | 


some of them may be injuriously affected. 

In this unity of interest against their common enemy the 
interests of the farmers and wage earners are bound up with 
those of the general public, small professional and business men, 
and in general the numerous groups which are not included in 
the common-enemy class. By the latter I mean unnecessary 
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middlemen, parasites, extortioning financiers, oppressive em- 
ployers, and in general those who make money out of cheap 
labor and unjust profits in trade. 

Unfortunately, many of the groups which go to make up the 
general public have not yet been able to see the light and are 
often found on the side of the common enemy, doing his voting 
and carrying on his propaganda, However, farmers and indus- 
trial workers, as well as common men of every group, are rapidly 
becoming more enlightened as to their political, economic, and 
social interests, and I believe the day is not far distant when 
they will present a fairly solid front to their common foe. In 
such an endeavor they may have the happy consciousness that 
they are not only serving themselves but at the same time are 
serving the best interests of taeir country and of mankind. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] 
is recognized for 10 minutes, 


FARMERS’ PROBLEMS VERSUS INDUSTRIAL CONDITIONS. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, in intellect, in earnestness, as 
an orator, thinker, and formidable debater the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Huppteston] has no superior in the House of 
Representatives; but with all of his powers and ability he has 
been unable to demonstrate the advisability of the farmer 
entering into any kind of combination, political or economic, 
with industrial workers. So far as interest is concerned there 
is a gulf between them that is as wide as the way from Dan to 
Beersheba. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. In a moment. The distinguished gentleman 
from New York, our deceased former colleague, Mr. Bourke 
Cockran, in April, 1921, hit the nail on the head when from this 
floor he said that the 6,000,000 inhabitants of New York—and 
there are really about six and a half million people there—are 
all consumers. He said he was not going to hide what they 
want, that they are consumers and they want everything that 
is raised on the farms of the country sold just as cheaply as 
they can get it, and that is what our working friends down 
in industrial Birmingham want. They want farm products 
just as cheap as they can get them. The industrial workers 
are in an entirely different position from the farmer. When 
they hire out for a week’s work they know just as well as they 
know that the sun will shine the next morning that when the 
week ends they will have a pay envelope with so much money 
in it to spend. They know what to depend upon. There is 
no anxiety about the amount, there is no uncertainty. How is 
it with the farmer? He spends the winter in preparing the 
ground. He has to make his arrangements at a bank, many 
times paying 10 and 12 and 15 per cent for money with which 
to finance his crops. He plants his crops, sometimes two and 
three and four times before he gets a stand, and then what 
happens after he has worked for months in cultivating it? He 
meets all of the uncertainties that prevail in the agricultural 
world. There is sometimes too much rain, with floods, and 
then again there is a drought, and devastating hail, and the 
grasshoppers, and the boll weevil, and the boll worm, and 
every other kind of menace to his suceess that human nature 
can combat. That is the farmer's problem. His nights are 
spent in anxiety as to what the year is to bring forth. He 
knows not what there will be for his family after what little 
crop he makes is sold. He does not know, as the industrial 
worker knows, what will be his income. The gentleman said 
that it is a stock argument often used by people who want to 
exploit both the farmer and the industrial worker to say that 
each is in favor of tearing down the price of the other’s 
product. But is not the argument founded upon fact? Has the 
gentleman ever stopped to think that every single thing that a 
farmer buys, every single piece of clothing and utensile he uses 
on the farm, is made by industrial workers? Every time they 
add $1 per day to the wages of the industrial worker that $1 
is reflected in the price that the farmer must pay for that par- 
ticular needed product. 

Why, I can remember 25 years ago when a Studebaker 33 
inch farm wagon sold for $60. What does it sell for now? 
Several times that much, which increase reflects the numerous 
increases in the wages of the men manufacturing it, and forces 
that wagon at the higher price to the farmer now. Every 
product that his family must buy is likewise reflected in the 
higher price. And then in getting it from the factory to his 
home he pays this increased price in railroad wages. What 
was it my friend read from a document as to the increased 
profits of railroads? But we are now concerned in this argu- 
ment more about what were the increase in wages. They 
stand to-day over a billion dollars increase annually to what 
they were at the beginning of 1917. To be exact, $1,200,000,000 
annually is the increase in railroad wages that the farmers 
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and consumers of the country must pay. My friend said, 
“Well, did not the industrial workers also have to pay these 


increased prices, as they are consumers, too?” Yes; but they 
make enough money to do it with. The farmer does not, and 
yet every single product of the farm, everything he raises, 
either for eating purposes or to be manufactured into cloth 
or other wearing apparel, that the 6,000,000 people in New 
York and the industrial workers of Birmingham, and the 
people of Washington, D. C., must eat and wear are forced 
down, and these consumers are instrumental in trying to have 
the price decreased to the very lowest minimum possible. 
Why, you let the dairies out in the country—the farmers who 
raise milk for sale here in Washington, when by reason of the 
increased cost of the winter, taking more food for the cattle, 
better housing facilities—you let them talk about 1 cent a 
quart more for milk and you will find a how! here in the Dis- 
trict from every consumer, from Congressman down; every 
one of us will begin to howl, and the very minute you begin to 
talk about the increase of any commodity that is needed by the 
consumers then the fight will begin. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will yield; and I am glad to see our friend 
from Oklahoma back. 

Mr. McKEOWN. The gentleman does not contend, though, 
all the increased cost to the farmer is due to wages alone? 
I do not understand that the increased wages is the only in- 
crease in the price of the article. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no; I agree with my friend from Ala- 
bama that some of the railroads are making too much profit. 
Some of the increased cost is due to the greed of the railroad 
barons as well as the higher pay to employees. 

Mr. McKEOWN,. The gentleman thinks 

Mr, BLANTON. I do not want the gentleman to overlook 
that fact. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield further on this 
proposition, that for every cent of increase of farmers’ prod- 
ucts they sell that there is always an increase of 3 cents to 
the consumer? The gentleman realizes that labor 

Mr. BLANTON. I am with my friend from Oklahoma and 
my friend from Alabama in doing everything we can that will 
help to cut out the middleman, to bring the producer and con- 
sumer together all the way down the line, and I will go with 
them to the utmost along that route; but I do not want some- 
thing to be said here that might lead some farmers of the 
country to be exploited by the industrial workers, who might 
exploit them if they form a political combine at the polls. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. Will the gentleman yield for 
one question? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will yield for a short question. 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. What are the industrial condi- 
tions to the farmer in the way of labor he has to get, seven or 
eight hour labor? 

Mr. BLANTON. Why, it has ruined them; he can not work 
city time on the farm, and consequently in many parts of the 
country after the crops are made they remain to rot in the 
fields. They can not gather them. And if gathered the freight 
rates are so high they can not get them moved to market and 
pay the freight. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. I ask for an additional minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to say this: There has been a move- 
ment on foot, called the Farmer-Labor Party, that has been 
seeking to exploit the farmers by getting them into an organiza- 
tion and voting them at the polls. They have declined to go in. 
The farmers would not do it, for if there is a man on earth 
you can not fool it is the farmer on the farm, so far as his 
interests are concerned. He knows that the Farmer-Labor 
Party would exploit, for his partners would be men who were 
seeking to secure his products at the very lowest price possible 
and make him buy their products at highest maximum possible. 
It was not a success out our way in Texas. The farmers 
would not go in; but I hope they will join cooperative organiza- 
tions of farmers that will help find them a market and a better 
price for their product. I hope they will stand for that, but I 
do not want to see them join an organization that will exploit 
them. [Applause,] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the distin- 
guished gentleman from Texas a question. I think he is mis- 
informed. A 

Mr, BLANTON. I wonld giadly yield if I have the time. 

Mr. SCHAFER. The gentieman made the statement that the 
workingman was sure on Saturday night of his daily wages. 


Has not the gentleman seen times of depression when thousands 
of these workmen tramped the streets days and weeks trying 
to get a job? I myself have had personal experience of a labor- 
ing man trying to obtain work on a railroad, standing in the 
pa line for 30 days in order to get a chance to work 4 days 
in 

Mr. BLANTON. What I said was that when an industrial 
worker employed for a week reached the end of the week he 
got a pay envelope with the full amount of his wages in it—a 
definite amount. He knows exactly what he is going to get. 
There is no uncertainty about crop failures. 

Mr. SCHAFER. That may be; but I have seen the time 
when thousands and thousands have waited for months in order 
to get the opportunity of carning a day's wages. 

Mr, BLANTON. Well, that has happened under a Repub- 
lican administration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

COAL, : 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I wait to 
come down to something which is specific and which concerns 
us cousumers a little bit. These coal operators who promote 
strikes and then raise the price of coal are hard at work as 
usual. I do not know who is getting it, but I know what we 
are getting. In 1919, in November, I first had the experience 
of buying coal in the city ef Washington. having established a 
household here. At that time everything was at its peak; 
everybody was getting a big price; prosperity was everywhere, 
and we supposed we had reached the crest, and that they were 
going to deflate, as they did. At that time coal, stove size, 
anthracite, cost me $12.50 a ton. It has gone on and on and 
we have been deflated. They deflated cotton in my State from 
40 cents to 10 cents a pound, and they deflated everybody else 
except the coal dealers. He first got up a dollar a ton then, 
and the next year got up another dollar, and so on; and last 
week I paid the same dealer for the same grade of coal, de- 
livered in the same bin, $17.15. That is an increase of $4.65 a 
ton in four years, when everything else was going down. 

We recently had a coal commiss'on that was going to tell 
us what we are going to do. They have done so, and we had 
to bring the record into our offices in a wheelbarrow. If a 
person did nothing else but read it, he would be occupied on 
that job all the next year, te enable him tə tell what is in it. 
It has been delivered to the President, and he says he does not 
know what to do with it. [Laughter.] 

Last Thursday the West Virginia operators—the West Vir- 
ginia operators only, I believe, but they are just an index of 
all of them—had a meeting in this city, and they had a very 
distinguished Pittsburgh stand-pat Republican address them, 
and they applauded his speech, and they saw to it that his 
speech went into every leading newspaper of the United States. 

Mr. EDMONDS, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. 

Mr. EDMONDS. What interest have the West Virginia 
operators in anthracite coal? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I am not confining myself to the anthra- 
cite people. They had a man there representing the anthracite 
people, telling them how to do. That is all. 

Mr. EDMONDS. The gentleman does not know anything 
about the bituminous market to-day. Bituminous coal is 
cheaper to-day than it was during the war. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WINGO. I speak from observation. When it comes to 
bringing pressure to bear upon Congress, those two precious 
twins, the anthracite and the bituminous, are inseparable. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; and I want to call the attention of 
the distinguished gentleman to what this distinguished Penn- 
sylvanian, representing the anthracite interests, said about 
Congress. This is what he said: 

You will hear the anthracite industry discnssed in Congress this 
winter out of an immensity of ignorance, and I advise you to watch 
closely what is done, because the fact is the majority of men who will 
vote upon that question do not know that there is any difference be- 
tween the conditions under which anthracite is produced and the con- 
ditions under which bituminous coal is produced., 


Now, gentlemen of this House of Representatives, If there is 
voting and talking to be done I think it is going to be done 
by Members elect who have come here. snd the ititide of 
these coal operators who have raised the price wes snch that 
they applauded that statement, that we do whut we de out 
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of “an immensity of ignorance.” The gentleman who made this | they showed considerable intelligence by the way they have 


statement comes from Pennsylvania, where another distin- 
guished statesman from the State of Pennsylvania procured 
action in the Republican national committee the other day to 
attempt to bring up the intelligence of the representation in 
the next Republican convention by bringing in 100 colored 
men, who know nothing and understand nothing and repre- 
sent nothing, but are sold “on the hoof.” That is the man who 
talks about Congress being immeusely ignorant. [Applause.] 

Why, Mr. Speaker, in 1888 a bright colored gentleman—a 
bright colored gentleman who has Anglo-Saxon blood in his 
veins—was the head of a delegation of 18 from South Carolina 
who went to the Chicago Republican convention. He stopped 
by here and saw the managers of Mr. Sherman's candidacy, 
and the Republican papers said he turned the solid delegation 
to Sherman. The next day the papers said the South Carolina 
delegation was “sold” to Alger. But the next day after that 
the Sherman managers “bought” them back. The day after 
that, when things came to a crisis and Mr. Harrison appeared 
in the offing as the likely Republican nominee, they sold out to 
Mr. Harrison and came in on the Republican band wagon, and 
that colored gentleman that I speak of became an opulent citi- 
zen for the balance of his days. [Laughter.] 

He was my client. I know he had money, because I got it 
every now and then. He was a good mun and paid his law- 

ers. One day I said to him, “ Deas, they do say that you sold 

uth Carolina colored men at Chicago in 1888 for a pretty 
good price.” He says, Colonel! —he was a very polite man 
and always called me colonel—‘a colored man was worth 
more in Chicago in 1888 than he was in South Carolina in 
1860.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] And this gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania who backs them has made it possible 
to bring an increased number of them into the Republican 
convention in order to destroy the influence of white men who 
represent something, and yet he gets up here and talks about 
this Congress being immensely ignorant. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Was the gentleman acting under your ad- 
vice in traveling to Chicago? 

Mr. STEVENSON. No; he did not need advice; he knew 
the crowd he was going to deal with; he knew where they kept 
things and he was going to grab everything he could. 

Mr. SABATH. Of course, in Chicago we always pay good 

prices; but that practice did not only prevail in 1888, because 
high prices were also paid in 1920. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; I have no doubt of it, because 
where the money is there will eagles be gathered together. 

Mr. EDMONDS. You know, prices were higher in 1920 
than they were in 1888. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; and they were probably worth 
more then. I want to say this in conclusion. That incident 
embalmed in the literature of this country the remark of one 
of Mr. Sherman’s managers, “That the trouble with those 
South Carolina coons is that they won't stay bought.” And I 
want to warn you gentlemen who are going to deal with them 
in Cleveland this year that you had better have a good bill 
of sale whenever you pay for them. 

This gentleman then goes abead and begins to talk about 
the gentlemen over on your side known as the progressives. 
I have no brief to appear for them; they are capable of taking 
care of themselves, I will admit, according to the developments 
which happened here this morning, and those which are going 
on somewhere else in this Capitol to-day. Here is what he says 
about them: 


Progressives in Congress are men “who want to go somewhere, but 
don't know where.“ 


Now, gentlemen, that is the difference, in my judgment, be- 
tween a progressive and a stand-pat Republican. The stand- 
patter knows where he is going, but does not want to go; and 
the progressive does not know where he is going, but he wants 
to go, The standpatters’ destiny is Salt River and the date of 
their arrival will be about the 7th of next November, 1924. 
That is where the standpatter is going. He goes on and says: 


They'll always be that sort of a group in Congress whose ideas are 
formed by a mixture of ignorance and prejudice and hope, but there'll 
never be a time when these unthinking can frame the legislation at 
Washington unless the Anglo-Saxon character of our population is 
changed by unchecked immigration. 


Well, they are ignorant, but where were they raised? They 
grew up out in the Northwest where standpatters, like John G. 
Spooner, were dominating and consistently shutting off the light 
from the masses, so that you can not blame them for being 
somewhat ignorant, but I think you will admit with me that 


bumped the majority over on the Republican side. 
2 WINGO. Is the gentleman still discussing the progres- 
yes 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sanpers of Indiana). 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
10 minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Reserving the right to object, is the gentle- 
man going to continue in the coal business or is he going to 
talk politics? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, I reserve my rights on that. 

Mr. EDMONDS. I would like to know, because if the gen- 
tleman is going to talk coal 1 would like to stay, but if he is 
going to talk politics I can go out. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman can go out to dinner, 
because I can not make any impression on him by anything J 
might say. 

Mr. WINGO. If my friend will permit, I think, although the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania may want to appear facetious, 
that he will find the gentleman right on the job if he does 
undertake to discuss the coal business, and that he will not 
be as ignorant as the gentleman says he Is, 

Mr. STEVENSON. He is not one of the fellows this orator 
yar talking about; he is talking about the progressives being s 

gnorant. 

The developments which have resulted remind me of an oc 
currence in the Carolinas during the Revolutionary War. Tar- 
leton, the bloody veteran who made a streak of blood across 
South Carolina, was checked at the Battle of Cowpens, and his 
career was blighted right away. The clash came between him 
and Col. William Washington, of Virginia. They came to the 
point of a hand-to-hand combat and Colonel Washington maimed 
him by striking off one of the fingers of his hand, but he 
escaped on a fleet horse and got away. He was with Cornwallis 
in his retreat across North Carolina, which ended at Yorktown, 
Va., and ended in the United States acquiring its independence. 

At a social! function held in Halifax, N. C., he met Mrs. 
Wiley Jones, one of the beautiful and brilliant women of that 
period, and something was said complimentary of Colonel 
Washington. Colonel Tarleton said, “Why, I have heard that 
this fellow Washington is a very illiterate fellow and can not 
sign his name.” Mrs, Jones replied, “ Well, Colonel, I think 
you will admit that if he can not sign his name you carry 
evidence of the fact that he can make his mark.” So I think 
these progressives, by bumping one of the old members of the 
standpatters off of the Rules Committee, are certainly entitled 
to credit for at least having made their mark over on that side, 
and I believe they are going to continue making their mark. 
[Applause. ] 

Now, why all this attack upon the progressives? Is this a 
courting party between them and the standpatters, and are 
they attempting, with all of this vituperative language, to at- 
tract them back to them? 

I notice in the Evening Herald, of Rock Hill, S. C., this 
morning a picture entitled“ Elephant tamer.” You will note 
that the progressive bloc is sitting on top of the elephant’s 
head. It is marked “ Sixty-eighth Congress,” and the elephant 
is saying, “I can see right now that this is going to be a hectic 
circus,” and it looks that way to me, and from whut they have 
accomplished here already I think these ignorant progressives 
are going to make it pretty heetic. 

This courtship between the distinguished gentleman wha 
made that speech and the progressives reminds me of a case 
I heard when I was a schoolboy in western North Carolina, 
where a fellow by the name of Bill Whittington was courting 
Viney Head, a grass widow. He went to see Viney on Satur- 
day night as usual and found her smiling on another suitor. 
She had her best wares on the table and she had her best 
food on the wares and they were sitting down eating supper 
when Bill walked in. Bill did not like that, and he just simply 
kicked the table over, broke up the dishes, scattered the sup- 
per, and played havoc generally, and the dog, which was under 
the table, got after him. Sometimes they have a dog under 
the table in that country, He shot the dog, and when Viney 
finally remonstrated with him he slapped her cheeks and took 
a barrel stave and ran his rival off the premises. They then 
indicted him for the various offenses growing out of that kind 
of conduct, and I heard the trial. He was represented by a 
stand-pat Republican lawyer, who subsequently represented that 
district now so ably represented in this House by Mr. DOUGH- 
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TON, 
Bill. 


Here was his plea: He said, “ Boys, you must not convict 
He was just courting Viney. Of course, he was a little 
rough, but that is the way we do our courting out there in the 


Brushy Mountains.“ The jury did not accept that plea. 

I take it for granted that this gentleman is simply courting 
these progressives, but if they yield to that kind of courtship 
and walk into the arms of these men again when they have 
a chance to stay out and ride between the ears of the elephant, 
us they are in this picture, they might just as well be con- 
signed to that. dungeon which the tyrant had where he sent 
people about to be executed, oyer the door of which was writ- 
ten, He who enters here leaves hope behind.” 

Now, I have not said who the gentleman is, Possibly the 
rules of this House would prevent, but I have told you where he 
lives, and I am going to give you a verse of Scripture that will 
locate him. When the Pharisees and Scribes came back from 
John the Baptist’s camp meeting over at Jordan and came to 
interview the Master about it, he began to ask them about it 
and said, What went ye out into the wilderness for to see? 
A reed shaken by wind.” Now, gentlemen, you can decide who 
he was. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Huppiesron] asks unanimous consent to revise and extend 
his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Mr. Speaker, I ask the same privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. SreveNson] asks the same privilege. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2.34 o'clock p. m.) 
the House, under its previous order, adjourned to meet on 


Thursday, December 20, 1923, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 


190. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation “To provide for the creation, 
organization, administration, and maintenance of a naval re- 
serve and a Marine Corps reserve ;” to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

191. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of the disbursements for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1923, made in the States and Territories under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved August 30, 1890; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

192. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation and survey of Hoskins Creek, Va.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

193. A letter from the Director of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, transmitting a statement showing by location, salary, 
range, and bureau designation, employees receiving an aggre- 
gate salary of $2,000 and over as of December 1, 1923, for cen- 
tral office, and of November 1, 1923, for field; to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. KIESS: Committee on Printing. H. R. 506. A bill to 
authorize the Public Printer to fix rates of wages for employees 
of the Government Printing Office; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARKLEY: A bill (H. R. 3906) to repeal the tax on 
admissions and dues; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3907) to repeal the tax on telephone and 
telegraph messages; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3908) to prohibit the collection of sur- 
charges for transportation of persons or baggage in connection 
with payment of parlor or sleeping car fares; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 3909) to extend the provi- 
sions of the pension act of May 1, 1920, to the officers and 
enlisted men of all State militia and other State organizations 
that rendered service to the Union cause during the Civil War 
for a period of 90 days or more, and providing pensions for 
their widows, minor children, and dependent parents, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVILA: A bill (H. R. 3910) to provide a civil gov- 
ermment for Porto Rico, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 3911) for the restoration 
of the long-continued early successful American policy of dis- 
criminating import duties and tonnage dues for the protection 
of American ships and their prosperous maintenance in foreign 
trade; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 3912) to amend 
section 1 of an act entitled “An act for the retirement of em- 
ployees in the classified civil service and for other purposes“; 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 3918) to refer 
the claims of the Delaware Indians to the Court of Claims, with 
the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 3914) to amend the trading 
with the enemy act; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3915) to authorize an ap- 
propriation to enable the Director of the United States Vet- 
erans’ Bureau to provide for the construction of additional hos- 
pital facilities and to provide medical, surgical, and hospital 
services and supplies for persons who served in the World War, 
the Spanish-American War, the Philippine insurrection, and the 
Boxer rebellion, and are patients of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 3916) to amend the 
trading with the enemy act; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. ; 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 3917) amending the 
Army appropriation act approved July 9, 1918, providing for 
appointment and retirement of officers of the Medical Reserve 
Corps or contract surgeons; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 3918) to amend section 
72 of chapter 23, printing act of 1895; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 3919) making eli- 
gible for retirement under certain conditions officers of the 
United States Army, other than officers of the Regular Army, 
who ineurred physical disability in line of duty while in the 
service of the United States during the war; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (EL R. 8920) to establish a depart- 
meut of economics, government, and history at the United 
States Military Academy, at West Point, N. X., and to amend 
chapter 174 of the act of Congress of April 19, 1910, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911, and for other 
purposes“; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3921) provid- 
ing for the improvement and completion of prescribed sections 
of the Ohio, Mississippi, and Missouri Rivers; to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3922) providing for hos- 
pitalization, medical treatment, nursing, and all necessary care 
of disabled ex-service men; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 3923) to create a 
department of education, to authorize appropriations for the 
conduct of said department, to authorize the appropriation of 
money to encourage the States in the promotion and support 
of edueation, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 3924) providing for the with- 
drawal of the United States from the Philippine Islands; to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 3925) providing for jury 
trials in cases of indirect contempt; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 8 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 3926) to reserve 
certain lands and to incorporate the same and make them a 
part of the White River National Forest, Colo.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3927) granting public lands to the town of 
Silverton, Colo., for public-park purposes; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 3928) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1921; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3929) providing for hospitalization, medi- 
cal treatment, nursing, and all necessary care of disabled ex- 
service men; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3930) to provide adjusted compensation 
for veterans of the World War, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 3931) to amend paragraph 
11 of section 1001 of an act entitled “An act to reduce and 
equalize taxation, to provide revenue, and for other purposes,” 
approved November 23, 1921; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 3932) to provide for the 
suspension of immigration of aliens into the United States, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 


By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 8933) for the purchase of 
the Cape Cod Canal property, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 3934) providing for hospitali- 
zation, medical treatment, nursing, and all necessary care of 
disabled ex-service men; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 3935) to provide for the erc- 
ation, organization, administration, and maintenance of a naval 
reserve, and a Marine Oorps reserve; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8988) to encourage the de- 
velopment of the agricultural resources of the United States 
through Federal and State cooperation, giving preference in 
the matter of employment and the establishment of rural homes 
to those who have served with the military and naval forces 
of the United States; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 


By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 3939) to authorize a system of 
standardization of public buildings in cities the postal receipts 
of which have reached stated amounts, and to authorize con- 
struction when the business of the Government justifies same; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 8940) for the erection 
of a post-office building at Albemarle, N. C.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (IH. R. 3941) for the erection of a post-office 
building at Lenoir, N. C.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3942) for the erection of a post-office 
building at Mooresville, N. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 3943) for the purchase of 
a sife and erection thereon of a public building at Wagoner, in 
the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3944) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Indianola, Iowa; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3945) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Nevada, Iowa; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3946) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Knoxville, Iowa; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bi! (H. R. 3947) te provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Winterset, Iowa; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 3948) for the erection of a 
public building or buildings for a United States immigration 
station, Governors Island, N. X.; to the Committee on Eublie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 8949) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Everett, Bedford County, Pa.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WOODRUM: A bill (H. R. 3950) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, by condemnation or 
otherwise, such land in the city of Radford, Va., as may be 
necessary for the location of a post-office building in the said 
city, and also to construct a suitable building thereon, and make 
an appropriation therefor; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8951) for the construction of a public 
building at Roanoke, Va.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 3952) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Bowling 
Green, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3953) providing for the purchase of a 
site and erection of a public building at Wellsville, Mo.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 8954) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Union Springs, Ala.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. R. 8955) to authorize the erec- 
tion of a Federal building at Ephraim, Utah; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3956) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Price, Utah; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8957) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Manti, Utah, and 
appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3958) to increase the cost of the public 
building at Vernal, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3959) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Ogden, Utah, and 
appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BIXLER: A bill (H. R. 8960) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building for a post 
office at St. Marys, Pu.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3961) to provide for the erection of a 
Federal building at Franklin, Pa.; to the Committee on Pubile 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3962) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building for a post office at John- 
sonburg, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3968) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building for a post office at 
Greenville, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3964) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building for a post office at 
Farrell, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8965) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building for a post office at 
Warren, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 3966) for the purchase 
of a site for a Federal building at Fargo, N. Dak.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 3967) to place control of 
Columbia Institution for the Deaf entirely under the president 
and board of directors of the institution and Congress; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8968) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Corbin, in the 
State of Kentucky; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8969) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Barbourville, in the State of Kentucky; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8970) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Harlan, in the State of Kentucky; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 93) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. HOCH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 94) directing 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to take action relative to 
adjustments in the railroad freight rate structure and the 
fixing of rates and charges; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 95) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States fixing 
the commencement of the terms of President, Vice President, 
and Representatives in Congress, and the terms of Representa- 
tives, and fixing the time of the assembling of Congress; to the 
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Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. : 

By Mr. SABATH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 96) amending 
the immigration act of May 19, 1921; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FREDERICKS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 97) for 
the appointment of one member of the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. PAGUE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) proposing 
un amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. r 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 99) au- 
thorizing the erection of a monument to General Wayne and 
Legion at Defiance, Ohio, und markers for fort site, and retain- 
ing walls to prevent erosion at confluence of Maumee and Au- 
glaize Rivers; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 100) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
101) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. TINKHAM: Resolution (H. Res. 97) proposing an 
amendment to the Rules of the House; to the Committee on 
Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 3936) for making all In- 
diaus born within the territorial limits of the United States 
citizens; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 3937) for 
making all Indians born within the territorial limits of the 
United States citizens: to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 3971) to provide for a sur- 
vey of Quonochontaug Inlet, Charlestown, Washington County, 
R. I., with a view to its improvement for navigation; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BECK: A bill (H. R. 3972) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Grover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3973) granting a pension to Sarah Ann 
Starr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 3974) granting a pension to 
Patience Young; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3975) to provide for an examination and 
survey of Mill Creek, Middlesex County, Va., and of the chan- 
nel connecting said creek with Rappahannock River, Va.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3976) to provide for an examination and 
survey of Monroe Bay and Creek, Westmoreland County, Va., 
and of the channel connecting said creek with Potomac River, 
Va.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3977) granting a pension to Karoline Um- 
lauft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 3978) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Dayton, State of Texas, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3979) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Cleveland, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3980) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of New Waverly, State of Texas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3981) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Liberty, State of Texas, ene German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3982) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Willis, State of Texas, one German cannon 
or fie dpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3983) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Huntsville, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3984) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Onalaska, State of Texas, one German 
cannon of fieldpiece: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3985) anthorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Montgomery, State of Texas, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3986) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Livingston, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3987) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Conroe, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fleldplece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3988) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Shepherd, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3989) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Corrigan, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3990) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Trinity, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3991) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Coldspring, State of Texas, one German 
eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3992) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Lovelady, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3993) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Groveton, State of Texas. one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3994) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Crockett, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3995) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Grapeland, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3996) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Elkhart, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3997) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Frankston, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3998) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Anahuac, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3999) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Galveston, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4000) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Palestine, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4001) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Texas City, State of Texas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension to 
Hannah Dougherty: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 4003) authorizing the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to pay to Edwin Lee White 
the pay and allowances of his rank for services performed prior 
to the approval of his bond by the Secretary of the Navy; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. , 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4004) for the 
relief of Davidson County, Tenn., and the city of Nashville, 
Tenn. ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4005) granting an increase of pension to 
Percy H. Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 4006) granting a pension to 
George W. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASEY: A bill (H. R. 4007) granting a pension to 
Charles Cooper: to tie Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4008) for the relief of Lyman H. Blakes- 
lee; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHINDBLOM: A bill (H. R. 4009) for the relief of 
Haskins & Sells; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 4010) for the relief of Robert 
June; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. R. 4011) for the relief of 
Nicholas P. Pettersson; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CROSSER: A bill (H. R. 4012) to reimburse William 
H. Flagg, and others, for property destroyed by mail airplane 
No. 73, operated by the Post Office Department: to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 4013) for the relief of Rear 
Admiral Joseph L. Jayne, United States Navy, retired; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 4014) for the relief of G. W. 
Bauserman; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DREWRY: A bill (H. R. 4015) for the relief of Har- 
rison Construction Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 4016) granting an 
increase of pension to Moses Goldstein; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4017) granting a pension to Jacob Myers; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4018) granting a pension to Anna Mae 
Banning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLEETWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4019) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna (Royce) Pillsbury; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4020) granting a pension to Harriet Isabel 
(Freeman) Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4021) for the relief of the heir at law of 
A. Barker; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 4022) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4023) granting a 
pension to Arthur S. Belcher; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 4024) granting an increase 
of pension to Sadie J. Waldo; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4025) granting a pension to Charles 
Frizzell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4026) granting a pension to George A. 
Willey; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to Clara Randall; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4028) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Perry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4029) granting a pension to Catherine 
Celley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4080) granting a pension to Mary F. 
Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4031) granting a pension to Abbie R. 
Holbrook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to Bessie B. 
Celley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4033) granting a pension to Martha G. 
Waldron; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4034) granting a pension to Jennie B. 
Cullum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4035) granting a pension to Bessie B. 
Waldo Howland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4036) granting a pension to Julia M. 
Fletcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4037) granting a pension to Addie J. 
Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4038) granting an increase of pension to 
Edna M. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to Harriet A.“ 


Bishop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 4040) for the relief of 
Thomas Malley; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY; A bill (H. R. 4041) granting a pension to 
Emmet Nordyke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 4042) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas W. Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4048) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4044) for the relief of Alfred Walker; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4045) granting 
an increase of pension to Homer E. Mills; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4046) to 
place Charles E. Manning on the retired list of the Navy; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4047) granting an increase of pension to 
Livonia R. Chamberlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4048) to place Maj. Gen. Hunter 
Liggett, retired by operation of law, on the retired list of the 
Army as a lieutenant general; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4049) to authorize the appointment of 
Sergt. Henry Nieman, retired, to the grade of first sergeant, 
retired, in the United States Army; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLER: A bill (H. R. 4050) for the relief of Karl 
S. Newstrom, jr.: to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4051) for the relief of Austin G. Tainter; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 4052) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha E. Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 4053) for the re- 
lief of James Kesner; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4054) for the relief of Joseph A. Steven- 
son; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4055) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Bassett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4056) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (B. R. 4057) granting a pension 
to Euphamia Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief of Lanman 
& Kemp (Inc.); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to 
Catherine Rodgers; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4060) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret F. Brunner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 4061) for the relief of 
the Ancona Printing Co.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4062) granting a pension to Flo Jones; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 4063) granting an increase of 
pension to Charlie Dyke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4064) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Combs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4065) granting an increase of pension to 
Russell M. Huff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 4066) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth '™ Cousens; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROMJUEB: A bill (H. R. 4067) for the relief of 
Duncan McCoy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 4068) authorizing the Court 
of Claims to adjudicate the claim of Capt. David McD. Shearer 
for compensation for the adoption and use and acquisition by 
the United States Government of his patented inventions; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 4069) to correct 
the military record of Stephen L. Noland; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4070) granting a pension to Harriett L. 
Carr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 4071) granting a pension to 
Addie E. Swegar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4072) for the 
relief of Arthur F. Swanson, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. F 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4073) providing for the presentation of a 
medal of honor to William M. DeHart; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 4074) granting a pension to 
Margaret Newell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 4075) granting a pension 
to Rose Lamb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 4076) for the relief of 
John J. Corcoran; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4077) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles F. Ogden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 4078) for the relief of the 
Rio Grande Junction Railway Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4079) granting 
an increase of pension to Celia Ann Shore; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 4080) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Sanders; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SPROUL of Hlinois (by request): Joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 92) for the relief of the Tupman Thurlow Co. 
(Inc.); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BERGER: A bill (II. R. 4081) establishing a re- 
volving guaranty fund not to exceed 51,000,000, 000, and to pro- 
vide for security and indemnity to the United States Govern- 
ment against liability on account thereof; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

247. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of President Fred A. Muschen- 
heim and members of the Hotel Association of New York 
City, assembled in annual convention in New York City; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

248. Also, petition of American Association for the Recog- 
nition of the Irish Republic, favoring the release of prisoners 
in Irish prisons; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
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249: By Mr. BURTON: Petition protesting against French 
occupation of Rhine zone; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

250. By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompany 
House bill 4005, granting a pension to Percy H. Allen; to the 
Committee on Pensions. s 

251. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petitions of Mrs. George Millus, 
secretary Woman's Home Missionary Society, Elkton, Mich, 
and Mrs. E. A. Johnson, secretary Huron County Sunday 
School Association, Port Hope, Mich., urging an amendment to 
prohibit child labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

252. By Mr. DOYLE: Petition of city couneil of the city of 
Chicago, III., petitioning Congress to amend the Volstead Act to 
permit the sale of light wine and beer; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

253. Also, petition of the city council of the city of Chicago, 
protesting against the passage of any legislation affecting the 
sovereign rights of the States of this Union; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

254. By Mr. DRIVER: Petition of the Wynne Chamber of 
Commerce, Wynne, Ark., in regard to transportation act; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

255. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the city council of the city 
of Chicago, favoring modification of the Volstead Act to permit 
the manufacture and sale of light wines and beers; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

256. Also, petition of the Chicago Association of Credit Men, 
favoring the plan of the Secretary of the Treasury for reduc- 
tion of Federal taxation; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

257. Also, petition of the Ottawa (III.) Chamber of Commerce, 
opposing any amendment or change of the transportation act 
during the present session of Congress; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

258. Also, petition of the Military Order of the World War 
and various other organizations, favoring retirement of emer- 
geney Army officers disabled in the service; to the Committee 
om Military Affairs. $ 

259. By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Dolores Parlor, No. 208, 
Native Sons of the Golden West, San Francisco, Calif., urging 
the enactment of laws excluding from entry into the United 
States all persons ineligible for citizenship; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

260. By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of Maurice A. Wall 
Chapter of the Disabled Veterans of the World War, protesting 
auy reduction in trasning maintenance pay; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

261. Also, petition of Buffalo Chamber of Commerce, Buffalo, 
N. V., approving the tax-reduction plan of Secretary Mellon; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

262. Also. petition of city council of the city of Chicago, to 
so amend the Volstead Act that light wines and beer will be 
permitted; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

263. Also, petition of city council of the city of Chicago, III., 
protesting against any legislation affecting the sovereign rights 
of the States of the Union; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

264. Also, petition of Typothetae of Buffalo, an association of 


employing printers, approving the tax-reduction plan of Secre- 


tary Mellon; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

265. By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Louis A. Elmore, Berkeley, 
Calif., in re legislation relative to salaries of railway postal 
clerks; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

266. Also, petition of National Council of Traveling Sales- 
men’s Associations, New York City, in re Pullman surcharge; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

267. Also, petition of citizens of New York and various na- 
tional organizations, indorsing legislation relative to retirement 
of emergency Army officers; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

268. Also, petitions of the B. F. Keith circuit of theaters, 
New York City, in re income tax; National Association of Up- 
holstered Furniture Manufacturers, Chicago, III., in re income 
tax and soldiers’ bonus; California Corrugated Culvert Co., 
West Berkeley, Calif., in re income tax; and Citizens Trust & 
Savings Bank, Los Angeles, Calif., in re income tax and soldiers’ 
bonus; Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, in re 
income tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

269. Also, petitions of C. L. Best Tractor Co., San Leandro, 
Calif., in re income tax and soldiers’ bonus; Moreland Motor 
Truck Co., Los Angeles, Calif., in re income tax and soldiers’ 
bonus; National Association of Real Estate Boards, Chicago, 
III., in re income tax; the Little River Redwood Co., Cannell, 
Calif., in re income tax; and Western Pipe & Steel Co. of Cali- 
fornia, San Francisco, Calif., in re income tax; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 


270. Also, petition of Max Baer, Placerville, Calif., in re cut- 
price advertising; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

271. Also, petition of Joseph E. Stansfield, first lieutenant, 
Coast Artillery, and Harold R. McKinnon, first lieutenant, One 
hundred and forty-fourth Field Artillery, at United States 
Veterans’ Hospital No. 24, Palo Alto, Calif., in re retirement of 
ee emergency Army officers ; to the Committee on Military 

‘a 

272. By Mr. SABATH: Petition of the city council of the city 
of Chicago, III., urging Federal control of radio communication ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

273. By Mr. SNELL: Petition protesting against any legisla- 
tion prohibiting the manufacture and sale of the pistol and 
eg and ammunition; to the Committee on the Judi- 

Eyi 
274. Also, petition of Mr. A. H. Scudder (representing candy 
manufacturers in the United States), to reduce excise tax of 
3 we cent on candy manufacturers; to the Committee on Ways 
an eans. 


SENATE. 
Tuxspar, December 18, 1923. _ 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


O God, our Father, every day gives to us an increased im- 
pression of Thine infinite care over us and how Thou dost 
want us to fulfill our obligations in the sight of Him who thus 
keeps us day by day and enables us to perform high and holy 
duties. We beg of Thee that we may understand much more 
clearly how to interpret Thy ways and walk in paths agree- 
able to Thy good pleasure, so that now and always there may 
be enjoyed the consciousness that we please Thee. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 
day’s proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Loben and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 


GEORGE A. SANDERSON, SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask the permission of the 
Senate to have passed two formal resolutions of notification 
which I omitted to present yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be 
read for information: 

The resolution (S. Res. 85) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be notified of the 
election. of George A. Sanderson, of Illinois, as Secretary of the Senate. 


The resolution (S. Res. 86) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives be notified of the elec- 
tion of George A. Sanderson, of Diinois, as Secretary of the Senate. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations I 
report back favorably without amendment House Concurrent 
Resolution No. 7, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The coneurrent resolution was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring 
therein), That when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 
20, 1923, they stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian Thursday, 
January 3, 1924. 


INTEREST UNDER TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report 
of the Alien Property Custodian in response to Senate Resolu- 
tion 49 (agreed to December 12, 1923, submitted by Mr. War- 
SON), giving information as to certain accrued interest under 
the trading with the enemy act, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF FARM LOAN BOARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report 
of the Federal Farm Loan Board, made in compliance with 
Senate Resolution 22 (agreed to December 10, 1923. submitted 
by Mr. Boran), transmitting information relative to salaries, 
positions, and expenses of said board, of the Federal farm-loan 
bank, and Federal Farm Loan Bureau, which was referred to 
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the Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be The salaries and expenses for the banks for the 12-month period 


printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
FEDERAL FARM Loan BURBAD, 
Washington, D. O., December Er, 1923. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 
United States Senats. 


Srr: In compliance with Senate Resolution 22, the Senate is ad- 
vised— 
FIRST. 


Inquiries 1 and 2 do not indicate whether the information Is desired 
as to the Federal land banks, the Federal intermediate credit banks, or 
the Federal Farm Loan Bureau, all of which are under the supervision 
of the Farm Loan Board. 

Inasmuch as the expenses of these organizations are paid from 
different sources, namely, each Federal land bank paying its own ex- 
penses, each Federal intermediate credit bank paying its own expenses 
and contributing pro rata to so much of the expense of the Federal 
Farm Loan Bureau as arises from the operation of the intermediate 
credit banks, while the general expenses of the Federal Farm Loan 
Bureau are paid by the Federal and joint-stock land banks, it has 
seemed to us proper to segregate these and answer as to each separately. 

The Federal farm loan act specifically confers upon the Farm Loan 
Board authority to employ persons in the Farm Loan Bureau and fix 
their compensation, This power, however, never has been exercised 
except in connection with the initial organization, which was provided 
for by Congress in a lump-sum appropriation. Since June 80, 1920, 
all salaries for the personnel of the Farm Loan Bureau have been 
provided for by congressional appropriation in advance, and no posi- 
tion has been created by the Farm Loan Board which has not been 
previously so provided for. The appropriations for the fiscal years 
ending, respectively, June 80, 1923, and June 30, 1924, carried a lump 
sum for the positions of “examiners of securities“ with a provision 
that the salary of any such examiner should not exceed $3,000 per 
annum. In that division two increases have been granted since March 
4, 1923, namely: 

Thomas E. Leavey, increased on May 16, 1923, from $1,500 to $1,800. 

Harold E. Benson, increased December 1, 1923, from $1,800 to 
$2,400. 

THIRD. 


It is assumed that the third inquiry relates only to the official per- 
sonnel of the Federal land banks and official salaries paid by such 
banks. No new official positions have been created in such banks the 
expense of which is paid by the Federal land banks, except in the Fed- 
eral Land Bank of Spokane the office of vice president has been made 
active at a salary of $5,000 per annum, one-half of which is paid by 
the Federal land bank and one-half by the intermediate credit bank; 
also in the Federal Land Bank of Omaha the chief appraiser has been 
elected a vice president, retaining the same duties as before and per- 
forming the duties of the president in the absence of that officer, and 
his salary has been increased from $4,500 to $5,000 per annum. No 
other official salaries to be paid by the Federal land banks have been 
increased since March 1, 1923. 


FOURTH. 


Answering question 4, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, there 
were expended for salaries and expenses of the Federal Farm Loan Bu- 
reau $209,350. The appropriation for the current fiscal year is $332,920. 
This is exclusive of the additional personnel made necessary by the 
intermediate credit banks, which is discussed in another paragraph. 
In the appropriation for the current year will be found an item of 
$35,000 for salaries and expenses of reviewing appraisers, which posi- 
tions were provided by Congress and did not exist in 1920. There also 
will be found an item of $84,000 for salaries and expenses of examiners 
of national farm loan associations, for which the appropriation in 
1920 was $15,000. With the difference in these items deducted, it will 
be seen that the appropriation for the current year is only $19,570 in 
excess of the amount expended in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920. 

The salaries and expenses of the Federal land banks for the year 
ending November 30, 1920, were as follows: 


Springfield. ..... 2... cece een e ewe ew ewenwerenes $75,326. 44 
Baltimore... 78, 131. 86 
ooo 81, 557.38 
Louisville. 88, 683. 77 
No 94, 830. 94 
CCC 120, 274. 04 
o atsois aaa an 119, 748. 28 
E E TN TE 89, 158. 19 
Wichita.. 95,774. 85 
Houston- 123, 523. 07 
Berkeley. 70, 076, 54 
Spokane. 96, 218.71 
U sotsasasrS 


ending November 30, 1923, were as follows: 


$110, 918. 98 


In this connection it should be borne in mind that during the year 
1920 the active operations of the Federal Farm Loan Bureau and the 
Federal land banks were at a comparative standstill by reason of liti- 
gation involving the constitutionality of the farm loan act and that 
no applications were taken for loans in the Federal land banks during 
that year after February 6. 

FIFTH. 


On October 31, 1920, the Federal land banks had outstanding loans 
totaling $349,597,495.50, and on October 31, 1923, there were out- 
standing loans totaling $775,211,855.08. 

In order that the relation of expenses of the Farm Loan Bureau 
and the several Federal land banks to the business transacted may 
more clearly appear, there is attached Exhibit A, showing the 
number and amount of loans closed by each of the Federal land banks 
during each of the years of their operation, brought down to October 
31 of the current year. 

Exhibit B shows the annual salaries and expenses of the several 
Federal land banks covering the same periods. 

Exhibit C shows the number of persons. employed in the Federal 
Farm Loan Bureau and in each of the Federal land banks on November 
80 of each year since the organization of the system. In the state- 
ment of employees of the Farm Loan Bureau on November 30 of the 
present year are included 12 employed on account of and at the ex- 
pense of the Federal intermediate credit banks; also 4 additional 
national farm-loan association examiners, 2 additional members of the 
Farm Loan Board, and 2 private secretaries, which were provided for 
by the last Congress. 

During the years 1921 and 1922 the work of the Farm Loan Bureau 
was largely increased by the organization of 40 joint-stock land banks, 
which institutions from October 31, 1920, to October 81, 1928, made 
loans totaling $325,663,461. This work in the bureau fell largely on 
the securities, statistical, accounting, and examining divisions, 


FEDERAL INTERMEDIATE CREDIT BANKS, 


The organization of these institutions was provided for by the 
agricultural credits act approved March 4, 1923, which act authorized 
the Farm Loan Board to assess against the several intermediate credit 
banks the expense of such additional personnel of the Farm Loan 
Bureau as the creation and operation of such banks should make 
necessary. Under this provision there have been created in the bureau 
the following positions, with salaries stated in connection: 


Administrative hn a — $7,500 


Bank examiner. 4, 200 
Auditor-—._..--+-+----.-=-- 2,740 
Executive cler 2. 240 
Messenger ~---------- 1, 080 
One clerk at $1,840___ 1, 840 
One clerk at 81.440 —— 1, 440 
Three clerks at $1,240 3. 720 
One clerk at 81,200 1, 200 
One clerk at 81.140 1. 140 


The agricultural credits act provided that the officers and directors 
of the several Federal land banks should be ex officio officers and 
directors of the Federal intermediate credit banks. The salary of 
$1,000 per annum for the president of each of the banks and $1,500 
per annum each for the secretary and treasurer, to be paid by the 
intermediate credit banks, bas been authorized in recognition of the 
additional duties and responsibilities, making the salaries paid these 
officers by the two institutions: President, $10,000 per annum, and 
secretary and treasurer, each 87.500 per annum. In addition to this 
there have been created in the intermediate credit banks official posi- 
tions enumerated below at salaries stated in connection ; 

Springfield: Wange ne hes 
Baltimore: Manser a es 
Colombisd t Managers os ee a as 
Louisville: Manager 

New Orleans: Manager. 


St. Louis: Vice president and manager- 
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St. Paul: 
Vice presdentnn ü 
rr keene Tae 
Omaha: Manager 6, 000 


Wichita: Vice president. (- ĩͤũ„%'U — 7. 500 


Houston: 


MAR pO oe soy ee ete tp ay Cheon T OD 
ee eee SA EE OOO 
Berkeley: Vice president and manager. 7, 500 
Spokane: ; 3 
Bannerer ⁵ð . ͤ a . 8000 
Vice president (salary, 85,000; one-half paid by Federal 
Deer a ä 200 


In all but one of the banks the two institutions occupy the same 
building, and in several of them the salaries and expenses of the 
intermediate credit banks were in the first instance charged to the 
salary and expense accounts of the Federal land banks. These accounts 
have been or are belng readjusted so as to reimburse the land banks 
for any expenditures on these accounts and preserve an absolute segre- 
gation of the operating departments of the two institutions. 

In addition to the positions hereinbefore enumerated, the several 
Federal land banks and intermediate credit banks, by action of their 
bourds of directors, haye united in the employment of a general coun- 
sel and fiscal agent, resident in Washington, at a fixed annual com- 
pensation of $25,000, payable monthly, and provide the office personnel 
of such general counsel and fiscal agent, consisting of an assistant at 
$2,500 per annum, secretary at $2,240 per annum, and an office boy 
and messenger at $75 per month. The circumstances of such employ- 
ment and the scope of the duties of the general counsel and fiscal 
agent can best be expressed by the resolution of the board of directors 
of the Federal Land Bank of Springfield in connection with such em- 
ployment, which resolution is substantially the same as that passed by 
each of the other Federal land banks and by each of the Federal inter- 
mediate credit banks, and is as follows: 

“Whereas it was the unanimous judgment of the presidents of the 
12 Federal intermediate credit banks assembled in conference in the 
city of Washington, D. C., on June 12, 1923, that the Federal land 
banks and the Federal intermediate credit banks unite in the employ- 
ment of a general counsel, to be located in the city of Washington, 
and in the employment of a financial adviser and agent, whose duties 
shall be to study financial conditions and methods as affecting the sale 
of Federal farm loan bonds and the debentures of the intermediate 
credit banks and advise with the several banks in relation thereto, and 
to make, from time to time, subject to the approval of the banks and 
the Farm Loan Board, arrangements for the sale, refunding, and 
retirement of such securities, and to perform such other services inci- 
dent to the foregoing as the banks may from time to time require; and 

“Whereas the presidents of the several banks at the conference 
aforesaid made tentative arrangement (subject to the approval of the 
boards of directors of the several banks) with Charles E. Lobdell to 
act as such general counsel and financial agent for the fixed compensa- 
tion of $25,000 per annum and traveling expenses, the banks to provide 
offices in the city of Washington and office employees, such salary 
and expense to be apportioned amongst the 24 banks on such basis as 
the presidents may from time to time deem equitable: Therefore be it 

“ Resolved, That such arrangement is hereby ratified and approved, 
and the president of this bank be authorized to commit the bank 
thereto, and that the proper officers are hereby authorized to make pay- 
ment of such portion of the salary and expenses as may from time to 
time be apportioned to this bank.” 

In view of the fact that the employment by the banks of a general 
counsel and fiscal agent is in this way brought to the attention of Con- 
gress in advance of the submission of our annual report to Congress, in 
which the subject would have been fully presented, we ask leave in 
this connection to submit the following statement: 

On June 12 the presidents of the 12 Federal land banks, in regular 
conference assembled in the city of Washington, initiated negotiations 
with Mr. Lobdell to enter the service of the 12 Federal land banks and 


12 Federal intermediate credit banks in the capacity of general counsel 
and fiscal agent. In view of the authority conferred by the agricul- 
tural credits act of 1923, the bank presidents, acting as a bond sales 
committee, bad unquestionable authority to negotiate and consummate 
such an arrangement without the approval of the Farm Loan Board 
or of the boards of directors of the several banks. Such an arrange- 
ment, however, met the full approval of the business judgment of each 
member of the beard, which was promptly expressed. The arrange- 
ment was unanimously approved by the board of directors in each 
bank and became effective in July. 

The 12 Federal land banks comprise the largest cooperative market- 
ing organization in the world, their annual output of farm loan bonds 
for the years 1921, 1922, and 1923 averaging $200,000,000. These 
have been sofd in periodical offerings ranging in amount from $40,000,- 
000 to $75,000,000. The average expense of this marketing has been 
1 per cent, as compared to an average of 11 per cent paid by the joint- 
stock land banks, which offer like bonds individually. 

To determine the proper time, rate, and price of an offering of 
these securities requires experience, close observation, and sound judg- 
ment. A misjudgment of so small a fraction as one-fourth of 1 per 
cent on the smallest offering made in the last three years would make a 
difference of $100,000 to the banks, and the market price has within 
that period varied as much as 1 per cent in a single month. 

The Federal intermediate credit banks, which have marketed 
$30,000,000 of debentures this year, and may reasonably anticipate in- 
creasing operations, will probably shortly take rank next to the Fed- 
eral land banks in the size of their cooperative marketing operations, 
and the marketing of their securities involves the same observation, 
experience, and judgment as is involved in the marketing of farm 
loan bonds, although they find a different market and are altogether 
upon a different basis. 

The officers and directors of the several land banks believed, and 
the Farm Loan Board fully concurred in that view, that Mr. Lobdell 
by reason of his intimate knowledge of the farm loan system, ac- 
quaintance with the methods pursued in the sale of farm loan bonds,. 
and general training was the best qualified person that could be ob- 
tained to assume these responsibilities, and that in view of the services 
to be rendered the compensation, while large as compared to Gov- 
ernment salaries, was very reasonable measured by the standard of 
the salaries paid by other farmers’ cooperative marketing organiza- 
tions for competent sales agents or paid in other commercial chan- 
nels for like services, and that the annual compensation involved 
would not be unreasonable for the services of general counsel alone 
when compared with the salaries paid to counsel for large groups of 
cooperative marketing organizations or other commercial organizations 
of like importance. 

The expenses of the general counsel and fiscal agency are borne 
jointly by the Federal land and intermediate credit banks, apportioned 
with reference to the service rendered each upon such basis as the 
Presidents from time to time in conference assembled may determine. 

This arrangement has been in effect less than six months, but the 
board bas no hesitancy in saying that the services of Mr. Lobdell to 
the Federal intermediate credit banks in connection with their ‘organi- 
zation and establishment of policy and in the marketing of $30,000,000 
of their debentures without sales expense other than approximately 


87,500 in advertising has not only been of very great value but has 


actually saved, as against any other method of sale, cn amount ex- 
ceeding the total expense of his office for an entire year. 

The fiscal agency from time to time buys and sells farm loan bonds, 
and this feature of the work of the agency will undoubtedly make annu- 
ally for the Federal land banks a sum in excess of any contribution 
they may be called on to make for the maintenance of the fiscal agency, 
and it is the belief of the managers of the banks that it will ulti- 
mately lead to an-even more adyantageous bond selling arrangement, 

Respectfully submitted. 

x FEDERAL Farm Loan BOARD, 
R. A. COOPER, 
Farm Loan Commissioner and Executive Officer. 


Exursit A. 
Loans closed by Federal land banks during each year from organization of system to October 31, 1923. 
{Organization to Dec. 31. 


ringfield 
ae 


1, 923 $2,018, 400 
2,150 2, 810, 483 
3, 232 4,385, 670 
3, 106 6, 435, 500 
4,785 5, 251, 675 
4,620 7, 886, 865 
4,517 9, 820, 500 
3,427 10, 984, 800 
2,703 6, 309, 400 
5, 844 7, 168, 160 
1.847 2, 934, 900 
5, 6, 859, 615 


oo 222826828892 3 Sagsssssggsg G Ss SSE SRSSSSRVINSVE |2 2 8 3 
fe e Ee ee E si ei T] 
l i SAS SSN 2 gla 838888888882 2 5 23 
— £ a A 2 Š 
2 see 8 8888888888228 8 N a | | s888 . 
F ee 2855 ; 325382 188 88 888888 4 = 
S “sla | | Bag | SABBSRASE d | | seddedaeegze |g | | deadcccecaag g| ŠE 
Ado € E A g | | S86¢seesK8ee|§ | S5 
eo lal sé . e |. | em 5 3 2: 
2 2888 288 eee che 5 iS SSS SNB (2 2 88 
[| 5 | Seueeeezea |e | g | eee e, | | seeesaeeadia|s | 2 33 
3 E E a geeseeessKss |g 288 0 8 5 5 8 8 
j eo bs 888882888885 = — 23. 
Ss , § i N 3 $ gui 252885 gasser |a 4843827888338 |2 ss ASE 8 1471 
3 e eee, e 
Z iy : 8 F n 3 & 
85 è i e A i 2 F geg gs 8g ebaekesseges|s Ss 8e “ale 721 55 
7 ; a EER l I] $ 155 W a 1 ES 8 1 2 88 8 i 
3 2 „ F e | | Stedseegenes Le Ps z 
= * ETETETT § [22/7 |* a 8 2 i 
ol? 55 eee ee | 5 | a g | Saagga=esenr le | | tassancusana |a 538 je 
5 £ u2 = i9 G0 ose — = — SSe — 
S| ees „, He e 282288832535 8 TP 3 
= { 8 2 EFi 355 SS ee |g AAA N |g 422334 ESS g 
2 8 3222 A 27 } = g 
< 5 RN: 
5 8 $ 2 1 9 ee E F ; 922 3 4 82838828838 5 * ; 33 
388 3 838 SARGS 8 = 
Z i 3 = 88888888228 = A ; : 888 285 8 3 otc ei 1 5 5 
S $ = Eei arrani 3 4 + x ee $ 3 
2 2 g 2222 eae 
as X i | oy 1212233 ; Pi] Aa 
S| § | &§ a4 : 1 
S 2 i] oy : : 3 
2 Bae 1255 : i 135 
: : 3 : : ean dc =e “a 
3 ; : M ee aa i f i ar 
3 : AR i ; 8 SS gi 
: T r }] HEE {ee 
S We II 
a Sb Ge EEEE AET EEEIEE S 6 D RSS 885 5233 


1923. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 353 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HARRIS presented the following resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Georgia, which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 


Whereas there was organized in Brunswick, Ga., on May 15, 1923, 
the Altamaha River System Association, formed from representatives 
of some 80 or more middle and southeastern Georgia counties, the pur- 
pose of which association was the permanent improvement of the Alta- 
maha, Oconee, and Ocmulgee River systems, both for purposes of navi- 
gation, drainage, and general commercial development; and 

Whereas said association is now actively at work in creating sentiment 
in favor of the development of this magnificent river system, the total 
mileage of which exceeds that of any south of the Ohio or east of the 
Mississippi Ri-crs, and following which development incalculable benefit 
can be derived by the State of Georgia at large, and particular benefit 
to that portion of the State immediately contiguous to those streams; 
and 

Whereas an area of more than 14,301 square miles, or practically one- 
fourth of the State, and a population of 686,662 persons, or more than 
one-fourth of the State, will be directly and indirectly benefited by the 
contemplated improvements in this system of rivers; and 

Whereas millions of dollars are now being expended by the Federal 
Governmert in the reclamation of arid western lands for agricultural 
purposes; and 

Whereas the contempleted improvements before mentioned will serve 
not only to provide navigation but will to a certain extent provide 
drainage of uninhabitable areas, thus rendering them fit for agricul- 
tural use, as well as improving the sanitation of such areas: Therefore 
be it 

Resolved by the Gencral Assembly of Georgia, That this body is in 
hearty sympathy with the efforts of this group of Georgia's citizens 
and recommends that the United States Government, through its River 
and Harbor Committee of Congress, take cognizance of the claims of 
Georgia in the development of these waterways for the purposes con- 
templated by the organization before mentioned. 


STATE or GEORGIA, 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY or STATE. 


I, 8. G. McLendon, secretary of state of the State of Georgia, do 
hereby certify that the one page of typewritten matter hereto attached 
is a true copy of “A resolution recommending that the United States 
Government take cognizance of the claims of Georgia in the develop- 
ment of the Altamaha, Oconec, and Ocmulgee Rivers,” read and 
adopted August 4, 1923, as the same appears of file in this office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of my office at tue capitol in the city of Atlanta this 31st day of 
August in the year of our Lord 1923 and the independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and forty-eighth. 


[seal] S. G. McLaenpon, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. CAPPER presented memorials of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Lyons, Marion, Independence, Ransom, 
Haviland, Dodge City, Natoma, Topeka, and Coldwater, and 
of the Kansas Woman's Club, of Lyons, all in the State of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the adoption of a proposed 
amendment to the Constitution granting equal rights to women, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR NELSON. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 63, submitted by Mr. Surpsreap on the 12th in- 
stant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed te pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 
the actual and necessary expenses incurred by the committee appointed 
by the Vice President in arranging for and attending the funeral of the 
Hon. Knute Nelson, late a Senator from the State of Minnesota, upon 
vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. e 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR NICHOLSON. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, tò which was referred 
Senate Resolution 62, submitted by Mr. PRrrrs on the 12th in- 
stant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate the 
actual and necessary expenses incurred by the committee appointed by 
the Vice President in arranging for and attending the funeral of the 
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Hon. Samuel D. Nicholson, late a Senator from the State of Colorado, 
upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


ADDITIONAL SENATE PAGES. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 30, submitted by Mr. Longe on the 10th instant, 
oe it favorably without amendment, and it was read, as 
‘ollows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to employ during the present session of Congress five «ddl- 
tional pages for the Senate Chamber, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, at the rate of $2.50 per day each. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I think the resolution ought to 
go over a day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On objection the resolution 
will go over one day. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 70, submitted by Mr. Spencer on the 15th instant, 
reported it favorably without amendment, and it was read, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents 
per hundred words, to report such hearings as may be had in connection 
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions 
or recesses of the Senate. 


Mr. ROBINSON. I understand that is the usual resolution 
passed with reference to other committees yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, the Chair is 
informed, is in the form in which it has been passed for other 
committees. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
Senate Resolution No. 68, submitted by Mr. Hare on the 15th 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resoived, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per 100 
words to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A bill (S. 1492) to reduce the number of commissioners of 
the United States Shipping Board, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A bili (S. 1493) for the appropriation of accrued interest of 
money deposited in the Treasury under the terms of the trading 
with the enemy act to be used in the purchase of wheat and 
fats for the starving people of Germany; to the Committee on 
Finance, 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: = 

A bill (S. 1494) granting a 00 to James Farrell (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1495) for the relief of David Schlenker; to the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. GEORGE: 

A bill (S. 1496) to amend section 216 of the revenue act of 
1921; to the Committee on Finance. 
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By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 1497) to admit wives of American citizens to the 
United States without reference to date of marriage, condition 
of quota, or any other provision of the immigration laws; to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1498) to extend the provisions of section 127—A of 
the national defense act, as amended; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 1499) te promote the safety of passengers and em- 
ployees upon railroads by prohibiting the use of wooden cars 
under certain circumstances; and 

A hill (S. 1500) to promote the safety of passengers and em- 
ployees upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged 
in Interstate commerce to use steel passenger cars under cer- 
tain conditions; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

A bill (S. 1501) authorizing the Department of Commerce to 
collect and publish additional cotton statistics and informa- 
tion; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A ‘ill (S. 1502) for the relief of the widow and minor chil- 
dren of Ed Estes, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 1503) granting a pension to Thomas N. East; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 1504) to provide for the extermination of insects 
and pests in the Kaibab National Forest; to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, 

By Mr. 

A bill (S. 1505) for the relief of Herbert G. Black, owner of 
the schooner Oakwoods, and Clark Coal Co, owner of the cargo 
of coal on board said schooner; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bil (S. 1506) for the relief of Capt. Edward T. Hartmann, 
United States Army, and others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 

A bill (S. 1507) granting a pension to William D. Harringten; 


and 

A bill (S. 1508) granting an increase of pension to Mary 8. 
Fuller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1509) for the relief of George Turner; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 1519) to authorize the Greater Wenatchee Irriga- 
tion District, a municipal corporation organized under the laws 
of the State of Washington, to construct a bridge and ap- 
proaches thereto across the Columbia River at a point in or 
near section 15, in township 20 north, of range 23 east; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to George W. Johnson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1512) for the relief of Joseph C. Holley; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A din (S. 1513) granting a pension to Anna Katharine 
Leahy 

A bil (8. 1514) granting an inerease of pension to James W. 
W 

A bill (8. 1515) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
McCook; 

A bill (S. 1516) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
F. Clark; 

A bill (8. 1517) granting a pension to Helen Sherry; 

A bill (S. 1518) granting an increase of pension to Therron 
B. Leftwich; 

A bill (S. 1519) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Easton; and 

A bill (S. 1520) granting an increase of pension to Eli New- 
som; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 48) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States for war referendum; 
to = Committee on the Judiciary. 


LIEUT. HENRY N. FALLON (RETIRED). 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. A few days ago I introduced 
a bill (S. 946) for the relief of the family of Lieut. Henry N. 
Fallon (retired), which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. It should have been referred to the Committee 


on Claims, It was with that committee last year and reported 
favorably. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs will be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


HEARINGS BEFORE MINES AND MINING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. ODDIE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 87), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 
words to report such hearings as: may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of 
the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 88), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized, during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress, to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 
words to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. McLEAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 89), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not to exceed 25 cents 
per 100 words to report such hearings as may be had in connection 
with any subject that may be pending before said committee, the ex- 
penses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 


ASSISTANT IN SENATE DOCUMENT ROOM. 


Mr. LENROOT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
90), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to appoint an assistant in the Senate document 
room ata compensation of $1,500 per annum, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate until the end of the Sixty-eighth Congress, 

BELLE DICKINSON. 


Mr. PEPPER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 91), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Belle Dickinson, widow of Milton L. 
Dickinson, late a private of the Capitel police, a sum equal to six 
months’ compensation at the rate he was recelving by law at the time 
of his death; said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses 
and all other allowances, 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


On motion of Mr. Rosrnson, and by unanimous consent, Mr. 
Reep of Missouri (at his own request) was relieved from fur- 
ther service on the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

On motion of Mr. RoBINsoN, and by unanimous consent Mr. 
SmrrH was assigned to service on the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

TREATY WITH TURKEY. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, we have been informed that a 
treaty has been entered into between Turkey and the United 
States, which is to be submitted to the Senate for its action in 
the constitutional way. It is not my purpose at this time to 
discuss the treaty or express the grounds of my opposition to its 
ratification. 

I offered a resolution, which has heen referred to the Foreign 
Relations Committee, whieh, inter alia, declares it to be the 
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Sense of the Senate that the United States shall not resume dip- 
lomatic relations with Turkey until the Turkish Government 
shall have withdrawn its military forces from the territory allo- 
cated to Armenia in the treaty of Sevres, and delimited by the 
President of the United States, in conformity with such treaty, 
and also shall have removed all impediments to the peaceful 
settlement of the Armenians within said territory, and shall 
have consented to the setting up of an independent Armenian 
State, 

This is not the time, nor is it my purpose in rising, to discuss 
the Lausanne treaty, or the resolution to which I referred, but 
merely to ask unanimous consent to have inserted in the 
Recorp an editorial appearing in the Atlanta Constitution, under 
date of December 16, 1923, in which the question referred to is 
ably discussed. This newspaper, as Senators know, is one of the 
ablest published in the United States, and ifs editorials are 
worthy of consideration at the hands of Congress. 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


RELATIONS WITH TURKS. 


Senator Kira, Democrat, of Utah, has introduced a resolution appos- 
ing the proposed resumption of diplomatic relations with Turkey “ un- 
til the rights of Armenia have been adequately protected.” 

‘The Senator is right, and for the same reason the Senate should 
refuse to ratify the treaty negotiated between the United States and 
Turkey at Lausanne in August last. 

iy this treaty the United States not only surrenders her legitimate 
and essential rights in Turkey, but nullifies the late President Hard- 
ing’s pledge to Armenia. 

At the conference table the American delegates, supported by the 
Turks, sought to secure, under the formula of “ the open door,” recog- 
nition for the so-called Chester concession, parts of which were held 
by England and France to infringe upon the prior rights of their 
nationals, and succeeded only in leaving out of the allied-Turkish treaty 
any definite provision concerning this matter. 

The chief concern of the Turks in this entire transaction was to 
secure a larger loan from America, using the Chester concession as an 
inducement to American capital. 

The fact is, we refused to associate ourselves with the Allies or to act 
with vigor in regard to Armenia, our principal display of energy being 
the assertion of certain commercial rights which struck Europe as show- 
ing that the open-door policy can be made to cover a wonderfully wide 
field. 

It now appears that the Chester concession was of most doubtful 
value—having already passed entirely from American hands—and yet 
the obtaining of it caused a sacrifice of American rights and interests 
and the abandonment of Armenia. 

Not only are the Kemalists the grateful beneficiaries of the crimes 
of their predecessors, but they are now openly engaged in completing 
the extirpation of the Christians, These facts certainly do not show 
that the Kemalist government, which is not a “republic,” as called, but 
a dictatorship, is inclined to respect either the usages of international 
law or observe the terms even of the treaty which this Senate is now 
called upon to ratify. 

The Lausanne treaty promotes neither peace nor justice. It sanc- 
tions the expulsion from their homes of the entire original populations, 
and confirms the enslavement of hundreds of thousands of Christian 
men and women—Greeks and Armenians. 

So far as the European nations are concerned the treaty is merely 
a truce, and so regarded strictly from a military viewpoint. 

Bo far as this country is concerned there is no necessity for a treaty 
of expediency. 

The honor of this Government is not in ratifying the treaty but in 
refusing Its ratification. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the chair). 
Morning business being closed, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the election by roll-call ballot 
of the chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma is 
recognized. 

SECRET DIPLOMACY OF EUROPE. 


Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, the interest of the American people 
is affected in many ways by the present instability in Europe. 
Until the nations are stable they can not repay the loans due 
the United States, and we can not reduce taxes as we should be 
able to do. The European demand for American goods, the 
ability to pay for such products, the internal effect on the 
prices of agricultural products and manufactures all depend on 
European stability, as well as the equally important matter of 
world peace and international good will. 


If American ideals were accepted by the statesmen of Europe— 
the ideals of international understanding and good will, of in- 
ternational justice and helpfulness—the European nations could 
disarm, balance their budgets, stabilize their currency, go into 
maximum production, and into an era of prosperity and peace. 

Under those conditions America could afford to make loans 
to Europe sufficient to assist them meet such objects. 

Europe is still suffering somewhat from the old ideals which 
formerly dominated their respective foreign policies in which 
commercial imperialism sought by bayonets and intrigue to 
expand the power and prestige of each nation. 

Previous to 1914 Russia, France, Great Britain, and Germany 
eonspicuously were seeking to expand their control or hege- 
mony over large areas of the earth’s surface in Africa, Asia, 
and elsewhere, occupied by the unenlightened and ignorant peo- 
ples of the earth, as well as in Europe. 

Great Britain, through its foreign office, its military and 
naval power, during many generations had established under 
such a policy great colonies throughout the world until its rule 
governed 440,000,000 people. 

Russia occupied and ruled under a like policy about one- 
sixth of the entire surface of the land of the world and had 
under its Government 150,000,000 people speaking many lan- 
guages and dialects. 

France, with its colonies, controlled 90,000,000, and had its co- 
lonial claims in Asia, Africa, South America. and the islands of 
the sea. At one time France controlled the lands now occupied 
by the United States west of the Mississippi River, including 
Louisiana, and claimed eastern Canada. When we were in the 
great Civil War the French Government took part in sending and 
backing Emperor Maximilian in Mexico, and was compelled by 
the United States to withdraw by show of military force. 

Belgium has its Congo, Holland its Java, and Germany had 
secured portions of Asia, large colonies in Africa, and various 
islands of the sea. 

These ancient Governments controlled their foreign relations 
through a very compact, powerful, and, to all intents and pur- 
poses, imperial government. Old Russia was an absolute mon- 
archy, with a foreign office pursuing what they called a “ his- 
toric mission,” haying ever in view the acquisition of larger 
territory, greater power, trading with the great powers and 
coercing the smaller powers, planning to get parts of Manchuria 
and China and Persia, laying covetous eyes on Sweden and 
Finland, determined on controlling the Dardanelles, desiring to 
annex portions of Germany, and expand its power in the 
Balkans. 

The foreign office of France in like manner was a very old 
and venerable institution, with employees who had spent their 
lives in the service and who had the ambition and fixed purpose 
to increase the power, financial and commercial, territorial and 
political, of “ France —that is, the Government of France 
throughout the world. 

Under the constitution of 1875, the President of France 
has a right to make a secret treaty on his sole authority with- 
out the advice or consent of the French Senate or the French 
Parliament. 

Joseph Barthelemy, French professor of political science, 
in Democracy and Foreign Policy, 1917, page 102, makes the 
following statement of the principles of the French constitution 
of 1875: 


The constitution of 1875 was the result of a transaction brought 
about, among other things, by the force of conditions between a 
monarchist majority unable to establish a monarchy and a repub- 
lican minority. Under all of the fundamental problems of consti- 
tutional right it adopted a transactional solution; that is what it 
did notably in that which concerned the direction of foreign affairs. 
Here upon this point is a résumé of the arrangements which should 
not be forgotten to consider together with the general rules of the 
parliamentary régime. 

First, in principle, the President of the Republic alone represents 
the nation in foreign affairs; it is to him are aceredited the am- 
bassadors of foreign powers; it is in his name in which the ambassa- 
dors of France speak; he conducts the negotiations; it is by his signa- 
ture that he binds the country in international treaties of which 
he is the juridical author. 

On page 105: 

The principle expressly set forth by article 8 of the law of the 


16th of July, 1875, is that the President of the Republic negotiates 
and ratifies treaties upon his sole authority. < 


On page 109: 
Almost all of the great international acts which have marked the 


turning point of our foreign policies during the half century, almost 
all those which have exercised a decisive influence on the destinies of 
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France, are the work of the Government alone and have been rati- 
fied by the President of the Republic upon his sole authority. It is 
in effect that article 8 of the law of the 16th of July, 1875, does not 
submit to parliamentary approval the most important perhaps of all 
the treaties, the great political treaties and the treaties of alliance. 


It was under this authority that the secret treaty between 
Russia and France of 1892 contemplating military operations 
against Germany was executed and withheld from the French 
Parliament. It was under this authority that the secret treaties 
of 1916-17 to divide German and Austrian territory between 
France and Russia were entered into. 

Great Britain’s foreign affairs are directed in like fashion by 
the British foreign office, No. 10 Downing Street, without being 
directed by or disclosed to the British Parliament, 

Sir Edward Grey, in his agreements with the Governments of 
France and Russia contemplating military and naval coopera- 
tion between Russia, France, and Great Britain along the lines 
worked out by the military and naval staffs of Great Britain, 
France, and Russia, was able to do so in absolute secrecy, He 
did not submit these records to parliament until after the war 
had been entered into by Great Britain, Six times the British 
Parliament was advised there were no commitments made. (Ex- 
hibits 11 and 12—How Diplomats Make War, Neilson; Entente 
Diplomacy and the World; Un Livre Noir, etc.). 

It is of supreme international importance that the world 
should understand the structure of these foreign offices and 
what they did in bringing about the World War. How they 
subsidized and controlled the press, how they formed public 
opinion through sùch means, and taught the people to fear and 
hate each other and build up armies to the limit of their taxing 
capacity. 

Until these methods are thoroughly understood by the world 
and corrected, the Amer enn ideals of international understand- 
ing and international good will is impossible of accomplish- 
ment. 

Until these methods are understood, the great mass of the 
people who pay taxes and die on the battle field will never be 
able to realize that their hatred of each other is completely 
artificial and a result of the ambition and pride of their 
leaders in charge of foreign affairs. It is necessary to stop 
‘the malignant criticism of one people by another people through 
the press and by public men if war is to end. 


THE PEOPLE THEMSELVES NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR wan. 


Many men now think of Germany as composed of bad 
people of criminal intent who wickedly and with malice pre- 
pense assailed the innocent, unsuspecting good people of Bel- 
gium and France. The people of Germany and of France are 
equally good. 7 l 

Of the present population of Germany charged with the 
payment of reparations, about 20 per cent in 1914 were unborn 
babes; about 80 per cent of the German people living in 1914 
were women and children without knowledge and without 
political power and absolutely innocent of any wrongful pur- 
pose. ‘There is no adequate moral basis upon which they can 
be charged with the responsibility of the war. 

About 10 per cent of the population of Germany were men 
capable of bearing arms, about 5 per cent capable of some 
slight service, and about 10 per cent engaged in other services 
as noncombatants, and these groups are intermingled. 

The 10 per cent fit for service had no option whatever 
about answering the call of mobilization. If any German had 
dared to do so, such a rebel under the military dynasty of 
Germany then in control would have faced a drum-head court- 
martial, a firing squad. an ignominious death, and an odious 
memory as a coward and a traitor to his country. 

The same thing is perfectly true with regard to the men of 
France, of Russia, of Great Britain, of Belgium, as the case 
might be. 

The people themselves were not responsible for war. If 
they had been responsible they have certainly paid a terrible 
penalty, for 8.588.315 of these men were killed or died from 
wounds. over 21,000,000 of them were wounded, over 7,000,000 
were missing, most of whom died without record. The un- 
recorded women and children who died number many millions 
more, 

If the German and Austrian people were responsible for the 
war they have been punished; 2;972,000 of them were killed, 
7,186,000 were wounded, 3.252.000 were missing. 

The total number of killed, wounded, and missing in the 
war was 37,494,000 men and probably half as many women 
and children died from war and exposure and famine. 

The cost of this was over two hundred and eight thousand 
million dollars ($208,000,000,000) at a low estimate, (Ex- 
hibits 22, 23, 24.) 
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The people of these countries did not will their own death 
and destruction. This war was brought on by a few men 
in charge of government, responsible for government, pur- 
suing policies which probably for the most part they thought 
wise and necessary to advance what they vainly imagined to 
be the glory“ and “honor” of their own respective nations. 
It is futile to denounce the leaders who brought this great 
war on, but it is essential to the future of mankind to under- 
stand what happened and how it happened. to prevent again 
the crucifixion of the world by secret diplomacy. 

There are certain noble and splendid qualities which were 
common to the Russians, the Germans, the French, the British, 
the Italians, the Belgians, and others. They were all splen- 
didly brave, magnificently loyal and patriotic of heart. They 
followed their leaders believing that they were defending the 
best interests of their country. 

When detached America went into the war it did so with a 
clearer vision. We were not fighting the German people as 
such. We were fighting a military despotism which ruled the 
German people and had persistently made war on us. We were 
fighting for liberty and justice as we understood it. We had 
not a single doubt that the German rulers were exclusively 
responsible for the war. We had seen them refuse in The 
Hague conferences to agree to the principle of arbitration and 
of disarmament. We heard much of their wonderful army, 
of their annual maneuvers, of their officers drinking the 
silent toast to “Der Tag.“ We heard about their invading 
unprepared and unsuspecting Belgium and Frarce and Russia. 
We heard of their poison gas and their atrocities in battle. 

And now, Mr, President, there has come out of hiding a great 
mass of evidence previously unknown, previously unsuspected, to 
which we shall be compelled to give attention and which dis- 
close that the German leaders, bad as they were, were not 
exclusively responsible for the World War. They were cer- 
tainly respons:ble for having seized Alsace-Lorraine in 1870 
and imposed an indemnity of a billion dollars on France which 
left a terrible grievance in the heart of patriotic French people, 
which was revenged in the World War. And while during 41 
years of the life of the German Empire it did not make war on 
its neighbors, it continually advocated the doctrine of might. 
The German leaders taught the value of military preparedness 
to the utmost limit of their capacity, and they are jointly re- 
sponsible with the other nations of Enrope for the evil conse- 
quences which have resulted from this false doctrine and a 
structure of government irresponsible to the people. 

America has believed, on the contrary, in the homely but wise 
doctrine of Abraham Lincoln, who believed in a government 
of the people, by the people, and for the people, and who 
grandly said: 

Let us have the faith to believe that right makes migbt. 


Mr. President, the Hohenzollerns and the Hapsburgs, who 
trusted alone to the sword, and the Romanoffs, who relied 
alone on brute power, have been punished and we need not re- 
proach them. Nicholas and his family are all dead. The Aus- 
trian Emperor and his successor are dead. The Hohenzollerns 
were compelled to leave Germany and relinquish all power. 

With the destruction of the Russian dynasty the secret 
archives of the Russian foreign office were exposed and printed 
by the Revolutionary Government. A portion of them have 
been translated into French under the title Un Livre Noir,” 
and the former secretary of the Russian Embassy at London, 
B. De Siebert, has also published 858 secret documents dis- 
closing the policy of the Russian Government and of France 
and Great Britain in relation to this war and in relation to 


the world, under the title, “ Entente Diplomacy and the Wan id.“ 


by De Siebert. It is a Matrix of the History of Europe 
1909-1914," which every student of government should reat 
until he knows the inner secrets of entente diplomacy. 

in like manner the secret archives of Germany have been 
disclosed to view, and of Belgium, and some of the English 
records have come to light. 

These revelations of European diplomacy and of the Euro- 
pean methods of conducting foreign affairs should be un- 
derstood by the American people. Perhaps when the world 
understands what these records disclose it may become possi- 
ble for “the common people, who pay the taxes and who die 
upon the battle field,” to exercise a larger influence with their 
Government leaders and bring about a larger recognition of 
the importance of international understanding, international 
good will, international peace and prosperity. 

SOME SECRETS OF EUROPEAN DIPLOMACY. 


The records to which I have called the attention of the 
Senate appear to demonstrate that the German militaristic 
rulers did not will the war, tried to avoid the war, and 
only went into war because of their conviction that the 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


357 


persistent mobilizaticns of Russia and France meant a deter- 
mination on war and were secretly intended as a declaration 
of war by Russia and France against Germany. The records 
show that the Russian and French leaders were determined 
on war, and intended the mobilizations as the beginning of a 
war which had for many years been deliberately prepared and 
worked out by the complete plans of campaign through annual 
military conferences. - 

In 1892 Russia and France entered into the following treaty: 


EXHIBIF I. 


APPENDIX C. 
THE FRANCO-RUSSIAN ALLIANCE OF 1892. 


The French issued after the war, when they first disclosed the terms 
of this agreement, a special Yellow Book upon this subject. The essen- 
tial terms of it can be found in the pamphlet of March, 1919, No. 
136, of the American Association for International Conciliation. The 
body of the engagements is as follows: 

DRAFT OF MILITARY CONVENTION. 

“France and Russia, animated by a common desire to preserve the 
peace, and having no other end in mind than to ward off the necessities 
of a defensive war, provoked by an attack of the forces of the Triple 
Alliance against either of them, have agreed upon the following 
provisions: 

1. If France is attacked by Germany, or by Italy supported by 
Germany, Russia shall employ all its available forces to fight Germany. 

“2. In case the forces of the Triple Alliance, or of one of the 
powers which are a party to it, should be mobilized, France and Russia, 
at the first indication of the event, and without a previous agreement 
being necessary, shall mobilize all their forces immediately and simul- 
taneously, and shall transport them as near to their frontiers as 
possible. 

3, The available forces which must be employed against Germany 
shall be: For France, 1,300,000 men; for Russia, from 700,000 to 
800,000 men. 

“These forces shall begin complete action with the greatest dis- 
patch, so that Germany will have to fight at the same time in the 
east and in the west. 

“4, The staffs of the armies of the two countries shall constantly 
plan in concert in order to prepare for and facilitate the execution 
of the measures set forth above. 

“They shall communicate to each other, in time of peace, all the 
information regarding the armies of the Triple Alliance which is in, 
or shall come into, thelr possession. 

“The ways and means of corresponding in time of war shall be 
studied and arranged in advance. 

5. France and Russia shall not conclude a separate peace. 

“6. The present convention shall have the same duration as the 
Triple Alliance. 

“T. All the clauses enumerated above shall be kept. absolutely 
secret.” 

An exchange of letters of transmission and of unimportant comment 


upon this document by General de Boisdeffre, the army representative | 


who conducted the affair for the French in St. Petersburg. 

Two letters from Montebello, French ambassador, to Casimir Perler, 
President, at Paris, and one by Mouravieff, Russian Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, to Deleasse, French Minister for Foreign Affairs, 

A reply by Delcasse. 

All these Intermediate documents are summed up in the report of 
Delcasse himself to Loubet, President of the French Republic, on the 
12th of August, 1899, when Delcasse has to report what he considers, 
after a visit to St. Petersburg, a strengthening of this alliance, so 
that it will outlive even the dissolution of the Triple Alliance, against 
which the original arrangement was supposed to be a justifiable pro- 
tection. The following is Delcasse's report in full: 


[Delcasse, Minister of Foreign Affairs, to Loubet, President of the 
French Republic.] 
Pants, August 2, 1899. 

My Dear Prestpent: Your excellency knows with what idea in mind 
I went to St. Petersburg. Our arrangements with Russia are of two 
kinds—a@ general diplomatic agreement, expressed in the letters of 
August 9, 21, 1891, and August 15, 27, 1891, signed by Giers, Mohren- 
heim, and Ribot, and which stipulated that the two Governments will 
consider in concert any question capable of putting the peace of 
Europe in jeopardy; and a military convention of December 23, 1893, 
to January, 1894, which concerns an aggressive act on the part of one 
of the powers of the Triple Alliance, and whose duration is limited to 
the duration of the Triple Alliance. 

But what would happen tf the Triple Alliance should dissolve 
otherwise than, by the volition of all its members; íf, for example, 
Emperor Francia Joseph, who seems at times the only bond between 
rival and even enemy races, should suddenly disappear; if Austria 
were threatened by a dismemberment, which perhaps is, after all, 
desirable, which perhaps might be countenanced, and which, in any 


case, one might become anxious to turn to account? What could be 
More capable of compromising the general peace and of upsetting the 
balanee between the European forces? And what situation, further 
more, would more deserve to find France and Russia not only united 
in a common plan but ready even for its execution? 

Now, it is just at the precise moment when the military conven- 
tion should work that it would cease to exist; born of the Triple 
Alliance, it would vanish with it. That ts a deficlency which has 
troubled me constantly since I became Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
and it has been my firm resolve to neglect no opportunity to over- 
come it. I have found in your lofty and prudent patriotism a power- 
ful support. Sure of receiving from Emperor Nicholas a friendly 
welcome, I decided to return to Count Mouravieff, whose views have 
always been in perfect accord with mine, the visit which he paid me 
in Paris last October. Arriving in St. Petersburg Friday evening, 
the 4th of August, I was invited to breakfast with their majesties 
on Sunday at Peterhof. After breakfast the emperor took me into 
his study. First he was good enough to tell me what esteem and 
approval my conduct during the last Franco-English crisis had 
aroused in him. We ran over the different problems which had 
arisen during the course of the year and reviewed the general world 
situation. Then, approaching the relations between France and 
Russia, I revealed to the emperor my belief and apprehension that 
the alliance would be disarmed in case one of those very events 
should arise in view of which it was formed: “Since our agreement 
of August, 1891, execute all important questions, does not Your 
Majesty think that the military convention of 1894, which is the 
instrument for making that agreement effective, should have the 
same duration—that is to say, as long as the general and permanent 
interests of our two nations remain solidary; and do you not think 
also that the work of Emperor Alexander III and of President Carnot 
will surely receive the confirmation of Your Majesty and of the new 
President of the French Republic?’ 

The emperor assured me that such was his feeling; that he was 
anxious to continue essentially in the path indicated by his father 
and to draw closer the bonds forged for the common good of France 
and Russia. At that moment I took the liberty of submitting to the 
emperor the draft of a declaration which I had drawn up that 
morning. In it the arrangement of 1891 is solemnly confirmed, but 
the scope is singularly extended; while in 1891 the two Govern- 
ments expressed anxiety only for the maintenance of the general 
peace, my plan provides that they should concern themselves just 
as much with “the maintenance of the balance between the Euro- 
pean forces.” 

In short, by attaching the military convention to the diplomatie 
arrangement this plan assures to it the same duration. 

The emperor seemed to think that I had expressed his idea ex- 
actly. He called Count Mouravieff, to whom, at his majesty's request, 
I read the declaration. An understanding already existed between 
the Minister of Foreign Affairs and myself on the fundamental basis 
of the plan. It was decided that the new arrangement, of which 
the contents and the very existence should remain absolutely secret, 
should be established undeniably in the form of letters which Count 
Mouravieff and I would exchange. That was done Wednesday morn- 
Ing, the day I left St. Petersburg. 

DELCASSE. 


In pursuance of this treaty the military staffs of France and 
Russia entered into a military conference, August 31, 1911, 
printed by Foreign Affairs, in London, September, 1922, under 
the title, The Great Fraud,” is as follows: 


EXHIBIT II. 


THE Great Frac>—How THE RUSSIANS AND FRENCH PREPARED FOR 
Wan. 


1. (IN 1911.) 


In our article last month., The Poison that Destroys,” dealing with 
the alleged allied unpreparedness for the war, we wrote: “ The legend 
of French and allied unpreparedness was exclusively for British con- 
sumption.” The document published below reveals the French and Rus- 
sian generals discussing their war plans over a table in the palace of 
the Russian Czar—exactly three years before the war began. It shows 
how these poor unprepared States, the victims of German aggression— 
France and Russia—were even then discussing a military offensive 
against the Central Powers which should be camouflaged diplomatically 
as a “defensive” war, We see them reckoning up the immense forces 
1,300,000 (minimum) French and 800,000 (minimum) Russians—which 
would be available for overwhelming Germany; how she must be at- 
tacked simultaneously on the east and west. We see that they knew 
perfectly well that Germany would seek to avoid the pincers by striking 
rapidly at France, using the Belgian corridor,” as Lord Loreburn 
calls it, into France. We observe the assurance of the French chief of 
staff that (even then) the French Army could concentrate as rapidly 
as the German and was in a position * to take the offensive against 
Germany, with the help of the- British Army on its left flank.” 
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Turn from that picture to the statements made to us by ministers 
and their henchmen from a hundred platforms when the war broke out 
three years later; France and Imperial Russia dreaming of naught but 
peace; Europe suddenly startled out of her repose by the Kaiser's 
predatory legions. “We were all caught unprepared” (Mr. Lloyd- 
George). 

Then glance—when you read about the French offensive “with the 
help of the British Army on its left flank ”—at Mr. Asquith’s speeches 
in the House of Commons: There is no secret arrangement of any 
sort which has not been disclosed and fully disclosed to the pub- 
lic * * (November, 1911), and again, “As has been stated 
+ + > there are no secret engagements with any foreign Govern- 
ment that entail upon us any obligations to render military or naval 
assistance to any other power” (December, 1911). 

And estimate the extent of the deception practiced upon the British 
nation. (Ed. Foreign Affairs.) 

This was the seventh Franco-Russian military conference, 


MINUTES OF THE MEETINGS OF THE FRENCH AND RUSSIAN CHIEFS OF 
STAFF AT KRASNOE-SELO, AUGUST 18 (31), 1911. 


In accordance with paragraph 1 of article 4 of the military con- 
vention of August 17, 1892, the heads of staffs of the Russian and 
French armies met In conference at Krasnoe-Selo August 18 (31), 1911. 
The French military attaché was present as secretary. The various 
points of the convention (this refers to the Franco-Russian military 
convention which, since 1892, had been the basis of Franco-Russian re- 
lationship. It was kept secret until 1920) were successively examined 
by the conferring parties, and gave rise to the following exchange of 
views: 


Preamble. 


The two chiefs of staff declare, by common accord, that the words 
“ defensive war” must not be interpreted in the sense of a war which 
would be conducted defensively. They affirm, on the contrary, the ab- 
solute necessity for the Russian and French armies to adopt a vigorous 
offensive, and as far as possible a simultaneous one, in conformity with 
the text of article 3 of the convention, whose terms provide that “ the 
forces of the two contracting powers shall come into full action with all 
speed. (The“ defensive war was strictly for diplomatic purposes 
it will be observed.) (Les forces des deuw puissances contractantes 
s’engagent d fond et en toute diligence.) 
ARTICLE 1. 


Same observations as in the conference of 1910, reading as follows: 

“The two chiefs of staff, confirming the viewpoint of preceding confer- 
ences, are entirely in accord on the point that the defeat of the German 
armies remains, whatever the circumstances may be, the first and princi- 
pal object of the allied armies.” 

ARTICLE 2. 

Same observations as in the conference of 1910, reading as follows: 

“The conferring parties express once more their common accord, ar- 
rived at in the conference of April 8 (21), 1906 (par. 2 of Chap. I), 
that the mobilization of the Germany Army compels Russia and France 
to mobilize immediately and simultaneously all their forces upon the 
first news of the event and without a preliminary understanding being 
necessary ; but that in case of a partial or even general mobilization of 
Austria or Italy alone this (preliminary) understanding appears indis- 
pensable to them. They therefore agree to invite their respective Goy- 
ernments to be good enough to settle this point, which has already 
attracted the attention of their predecessors.” 

ARTICLE 3, 

Sharing the opinion of their predecessors, the conferring parties, in 
common accord, think that Germany will direct a greater portion of her 
forces against France and toill only leave a minimum of troops against 
Russia, 

General Dubail points out that new arguments for this view are to be 
found in the recent improvements undertaken by the Germans in their 
network of western railways—open lines, sheds, landing places—and by 
the fortifications erected on the French frontier. 

The French chief of staff thereupon submits the following considera- 
tions: 

From what is known of the German mobilization and concentration, 
one may conclude that the first great encounters will probably take 
place in Lorraine, Luremburg, and Belgium (so vanishes the legend of 
the shocked surprise with which the allied Governments learned of the 
German invasion of Belgium) from the fifteenth to the eighteenth day.” 

At that moment the strength of the French Army will be greater 
than the 1,300,000 men provided for by article 3 of the convention. 


It is believed that the Germans will conduct hostilities with the great- i 


est possible energy, in order to impose from the first day their will upon 
the enemy and to obtain the decision (initiative (?)) or at least to 
reduce the French to the defensive. In the event of success they would 
thus be in a position to turn the greater portion of their forces against 
the Russians. 
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The French chief of staff has reasons to believe that in the actual 
circumstances (August, 1911) if Germany provoked war neither Austria 
nor Italy would immediately follow her. 

General Gilinsky agrees that Italy would not, but thinks, on the other 
hand, that Austria will be compelled to come in with the Germans 
(prendre fait et cause pour), if only out of gratitude for the support 
given by the latter to Austria in Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

General Dubail, continuing his exposition, indicates on general lines 
the French mobilization and concentration. 

He shows that the French Army concentrates as rapidly as the Gers 
man Army, and that as from the twelfth day it is in a position to take 
the offensive against Germany, with the help of the British Army on its 
left flank. (In accordance with the secret arrangement between the 
British and French general staffs, begun in January, 1906, by the joint 
decision of Lord Grey and Lord Haldane, but concealed from the nation 
and eyen from the Cabinet (except Mr. Asquith and—so Lord Grey and 
Lord Haldane have affirmed—the Prime Minister).) 

France is therefore ready to march in the sense strictly indicated by 
article 3 of the military convention of 1892. However, in order to be 
assured of success, it is necessary that she should receive the simulta- 
neous and effective assistance of the Russian Army. 

In a word, it is essential that Germany shall be attacked at the same 
time on the west and on the east. (Just about the time this conference 
was held Colonel Repington, military correspondent of The Times, was 
saying in that journal: “ The possibility of a war on two fronts is the 
nightmare of German strategists, and, considering the pace at which 
Russia has been building up her field armies since 1905, the nightmare 
is not likely to be soon conjured away.“) 

In view of the profound differences which exist in the geographical, 
economic, political, and military situation of the allied nations, the dif- 
culty has always been to provide for this simpltaneous action which 
responds to an ideal not actually realizable. 

As from 1900, the Russian general staff, in conformity with this point 
of view, undertook to attack on the eighteenth day with the first 
échelon (body of troops), sufficient to engage victoriously five or six 
German Army corps supported by a certain number of reserve divisions, 
(Poor unprepared Russia !) 

In 1908, responding to the same considerations, it envisaged the means 
adopted in order to give the Germans, from the very beginning of war, 
the greatest possible anaiety on their eastern flank. (Idem.) 

It seems that the new disposition of Russian troops in peace time in- 
volves certain difficulties from the point of view of prompt intervention 
at the very commencement of the campaign. 

Indeed, in 1910 the passing of the frontier was indicated as taking 
place only toward the twentieth day. 

The French staff can only confirm once more the opinion put forward 
upon several occasions in the course of the preceding conferences. 

As far as it is concerned, the Russian armies should pursue the object 
of compelling Germany to maintain the greatest possible number of 
forces on her eastern frontier, 

This object, which was the very basis of the military convention of 
1892, can only be attained by the offensive. 

The effect of this offensive will be the more certain insomuch as it 
will take place sooner, will be carried out with greater strength, and 
will take a more dangerous direction for the enemy. 

In these circumstances, and it being admitted by common accord by 
the conferring parties that the Germans will direct the principal mass 
of their forces against France, the French chief of staff expresses the 
desire that the disposition (of the Russian armies) should, as far as 
possible, allow of taking the offensive with the first échelon (body of 
troops) as from the eighteenth day. Perhaps even this delay might be 
reduced, thanks to the recent improvements introduced into the Russian 
mobilization and concentration. 

General Dubail closes his exposition by remarking that he is not un- 
aware of the various motives which have compelled Russia to revise 
the disposition of her troops upon her territory in time of peace. He 
renders a sincere homage to the efforts made during the last three years 
by Russia to reinforce her military power, and he is happy to note the 
improvement produced, as a whole, in the friendly and allied army by 
the latest modifications introduced into the mobilization. 

General Gilinsky thereupon develops the Russian point of view. 

He, first of all, emphatically affirms the will of the Imperial Govern- 
ment to fulfill scrupulously the obligations imposed upon it by the con- 
vention. 

General Dubail hastens to declare that he fully appreciates the loyalty 
of this declaration at a moment when difficulties are arising in connec- 
tion with Moroccan affairs and when it is not possible to estimate what 
the true intentions of Germany may be. 

General Gilinsky adds that in view of the actual threats of a conflict 
the duty of the Russian headquarters staff is to enlighten in a precise 
manner the French headquarters staff on the actual condition of the 
Russian Army. 

The latter is pursuing its reorganization following the campaign in 
Manchuria (Russo-Japanese War), but this transformation only really 
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began in 1908— that is to say, four years ago. A great number of im- 
provements are by way of being carried out, but, even using the greatest 
@iligence, the Russian Army will only be complete in heavy artillery in 
1913, in light artillery in 1914, and in new infantry munitions in 1918. 
Moreover, equipment is lacking for the larger portions of the reserve 
regiments. General Gilinsky gives detailed indications on these points, 
supported by figures. 

He adds that, when the Russian Army will have completed its re- 
organization, it will put into line forces very superior to the 800,000 
men provided for by the convention. 

But it is necessary te remark that Austria has made great progress 
from the military point of view. Her mobilization is now as rapid as 
that of the Russian Army, and its concentration takes place nearer the 
frontier. In contradistinction with the situation prevailing up till now, 
the Russian headquarters staff is constrained to admit that Austria 
would be in a position to take the offensive before the Russian troops 
destined to face her. 

In these circumstances Russia does not appear to be in a condition 
to sustain, for two years at least (that is to say, not before 1913. By 
the spring of 1914, Russia's military chiefs publicly announced their 
readiness through the organ of the Russian war minister), @ war 
against Germany «with a certainty of success. She would certainly 
be in a position to ward off blows, but perhaps less able to give decisive 
blows, 


Nevertheless, whatever may be the drawbacks specified above in the 


preparation of the Russian Army for wer, the friendly and allied head- 
quarters staff declares it is ready to satisfy in the greatest measure 
possible the desires expressed by the French headquarters staff. 

General Gilinsky notably declares that the mobilized troops of the 
active army will have completed their concentration on the frontier on 
the fifteenth day, with the exception of the last trains and convoys, and 
that efforts will be made to take the offensive from that day, without 
waiting for the above, which will only be complete on the twentieth 
day. 

General Gilinsky estimated that the measures taken by the Russian 
headquarter staff will compel the Germans to leave at least five or six 
army corps on their eastern frontier, in accordance with the French 
headquarters staff's demand. He also gives detailed indications of the 
mobilization and concentration of the Russian Army (effectives, dates 
of preparation, general disposition, and concentration). 

General Duban thanks General Gilinsky for the sincerity of his ex- 
planations on the actual state of preparation of the Russian Army, and 
declares himself fully satisfied with an offensive which will begin im- 
mediately after the fifteenth day, and which would be of a nature 
calculated to retain at least five or sig German army corps on the 
frontiers of eastern Prussia. 

ARTICLE 4. 


The chiefs of staff reproduce without alteration the six first para- 
graphs of the observations concerning article 4 in the conference of 
1010, reading as follows: 

The conferring parties agree, by common accord, on the following 
points: 

(1) Conferences between the two chiefs of staff will be perlodicat 
and, in principle, annual. 

“(2) Moreover, meetings will take place each time that one of the 
headquarters staffs has expressed a desire therefor. 

“(3) The minutes of the conferences will be submitted to the ap- 
proval of the Government of each country, and a visé of the minister of 
war and of the prime minister will be attached thereto, so that the 
chiefs of staffs of the allied armies may refer to this document in the 
realization of desirable improvements. 


“(4) A more continuous and complete form will thus be given for | 


the exchange of information between the headquarters staffs.” 

In particular, before each conference, an agenda will be drawn up 
of the points which it is proposed to examine. 

The chiefs of staffs particularly insist that the minutes of the con- 
ferences shall be submitted to the two Governments for ratification. 

As regards routes and means of correspondence in, war time, the con- 
ferring parties are agreed that wireless telegraphy must take the first 
place. 

The line, Paris-Bobrouisk, is working in a satisfactory way at both 
ends. It is, however, desirable that the station of Bobrouisk should be 
furnished with stronger apparatus in order to successfully oppose a 
systematic mixing up (browillage) (i. e., of the messages). 

The station of Sebastopol is not working regularly. The Russian 
headquarters staff declares that it is to be handed over entirely to the 
navy, to which it belongs and which absorbs it almost without inter- 
ruption for its own service, and to establish on the borders of the 
Black Sea, in some place other than Sebastopol, another station which 
will belong solely to the army. 

The code in peace time has been functioning since 1910. General 
Dubail states that the code in war time will be probably ready in a 
month, 


The conferring parties are agreed that at the beginning of next 
October the technical members of the Franco-Russian Commission 
should assemble again in order to study on the spot the measures of 
detail to be taken, so that the four stations, Bobrouisk, Paris, Black 
Sea, and Bizerta, should be in a position to carry out the services, 
The commission of technicians will hold its meetings at Bobrouisk, then 
in the Crimea, and afterwards at Paris and Bizerta. 

The other means provided and organized for corresponding in war 
time are as follows: 

(1) Messengers plying between Belgium and Denmark. It is now 
proposed that this communication shall be carried out via England and 
Denmark. 

(2) Telegraphy via the United States and the Pacifie Ocean, or by 
the Mediterranean and Turkey. 

The idea of a direct cable hetween France and Russia has been 
abandoned, as has also the service of carrier pigeons. 


ARTICLE 5. 


Same observations as in the conference of 1910, reading as follows: 

“The conferring parties are agreed that article 6 compels the con- 
tracting parties not only not to make peace but also not to cease oper- 
ations in order to conclude an armistice individually.” 


ARTICLE 6. 

Remains abrogated. 

In conformity with the diplomatic arrangement of the month of 
August, 1899, which was referred to in Chapter I of the conference of 
July (June (?)) 2 to June 19, 1900, the convention will last as long 
as the diplomatic arrangements actually in existence, and of which 
they form the complement. 

ARTICLE 7. 
No observations. 
(Signed) J. GILinsry, 
The Chief of the General Headquarters Staff 
of the Russian Army. 


DUBAIL, 
The Chief of Staff of the French Army. 
(Viséd) MESSI_MY 


(spelled Messimi, presumably in error), 
The Minister of War. 


Similar conferences will be found in Un Livre Noir, pages 425 
to 437, inclusive, on July 13, 1912, and August, 1913, as follows. 

Foreign Affairs prints an English translation of the 1912 
conference with its comments, as follows: 


(The eighth Franco-Russian military conference.) 
EXHIBIT III. 


Tae Grear Fraco—How tHe RUSSIANS AND FEENCH PREPARID ror 
War. 
(II, THE PARIS CONFERENCB OF JULY, 1912.) 

We reproduced last month the full text of the minutes (the original 
texts are in French) of the meetings of the French and Russian chiefs 
of staff at Krasnoe-Selo in August, 19:1, We have now before us the 
minutes of a similar conference held in Pari- in July, 1912. The pre- 
amble of this conference and a good deal of the contents are similar 
to the wording of the 1911 minutes. We therefore indicate the simi- 
larity where ‘+ exists and do not reproduce the same text, referring our 
readers to the September issue of Foreign Affairs, pages 57-59. These 
documents show the absurdity of the contention that France and 
Imperial Russ! . were not preparing for war and that they were taken 
by surprise by a German “conspiracy.” Next month we shall publish 
the minutes of the conference between the two staffs in 1913. (Ed. 
Foreign Affairs.) 


| MINUTES OF THE MEETINGS of THE FRENCH AND RUSSIAN CHIEFS OF 


Srarr ar PARIS IN Jury, 1912. 


(At the head of the minutes the words Eighth Conference *—Huitiime 
Conference—are inscribed.) 


“In accordance with Paragraph I of article 4 of the military conyen- 
tion of August 17, 1892, his excellency General Gilinsky, chief of staff 
of the Russlan Army, and General Joffre, chief of the general staff of 
the French Army, met in conference at Paris July 1 (18), 1912. 

“The following were also present: General de Curières de Castelnau, 
first subcbief of the staff of the army; Colonel Matton, military attaché 
to the French Embassy in Russia; Colonel Count Ignatief, military 
attaché to the Russian Embassy in Paris. The latter officers were 
present in the capacity of secretaries. 

The following points in the convention were successively examined 
by the conferring parties and gave rise to the following exchange of 
views“: , 

PRELIMINARY OBSERVATION. 


“In the first place the conferring parties decide that every time they 
find themselves in accord to accept without change one or more new 
paragraphs (aliéues) in the minutes of the preceding conference, the 
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text will be reproduced integrally in the present minutes. A special 
reference will be inscribed in the margin of the texts which are thus 
reproduced. This proceeding will have the advantage of dispensing, as 
far as possible, with a reference back to the text of the preceding 
minutes.“ 

PREAMBLE, 

“Accepted without comment by the conferring parties.” (Same ob- 
servations as in the 1911 conference. See p. 57, September issue of 
Foreign Affairs.) 

ARTICLE I. 

“Accepted without comment by the conferring parties.” (Same ob- 
servations as in the 1911 conference, See p. 57, September issue of 
Foreign Affairs.) 

ARTICLE II. 

“Same comments as in the conferences of 1910 and 1911.“ (See 
art. 2, 1911 conference, p. 57, September issue of Foreign Affairs.) 
The last sentence in the minutes of the 1912 conference differs and 
reads as follows: 

“This interpretation of the convention has been approved by the 
Governments of Russia and France in accordance with the signature of 
the two Governments to the minutes of the conference of August, 1911.“ 

ARTICLE III. 


First paragraph identical with the first paragraph of the 1911 con- 
ference (see September Foreign Affairs, p. 57). Article III of the 1912 
conference then goes on as follows: 

General Joffre points out that new arguments in support of this 
point of view are to be found in the improvements which the Germans 
are continually making in their network of western railways (open 
lines, sheds, landing places), and by the measures recently taken in the 
neighborhood of the French frontier, notably in the Hiffel region. The 
French chief of staff insists upon the capital point that it is in the 
interest of the Germans to operate successively and separately against 
France first, and then against Russia. The plan of the Allies must be, 
on the contrary, to endeavor to attack simultaneously on both sides at 
once with the maximum of combined effort. 

With this end in view, and basing itself upon the present situation 
in Italy, which is at war with the Turks, and on the relation of that 
power with France and Russia, the French staff has established its 
plan of concentration on the following bases: 

A strict minimum of troops, composed more especially of units of 
reserve, is left on the frontier of the Alps te defend the passes foot by 
foot. The whole mass of the French forces is concentrated from the 
beginning on the German frontier. The total will greatly exceed the 
1,300,000 men provided for by article 8 of the convention of 1892. 
[The Franco-Russian Military Convention, which was the spinal mar- 
row of the Franco-Russian Alliance.] 

Moreover, the French staff is making such new improvements in 
the network of the various railway companies as will allow, shortly, 
one or two days’ advance on concentration, and within one year from 
now an advance (in time) upon the German concentration. Eleven 
millions of francs are at the present moment being devoted to this 
work.“ 

“General Joffre exhibits, in support of his explanations, a map on 
which is set out the French dispositions for concentration. 

“General Gilinsky is fully in accord in principle wth the chief of 
the staff of the French Army on the necessity of concordant and timely 
efforts to direct the bulk of the two allied armies against Germany, 
He also agrees with the opinion expressed on the subject of the 
Italian Army, whose action under present circumstances does not seem 
to be very pressing, at least at the opening of hostilities, 

“On the other hand, Austria has greatly developed her military 
power; she has improved her railways, with an obvious offensive inten- 
tion, and Russia can not afford a check on the Austrian side. The 
moral effect would be disastrous. She must therefore devote her forces 
to face that power at the same time as Germany. 

“On the other hand, Sweden had appeared, up to the present, to 
adopt an expectant attitude, in order to find herself at an opportune 
moment on the favorable side of the scales. That is not the situation 
to-day. Instigated and led on by Germany, she would probably join 
the latter against Russia. This consideration would compel Russia to 
leave in Finland and around St. Petersburg more considerable effectives 
than was precedently indicated. Finally, the construction of railways 
in Asia Minor would enable the Turks to accelerate their mobilization 
and their concentration. This may lead in the future to the necessity 
of maintaining larger forces on that side. In any event, the Russian 
general staff is still resolved to concentate against Germany a group of 
forces containing the figure of 800,000 men at least, and is decided to 
make the offensive action of her armies felt after the fifteenth day of 
mobilization, 

“General Joffre observes that the defeat of Germany will immedi- 
ately dissipate all the fears which might be inspired by the attitude of 
Sweden and Turkey. 

“It is therefore the annihilation of the German forces which must 
be pursued at all costs. With this object, the delays of mobilization 


and concentration of the armies must be reduced to a minimum, The 
development of railways obviously constitutes one of the essential 
factors to that end. On that subject, General Joffre remarks that the 
railway lines utilized by the Russian troops to be transported toward 
the western portion of the Empire are not all double lines, The con- 
centration of the forces would thus be inevitably delayed. On the 
other hand, it would be seriously accelerated if the single lines, or 
sections of single lines, were doubled, and even if eertain portions 
were quadrupled, as has already been carried out by the French staff on 
the national railways. These improvements, he thinks, could be use- 
fully applied (a) by doubling the lines St. Petersburg-Taps-Walk-Riga- 
Mouraviewo-Kockedary; (b) to the sections Briansk-Gomel, Louninetz- 
Jabinka, of the Orel line to Warsaw by Brest-Litovsk; (e) a quad- 
rupling of the sections Jabinka-Brest-Litovsk, which will allow the 
two lines [this may not be an accurate translation. The word used is 
“courant,” It may apply to the railways, or it may refer to advanc- 
ing bodies of troops.—Ed, Foreign Affairs] coming, one from Moscow 
and the other from Orel, to join at Brest-Litovsk; (d) the quad- 
rupling of the sections Siedlets-Warsaw, which would bring to this 
latter town the two lines [this may not be an accurate translation. 
The word used is “courant.” It may apply to the railways, or it 
may refer to advancing bodies of troops.—Ed. Foreign Affairs] coming 
from St. Petersburg, on the one side, and from Bologne on the other. 
Finally, the Russian alignment (voie russe) should be used for the 
lines which are directed from Warsaw, respectively, on Cracow and 
Thorn. 

“General Gilinsky agrees with General Joffre in attributing the 
highest strategic importance to the development of railways. He 
points out that in Russia railways can be divided into two catego- 
ries—one belonging to the Crown, the other belonging to private com- 
panies. Improvements are taking place on the former and others are 
projected. They will be realized in accordance with the resources avail- 
able. Nevertheless, it does not seem useful to double the line St. 
Petersburg-Riga-Kochedary, whose eccentric (i. e., curve) position, and 
the neighborhood of the enemy frontiers, make its utilization difficult, 
In the second category of private railways the State can not exercise a 
direct and coercive influence. The State has acquired the lines with 
abnormal (anormales) gauges which go from Warsaw toward Thorn 
and Cracow with the intention of transforming them into normal 
gauges. The continuity of transport will thus be insured without 
delay from the heart of the Empire to the western frontier. Finally, 
General Gilinsky recalls the general reasons which intervene to delay 
the Russian concentration. Whilst in France the railways are always 
ready, in Russia they have to be mobilized at the same time as the 
army. 

General Gilinsky develops on its main lines the preparatory 
measures of concentration and of groupment of the Russian armies 
directed against Germany. 

“General Joffre is in accord with General Gilinsky on the necessity 
of frankly directing toward the south the center of gravity of these 
armies, and to dispose the bulk of the forces in conditions which will 
enable them, either to take the offensive in the direction of Allenstein 
if the enemy is present in foree in eastern Prussia or attemps to 
debouch on Warsaw, or to maneuver by the left bank of the Vistula 
to march on Berlin if the enemy has carried out his concentration 
in the region Thorn-Posen, or if he attempts to leave that base to 
march on Warsaw or Ivangorod.“ 


ARTICLE Iv. 


“The chiefs of staff reproduce without alteration the six first 
paragraphs and observations in article 4 at the conference of 1910, 
reading as follows:“ 

“Same as in article 4 of the conference of 1911 (see September issue 
of Foreign Affairs, p. 58), with the exception of the following para- 
graph: 

„The chiefs of staff particularly insist that the minutes of the 
conferences shall be submitted to the two Governments for ratifica- 
tion.““ (This paragraph disappears from the 1912 conference.) 

The text thereupon continues as follows: 

“The means and measures for corresponding in time of war will be 
perfected and completed according to the wishes formulated in the 
course of the 1911 conference, At the present moment four posts of 
the T. S. F. (wireless) allow communication in peace time along the 
lines Paris-Bobruisk, Bizerta-Sebastopol. Code dictionaries for peace 
time and for war time have been drawn up and deposited in the Rus- 
sian and French Ministries of War. Instructions have been drawn up 
to fix the hours for the working of the stations, to determine the indi- 
cations and signals for reconnaissance, the service codes, and the 
duties of the section chiefs. The communications which are being 
daily exchanged at the present time prove that this system of corre- 
spondence is thoroughly regular and satisfactory. Nevertheless, in 
order to improve it still further, the Russian general staff intends to 
allow the nayy the sole use of the station of Sebastopol and to create 
for the army a special station near Nikolaieff. The commission, which 
has already been concerned with correspondence by wireless, must sat- 
isfy itself that the present French station at Bizerta will suflice to 
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communicate with the two Russian stations in the Crimea, or if it 
will be necessary to create a new special station for France. Trans- 
wission of dispatches by messengers between France and Russia has 
been recently reorganized through the diligence of the French staff. 
The correspondence is sent through Scandinavian countries up to the 
point where code communications can be used in all security. From that 
puint the dispatches are carried to Russia by special officers already 
appointed. To insure still better communication between France and 
Russin it might be advisable to study the possibility of utilizing the 
wireless station already established in Norway. This question will give 
rise to communications Jater between the French and Russian general 
staffs,” 
ARTICLE v. 
Same as in 1911 conference. (See September issue of Foreign 
Affairs, p. 59.) 
ARTICLE VI. 
Same as in 1911 conference. (See September issug of Foreign 
Affairs, p. 59.) 
ARTICLE VIL 
Same is in 1911 conference. (See September issue of Foreign 
Affairs, p. 59.) 
(Signed) J. GILINSKY, 
The Chief of Staff of the Russian Army. 
J. JOFFRE, 
The Chief of Staff of the French Army. 
A. MILLERAND, 
The Minister of War. 
EXHIBIT Iv. 
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 
Legislative Reference Service. 


(Translation.) 


(Un Livre Nois, Diplomatie d'avantguerre. 
431-437.) 


NINTH CONFERENCE (AUGUST, 1913). 


In accordance with the provisions of section 1 of article 4 of the 
military convention of August 17, 1892, His Excellency General Gilin- 
sky, chief of the general staff of the Russian Army, and General Joffre, 
chief of the general staff of the French Army, met In conference at 
St. Petersburg and at Krasnoe-Selo at different times during the month 
of August, 1913. 

Others present were General de Laguiche, military attaché of the 
French Embassy in Russia; Colonel Count Ignatief, military attaché 
of the Russian Embassy in Paris; Colonel Berthelot, commander of the 
Ninety-fourth Infantry Regiment, aide major général désigné of the 
French Army. 

The various points of the agreement were successively considered by 
the conferees and the following views exchanged: 


PRELIMINARY REMARK. 


First of all the conferees decide that whenever they agree to accept 
without change one or more paragraphs of the procès-verbal of the 
preceding conference the text of it shall be reproduced in its entirety 
in the present procès-verbal, 

A special note will be inscribed on the margin of the texts thus re- 
produced. 

This method of procedure dispenses with the necessity for referring 
back to the text of the preceding report as much as possible. 

Preamble (accepted without comment by the conferees): The two 
chiefs of general staff agree that the words defensive war” should 
not be interpreted in the sense of “ war to be conducted defensively.” 
They assert, on the contrary, the absolute necessity for the Russian and 
French Armies to make a vigorous offensive and as far as possible simul- 
taneously, in compliance with the text of article 3 of the agreement, 
according to which “ the forces of the two contracting powers shall all 
come into action with the least delay.” 

First ARTICLE. Same remarks as in the conferences of 1910 and 
the following ones, which read as follows: 

“The two chiefs of general staff, confirming the point of view of the 
previous conferences, agree fully on this point, that the defeat of the 
German armies remains under all circumstances the first and prin- 
cipal aim of the allied armies.” 

Completed as follows: 

“And this even more so than formerly on account of the considerable 
growth of the relative military power of Germany in the Triple Alliance.” 

ART. 2. Same remarks as in the conferences of 1910, 1911, and 1912. 

However, the Russian and French Governments having approved the 
interpretation of the two chiefs of general staff by signing the procès- 
verbaux of the conferences of August and July, 1912, these remarks 
should read as follows: 

“As recognized by the Russian and French Governments in 1911 and 
1912, German mobilization will compel Russia and France to mobilize 
all their forces immediately and simultaneously as soon as it becomes 
known without the need of a preyious agreement, The same will apply 
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to every act of war of the German Army against either of the allied 
powers. But in case of partial or even general mobilization of Austria 
or Italy alone, such agreement is required.” 

The sentence underlined was added to provide for the possibility of a 
sudden attack with forces under cover preceding mobilization, for the 
purpose of gaining an important strategic point. 

ART. 3. Sharing the opinion of their predecessors, the conferees 
agree that Germany will direct the greatest part of its forces against 
France and will only leave minimum of forces against Russia. 

The principal result of the enforcement of the German military law 
of 1913 will be to hasten the mobilization of the German Army. This 
army can then have more time than in the past to operate against 
France before turning against Russia. 

The plan of the Allies should then be to try to attack both sides 
simultaneously, exerting the maximum of combined efforts. 

General Joffre declares that France will engage on its northeast 
frontier almost all her forces, the number of which will exceed that 
provided for in the text of the convention by more than 200,000 men; 
that the concentration of the fighting elements on this frontier will be 
completed, for the most part, on the tenth day of mobilization, and that 
the offensive operations of this group of forces will commence from 
the morning of the eleventh day. 

General Gilinsky declares that Russia will engage against Germany 
a group of forces consisting of at least 800,000 men and the concen- 
tration of the fighting element on the Russian-German frontier will be 
completed, for the most part, on the fifteenth day of mobilization, and 
that the offensive operations of that group of forces will commence 
immediately after the fifteenth day. By the end of 1914, the end of 
the concentration will be advanced about two days. 

The conferees outline briefly the arrangements made for the con- 
centration and grouping of the French and Russian Armies directed 
against Germany. 

They agree upon the need of directing the offensive against the heart 
of the enemy country; upon the advisability of concentrating the 
forces in such a way as to be able to either combat the forces of the 
enemy concentrated in eastern Prussia or to march to Berlin by start- 
ing operations In the south of that Province if the German forces are 
concentrated on the left bank of the Vistula. 

Although aware of the need for Russla to maintain large forces 
against Austria and Sweden, General Joffre thinks that the defeat of 
Germany will greatly facilitate the operations which the Russian 
Army shall direct against the other enemy powers. Annihilation of 
the German forces, therefore, must be pushed at any cost, and this 
from the start. For this purpose delays in mobilization and concen- 
tration of the allied armies should be reduced to a minimum, 

To this end the development of the railroad system is an essential 
factor; General Gillusky states that the construction work recom- 
mended in the preceding conference has been carried out as follows: 

The sections Briansk-Gomel and Louninetz-Jabinka of the line from 
Orel to Varsovia have been double tracked. 

The section Jabinka-Brest-Litovsk has been quadruple tracked. 

As to the quadrupling of Siedletz-Varsovia the difficulties of its exe- 
cution are too great, and a better result will be obtained by construct- 
ing a new line with double tracks starting from Riazan and Toula 
and ending at Varsovia. 

General Joffre agrees on this point. 

An examination of the railroad map leads the two chiefs of general 
staff to conclude that a marked increase in the rapidity of concen- 
tration would be obtained by constructing certain railroad lines con- 
necting eastern Russia with the region of Varsovia, such as: 

1. Doubling the line Batraki-Pensa-Riajsk-Bogoiaviensk-Soukhinitchi- 
Smolensk. 

2. Doubling the line Royno-Sarny Louninietz-Baranovitchi. 

8. Doubling the line Lozovaia-Poltava-Kiey-Sarny-Kovel, construct- 
ing the line Grichino-Kovel. 

Offensive operations will also be facilitated by adopting the standard 
gauge on the Russian railroads on the left bank of the Vistula, as well 
as by increasing the means of crossing the river in the region of 
Varsovia. 

Lastly, it seems that in order to obtain the service required of the 
railroads the rolling stock (cars and especially locomotives of great 
power) should be greatly increased. 

With respect to the conduct of operations it is quite necessary for 
the allied armies to obtain a decisive success as quickly as possible. A 
check of the French armies at the beginning of the war would permit 
Germany to transfer to its eastern frontier a part of the forces which 
would have fought at first against France. If, on the contrary, the 
French armies quickly obtain a success against the German forces 
facing them, this success will facilitate to that extent the operations 
of the Russian armies, since the forces brought by Germany to Her 
western frontier will be unable to be transferred to the east. 

It is therefore essential that the French armies should have a 
marked numerical superiority over the German forces of the west. 
These conditions will be easily realized if Germany is obliged to pro- 
tect berself with larger forces on her eastern frontier, 
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General Joffre states that, in this connection, it would be advon- 
tageous for both armies to have the Russian forces so grouped in the 
government of Varsovia, even in peace time, that they constitute a 
direct menace to Germany. 

General Gilinsky states that the new plan of reorganization of the 
Russian Army provides for the establishment of an army corps in the 
region of Varsovia. 

ART. 4. The chiefs of general staff reproduce without change the 
first three paragraphs of the observations concerning article 4 In the 
conference of 1912, which read as follows: 

“1. The two chiefs of general staff shall hold periodic and, in prin- 
ciple, annual conferences, 

“2. Furthermore, a conference shall be held wheneyer a gencral staff 
shall deem one necessary.” 

Paragraph 8 could be simplified as follows: 

“8. The procès-verbal of the conference shall be submitted for ap- 
proval to the Government of each country so that the chiefs of general 
staff of the allied armies may rely on this document for the realiza- 
tion of desirable improvements.” 

Paragraph 4 shall read as follows: 

“4. The exchange of information between the allied armies, being of 
utmost value, will continue regularly and frequently.” 

Before each conference the points which it is proposed to consider 
shall be mutually made known. 

The ways and means of correspondence in time of war have been 
perfected according to the wishes expressed in the course of the con- 
ference of 1911 and 1912, 

The wireless stations of Paris-Bobrouisk and of Bizerta-Sebastopol 
are functioning well. The station at Bizerta has been reinforced by 
France; a powerful station is being constructed in Russia near the 
Black Sea, so that communications may be as easy by day as by night. 

Following the attempts at communicating between the Eiffel Tower 
and the Russian naval station at Sveaborg, it is desirable to see the 
latter station reinforced. 

Telegraphic communications can be exchanged between the French 
and Russian chiefs of general staff by British cables and with the 
aid of Great Britain. 

The conventions with London have just been concluded, all ar- 
rangements have been made, and operations can start. 

Cablegrams pass by way of America, Australia, and Zanzibar or by 
way of South Africa and Zanzibar to reach Odessa. 

Communications by emissaries are organized by the French chief of 
general staff for the transmission of dispatches from France to Rus- 
sin. It would be advisable for the Russian chief of general staff to 
organize communications by emissaries on the same plan. 

ArT: 5. The Russian and French Governments having accepted the 
interpretation given since 1910 to article 5, said interpretation could 
read as follows: s 

“The Russian and French Governments have respectively recognized 
that article 5 obliges the contracting parties not to stop operations 
or conclude an armistice separately.” 

Arr. 6. (Accepted without remarks by the conferees.) 

Article 6 is repealed as heretofore. 

In conformity with the diplomatic agreement of August, 1899, men- 
tioned in chapter 1 of the conference of July 2, 1900, the convention 
will last as long as the diplomatic agreements now in force which it 
supplements, 

(Translated by Lottie M. Manross, December 13, 1923.) 

In 1916 France and Russia entered into a secret treaty to 
divide German and Austrian territory between Russia and 
France, as follows: 

EXHIBIT V. 
APPENDIX D. 


Secret agreement of 1916-1 between France and Russia for the disposi- 
tion of German and Austrian territory. 
1. 


The Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs (M. Sazonoff) to the Rus- 
sian ambassador at Paris. February 24 (March 9), 1916: 


(No. 948.) 
PETROGRAD. 

Please refer to my telegram No. 6063 of 1915. At the forth- 
coming conference you may be guided by the following general 
principles : s 

“The political agreements concluded between the Allies during the 
war must remuin intact, and are not subject to revision. They include 
the agreement with France and England on Constantinople, the Straits, 
Syria, and Asia Minor, and also the London treaty with Italy. All sug- 
gestions for the future delimitation of central Europe are at present 
premature, but in general one must bear in mind that we are prepared 
to allow France and England complete freedom in drawing up the 
western frontiers of Germany, in the ewpectation that the Allies on 
their part would allow us equal freedom in drawing up our frontiera 
with Germany and Austria. 


It is particularly necessary to insist on the exclusion of the Polish 
question from the subject of international discussion and on the climi- 
nation of all attempts to place the future of Polund under the guar- 
antee and the control of the powers. 

“With regard to the Scandinavian States, it is necessary to en- 
deavor to keep back Sweden from any action hostile to us and at the 
same time to examine betimes measures for attracting Norway on our 
side in case it should prove impossible to prevent a war with Sweden. 

“Rumania has already been offered all the political advantages 
which could induce her to take up arms, and therefore it would be per- 
fectly futile to search for new baits in this respect. 

“The question of pushing out the Germans from the Chinese market 
is of very great importance, but its solution is impossible without the 
participation of Japan. It is preferable to examine it at the economic 
conference, where the representatives of Japan will be present. This 
does not exclude the desirability of a preliminary exchange of views 
on the subject between Russia and England by diplomatice means.” 


Sazonorr, 
II. 


Confidential telegram from M. Pokrovsky, M. Sazonoff's second suc- 
cessor as Foreign Minister, to the Russian ambassador at Paris, Jann- 
ary 80 (February 12), 1917: 

(No. 502.) 
Prrrogran. 

Copy to London confidentially, At an audience with the most high, 
M. Doumergue submitted to the Emperor the desire of France to secure 
for herself at the end of the present war the restoration of Alsace- 
Lorraine and a special position in the valley of the River Saar as well 
as to attain the political separation from Germany of her trans- 
Rhenish districts and their organization on a separate basis, in order 
that in future the River Rhine might form a permanent strategical 
frontier against a Germanic invasion. Doumergue expressed the hope 
that the Imperial Government would not refuse immediately to draw 
up its assent to those suggestions in a formal manner. 

His Imperial Majesty was pleased to agree to this in principle, in 
consequence of which I requested Doumergue, after communicating with 
his Government, to let me have the draft of an agreement, which 
would then be given a formal sanction by an exchange of notes between 
the French ambassador and myself, 

Proceeding thus to meet the wishes of our ally, I nevertheless con- 
sider it my duty to recall the standpoint put forward by the Imperial. 
Government in the telegram of February 24, 1916, No. 948, to the 
effect that “while allowing France and England complete liberty in 
delimiting the western frontiers of Germany we expect that the Allies 
on their part will give us equal liberty in delimiting our frontiers with 
Germany and Austria-Hungary.” 

Hence the impending exchange of notes on the question raised by 
Doumergue will justify us in asking the French Government simul- 
taneously to confirm its assent to allowing Russia freedom of action in 
drawing up her future frontiers in the west. Exact data on the ques- 
tion will be supplied by us in due course to the French cabinet. 

In addition we deem it necessary to stipulate for the assent of 
France to the removal at the termination of the war of the disqualifi- 
cations resting on the Aland Islands. Please explain the above to 
Briand and wire the results. 

POKROVSKY. 
III. 

A telegram from the Russian ambassador in Paris to M. Pokroysky, 
January 31 (February 13), 1917: 

(No. 88.) 

Copy to London. Referring to your telegram No. 507. confidentially, 
I immediately communicated in writing its contents to Briand, who 
told me that he would not fail to give me an official reply of the 
French Government, but that be could at once declare, on his own 
behalf, that the satisfaction of the wishes contained in your telegram 
will meet with no difficulties. 

IZvoLskl. 
IV. 


On February 1 (14), 1917, the Russlan Foreign Minister addressed 
the following note to the French ambassador at Petrograd: 

“In your note of to-day’s date your excellency was good enough 
to inform the Imperial Government that the Government of the Repub- 
lie was contemplating the inclusion in the terms of peace to be offered 
to Germany the following demands and guaranties of a territorial 
nature: 

1. Alsace-Lorraine to be restored to France. 

2. The frontiers are to be extended at least up to the limits of 
the former principality of Lorraine, and are to be drawn up at the 
discretion of the French Government so as to provide for the strategic 
needs and for the inclusion in French territory of the entire iron 
district of Lorraine and of the entire coal district of the Saar Valley. 

“3. The rest of the territories situated ob the left bank of the 


| Rhine, which now form part of the German Empire, are to be entirely 
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separated from Germany and freed from all political and economie de- 
pendence upon her. 

“4. The territories of the left bank of the Rhine outside French 
territory are to be constituted an autonomous and neutral State, and 
are to be occupied by French troops until such time as the enemy 
States have completely satisfied all the conditions and guaranties 
indicated in the treaty of peace. 

“Your excellency stated that the Government of the Republic would 
be happy to be able to rely upon the support of the Imperial Govern- 
ment for the carrying out of its plans. By order of His Imperial 
Majesty, my most august master, I have the honor, in the name of the 
Russian Government, to inform your eacellency by the present note 
that the Government of the Republic may rely upon the support of 
the Imperial Government for the carrying out of its plans as set out 
above.” 

0 9 — 


Finally, on February 26 (March 11), 1917, the Russian ambassador 
at Paris sent the following telegram to M. Pekroysky: 


(No. 168.) 


See my reply to telegram No. 167, No. 2. The Government of the 
French Republic, anxious to confirm the importance of the treaties 
concluded with the Russian Government in 1915, for the settlement 
on the termination of the war of the question of Constantinople and 
the Straits in accordance with Russia’s aspirations, anxious, on the 
other hand, to secure for its ally in military and industrial respects 
all the guaranties desirable for the safety and the economic develop- 
ment of the Empire, recognize Russia’s complete liberty in establishing 
her western frontiers. 

IZVoLS KI. 

Bausman says: 

On the very next day (March 12) the Russian Revolution took 
place, and on March 15 the Czar abdicated. 


THE PRESENT POSITION (BAUSMAN). 

Apparently the design of driving Germany back to the left bank of 
the Rhine has now been abandoned by the French Government, although 
there has been no official statement to this effect. 

Mr. Balfour, in the House of Commons, on December 19, 1917, said 
of this plan: 

“We have never expressed our approval of it, nor do I believe it 
presents the policy of successive French Governments who have held 
office during the war. Never did we desire and never did we en- 
courage the idea that a bit of Germany should be cut off from the 
parent State and erected into some kind of * * + independent 
Government on the left bank of the Rhine. His Majesty’s Government 
were never aware that was seriously entertained by any French 
statesman.” 

It must be noted in this connection that by the declaration of Sep- | 
tember 5, 1914, the Allies undertook to make peace in common. Any 
arrangement between France and Russia therefore equally affects Great 
Britain. 


In the light of these treaties and these military confer- 
ences, I call attention to chapter 12 of Entente Diplomacy and 
the World, giving the dispatches showing the Entente prepara- 
tions for war (Exhibit 6), and the Falsification of the Russian 
Orange Book (Exhibit 7). 

In 1906 Sir Edward Grey, on behalf of the British Govern- 
ment, entered into an agreement with France which in 1912 
he reduced to writing, as follows: 


EXHIBITS VIII AND IX. 


(Letter Sir Edward Grey to French Ambassador Cambon, November 
22, 1912.) 

My Dran AMBASSADOR: From time to time in recent years the 
French and British military and naval experts have consulted to- 
gether. It has always been understood that such consultation does 
not restrict the freedom of either Government to decide at any future 
time whether or not to assist the other by armed force. We have 
agreed that consultation between experts is not and ought not to be 
regarded as an engagement that commits either Government to action 
in a contingency that has not yet arisen and may never arise. The 
disposition, for instance, of the French and British fleets, respec- 
tively, at the present moment is not based upon an engagement to 
cooperate in war. 

You have, however, pointed out that if either Government have 
grave reason to expect an unprovoked attack by a third power, it 
might become essential to know whether it could in that event depend 
upon the armed assistance of the other. 

I agree that if either Government had grave reason to expect an 
unprovoked attack by a third power, or something that threatened the 
general peace, it should immediately discuss with the other whether 
both Governments should act together to prevent aggression and to 
preserve peace, and, if so, what measures they would be prepared to 
take in common. 


If these measures involved action, the plans of the general staffs 
would at once be taken into consideration, and the Governments would 
then decide what effect should be given to them. 

[The last vital paragraph was not read to Parliament by Grey, 
although afterwards published in the White Book.] (How Diplomats 
Make War, 303.) 


The French ambassador, Cambon, immediately replied in 
the following letter: 

FRENCH EMBASSY, 
London, November 23, 1912. 

Dran Sm Epwarp: You reminded me in your letter of yesterday, 
November 22, that during the last few years the military and naval 
authorities of France and Great Britain had consulted with each 
other from time to time; that it had always been understood that 
these consultations should not restrict the liberty of either Govern- 
ment to decide in the future whether they should lend each other the 
support of their armed forces; that on either side these consultations 
between experts were not and should not be considered as engagements 
binding our Governments to take action in certain eventualities; 
that, however, I had remarked to you that if one or other of the two 
Governments had grave reasons to fear an unprovoked attack on the 
part of a third power it would become essential to know whether it 
could count on the armed support of the other. 

Your letter answers that point; and I am authorized to state that 
in the event of one of our two Governments having grave reasons 
to fear either an attack from a third power or some event threaten- 
ing the general peace, that Government would immediately examine 
with the other the question whether both Governments should act 
together in order to prevent aggression or preserve peace. If 80, 
the two Governments would deliberate as to the measures which 
they would be prepared to take in common. If those measures in- 
volved action, the two Governments would take into immediate con- 
sideration the plans of their general staffs and would then decide as 
to the effect to be given to those plans. 

Yours, etc, 
PAUL CAMBON. 

(How Diplomats Make War, 279.) 


In 1914 Sir Edward Grey delivered copies of these letters 
exchanged between him and the French ambassador to the 
Russian ambassador as a basis for an entente between Great 
Britain and Russia (see ch. 12, Entente Diplomacy and the 
World, p. 709), under which a plan of naval cooperation be- 
tween Great Britain, Russia, and France was worked out. 

When the German rulers ordered a German mobilization, 
5 p. m., Saturday afternoon, August 1, it was followed imme- 
diately by the marching of regiments through London equipped 
for war the following morning, Sunday, August 2, 1914. (How 
Diplomats Make War, Neilson, p. 295.) 

French troops invaded German soil Sunday, August 2, 1914. 
(Reflections of the World War, p. 145.) 

On Saturday, the 1st day of August, the German border was 
crossed in four places by Russian patrols. (Preparation and 
Conduct of the World War, Von Kuhl, pp. 79-80.) 

Germany declared a state of war existing with Russia, be- 
cause of Russian acts, on August 1, 1914, 7.10 p. m.; with 


| France, August 8, 1914; Belgium, August 4, 1914. (Scott Docu- 


ments on World War, p. 1877.) 
France declared war against Germany on August 3, 1914; 


| Great Britain against Germany, August 4, 1914; Russia against 


Germany, August 7, 1914. The evidence appears to show that it 
was the Russian policy to invade Germany without a declara- 
tion of war and to make ‘its mobilization complete under the 
camouflage of peaceful negotiations. (Von Kuhl, pp. 70-80.) 

In the Russian Czar's orders for mobilization, 30th of Sep- 
tember, 1912, Chancellor Von Bethmann-Hollweg quotes the 
following language: 

It is the Emperor's order that the notification of the mobilization 


should be equivalent to the notification of a state of war with 
Germany. i 


In other words, the Russian mobilization order was to be 
regarded as a secret declaration of war. 

Hollweg further states that the Russian instruction for the 
troops on the German front was: 

As soon as concentration is completed we shall proceed to advance 
against the armed forces of Germany with the object of carrying the 
war on to their own territory. (Reflection on the World War, p. 132.) 


This was strictly in line with the Franco-Russian treaty of 
1892 and the military conferences of 1911, 1912, and 1913. 

It will be observed that under the Franco-Russian secret 
treaty of 1892, section 1, it was provided that in case of war 
Russia should employ all its available forces to fight Germany 
and that the military and naval staffs, in the military con- 
ference above quoted, expressly contemplated that the German 


Army should be obliged: to attack France through Belgium, 
and stipulated: 

The French Army could concentrate as rapidly as the German 
Army, and that as from the twelfth day it is in a position to take the 
offensive against Germany with the help of the British Army on its 
left flank. 


And thus clearly outlines the cooperation agreed upon be- 
tween Russia, France, and Great Britain. 

The conference states: 

It is essential that Germany shall be attacked at the same time 
on the east and on the west. 


But the most important light is thrown upon the matter by 
the preamble in the minutes of the meetings of the French 
and Russian chiefs of staffs, as follows: ? 


PREAMBLE, 


The two chiefs of staff declare, by common accord, that the words 
“defensive war” must not be interpreted in the sense of a war which 
would be conducted defensively. They affirm, on the contrary, the 
absolute necessity for the Russian and French armies to adopt a vigor- 
ous offensive, and, as far as possible, a simultaneous one, in conformity 
with the text of article 3 of the convention, whose terms provide that 
the forces of the two contracting powers shall come into full action 
with all speed! 


The Franco-Russian treaty; 1892, provided “ In case the forces 
of the Triple Alliance or of one of the powers which are a 
party to it [for example, Austria] should be mobilized, France 
and Russia, at the first indication of the event and with- 
out a previous agreement being necessary shall mobilize all 
their forces immediately and simultaneously and shall trans- 
port them as near to their frontiers as possible * * * 
These forces shall begin complete action with the greatest 
dispatch, so that Germany will have to fight at the same time 
in the east and in the west.” 

Therefore when Austria partially mobilized in ignorance of 
the terms of this secret Franco-Russian treaty of 1892, Russia 
and France were under a secret. contract to immediately mobi- 
lize and attack Germany with all their forces. This was a 
secret declaration of war on Germany as of the date of the 
Austrian mobilization, July 28, 1914. 

The Russian and French. mobilizations, which were begun 
under the treaty of 1892, must be interpreted in the light of that 
treaty and the annual military conferences from 1903 to 1913 of 
the general staffs of the Russian and French Armies. 


RUSSIAN PREPARATIONS. 


The manner in which the Russian military and railway prep- 
arations and mobilization had been worked out is set forth in 
the work of Von Eggeling, The Russian Mobilization and the 
Outbreak of the War, and by Gen. H. von Kuhl in his work, 
The German General Staff in Preparation and Conduct of the 
World War, an abstract of which is submitted (Exhibit X). 

All the military authorities in Europe knew and recognized, 
us a matter of military strategy, that in a war between Germany, 
Russia, and France, the German troops would be compelled to 
enter France through Belgium, as the French frontier otherwise 
was absolutely impregnable because of the gigantic forts and 
prepared military defenses. 

Further the military strategists were all agreed that Ger- 
many’s only chance to win in such a military struggle was by 
speed and efficiency, conquering France first, and then meeting 
Russia. 

Germany claimed that while Belgium had never collaborated 
with Germany to preserve Belgium’s neutrality against France 
and Great Britain, Belgium had a positive understanding with 
Great Britain and France as to cooperation in a war of France 
and Great Britain with Germany. See Belgian documents in 
facsimile in German White Book (pp. 837 to 860, Diplomatic 
Documents Relating to Outbreak of the European War. Scott). 

The secret documents exhibited in Entente Diplomacy and 
the World, 858 in number, demonstrate beyond the shadow 
of a doubt that it was the fixed policy of the Russian Govern- 
ment to control the Dardanelles and expand its power in the 
Balkan States where there were millions of Slavs in Serbia 
and in Austria, and that this could only be done by means of a 
general European war. It was therefore necessary for the 
carrying out of the Russian policy to bring about a general 
European war and at the same time to put the moral responsi- 
bility of such a war on others. These secret documents show 
that it was the design of the Russian Government to do this, 
and that the means of accomplishing this end lay through the 
Slavs of Serbia and their intrigues with the so-called un- 
liberated Slavs of Austria,” 


— 
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The Serbian intrigues through a period of years were financed 
by Russia and the Austrian Government was so seriously dis- 
turbed by these intrigues that they were compelled at huge ex- 
pense and great internal inconvenience to mobilize in 1912, 
and again in 1913, and again in 1914, when the Crown Prince 
of Austria and his consort were murdered by a Serb believed 
to have been instigated by a malignant press campaign car- 
ried on in Serbia and alleged to have been directly arranged 
by the Pan Slav “Black Hand,” fostered by the Russian min- 
ister at Belgrade. 

In Professor Sloan’s work, The Balkans, page 198, May, 
1914, he says: 

At Belgrade the trade of politics has been on a level unknown else- 
where, unless it be at Constantinople. The overthrow of one king and 
the setting up of another was a matter of money, and it was the Rus- 
sian ambassador who provided the funds. The whole conspiracy has 
been traced to its source; there is not a step for whith the docu- 
mentary evidence can not be produced. 


Nitti, in his book Peaceless Europe, pages 12, 83, 84, 87, 
says: 

Russia alone promoted and kept alive the agitation in Serbia and of 
the Slavs in Austria. It was on account of Russia that the Serbian 
Government was a perpetual cause of disturbance, a perpetual threat to 
Austria-Hungary. The Russian policy in Serbia was really criminal. 


In 1908 the Czar had assured Paschitch, the Serbian minis- 
ter, that the Bosnia-Herzegovinian question would be decided 
by war alone, for which meantime they could preserve a calm 
attitude. with military preparations. (Bogitsevitch quoted in 
Diplomatic Revelations, p. 101.) 

In the German White Book, 1919, Part II, page 53, is an account 
of a visit of the Serbian Prime Minister to the Czar of Russia, 
February 2, 1914, and his report that he requested of the Czar 
120,000 rifles and munitions, and so forth; that the Czar said 
that Russia was doing as much as it could to arm. He asked 
how many soldiers Serbia could muster. The minister an- 


‘swered a half million well-clothed, well-armed soldiers. The 


Czar replied: 


That is satisfactory; it is no small matter and one can accomplish 
much by means of it. 


Under the treaty of 1892 France had financed Russia to the 
extent of about $7,000,000,000 to enable Russia to build up a 
gigantic army and to build military railways to the German 
frontier. (Lex Talionis.) 

The assassination of the Crown Prince (June 28, 1914) 
caused the Austrian Government to demand immediate satis- 
faction of the Serbian Government on July 23. 

On July 24 Serbia mobilized, but accepted the Austrian de- 
mands, except one or two affecting the question of sovereignty, 
which they proposed to arbitrate. Austria ordered a partial 
mobilization against Serbia. The same day the Russian Gov- 
ernment authorized a mobilization, and the Russian Minister 
of War, Sukhomlinoff, made it a general mobilization and 
afterwards made the Czar believe it was a partial mobilization, 
which the Czar made a general mobilization on July 30. The 
army of Belgium was mobilized as of this day, July 24. The 
British fleet was completely mobilized and ready for war as of 
July 24. The French Government took preliminary steps, can- 
celing leaves of absence, and so forth. 

René Viviani, president of the council, August 4, 1914, in 
the French Chamber of Deputies, in commenting on the Aus- 
trian notice to Serbia of July 23 and subsequent events, said: 


As these events unfolded themselves, the Government, watchful 
and vigilant, took from day to day, and even from hour to hour, the 
measures of precaution which the situation required—the general mo- 
bilization of our forces on land and sea was ordered. 


Under the secret 1892 treaty the Austrian mobilization re- 
quired the immediate mobilization of all the Russian and 
French forces and the speediest possible simultaneous attack 
on Germany east and west. 

William II was in Scandinavia on a summer cruise, returning 
on Sunday, July 26. Upon his return he directed the German 
chancellor to urge on Austria the acceptance of the Serbian 
reply and the acceptance of a method of adjustment acceptable 
to the Entente powers. Austria yielded to this demand, de- 
clared that the demand on Serbia was not intended as an ulti- 
matum, that Austria was willing to have the matter adjusted 
by an international conference, that it had no designs on 
Serbian territory, that it had only made a partial mobilization 
against Serbia, and that it only sought its own internal peace 
against Serbian intrigue. 

The secret Russian records show that the Russian Gorern- 
ment was determined on war, that the French Government was 
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determined on war, that the French Government refused to 
attempt to moderate the attitude of Russia, and that the Brit- 
ish Government refused to attempt to exercise a moderating 
influence with the Russian Government, and that the Russian 
Government rejected In advance any attempt to exercise a mod- 
erating influence with the Russian Government. 

These secret documents show that it was a part of the policy 
of the French and Russ an Governments to put the odium of the 
World War upon the German Government. 

The German Chancellor, Von Bethmann-Hollweg, states that: 


The German Minister of War thought it a mistake to declare war 
on Russia, not because he considered that war could be avoided after 
Russia had mobilized, but because he feared that the political effect 
would be prejudicial 


But that the chief of the general staff favored declaring war: 


Because our hope of success against the enormous superiority in num- 
bers was dependent on the extreme rapidity of our movements. 


And this opinion prevailed. (Reflections of the World War, 
138.) 

Because Germany declared war on Russia and mobilized at 
5 p. m., Saturday, August 1, 1914, public opinion throughout 
the world has largely accepted the view that the German lead- 
ers were responsible for the war. This has been emphasized 
and made more effective by propaganda and by the excitement 
and hostility of war. 

After August 1, 1914, Russia and the various powers issued 
Orange Books, White Books, Yellow Books, etc., each of which 
Was intended to prove an alibi and show that each of the sey- 
eral Goyernments was innocent of the responsibility for the 
pending gigantic catastrophe. 

The Russian Foreign Office issued an Orange Book to show 
the innocence of the Russian Government. Out of 60 dis- 
patches in the Foreign Office for the few days preceding the 
World War, it appears that 50 of them were falsified by 
omissions, deletion, or insertion. (Exhibit 7.) 

This document shows by its forgeries in suppressing the vital 
dispatches a fixed policy to exculpate the Russian and French 
stutesmen and make it possible to cast the odium ef the war on 
the German statesmen. 

G. P. Gooch appears to be justified (Palsification of the Rus- 
sian Orange Book) in stating: 


It is now established by documentary proof: 

1. That from the commencement of the quarrel onwards France 
made the Russian point of view her own. 

2. That in complete contrast to Germany's effort in Vienna she 
categorically refused to exert herself in a moderating influence in 
Petersburg, but, on the contrary, strengthened the Russian will to war 
by giving repeated assurances of unconditional support. 

3. That she had decided upon war and had informed Petersburg to 
that effect before a decision regarding war or peace bad been appar- 
ently come to there. (Telegram No. 216 from Paris.) 

4. That France only refrained from declaring war against Germany, 
because, having regard to public opinion in France and England, it 
was considered to be better that Germany shonid appear the aggressor. 
(Telegrams Nos. 218, 222, 225, 226.) 


Any evidence from Russian or French sources favorable to 
the German Government obviously is entitled to great weight, 
while self-serving evidence of the Russian statesmen must be 
taken with reserve. 


THE ORANGE BOOK AS CORRECTED FROM UN LIVRE NOIR. 


Telegram 184 (Falsification of the Russian Orange Book, 
P. 21), the Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs Sazonoff, on 
July 24, states; 

Germany ardently desired the localization of the conflict, aa the 
interference of any other power on the ground of existing treaties 
must have incalculable conseqnences. * * * Ex-Minister Pichon 
had an interview with the Austrian ambassador to-day, from which 
he also gained the impression that Austria-Hungary did not intend 
her step to be regarded as an unconditional ultimatum. 


Telegrum 186, from the Russian representative at Paris to 
Sazonoff, Petrograd, on July 25, said that the action of the 
German ambassador— 


tlas to some extent reassured the foreign ministry as being an 
indication that Germany does not seek for war in any case. 


That the German ambassador had pointed out— 


Phat the Austrian note has not the character of an ultimatum z 
* © * that the German atep had only for its object the localiza- 
tion of the Austro-Serbian conflict; * * that the absence of the 
President of the Republic and of the Minister President (Viviani) 
prevents the Foreign Office for the moment from cæpressing its opinion 
definitely regarding present events, 


POINCARE AND VIVIANI WERE EN ROUTE FROM ST. PETERSBURG TO PARIS. 


Telegram 187, July 26, from the Russian representative at 
Paris to Sazonoff, Petrograd, states that the German ambas- 
sador had advised the French Minister for Foreign Affairs: 


Austria has declared to Russia that she seeks no territorial gaina 
and does not threaten the integrity of Serbia. Her sole object is to 
secure her own peace and to maintain order. 


Telegram 188, July 26, from the Paris Russian representative 
to Sazonoff says that Berthelot, the director of the political 
department of France, inclines to the opinion 


That Germany and Austria do not desire war in any case. 


Telegram 1521, July 27, Sazonoff, Russian foreign minister, 
to IZvolski, Russian ambassador in Paris: 


Ij there is a question of exercising a moderating influence in 
Pctersburg, we reject it in advance, as we have adopted a standpoint 
from the outset which we can in no way alter, * + » 


Telegram 194, Izvolski wired that Poineare will return to 
Paris on Wednesday, July 29 (five days after Belgium 
mobilization, four days after Russian general mobilization had 
begun, and on the next night, July 30, the French Minister of 
War told the Russian military attaché the French Govern- 
ment was determined on war, telegram 216). 

Telegram 195, July 27, the German ambassador is shown 
urging a new proposal for the intervention of France and 
Germany between Russia and Austria, which was not ac- 
cepted. Izvolski says in this regard: 


I was surprised at the correct understanding of the situation 
manifested by the acting minister and his assistant and to see how 
firm and tranquil they were in their determination to extend to us 
their fullest support and to avoid the stightest appearance of any lack 
of unity between us. 


Telegram 197, July 27, Izvolski to Sazonoff: 


M. Cambon (French ambassador in Berlin) telegraphs from Berlin 
that in reply to his question as to what attitude Germany would 
adopt toward a partial mobilization by Russia, Jagow (German See- 
retary of State for Foreign Affairs) replied that a mobilization of that 
kind would not result in German mobilization, but that if Russia 
attacked Austria, Germany would immediately reply by attacking 
Russia. 


Telegram 1539, July 28, Sazonoff to Izyolski: 


In consequence of Austria-Hungary’s deciaration of war against 
Serbia, we shall announce tomorrow a mobilization of the Odessa, 
Kief, Moscow, and Kazan military districts. In bringing this to the 
notice of the German Government repeat that Russia has no aggres- 
give intentions against Germany. Meanwhile our ambassador in 
Vienna is not being recalled, 


Sukhomlinoff had already issued a general mobilization order 
of the Russian Army. He “lied to the Czar” as to its being 
a general mobilization (Eggerling), said it was partial, and 
pretended that he had stopped the mobilization, although he 
did not do so. The Czar, however, July 80, authorized the 
general mobilization. (Let France Explain, p. 201.) 

Telegram 198, July 28, Izvolski to Sazonoff: 


I deem it my duty to make clear that, as results from my conver- 
sation yesterday at the Quai d'Orsay, the acting French Minister for 
Forcign Affairs did not for a moment admit the possibility of exercis- 
ing a moderating influence in Petersburg, * * © As a result 
of his conversation with Baron Schon, the minister declined to accept 
the German proposal.” 


Germany was exercising strenuously a moderating influence 
on Vienna in favor of peace. 

Telegram 201, July 28, lavolski to Sazonoff, states that the 
German ambassador had again visited the French Foreign 
Minister and told him that: 


Germany ardently desired to work with France for the maintenance 
of peace. * * © That Germany was ready to cooperate with the 
other powers for the maintenance of peace. 


Telegram 1544, Sazonoff to Izvolski, July 29: 


The Gerfman ambassador informed me on behalf of the Imperial 
Chancellor that Germany had not ceased and will nat cease to em- 
ercise a moderating influence in Vienna, and iconld continue ta do so 
despite the declaration of war. Up to this morning no news has been 
received of the crossing of Austrian troops on to Serbian territory. 


Telegram 1551, July 29, Sazonoff to Izvolski: 


The German ambassador has communicated te me to-day the de- 
cision of his Government to mobolize if Russia docs not stop her 
military preparation, * * As we can not accede to Germany's 
wish, nothing remains for us but to hasten our own warlike prepa- 
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vations and to reckon with the probable inevitability of war. In- 
form the French Government of this, and at the same time thank it 
for its declaration made in its name by the French ambassador that 
ace can fully rely upon the support of our ally France. Under present 
circumstances this declaration is especially valuable for us. It is 
very desirable that England also without loss of time should associate 
herself with France and Russia, as it is only thus that she can suc- 
ceed in preventing a dangerous alteration in the European balance, 
London telegraphed to in like terms. 


Of course, England could not stand for the control of west- 
ern Europe by the military machine of Germany. Sazonoff 
knew this and could count on British help. The association 
of Great Britain with Russia and France would guarantee the 
safety of attack by Russia on Germany. 

Telegram 304, July 29, Sazonoff to Izvolskl: 


t urgently request you to communicate to the French Foreign Min- 
ister the following telegram from the French ambassador in Peters- 
burg: The German ambassador has just informed Sazonoff that if 
Russia does not stop her military preparations the German Army 
will be ordered to mobilize, * * * 


Telegram 202, July 29, Izvolski to Sazonoff: 


Rienvenu-Martin, the acting Foreign Minister, told me that this 
morning the German ambassador made a communication to him, em- 
ploying practically the following expressions: Germany is continu- 
ing her endeavors in Vienna to cause Austria to agree to a friendly 
exchange of opinions which should indicate the object and the extent 
of the steps undertaken by her and concerning which Germany has 
not so far been exactly informed. The declaration of war will not 
stand in the way of this exchange of opinions. Germany hopes to 
receive during the course of these negotiations explanations which 
will satisfy Russia. Finally, Zaron Schon again protested against the 
assertion that Germany was encouraging Austria to be unyielding, 


Telegram 203, July 29, Izvolski to Sazonoff: 


+ © „ Germany * * * declares that as we have received the 
assurance that Austria seeks no territorial gains, the maintenance of 
peace entirely depends un Russia because it turns upon the necessity 
for localizing the Austro-Serbian affair; that is, the punishment of 
Serbia for her former policy and the giving of guaranties for the 
fotaure.- *, © .¢ 

He states: 


That France and England positively could not exercise any modcrat- 
ing influence in Russia. * * > 


Telegram 204, July 29, Wednesday, Izvolski to Sazonoff: 


The firm attitude taken up by the French press continues. It 
passes severe judgment upon the Austrian attack and upon Germany's 
manifest share of blame for it, and unhesitatingly declares that this 
touches us, and that we can not remain unsympathetic. As regards 
solidarity with us, this question Is not once discussed, but is taken 
as a matter of course. Every journalist expresses himself in this 
sense, including such prominent personages belonging to the most diverse 
parties as Pichon, Clemenceau, and even Jaures, and also Herve, the 
father of antimilitarism. 


The press reflected the French Government’s wishes. 
gram 216.) : 

Telegram 206, July 29, Izvolski to Sazonoff: 

When the President returned to Paris, he was received at the rail- 
way station and in the streets with sympathetic demonstrations from 
the assembled crowd. Margerle (political director in the French 
Foreign Office) told me that the President, from his conversations 
during his journey with prefects and politicians, had become con- 
vinced of the firm, energetic, and at the same time calm state of public 
opinion, which plainly formed a correct estimate of the true signifi- 
cance of events. The same attitude reigned among a large section 
of the Radical Socialists. The Government attaches no importance 
to the antimilitary demonstrations of the revolutionary party, aud 
intends to take energetic measures against it. Our military attaché 
yeports in detail regarding the preparatory military measures. Feeling 
runs high in military circles and in the chief command, I report re- 
garding the press in a special telegram. 


Telegram 207, July 29, Izvolski to Sazonoff shows further 
efforts on the part of Germany to get an adjustment and states: 


Finally Baron Schon complained of France’s military preparations, 
and said that in this case Germany would be compelled to adopt simi- 
lar precautions. Viviani, on his part, declared that France honestly 
desired peace, but at the same time was firmly determined to act in 
full agreement with her allies, and Baron Schon could convince himself 
that this decision was finding the liveliest support in the country. 
This evening Viviani has forbidden a projected antiwar meeting of the 
revolutionary party. 


(Tele- 
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It was the night of the next day that the French Minister of 
War told the military attaché that the French Government was 
determined on war. 

Telegram 1554, Sazonoff to Izvoiski, states that if Austria 
would admit that the Austro-Serbian question had assumed the 
character of a European question and would declare a readi- 
ness to eliminate from her ultimatum those points which vio- 
late the sovereign right of Serbia, Russia undertakes to sus- 
pend her military preparations. 

These preparations had been going on for at least five days. 
The Russian policy was to use diplomatic negotiations to con- 
ceal the war measures, and the Russian policy fixed in 1912 
was to cross the German border without a declaration of war. 
(Von Kuhl, p. 79, 80.) 

Telegram 1555, July 30, Sazonoff wires Izvolskl: 


Until we receive a thoroughly satisfactory reply from Austria through 
the German Government, we shall continue our military preparations. 
This is communicated to you very confidentially, 


The word “ thoroughly” is interesting. 
That very night, at 1 a. m., Izvolski telegraphed to Sazonoft, 
telegram 216: 


From military attaché to War Minister, 1 a. m. 

The French War Minister informed me in earnest, hearty tones (sin- 
cerité enthusiastique) that the Gorernment is firmly decided upon 
war, and requested me to confirm the hope of the French general staff 
that all our efforts will be directed against Germany, and that Austria 
will be treated as a quantité negligeadle. 


This attitude was strictly in line with the Franco-Russian 
secret treaty of 1892 and the military plans worked out by the 
French and Russian general staffs in annual conferences and 
frequent intercommunications. 

So that the French Government gave Austria no time to make 
“a thoroughly satisfactory” reply to Russia or any other 
kind of reply. 

On August 1, telegram 1601, Sazonoff wired Izvolski: 

At midnight the German ambassador informed me on behalf of his 
Government that if within 12 hours— that is, before midday ou Sur- 
day—tce do not begin to demobilize, not only as against Germeny, bui 
also as against Austria, the German Government will be cempelled to 
order mobilization. To my query as to whether this was equivalent 
to a declaration of war, the ambassador replled that it waa not, but 
added that we were very near to war. 


On Saturday, August 1, 5 p. m., Germany issued a general 
order of mobilization; at 7.10 p. m. the German ambassador 
notified Sazonoff Germany accepted the war challenge of Rus- 
sia. The negotiation with Austria and Germany for the preser- 
vation of peace appears to have been used as a camouflage for 
a predetermined war. 

Telegram 208, July 30, from Izvolski to Sazonoff assured 
him: 


The French Government is ready to fulfill all its obligations as an 
ally. It is of opinion, however, that at the present moment, when 
negotiations are still in progress between the less interested powers, 
it would be to the purpose that Russia, so far as the measures of a 
defensive and precautionary nature which it has deemed necessary to 
adopt will permit, should not take any direct steps which would serve 
Germany as a pretest for ordering the general or partial mobilization 
of her forces, 


The term “defensive” had already been defined by the 
French and Russian staffs, with the approval of the French and 
Russian Governments as offensive“ in their annual confer- 
ences, 

The significance of this suppressed telegram is revealed in 
combination with telegram 1551 of July 29 and suppressed tele- 
grams 209 and 210 and 216 from Paris on July 30. 

The French Government (July 30) having determined on 
war does not wish Germany to mobilize yet, but to gradually 
discover a situation so dangerous Germany shall declare war 
as a military necessity. 

Telegram 1551, on July 29, from Sazonoff to Izvolski, stated: 

Nothing remains for us but to hasten our own warlike preparations 
and to reckon with the probable inevitability of war. Inform the 
French Government of this and at the same time thank it for its 
declaration * * * that we can fully rely upon the support of our 
ally, France. 


This was two days before the German Government demanded 
that the Russian mobilization should stop under a penalty of 
German mobilization and three days before the German Em- 
peror, by the German ambassador at Petersburg, accepted a 
state of war as forced on the German Government. It was not 


1923. 


a German declaration of war. It was a German acceptance of 
a state of war. 

Telegram 209, of July 30, Izvolski to Sazonoff, states that the 
French ambassador in London: 


Was instructed to confer with Grey as to the fæing of the combined 
attitude of France and England concerning which these two powers, 
in consequence of the general understanding existing between them, 
have to deliberate whenever a period of political tension arises. 


The time “to deliberate” had nearly arrived. 

This proposed conference was based on the notes exchanged 
between Cambon and Grey on the 22d and 23d of November, 
1912 (Exhibits 8 and 9, How Diplomats Make War), and the 
war plans of the military and naval staffs of Great Britain, 
France, and Russia, already completely matured. 

Telegram 210, of July 30, from Izvolski to Sazonoff, referring 
to the French War Minister, said that the French War Minister 
had said to the Russian military attaché: 


+ © that we could declare that in the higher interests of peace 
we are ready temporarily to delay our preparations for mobilization, 
since this would not prevent us from continuing our preparations and 
indeed from intensifying them, but we should have to refrain from the 
possible greater movements of troops. 


These suppressed telegrams indicate that both in Petersburg 
and in Paris the negotiations for the maintenance of peace were 
“a ruse de guerre” and being used as a screen for a war 
already fully determined on both in Paris and in Petersburg. 

Telegram 216 of July 31, Izvolski to Sazonoff, expressed a 
fixed war determination (1 a. m. of July 31 was the night of 
Thursday, July 30): 


From military attaché to War Minister. 1 a. m. 

The French War Minister informed me in earnest, hearty tones (sin- 
cerité enthusiastique) that the Government is firmly decided upon war, 
and requested me to confirm the hope of the French general staff that 
all our efforts will be directed against Germany, and that Austria 
will be treated as a quantité negligeable. 


This was equal to a secret declaration of war on Germany, in 
view of the Franco-Russian treaty and military plans agreed on. 

It was 23 hours before the German Government demanded a 
cessation of the Russian mobilization and two days before Ger- 
many declared a state of war existing. 

On the same day, July 31, telegram 215 from Izvolski to 
Sazonoff discloses that Baron Schon asked Viviani what atti- 
tude France would adopt in the event of an armed collision 
between Russia and Germany. Viviani declined to answer. 
Baron Schon requested arrangements for passports. 

On August 1 the German ambassador again visited Viviani, 
and the latter expressed his “astonishment” to Baron Schon 
at his action yesterday, “ which was not justified by the rela- 
tions between France and Germany,” although, as above, the 
French Government had already decided upon war and advised 
Russia to attack Germany with all its forcees—and Viviani knew 
it as Premier. 

Izvolski to Sazonoff, August 1, telegram 219, states that the 
German ambassador had visited Viviani for the second time. 
That Viviani informed him that the President of the Republic, 
Poincare, had signed a decree ordering French mobilization. 
(It may be remembered that the order of Belgian mobilization 
was issued July 31 also, although the army had been mobilized 
on and before July 24.) Viviani expressed his astonishment 
that Germany should have adopted such a measure as demanding 
3 Russia demobilize under penalty of a German mobiliza- 
tion— 


when a friendly exchange of views was in progress between Russia, Aus- 
tria, and the other powers. 


Here is the refinement of high-class diplomacy where two 
nations have fully prepared themselves for war, are determined 
on war against a neighbor, and the Premier of France assures 
the ambassador of Germany that a friendly exchange of views 
between the powers forbids Germany to prepare for defense. 

And the same day, August 1, Izvolski wires Sazonoff: 


Poincare declared to me in the most categorical manner that both 
he himself and the whole cabinet are firmly determined fully to carry 
out the obligations laid upon us by the terms of our alliance. 


The French general mobilization and an immediate offensive 
ae was required by the secret Russian agreement of 
1892. 


Izvolski, Russian ambassador, wires Sazonoff the same day, 
August 1, 1914, telegram 223, as follows: 

Poincare told me that during the last few days the Austrian 
ambassador had energetically assured him and Viviani that Austria 
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had declared to us (Russia) her readiness not only to respect the 
territorial integrity of Serbia but also her sovereign rights, but that 
we (Russia) had intentionally concealed those assurances. To my 
remark that this was a complete lie, Poincare replied that similar state- 
ments had been made in London by Austria, where they might create 
@ very dangerous impression, and therefore ought to be denied there as 
well, 


That Austria did make these representations is shown by 
telegram 195; by a verbal declaration of Count Pourtales, 
¥rench ambassador in St. Petersburg; and by Sazonoff’s an- 
swer contained in the first two sentences from St. Petersburg 
of telegram 1554 and by many other records. 

The attitude of Italy is shown by telegram 220 of August 1, 
from Izyolski to Sazonoff, as follows: 


Margerie told me that according to information from a very 
secret source Italy apparently intends, in reliance upon the manner 
in which the conflict has arisen, to remain ncutral at first, and then 
to come to one decision or another in accordance with the course 
of events. tg 


The Entente had already weakened Italy's attachment to Ger- 
many by concessions in Africa and elsewhere. 

The chief of the German general staff, Von Moltke’s memo- 
randum of 1912, showed that the Germans did not count upon 
Italy. (Exhibit 11.) That Germany could not compete on the 
ocean with Britain or on land with Russia; that Germany had 
but little hope in a war with Russia and France. 

Austria accepted the proposed mediation as between herself 
and Serbia as two sovereign Governments (Austrian Red Book 
III. p. 65), but it availed nothing. 

Petrograd knew of Austria's acceptance of mediation which 
was disclosed to Grey in London on the Ist of August. (British 
White Book, 133.) 

Sazono/f, former Russian minister of foreign affairs seven 
years later, November 15, 1921 in La Revue de France, tells that 
the Czar received a telegram from the Kaiser begging the Czar, 
notwithstanding the declaration of war, to keep the troops from 
the German frontier, and that the German Emperor was nearly 
frantic. 

Baron Rosen in “ Forty Years of Diplomatic Life,” Saturday 
Evening Post, August 21, 1920, page 85, gives it as his opinion 
that the Russian mobilization necessarily led to war. He places 
the guilt upon all three Russian heads, Sazonoff, Sukhomlinoff, 
and Jaunuschkevitch. He states that at dinner with Sukhom- 
linoff, then Minister of War, when he received a telegram thut 
Austria-Hungary had declared war on Serbia (July 25), he 
heard the War Minister exclaim— 

“CETTE FOIS NOUS MARCHERONS! ” 


that is, This time we shall march.” (Ibid., July 24, 1920, 
132.) (This meant under the treaty, 1892, and military and 
naval conventions with France Russia would attack Germany.) 

Baron Rosen states that the intelligentsia and military party 
of Russia were for war. (Ibid., August 21, 1920.) (They con- 
trolled the Government.) 

Baron Rosen further tells that Sazonoff and Jaunuschkevitch 
stopped the dispatch of the Czar’s aid to Berlin and secured 
on Thursday, July 30, a reorder of the general mobilization. 
(Ibid., August 21, 1920.) 

It was in this condition of affairs, with Russia having an 
army of over 2,000,000 men on the East, who had been prac- 
ticing mobilization since spring and actually had been in 
process of mobilizing at least since the 25th of July (Czar's 
telegram), that the German Government demanded the mcbili- 
zation stopped under the alleged necessity of regarding it as 
a declaration of war by Russia. 

It was well understood by the military strategists of France 
and Russia and of Europe that Germany’s only chance In such 
a war as this was by lightning speed and efficiency, striking 
France through Belgium. (See French and Russian military 
conferences.) The dispatches show that Germany tried to se- 
cure French neutrality and failed, tried to obtain British neu- 
trality and failed, tried to induce Belgium to submit to an 
unopposed passage and failed. (Morel, Truth and the War. 
How Diplomats Make War, Neilson.) (Diplomatic Documents, 
World War, Scott.) 


SOME EVIDENCE FROM BERLIN. ~ 


It was the policy of Germany to support Austria in rebuking 
Serbia, as far as could be done through diplomacy, but even 
if the diplomatic effort should fail, Germany did not intend to 
be drawn into a war. 

On Sunday, the 26th of July, the Kaiser returned from his 
Scandinavian cruise. On Monday a rapid fire of telegtams 
took place from Berlin to Vienna, under the instruction of the 
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Kaiser, demanding a peaceful adjustment, Berlin assuming 
that the purpose of the Entente was not necessarily hostile or 
determined on war, and that the negotiations for a peaceful 
settlement was really sincere, puf great pressure on the Aus- 
trian Government, as appears, through the following telegrams; 


{From the German Chancellor to the German ambassador, Vienna, 
July 27] 

We can not reject the rôle of mediator and must place the English 
proposal before the Vienna cabinet for consideration. Request Count 
Berchtold’s opinion on the British proposal, as well as on Sazonoff's 
wish to negotiate directly with Vienna. (Die Deutschen Dokumente, 
No, 396.) 


On July 28 he sent this dispatch: 


The refusal of every exchange of views with Petrograd would be a 
serious mistake If it provokes Russia precisely to armed interference, 
which Austria is primarily interested in avolding. We are ready, to 
be sure, to fulfill our obligations as an ally, but must refuse to allow 
ourselves to be drawn by Vienna into a world conflagration frivolously 
and in disregard of our advice. Please say this to Count Berchtold at 
once with all emphasis and with great seriousness. (Ibid. No. 396.) 


On July 29 he sent this dispatch: 


I regard the attitude of the Austrian Government and its unparal- 
leled procedure toward the various Governments with increasing as- 
tonishment * * *. It leaves us wholly in the dark as to its pro- 
gram * . I must conclude that the Austrian Government 
is harboring plans which it sees fit to conceal from us in order to 
assure herself in all events of German support and avoid the refusal 
which might result from a frank statement. (Ibid. No. 396, p. 361). 


He sent five warning telegrams on the 29th and 30th to 
Vienna. (Ibid.) 

The Kaiser had informed Foreign Minister Jagow on seeing 
the Serbian reply accepting the Austrian conditions and agree- 
ing to mediation that— 


Now, no cause for war any longer exists. 


On July 30 the German Chancellor sent the following tele- 
gram: 

If Austria refuses all negotiations, we are face to face with a con- 
flagration in which England will be against us, Rumania and Italy, 
according to ail indications, will not be for us, and we shall stand tico 
against four powers. Through England's opposition the main blow 
will fall on Germany. Austria's political prestige, the military honor 
of her army, as well as her just claims against Serbia, can be ade- 
quately satisfied by her occupation of Belgrade or other places. 
Through her humiliation of Serbia she will make her position in the 
Balkans, as well as in her relation to Russia, strong again. Under 
these circumstances, we must urgently and cmphatically press upon 
the consideration of the Vienna cabinet the adoption of mediation in 
accordance with the above honorable conditions. The responsibility 
for the consequences which would otherwise follow would be for 
Austria and for us an uncommonly heavy one. (German White Book, 
p. 395.) 


In Oman’s Outbreak of the War, pages 61, 68, 69, 77, 79, 
88, and 89, will be found the exchange of telegrams between 
William II and Nicholas, as follows: 


JvuLy 28— 10.48 P. . 


I have heard with the greatest anxiety of the impression which is 
caused by the action of Austro-Hungary against Serbia, The un- 
scrupulous agitation which had been going on for years in Serbia has 
led to the revolting crime of which Archduke Franz Ferdinand has 
become a victim, The spirit which made the Serbians murder their own 
King and his consort still dominates that country. Doubtless you will 
agree with me that both of us, you as well as I, and all other soy- 
erelgns, have a common interest to insist that all those who are 
responsible for this horrible murder shall suffer their deserved punish- 
ment. 

On the other hand, I by no means overlook the difficulty encountered 
by you and your Government to stem the tide of public opinion. In 
view of the cordial friendship which has joined us both for a long 
time with firm ties, 7 shall use my entire influence to induce Austria- 
Hungary to obtain a frank and satisfactory understanding with Russia, 
I hope confidently that you will support me in my efforts to overcome 
all difficulties which may yet arise. Your most sincere and devoted 
friend and cousin. 

WILHELM, 

(Oman's Outbreak of the War, p. 61.) 


PETERHOF PALACE, July 29—I p. m. 

I am glad that you are back in Germany. In this serious moment I 
ask you earnestly to help me. An ignominious war has been declared 
against a weak country, and in Russia the indignation, which I fully 
share, is tremendous, I fear that very soon I shall be unable to 


resist the pressure ewvercised upon me, and that I shall be forced to 
take measures which will lead to war, To prevent such a calamity 
as a European war would be, I urge you in the name of our old 
friendship to do all in your power to resirain your ally from going 
too far, 


NICHOLAS. 

(Oman's Outbreak of the War, p. 61.) 

JULY 29—6.30 P. u. 

I have received your telegram and I share your desire for the con- 
servation of peace, However, I can not—as I told you in my first 
telegram—consider the action of Austria-Hungary as an "ignominious 
war.” Austria-Hungary knows from experience that the promises of 
Serbia, as long as they are merely on paper, are entirely unreliable. 
According to my opinion the action of Austria-Hungary is to be con- 
sidered as an attempt to receive full guaranty that the promises of 
Serbia are effectively translated into deeds. In this opinion I am 
strengthened by the explanation of the Austrian cabinet that Austria- 
Hungary intended no territorial gain at the expense of Serbia. I am 
therefore of opinion that it is perfectly possible for Russia to remain 
a spectator in the Austro-Serbian War without drawing Europe into 
the most terrible war it has ever seen. I believe that a direct under- 
standing is possible and desirable between your Government and 
Vienna, an understanding which, as I have already telegraphed you, 
my Government endeavors to aid with all possible effort. Naturally, 
military measures by Russia, which might be construed as a menace 
by Austria-Hungary, would accelerate d calamity which both of us 
desire to avoid, and would undermine my position as mediator, which, 
upon your appeal to my friendship and aid, I willingly accepted. 

WILHELM. 

(Oman's Outbreak of the War, p. 68.) 


It was the very next night that the French Minister of War 
said the French Government was determined on war. (Tele- 
gram 216.) 

PETERHOF PALACE, July 29. 

Thanks for your telegram, which is conciliatory, while the officia 
message presented by your ambassador to my Foreign Minister was 
conveyed in a very different tone. I beg you to explain the difference. 
It would be right to give over the Austro-Serbian problem to The 
Hague Conference. I trust in your wisdom and friendship. 

NICHOLAS, 

(Oman's Outbreak of the War, p. 69.) 

Jury 30—1 a. M. 

My ambassador has instructions to direct the attention of your 
Government to the dangers and serious consequences of a mobiliza- 


‘tion. 1 have told you the same in my last telegram. Austria-Hungary 


has mobilized only against Serbia, and only a part of her army. If 
Russia, as seems to be the case, according to your advice and that 
of your Government, mobilizes against Austria-Hungary, the part of 
the mediator, with which you have intrusted me in such friendly 
manner and which I have accepted upon your express desire, is threat- 
ened, if not made impossible. The entire weight of decision now 
resta upon your shoulders; you have to bear the responsibility of war 
or peace. 
WILHELM. 
(Oman's Outbreak of the War, p. 77.) 


This was the day the Czar reordered Russian mobilization 
and the French minister advised Russia “the French Govern- 
ment was determined on war.” 

PETERHOF, July 30—1.20 p. m. 

I thank you from my heart for your quick reply. I am sending 
te-night Tatischeff (Russian honorary aid to the Kaiser) with in- 
structions. The military measures now taking form were decided upon 
five days ago, and for the reason of defense against the preparations 
of Austria. I hope with all my heart that these measures will not 
influence in any manner your position as mediator, which I appraise 
very highly, We need your strong pressure upon Austria so that 
an understanding can be arrived at with us. 

NICHOLAS. 

(German White Book, 1915, 23-A.) 


Then Nicholas reorders Russian mobilization. 


Jury 31, 1914. 

I thank you cordially for your mediation, which permits the hope 
that everything may yet end peaceably. It is technically impossible 
to discontinue our military preparations, which have been made neces- 
sary by the Austrian mobilization, It is far from us to want war. As 
long as the negotiations between Austria and Serbia continue, my 
troops will undertake no provocative action. I give you my solemn 
word thereon. I confide with all my faith in the grace of God, and I 
hope for the success of your mediation in Vienna for the welfare of 
our countries and the peace of Europe. 

NICHOLAS, 

(Oman's Outbreak of the War, p. 88.) 
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Under the 1892 treaty a partial Austrian mobilization re- 
quired Russia and France to attack Germany. The Austrian- 
Serbian negotiations could end when Nicholas said the word 
and Russia was ready to enter Germany. 


JuLY 81—2 P. M. 


Upon your appeal to my friendship and your request for my aid, J 
have engaged in mediation between your Government and the Govern- 
ment of Austria-Hungary. While this action was taking place your 
troops were being mobilized against my ally, Austria-Hungary, whereby, 
as I have already communicated to you, my mediation has become 
almost illusory. In spite of this I have continued it, and I now receive 
reHable news that sertous preparations for war are going on on my 
eastern frontier. The responsibility for the security of my country 
forces me to measures of defense. I have gone to the extreme limit 
of the possible in my efforts for the preservation of the peace of the 
world. It is not I who bear the responsibility for the misfortune 
which now threatens the entire civilized world. It rests in your hand 
to avert it. No one threatens the honor and peace of Russia, which 
might well have awaited the success of my mediation. The friendship 
for you and your country, bequeathed to me by my grandfather on his 
deathbed, has always becn sacred to me, and I have stood faithfully by 
Russia while it was in serious affliction, especially during its last war. 
The peace of Europe can still be preserved by you if Russia decides 
to discontinue those military preparations which menace Germany and 
Austria-Hungary. 

i WILHELM, 

(Oman's Outbreak of the War, p. 89.) 


No reply. Wilhelm, at midnight Friday, gave notice the Ger- 
man Army would mobilize if by noon Saturday Russian mobili- 
zation did not stop. At 5 p. m. Saturday, August 1, German 
mobilization was issued. At 7.10 p. m. German ambassador 
at Petrograd advised the Russian Government that Germany 
accepted the Russian challenge and the state of war forced on 
Germany. 

It will be observed in this exchange of telegrams that Nicho- 
las was under a pressure he feared he should be unable to re- 
sist. On the very day that the Kaiser advised him that he 
would have to bear the responsibility of war or peace if he 
ordered a general mobilization, he reordered the mobilization 
which had been begun by his own statement on July 25, and on 
July 31, having the day before ordered the general mobilization, 
he advises the Kaiser it was impossible to discontinue the mili- 
tary preparations, and he gives his solemn word that the Rus- 
sian troops will undertake no provocative action, although they 
cross the German border in four places the next day. (Kuhl 
79-80.) 

The German leaders, getting daily reports from Paris, Lon- 
don, Brussels, and Petersburg, accepted what they had become 
convinced was now absolutely unavoidable, and on Saturday, 
5 p. m., August 1, ordered a general mobilization. 


(Note presented by the German ambassador at St. Petersburg on 
August 1, at 7.10 p. m.) 

The Imperial German Government have used every effort since the 
beginning of the crisis to bring about a peaceful settlement. In com- 
piiance with a wish expressed to him by His Majesty the Emperor of 
Russia, the German Emperor had undertaken, in concert with Great 
Britain, the part of mediator between the cabinets of Vienna and St. 
Petersburg; but Russia, without waiting for any result, proceeded 
to a general mobilization of her forces both on land and sea. In con- 
sequence of this threatening step, which was not justified by any mili- 
tary proceedings on the part of Germany, the German Empire was 
faced by a grave and imminent danger. If the German Government 
had failed to guard against this peril, they would have compromised 
the safety and the very existence of Germany. The German Govern- 
ment were, therefore, obliged to make representations to the Govern- 
ment of His Majesty the Emperor of All the Russias and to insist upon 
a cessation of the aforesaid military acts. Russia having refused 
to comply with (not having considered it necessary to answer) this 
demand, and haying shown by this refusal (this attitude) that her 
action was directed against Germany, I have the honor, on the in- 
structions of my Government, to inform Your Excellency as follows: 

His Majesty the Emperor, my august sovereign, in the name of the 
German Empire, accepts the challenge and considers himself at war 
with Russia. 

POURTALES. 

The words in parentheses occur in the original. It must be supposed 
that two variations had been prepared in advance, and that by mistake 
they were both inserted in the note, 


RELATIVE ENTENTE AND GERMAN PREPARATIONS. 


General Von Moltke, in the summary above referred to, says 
that Germany would be obliged in the event of war— 
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to take the field against France with an inferiority in infantry (though 
still with a slight superiority in artillery), and will further be at- 
tacked in the rear by Russia, 


And he says: 


In view of the enormous sums Russia is spending on the reorganiza- 
tion of her army she will be stronger with every year that passes. It is 
just as Impossible for Germany to try to compete with Russia as a land 
power as it is for her to attempt to catch up with England as a sea power, 


In chapter 10 (Let France Explain) Bausman points out the 
preparedness of the Entente Allies—Russia, France, and Eng- 
land—and that in 1914 the expenditures of Russia, France, 
and England for war purposes made a total of $1,337,259,735, 
while Germany and Austria expended in 1914 $420,133 850, so 
that the Entente Allies expended $917,000,000 more in 1914 than 
7 5 and Austria, and this does not include Belgium or 

taly. 

The number of men available for immediate action of Rus- 
sia, France, England, and Italy was 2,663,003. The total for 
Germany and Austria was 1,176,741. 

General Buat's figures give the German active army 870,000 
men, the French active army 910,000 men: General Joffre in 
Franco-Russian conferences of 1913 said he would have 200,000 
more men than agreed to, 

Of course, Great Britain, France, and Russia controlled the 
sea through the giant navy of Great Britain, and therefore 
Germany was cut off from supplies throughout the world, while 
the Entente Allies had the whole world to draw from. 

When the war ended Germany with approximately 67,000,000 
people was facing nearly the whole world, or over 1,400,000,000 
people against the German Government. 

Chancellor Hollweg states that— 


The supposition that Germany let loose war out of mere lust of 
world power is so silly that a historian would only take it seriously 
in the entire absence of any other explanation at all. * * Such 
an assumption ascribes to us the sort of folly that is only attributed 
to an opponent in the heat of political controversy. (Hollweg, 163.) 


He says: 


The controversy as to which party gave the first impulse to a pro- 
gram of general armament and to a perversion of the policy of alli- 
ances will probably never be fought to a finish. Immeasurable mutual 
distrust, imperialistic ideals, and a patriotism restricted to material 
national instincts respectively worked each other up without its ever 
being possible to say that any particular nation had contributed most 
to the general tendency of the world. (Tbid. 169.) . 


Hollweg points out that Russia mobilized because it desired 
war. It refused to suspend mobilization. 

In spite of the fact that Vienna was ready to enter into direct con- 
versation with Petersburg on the Serbian issue. 

In spite of the fact that Vienna had accepted the Grey mediation. 

In spite of the fact that Vienna had given assurances as to the 
integrity of Serbia. 

In spite of the fact that Vienna was prepared not to go beyond such 
a temporary occupation of a part of Serbian territory as England itself 
had considered acceptable. 

Finally, in spite of the fact that Austria had only mobilized 
against Serbia and that Germany had not yet mobilized at all. 


Former Chancellor Hollweg then says: 


Consequently, when the telegraph brought us news of the mobili- 
zation on the morning of the 31st of Jdly, we could not be other than 
convinced that Russia desired war under all conditions. 


It appears that neither Germany nor Austria knew the terms 
of the treaty of 1892 requiring Russia and France to attack 
Germany if Austria mobilized. 

SOME BELGIAN EVIDENCE. 


In the reports from the Belgian ministers and chargés 
d@affaires at Berlin, London, and Paris to the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs in Brussels, printed by E. S. Mitler & Sons, 
Berlin, will be found 200 pages of evidence going to show the 
attitude of Quai d'Orsay, of London, and of Berlin to the 
general effect that the Berlin Government was very desirous of 
maintaining peace, that the French Government became increas- 
ingly disposed to war as the war powers of Russia and France 
were expanded and the Entente with Great Britain became 
dependable. 

For example, the Belgian minister at Berlin to the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs of Belgium says, page 184: 

Everyone in England and France considere the Entente Cordiale 
to be a defensive and ofensive alliance against Germany. 
It is the Entente Cordiale which has reawakened in France an idea 
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of ravanche, which up to then had slumbered. It is also the Entente 
Cordiale which is responsible for the state of uneasiness and unreat 
prevailing in Europe for the last seren years. * * For the 
present it must therefore be considered as approved that the plan of 
assisting France in a war against Germany by landing an army of 
150,000 English troops was discussed in London. There is nothing In 
this calculated to surprise us. It is the continuation of the singular 
proposals made some years ago by Colonel Barnardston to General 
Ducarne, 


The Belgian minister, Guillaume, at Paris to the Belgian 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, January 16, 1914, says: 


I already had the honor of informing you that it is MM. Poincaré 
Delcasse, Millerand, and their friends who have inaugurated and pur- 
sued the nationalistic, militaristic, and chauvinistic policy, the renas- 
cence of which we witnessed. Such a policy constitutes @ danger for 
Europe—and also for Belgium. I see in it the greatest peril threat- 
ening to-day the peace of Europe. * The attitude adopted by 
Barthou has provoked a reorudescence of militarism in Germany, 
(Ibid. p. 169.) 


The Belgian minister at Berlin in a long letter on February 
20, 1914, quotes the French ambassador at Berlin, as follows: 


The majority of the Germans and of the French undoubtedly wish to 
live in peace. But in both countries there is a powerful minority dream- 
ing solely of battles, of wars of conquest, or ravanche, Herein lies the 
danger; it is like a powder barrel which any rash act may set on fire. 
(Ibid. p. 178.) 


On May 8, 1914, the Belgian minister, Guillaume, at Paris to 
the Belgian foreign office quotes an “experienced and highly 
placed diplomat” as stating: 


If a serious incident should arise one of these days between France 
and Germany, the statesmen of the two countries will have to arrive 
at a peaceful solution of the matter within three days or else there 
will be war. 

One of the most dangerous elements of the present situation is the 
return of France to the three-years’ service; the latter bas been incon- 
siderately imposed by the military party, and the country is unable to 
stand it, Before two years have elapsed Francé will be placed before 
the alternative either of abrogating the three-years’ act or of going to 
toar. $ * * The press in both countries ta blameworthy. The 
campaign pursued in Germany against the Foreign Legion is exceedingly 
clumsy, and the tone of the French newspapers is invariably acrimonious 
and aggressive. (Ibid. p. 181.) 


On June 9, 1914, Guillaume wires the Belgian Foreign Office 
from Paris as follows: 

During the last few days the press campaign in favor of the prin- 
ciple of the three-years’ service has been extremely violent, All sorts 
of means have been adopted with a view to influencing public opinion. 
The newspapers have not hesitated to compromise even General Joffre. 
We have also seen the French ambassador in St, Petersburg take— 
contrary to all precedents—an initiative which may prove dangerous 
for the future of France. Is it true that the St. Petersburg cabinet 
pledged France to adopt the three-years’ service and that the former 
is to-day bringing all its influence to bear in order to prevent the abro- 
gation of the law in question? * * We must therefore ask our- 
selyes if the attitude of the St. Petersburg cabinet is based on the 
conviction that events are imminent which will permit of Russia mak- 
ing use of the instrument placed by her in the hand of her ally. (Ibid. 
p. 182.) 


(“Events are imminent” means “war is near.“) 
The Belgian minister, Beyens, at Berlin, June 12, 1914, in a 
dispatch to the Belgian Foreign Office, says: 


Another criticism which can be leveled against the champions of the 
three years’ service in France is that of perpetually dragging Russia 
into the discussion—Russia whose political aims remain a mystery, 
twcho utilizes the dual alliance solely for her own benefit and whọ like- 
wise, although she is no ways threatened by Germany, increases her 
armaments in alarming proportion. (Ibid. p. 186.) 


SOME EVIDENCE FROM LONDON. 


In great detail and with innumerable quotations, Francis 
Neilson, a member of the English Parliament, in his work, 
How Diplomats Make War, substantially confirms from Eng- 
lish records what has been diselosed in the telegrams above 
quoted; that is, that there was in effect an understanding be- 
tween Russia, France, and Great Britain with the military and 
naval details all worked out by repeated conferences of their 
general staffs and the understanding that Great Britain would 
cooperate with France in the event of a war with Germany. 
For example: 


In London, on Saturday, August 1, Lord Lansdowne, Sir Edward 
Carson, and Mr. Bonar Law hastened to the center of the diplomatic 
world. (How Diplomats Make War, p. 293.) Germany had issued 


orders for the general mobilization of her army and navy; the next day, 
the Subbath, to be the first day. Through the long Sabbath all over 
the Kingdom thousands of feet tramped channelwards, regiment after 
regiment with full kit wound through London streets as the bells from 
tower and steeple called the folk to prayer. Ministers went to a cabinet 
meeting there and yielded up to the French ambassador some token of 
British friendship. 


The German mobilization was ordered 5 p. m. Saturday. 

The English regiments were on the march Sunday morning 
armed for war. 

On August 1 Sir Edward Grey told the German ambassador 
that Great Britain would not engage to rémain neutral, that— 


we must keep our hands free. (How Diplomats Make War, 290.) 


The fact was Grey was not really free but fully committed, 
both by the real intent of the agreement with France, but far 
more by the interests of Great Britain, and Great Britain 
instantly carried out the commitment under the agreements 
with France and with Russia. 

Telegram 148 from the British Foreign Office, August 2, 1914: 


After the cabinet meeting this morning, I gave M. Cambon the fol- 
lowing memorandum : 

Jam authorized to give an assurance that if the German fleet comes 
into the Channel or through the North Sea to undertake hostile opera- 
tions against French coast or shipping, the British fleet will give 
all the protection in its power, 

“This assurance is, of course, subject to the policy of His Majesty's 
Government receiving the support of Parliament, and must not be 
taken as binding His Majesty's Government to take any action until 
the above contingency of action by the German flect takes place.” 


So that the Entente was In fact effective, after all, on the cer- 
tain contingency of action by the German fleet, and Parlia- 
ment was committed by its own Government's acts. This ac- 
tion was equal to agreeing to attack Germany as an ally of 
France, The interests of Great Britain, however, made it nec- 
essary when a war actually came between France and Ger- 
many that Great Britain should fight the military rulers of 
the German people who would have been dangerous to Brit- 
ish interests if they had conquered France and dominated 
Beate Europe (whether they were responsible for the war 
or not). 

Mr, Neilson points out (p. 265): 


News had reached Berlin that Belgium had issued as early as July 
24 a mobilization circular, aud an undated instruction to Belgian am- 
bassadors which contained the information they were to give to the 
chancellors as to her “strengthened peace footing.” 


The Belgian circular of July 24 (day Austria made demand 
on Serbia) announced that the Belgian Army had already 
been mobilized and forts near Germany put in order for war. 

In the circular of the Belgian Foreign Office to its ambassa- 
dors, dated July 24, was the inclosure heretofore referred to, 
without date, but necessarily either of that date or of an earlier 
date, which states: 


All necessary steps to insure respect of Belgian neutrality have 
nevertheless been taken by the Government. The Belgian Army has 
been mobilized and is taking up such strategic positions as have been 
chosen to secure the defense of the country and the respect of its 
neutrality. The forts of Antwerp and on the Meuse have been put in 
a state of defense. 


There is no manner of doubt what the Grey-Cambon letters 
meant. The complete plan of naval and military strategy was 
worked out between the French and British naval and army 
officers, and on Sunday morning, the very next morning, the 
time Germany ordered her mobilization Saturday afternoon, 
and accepted the state of war intended by Russia and con- 
templated by the mobilization and the Czur's secret order to 
the staff, British regiments were marching through London to 
e nt fully equipped for war.. (How Diplomats Make War, 
p. 295.) 


A number of the members of the British cabinet resigned 
when they discovered this secret diplomacy, including Lord 
Morley and the famous patriot, John Burns. k 

The French Government immediately offered Belgium mill- 
tary support (ibid., 310). and the following dispatch from the 
French ambassador at Brussels to the French Government ex- 
plains the relations between France and Belgium. The tele- 
gram follows: 

The chief of the cabinet of the Belgian Ministry of War has asked 
the French military attaché to prepare at once for the cooperation 
and contact of French troops with the Belgian Army pending the 
results of the appeal to the guaranteeing powers now being made. 
Orders have therefore been given to Belgian provincial governors. not 
to regard movements of French troops as a violation of the frontier. 
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The British troops took their place on the left wing of the 
French under the plans long since worked out. 

The mobilization of the Belgian army was completed at least 
the day before the general mobilization of the Russian Army 
begun under Sukhomlinoff’s order, July 25, about which “he 
lied” to the Russian Czar (see Sukhomlinoff's trial) when he 
represented to the Russian Czar that it was a partial mobiliza- 
tion, but which was reordered as a general mobilization by the 
Russian Czar on July 30. 

In the trial of Sukhomlinoff, Minister of War, at St. Peters- 
burg, by the revolutionary government of Russia, Bausman 
says: 

Sukhomlinoff confessed that after the Czar had received these tele- 
grams from the Kaiser the Czar called the Minister of War up by 
telephone and told him to stop the mobilization. At that time the 
Ozar thought the mobilization was only partial. It was really already 
general, a procedure for which the direct authority of the Czar was 
necessary and had not been given. Sukhomlinoff confessed that in 
making the mobilization general he had concealed this from the Ozar; 
nay, more, that he did not reveal it to him in the conversation by tele- 
phone. He next admitted that he promised the Czar to stop the further 
mobilization and not to issue a general mobilization. He hung up the 
telephone with a false promise to the Czar, and, he says, tent on with 
the mobilization. His fellow rogue, Jaunuschkevitch, floundering in his 
testimony and confronted at all times with contradictions, left the 
stand in the same disgusting and humiliating condition. (Bausman, 
200; also Oman's Outbreak of the War, 68.) 


If the democracies or peoples of the world continue to permit 
secret diplomacy with its ambitious intrigue, militarism, com- 
mercial imperialism, this World War will not be the last. 

The greatest of the English papers, the London Times, cor- 
rectly states the true position with regard to this matter of 
British participation in the Triple Entente, as follows (How 
Diplomats Make War, 336): 


[From the London Times, March 15, 1915.) 


There are still some Englishmen and Englishwomen who greatly err 
as to the reasons that have forced England to draw the sword. They 
know that it was Germany's flagrant violation of Belgian neutrality 
which filled the cup of her indignation and made her people insist 
on war (sic). They do not.reflect that our honor and our interest 
must have compelled us to join France and Russia even if Germany 
had scrupulously respected the rights of her small neighbors, anid had 
sought to hack her way into France through the eastern fortresses. 


Great Britain was led into the war on the theory that British 
interests required cooperation with France and Russia, for 
which Sir Edward Grey had laid the ground by years of naval 
and military conferences in which every detail of a war on Ger- 
many had been carefully outlined. 

In Entente Diplomacy and the World, Documents 847 and 
850 (Exhibit VII), will be found the British-Russian Entente 
plans. 

These dispatches demonstrate beyond a possibility of doubt 
that there were secret conventions thoroughly worked out and 
planned between Russia, France, and Great Britain as to how 
war should be made on Germany, involving Great Britain send- 
ing empty ships into the Baltic Sea for Russia's use against 
Germany just before the war of 1914 was declared; (Doe. 
850) that England should be prepared to fetter the German 
fleet in the North Sea; arrangements in the Mediterranean 
were to be made, and especial authority to the Russian ships 
to use French and English ports to establish a complete working 
plan between the navies and the armies of the three countries— 
Great Britain, Russia, and France. The limit of discussion 
makes it inexpedient to quote these innumerable documents. 
It should be sufficient to call the attention of the Senate to 
these documents and of their convincing character. 

The Russian ambassador, London, June 25, 1914, telegraphs 
to Sazonoff (Doc. 855, p. 730, ibid.): 

Grey told me to-day that he was greatly alarmed by the false rumors 
which were circulating in the German press concerning the contents of 
the alleged naval convention between England and Russia, * * * 
Grey assured the German ambassador * * * that between England, 
on the one hand, and France and Russia there existed neither an alli- 
ance nor a convention * * that their negotiations had never 
assumed a character directed against Germany nor had they any refer- 
ence to the so-called “ encireling policy.” 


On the face of the Cambon-Grey letters was an express dis- 
claimer of either Government being bound by them, but the 
actual intent and true, common interest against the German 
Imperial Government is quite clear, 

The English honor and interest were both involved. It cer- 
tainly appears that France, Russia, and Great Britain did have 
secret conventions; the conventions were directed against Ger- 


many, worked out in detail then in process of execution and 
they were in pursuance of “the encircling policy,’ and were 
carried out on the battle fields and at sea within 60 days. 

Three days later Russo-Serbian intrigues led to the murder 
of Archduke Ferdinand, and the grand drama, with stage 
fully set, opened to the astonishment and grief of the poor, 
little common people who die and pay taxes. 

The secret entente agreements with France and Russia were 
repeatedly denied by the British Foreign Office in Parliament 
by its representatives asserting that there was no commitment 
of the British Government to support the French Government 
in case of a war with Germany, 

On March 10 of the following year, 1913, Mr. Asquith, re- 
plying to a question in the Commons from Lord Hugh Cecil, 
denied that England was under an— 


obligation arising owing to an assurance given by the ministry in the 
course of diplomatic negotiations to send a very large armed force out 
of this country to operate in Europe. 


On March 24 he made similar denials in reply to questions 
from Sir W. Byles and Mr. King. 

On April 14 Mr. Runciman, in a speech at Birkenhead, 
denied “in the most categorical way“ the existence of a secret 
understanding with any foreign power. 

On May 3 the Secretary for the Colonies, Mr. Harcourt, de- 
clared that he could conceive no circumstances in which con- 
tinental operations would not be a crime against the people o“ 
this country.” 

On June 28 the Undersecretary for Foreign Affairs, Mr 
Acland, declared publicly that— 


in no European question were we concerned to interfere with a big 
army. 


On July 1 Lord Loreburn, Lord Chancellor from 1906 to 1912, 
said— 


that any British Government would be so guilty toward our country 
as to take up arms in a foreign’ quarrel is more than I can believe. 


On April 28, 1914, and again on June 11, Sir Edward Grey 
confirmed in the House of Commons Mr. Asquith’s assertion, 
made March 11 and 24, 1913, of British freedom from engage- 
ments with continental powers. (See Neilson, How Diplomats 
Make War; Morel, Truth and the War, etc.) 

These disclosures justify America in receiving the assurances 
of European diplomats with some reserve, 

Lloyd-George five months before the war said:. 

The German Army is vital not merely to the existence of the German 
Empire, but to the very life and independence of the nation Itself, 
surrounded as Germany is by other nations, each of which possesses 
arms about as powerful as her own. (Daily Chronicle, January 1, 
1914.) 


The French Army was much more powerful than the German 
(conferences above quoted). 

The semiofficial paper, Birshewija Wjedomasti, of Petrograd, 
on June 13, 1914, before the Serajevo tragedy, stated: 


Russia is ready and hopes that France is ready. (Bourse Gazette.) 


This «rticle appears to have been inspired by Sukhomlinoff, 
Minister of War. This paper goes on to state that the Russian 
Army is now 2,320,000 men. (Bausman, 31.) 

This paper (supra) further said: 


We have projected and begun to build a whole network of strategic 
railways to concentrate the army as quickly as possible. (Bausman, 
Appendix G.) 

THE EUROPEAN PRESS. 


The press of Russia, France, Germany, and Serbia in 1914 
was a press largely controlled by subsidies, 

The journals were not supported by advertisements as in 
America, They relied upon subsidies from governments, poli- 
ticians, and from commercial and financial interests. 

Through this agency the people of Germany, France, and 
Russia were taught to hate each other. The death of the Crown 
Prince of Austria was attributed by the Government of Aus- 
tria to the Serbian press propaganda financed by the Russian 
Government through the Russian minister at Belgrade with 
the connivance of the Serbian Government. In Livre Noir, 
which discloses the secret archives of the Russian Foreign 
Office, are many dispatches showing the manner in which the 
Russian Government subsidized and directed the press. 

On page 208, Livre Noir, for example, in telegram 591, De- 
cember 18, 1913, Izvolski, the Russian ambassador at Paris, 
speaking of the Paris press, says: 

The papers which are devoted to us, as Le Matin, rely on me for 
instructions, and if we do not give them directions they might per- 
haps engage themselves with a false view. 
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On page 213 (ibid.) Izvolski says: 


It is particularly important here, at such a moment, to control the 
press. Otherwise it may engage itself with a false view; besides it is 
more than sure that it is continually moved by financial circles who 
have in view only their own special Interests. 


On page 271 of Livre Noir Izvolski writes: 


Endeavoring to maintain the attitudes which are desirable for us 
with the press of the Government and political world, I am doing my 
utmost at the same time to influence the press. With this in view, 
thanks to the measures taken in time, considerable results have been 
obtained. As you know, I do not intervene directly in the distribu- 
tion of the subsidies, but this distribution in which the French min- 
isters take part, the Minister of Foreign Affairs and the Minister of 
Finance, Is, it appears, efficacious and obtains its ends. From my side 
I exert every day to influence personally the most important journals of 
Paris, such as Temps, Journal des Debats, L' Echo de Paris. 


The manner in which the press responds to such stimulation 
has heretofore been shown in the dispatches which I have 
quoted, showing that they were instrumentalities in moving the 
French people to war and in moving the Russian people to war. 

From these disclosures it will appear how extremely signifi- 
cant to the German rulers was the attitude of the French press 
in Paris in July, 1914, where they wete denouncing Germany 
and Austria and demanding the support of Russia, and it is 
worth while to recall the declaration of the Nouvelle Revue 
that France was determined on war. and of the Petrograd 
press that Russia was determined on war, and that France and 
Russia were prepared, 

In the American press a few weeks ago was an item announc- 
ing that the French Government requested 8,000,000 francs 
to be used with the press without disclosing the details. 

I have just received by mail as a Senator of the United 
States a book of 112 pages of press clippings strenuously sup- 
porting the French policy in the Ruhr. It is obviously paid 
propaganda. The first article declares, among other things, in 
regard to the World War; 


What Germany could not do in battle she Is doing by evasion and 
maneuver. She has broken the unity of the Allies and has made of 
Armistice Day a hollow mockery. America, and history must so write 
it, was the first to falter. Last in the field, we were the first to leave. 


This unfair imputation was printed in an American news- 
paper and purports to be written by an American editor. 

The fact is. America, and history must so write it, won the 
war, and only left when the military dynasties had been 
destroyed in battle. 

When the Allies were sending delegation after delegation 
imploring our help, telling us that the British and Belgian 
troops had their backs to the wall, and that the French troops 
were bled white, America sent 2,000.000 of the ablest and brav- 
est men on earth to the battle line and drove the Germans 
back, and the American President by diplomacy presented terms 
the German people accepted as a basis of armistice. See the 
dispatch of June 3, 1918, of General Foch, Lloyd-George, Cle- 
mencenu, and Orlando, Ministers of Great Britain, France, and 
Italy, beseeching our assistance immediately (Exhibit 13) and 
urgently declaring that without American help the war was lost 
and victory impossible. 

Until the great mass of European people understand how 
they are ruled and led into war by a few leaders there can 
be little hope of permanent peace in the world. If a few 
diplomats having access to the national purse are permitted 
by propaganda, through a subsidized press, to teach the people 
to hate each other, permanent peace is impossible. 

The peoples ought to be taught to understand each other, 
to respect each other and promote friendly commercial rela- 
tions with each other. 

There is no possible reason why the farmers and laborers 
of France should be led to kill the farmers and laborers of 
Germany, and there is no just cause why the mechanics, clerks, 
and domestics of Germany should be taught to hate and kill 
the mechanics, clerks, and domestics of France. They are all 
alike entitled to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 
But their peace depends on the intelligence, power, and initia- 
tive of the people themselves expressed through their proper 
parliaments elected by the suffrage of the people. This is a 
matter that the people of Europe themselves must work out. 
They can not be advised from America. Possibly the seeds 
we sow in feeding their famishing may finally lead their states- 
men to realize that the American ideals of international under- 
standing und good will is the better policy. 

The Belgian minister at Berlin, Baron Beyens, speaks about 
the French inflammatory discourses which place Belgium in 


— ——ä— 


so dangerous a position and which interfere with those trying 
to preserve the peace between France and Germany. 

Baron Guillaume, the Belgian ambassador at Paris, wrote 
his home office, May 8, that Frenchmen were proclaiming a 
certain victory over Germany, (Dip. Rev., p. 288.) 

The Russian ambassador at Berlin advises his Government 
March 12, 1914, that Germany “is trying to appear not afraid.” 

Izvolski, the Russian ambassador at Paris, on September 12, 
1912, reports a conversation with Poincaré assuring him of the 
French loyalty to Russia, as follows: 


If a conflict with Austria should involve Germany's armed inter- 
vention, France will at once recognize it as a casus foederis and will 
not lose a minute in fulfilling her pledges to Russia. (Pravda, 1919; 
Bausman, 34.) 


On December 23, 1920, Lloyd-George expresses the opinion— 


That no one at the head of affairs quite meant war. It was some- 
thing into which they glided, or rather staggered and stumbled. 


This view is very charitable but comes a little late. 

It is worth while to remember that Germany had over 4,500 
miles of frontier to protect and no natural boundaries to pro- 
tect her on the east or the west or the south and that their 
authorities naturally were apprehensive. 

Frederick Bausman, former member of the Supreme Court of 
the State of Washington, in Let France Explain, thoroughly 
documented (London, George Allen & Unwin), believes that the 
Government of France under Poincaré was also to blame for 
world catastrophe, and he lays down the following propo- 
sitions: 

First. That the alliance of France and Russia was unneces- 
sary to the safety of France and was hostile to the peace of 
Europe by its inviting into western Europe an overwhelming 
mass led by irresponsible men who aimed at extending there 
an irresponsible government and a shameful despotism. 

Second. That France deliberately and continually armed Rus- 
sia and encouraged her aggressiveness against Germany; that 
French policy was continuously directed to creating a favorable 
opportunity for war upon Germany to regain her lost Provinces, 
disintegrate Germany as she had kept her disintegrated in 
previous centuries, and resume her old place at the head of 
European affairs. 

Third. That the German armaments were, beyond all ques- 
tion, made necessary by the enormous and wholly unnecessary 
increases in Russian armaments. 

Fourth. That the Serbians were among the most ruthless 
people in Europe; that Russia had no regard for Serbia other 
than to extend her own empire into the Balkans; and that 
Russia desired to break up, through Serbia, the Austro-Hun- 
garian Empire, a result that would have left Germany helpless 
against Russia later. 

Fifth. That the war sprang out of Russian ambition in the 
Balkans and in nothing vital to the French whatsoever. and 
that France could have stopped Russia at the outset by telling 
her that she would not support her Balkan ambitions, because 
Russia would not have gone into the war unless supported by 
France, which country immediately advised her that she would 
support ber. 

Sixth. That Germany did everything possible to avert the 
war after discovering that Russia actually would go to war 
and France support Russian ambitions in the Balkans, the 
chancellor imperatively and repeatedly requesting Austria to 
acquiesce, and the Kaiser personally imploring the Czar to 
stop, and that England, though embarrassed by previous rela- 
tions with thé French and Russians, also exerted herself to 
prevent war, but that the French Government did nothing 
whatever to restrain Russia. 

Seventh. That the Russians, finding themselves certain of 
French support and possibly of English support, too, pushed, 
at first by stealth and then openly, a general mobilization; that 
they brought 2,000,000 of well-equipped troops toward the Ger- 
man frontier and refused, after reasonable notice from Ger- 
many, to stop the mobilization; that France and Russia knew 
that they could ultimately drive England into the war, because 
England could not risk the conquest of France by Germany 
under any circumstances, and that Italy would not aid Ger- 
many at all. 

Eighth. That Russia wanted a war, that France knew that 
Russia wanted a war, and that the Government of Poincaré 
did all that was possible to lash up the people of France against 
Germany before the war because his Government believed that 
the combined forces of France and Russia, especially if aided 
by England, were invincible. 

Ninth. That the French and Russians, neither of them sur- 
prised but on the contrary long prepared, went into the war 


1923. 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


373 


at the height of their overwhelming strength, the French General Buat, of the French general staff, showed that the 


Army being alone equal to that of Germany and the fully 
equipped part of the Russian much larger. 

Tenth. That if the war had ended successfully for Russia, 
the best part of central Europe would have been absorbed by 
her; that France during the war actually made a secret treaty 
to that effect; that the Germans were compelled to resist with 
enormous loss the spread of the Slavs into western Europe 
and have contributed to its protection; and that the English, 
compelled by sheer military necessity to save France from de- 
feat, have suffered incalculably in life, trade, and wealth. 

And says: 

A single telegram from the French Government to the Russian would 
have prevented this war, a simple telegram warning Russia that France 
would not support her in a conflict concerning the Balkans when Russia 
herself was not attacked by the Central Powers, neither of which had 
even mobilized against her. Germany had not mobilized at all. One 
such message, I repeat, would have saved civilization its catastrophe, 
for the Russian Government at the ontset had stated that it would not 
venture into this war unless secure of the support of France.“ (Let 
France Explain, p. 36.) (British White Paper 17.) 


In order to comprehend what took place in Europe, one should 
remember that the Governments of Europe are in the hands of 
a comparatively few men. 

The record shows, of course, that the Czarist Russian Govern- 
ment was a military dynasty, controlled by the Czar, grand 
dukes, and their military satellites. The French Government, 
the record shows, entered into a secret written treaty with this 
military monarchy whose views of government were diametri- 
cally opposed to the supposed principles of the Republic of 
Fran 


ce. 

The British Foreign Office entered into a secret agreement 
with France and Russia without the knowledge of Parliament, 
and thus stimulated and made aggressive the militarism of the 
French leaders, and all the more made aggressive the leaders 
of Russia whose objects were entirely at variance with those 
of the British people or of the French people. The French 
leaders had some reason to fear the possible aggression of the 
German military dynasty and by making an alliance with 
Russia and England were able to make the German military 
authorities afraid to attack France, but the policy fatally en- 
couraged Russia to attack Germany. Russia had a far more 
important and different purpose to serve. The Russian Goy- 
ernment had long had a determined policy to control the Dar- 
danelles, to have free access to the Mediterranean from the 
Black Sea. It was impossible for Russia to get this advantage 
except as the result of u general European war, and the way 
to provoke a general European war was precisely the means 
employed by Russia with its intrigues in Serbia, where the 
Slavs of Serbia were stimulated and financed to carry on secret 
intrigues against the Austrian Government through the Slay 
population of Austria. It was only necessary to compel Austria 
to partially mobilize, whereupon the Franco-Russian agree- 
ment to attack Germany came into effect automatically, and 
France and Germany must instantly mobilize and attack Ger- 
many at the same time on the east and on the west with ali 
their forces. 

These Serbian intrigues compelled Austria to mobilize in 
1912. (Russia not quite ready.) 

Again compelled Austria to mobilize in 1913. (Russia not 
quite ready.) 

In 1914, when they led to the murder of the Crown Prince of 
Austria and his consort, the court at Vienna in extreme anger 
delivered a 48-hour demand for satisfaction and mobilized 
against Serbia. 

A pretext for the Russian mobilization had been created by 
Russia and instantly Sazonoff said, “ This time we shall march.” 

This was the precise situation which the Russian clique, led 
by Sazonof and Sukhomlinoff, seems to have desired to accom- 
plish and the war was on. 


FHENCH EVIDENCES. 


Colonel Boucher, of the French general staff, issued in 1910 
to 1913 three books—one France Victorious in To-morrow's 
Wars, one the Offensive Against Germany, and another Ger- 
many in Peril. 

In the latter he says: 

Germany is menaced on all frontiers, and situated that she can not 
feel secure of her future against all her adversaries, without finding 
some way to eliminate us „ menaced on the north by Eng- 
land, on the west by France, on the east by Russia, and to-day equally 
on the south ° + in danger of panslavism. She must raise her 
forces to the supreme degree. 


mobile forces of France were an active army of 910,000 men 
with reserves of 1,325,000. 

One can say then that without taking any account of the Belgian 
Army or of the four British divisions, France alone was at the begin- 
ning, at least, equal, if not superior, to her formidable adversary in 
the number of the principal units. (L’Armee Allemande, pp. 1-9.) 


The French ambassador at St. Petersburg, Paleologue, in the 
early part of 1914 was warned by Viviani that war would soon 
break out (Revue des deux Mondes, January, 1921); but 
Viviani, in his opening speech to the French Parliament after 
the German declaration of war, complained of its being “ unes- 
pected.” 

Lord French tells us that the preparations with France were 
on a complete and mutual understanding (“ 1914.“ p. 8) and 
that England was to put 160,000 men at a point near Belgium 
on 12 days’ notice. 

Benckendorff, the Russian ambassador to London, said: 


When I recall Cambon’s conversations with me, the words exchanged 
and add the attitude of Poincaré, the thought comes to me as a con- 
viction that of all the powers France is the only one which not to say 
that it wishes war would yet look upon it without great regret. (Ger- 
man White Book, pt. 2, p. 75.) 


Mauy notable French men have issued protests and accusa- 
tious against Poincaré, such as De Martial, Henri Barbusse, 
Anatole France, Ernest Renauld, ete. 

Renauld, a distinguished historical writer, engaged Poincaré 
in an argument and said: 


The Entente wanted the war as much as William II, and you, Mr. 
President, and your group of friends wanted it more than all. (Baus- 
man, p. 29.) 


Sukhomlinoff, Russian Foreign Minister, August, 1912, after 
one of Poincaré's visits sent a circular to his Russian diplomats 
saying: 

When the critical moment in international relations arrives, it will 
be most desirable to have at the head of the allied governments, if not 
Poincaré himself, at least a personality who has the same energetic 
character and who has as little fear of responsibility as. the present 
French Prime Minister. (Entente Diplomacy, pp. 652-655.) 


In Poincaré a-t-il Voulu la Guerre the warlike course of the 
French Government is attributed to Poincaré from his coming 
into office in 1912. The work of Pevet, Les Responsables de la 
Guerre, places the responsibility on Poincaré. (Bausman.) 

Poincaré assured the extra session of the French Parliament 
August 4, 1914, that France— 


_ was prepared and our enemy will meet on their path our valiant troops. 


(French Yellow Book, p. 158.) 


The attitude of the French war party may be appreciated 
from the quotation of Mr. Buxton, in the foreign office de- 
bate of July, 1912, taken from the Nouvelle Revue, one of the 
most prominent of Paris reviews: 


We intend to have war. After 40 years of a heavily armed peace 
we can at least utter this opinion without the serious readers of a 
French revue shaking in their shoes * France is ready to 
strike, and to conquer, as she was not ready 40 years ago, and she 
will not be in 4 or 5 years to come, owing to the annual divergent 
numbers of the birth rate in each country. * * We, the at- 
tacking party, will have arranged with England that their fleet 
+ „ „ will have followed * * the remains of the whole uer- 
man Navy into the German waters. (How Diplomats Make War, 
p. 206.) 


M. Poincaré has not escaped the criticism of representatives 
of the people of France in the French Chamber of Deputies. 
On July 5, 1922, while M. Poincaré was presiding over the 
Chamber of Deputies as its President, M. Vaillant-Couturier 
(p. 2337-2338, Journal Official) declared “upon his conscience 
as an old soldier” that he was convinced of the responsibility 
of Raymond Poincaré for the World War because of his policy 
in the Balkans and his unwarrantable support of Russian am- 
bitions and Russian policies. He declared that the war was 
desired by a group of important rank in the Court of Russia 
and that Poincaré did not do what he could have done to deter 
the war, that Poincaré’s culpability would be exposed by the 
records and he accused him on the floor of the Chamber of 
Deputies to have been responsible for building up in France 
by Russian propaganda public opinion among the French people 
favorable to the Russian intervention in Balkan affairs. 

That he had contributed to the war by allowing chances for 
peace to pass. 
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M. Vaillant-Coutourier in the course of a long speech said: 


We accuse him of having been the man about whom was crystal- 
lized the desire for revenge on the part of the most turbulent of 
French nationalists. We accuse him of haying been that which 
Jaurés hoped he would not be, the president of reaction or of war. 

We accuse him of having let pass certain omissions of texts in the 
publication of the diplomatic archives . 

We accuse him of having thrown France into a war which the 
Russian mobilization provoked. We accuse him of having compro- 
mised between 1912 and 1914 the destinies of France, whatever 
might have been the wishes of Germany at that time * * + 


and stated that the “stillborn treaty of the peace of Ver- 
sailles,” which “they all condemn more or less,” stood between 
a peaceable future and the French people, and said: 


For us M. Poincaré represents all that nationalism has been able 
to produce of a funereal character before, during, and after the war. 
To-day his policy leads us to isolation, to failure, and to new wars. 


On January 15, 1914, Izvolski, in a “very confidential” 
letter (Livre Noir, 230) says: 


If the incident continues to develop, the question might put itself 
within the scope of the alliance. In a conversation with me, M. 
Poincaré expressed himself exactly the same, by repeating to me 
several times, “Jt ts well understood that we shall sustain you.” 


I respectfully call the attention of the Senate to the secret 
telegrams from Izyolski, in Livre Noir, pages 14, 19, 20, in 
which Izvolski, on January 29, 1913, over a year before the 
World War, says: 


I have just had a long conversation with Poincaré, who has declared 
to me in his capacity as President of the Republic he will have abun- 
dant possibility of directly influencing the foreign policy of France 
+ + *, According to him it is of the highest importance for the 
French Government to be able in advance to take part in directing pub- 
lic opinion as to a war which could arise in the matter of the 
Balkans. 


And on January 30, 1913, page 19: 


The energy, the decision, and the entire character of M. Poincaré 
appear as the guaranty of that which in his capacity as President of 
the Republic he will not content himself—as, for example, M. Fal- 
lieres—with a rôle purely passive and, if it might be so expressed, 
decorative, but that he would influence by every means and at all 
times the French policy in the domain of foreign affairs * + 
That is why during the next seven years we can be completely 
assured against the appearance at the head of the French Goyern- 
ment and diplomacy of such persons as Caillaux, Cruppi, Nonis, ete. 
e * * M. Poincaré continues to come every day to the ministry, 


and M. Jonnert makes no reply, expresses no opinion without he has 


knowledge of it and consents to it. 


And page 20: 

The French Government is firmly decided to fulfill toward us its 
obligation as an ally, and it admits with full knowledge and with 
all the cold blood necessary that the final result of the actual com- 
plications can be for it the necessity of the participation of France 
in a general war. The moment when France should draw the sword 
is exactly determined by the Franco-Russian military convention and 
under the understanding the French ministry entertain not the 
slightest doubt nor the slightest hesitation. * + » 

Also the French Government does not wish to deprive Russia of its 
liberty of action, nor to put in doubt the moral obligations which 
rest upon it in that which concerns the Balkan States. Conse- 
gently Russia can count not only on the support in arms of France 
in the case foreseen by the Franco-Russian conyention but upon the 
most energetic and effective diplomatic assistance (of France) in all 
the enterprises of the Russian Government in favor of said States 
(the Balkans). 


Poincaré undertook his own defense by writing a book 
“Les Origines de la Guerre” (Cassie) in 1921, in English 
1922, an analysis of which appears in Let France Explain, 
Chapter XIV. He wholly omits the Russian mobilization and 
does not contradict the Belgian minister’s charge against him as 
bringing on the war. He omits the vital record of the Falsifi- 
cation of the Russian Orange Book, but admits— 


(a) That the Kaiser made repeated efforts to come to a good under- 
standing with France (p. 25). 

(b) That Delcasse made a revision, which he misquotes, of the 
Franco-Russian treaty (p. 56). 

(e) That France had always in mind the recovery of the lost 
Provinces (p. 25). 

(d) That the Franco-Russian treaty was never disclosed before the 
war and that Viviani, with a copy in his pocket, refrained from read- 
ing it to the Parliament. 


(e) That the pacifice Georges Louis was recalled from St. Petersburg 
because the Russians wanted a different sort, ete. (Let France Explain, 
p. 229.) 


Poincaré’s defense will be found in the Living Age, Saturday, 
August 26, 1922, page 503, in which he says that Sazonoff was 
a “ pacifist,” that 


the thought of crushing Serbia dominated the whole policy of Austria 
and Germany. 


That when he and Viviani (July 29, 1914)— 


reached Paris we were received by a startled and troubled nation that, 
far from wishing war, was overwhelmed with solicitude for the safety 
of France, although firmly resolved upon any sacrifices to defend the 
fatherland. 


It will be observed that Poincaré returned to Paris on July 
29, and that it was on the night of the next day—July 80—that 
the French minister of war told the military attaché of the 
Russian Embassy with “enthusiastic sincerity” that the 
Government is firmly decided upon war and requested the Rus- 
sian Embassy to confirm the hope of the French general staff 
that all the Russian efforts should be directed against Germany. 
(Telegram 216.) 

Poincaré states that with the consent of the ministry he 
wrote a letter to King George on July 31, 1914, informing the 
King that France would do all in her power to maintain peace. 
This letter to King George is not consistent with telegram 216, 
nor with the secret military treaty and the secret conferences 
of the Russian and French general staffs of 1911, of 1912, 
of 1913, to mobilize and attack Germany in the event of an 
Austrian mobilization, but was extremely serviceable in con- 
vineing British public opinion of the peaceful attitude of the 
French Government and of the guilt of the German Govern- 
ment in willing the war. 

Poincaré insisted on having Grey announce the Entente avow- 
edly as a means of preventing Germany from declaring war. 
Grey was unwilling, probably because it would have stimulated 
Russia to war if every element of doubt of British support were 
removed. 

Grey did not wish war, but had no option but to sapport 
France if it came. 

On the night of July 29, the British ambassador at Berlin 
wired Sir Edward Grey that the German Chancellor had told 
him (the British ambassador in Berlin) that— 


As far as he was able to Judge the main principle which governed 
British policy was that Great Britain would never stand by and allow 
France to be crushed in any conflict there might be. (How Diplomats 
Make War, 263.) 


So that it is clear that the German Government expected 
Great Britain to support France in the event of war. The 
fact that Great Britain would support France fully justified 
the Russian war party and the French war party in their deter- 
mination on war. 

Moreover, Sir Edward Grey told the French ambassador at 
London, Cambon (British White Paper, 87), that he meant 
to tell the German ambassador that day, Wednesday, July 29, 
that he must not be misled from the friendly tone of their 
conversation that Britain would stand aside, so that both 
Germany and France knew that Britain would not stand aside. 

On Friday, July 31, the British ambassador to Berlin, Sir 
Edward Goschen, wired Sir Edward Grey that the German 
Chancellor said he had done everything possible to attain his 
object at Vienna, BUT he could not leave his country defense- 
less— 


while time was being utilized by other powers; and if, as he 
learns is the case, military measures are now being taken by Russia 
against Germany also, it will be impossible for him to remain quiet. 
(Ibid. 281.) 


Sir Edward Grey telegraphed to the British ambassador at 
St. Petersburg that he did not see how Russia could be urged 
to suspend military preparations unless some limit were put 
by. Austria to the advance of her troops into Serbia. (Ibid. 
282.) 

In other words, he did not exercise an effective moderating 
influence on St. Petersburg; he justified their military prep- 
arations. 

The whole story is set forth quite fully by Neilson, a member 
of the British Parliament, in chapter 12 of How Diplomats 
Make War. The chapter is entitled “A game of chess.” 

Without doubt patriotism in the form of intense nationalism 
moved most of the European leaders, who thought in term: of 
military strategy alone. 

It is futile to reproach individuals in the foreign office of 
Petersburg, of Paris, of London, of Vienna, or Berlin. These 
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men were produced by thelr environment in an atmosphere of 
secret diplomacy, believing in the power of might first, last, 
and all the time, but nevertheless also believing it necessary 
to subsidize the press and direct public opinion so as to have 
the support as far as possible of their own nationals. 

A profound distrust was everywhere evident between the 
leaders of the different nations. 

These foreign offices were controlled by a consuming desire 
for further political power over other people and over other 
territory. Their whole diplomacy in foreign relations largely 
consisted of trading with each other, giving and taking com- 
pensations.” The prime moving force was commercialized im- 
perialism. 

The Entente Allies should have conquered Germany and 
Austria within a few months considering the enormous prepon- 
derance of power in favor of the Entente Allies. It should have 
been a profitable war in the matter of colonial possessions, an- 
nexations, and indemnities; but its prolongation for four years 
was very unexpected and costly. The collapse of the Russian 
armies, probably due largely to the hate of the Russian people 
of the Romanoff Government, proved a blessing in disguise to the 
whole world, including the French, British, and Russian people. 
~ The overthrow of the German military government will prob- 
ably prove a blessing to the world, especially to the German 
people, notwithstanding the severe suffering which has tem- 
porarily taken place since the armistice. 

In due time no doubt the British, French, and Belgian people 
will correet the defects in the Government of their own for- 
eign offices, and the extent to which commercialized government 
has gone in the past will probably be abated in the future. 

If the principles of the League of Nations shall become the 
rule governing the relation of nations to each other, the evils 
of the past will be entirely abated and international understand- 
ing, good will, and cooperation will become the rule of inter- 
national intercourse. 

In the light of the disclosures which are made of the seeret 
diplomacy of Europe, it is clear that a profound national 
humiliation was put upon the German people by article 231 of 
the treaty of Versailles in violation of the evidence now known 
to the world. Article 231 is as follows: 


ART. 231. The allied and associated Governments afirm and Germany 
accepts the responsibility of Germany and her allies for causing all the 
Toss and damage to which the allied and associated Governments and 
their nationals have been subjected as a consequence of the war im- 
posed upon them by the aggression of Germany and her allies. 


This article makes the German Republie, representing a free 
people, accept the responsibility of having imposed upon the 
Allies the World War by the aggression of the Imperial Ger- 
man Government of 1914, which was the master of the subject 
German people. 

The German people feel a profound bitterness over this 
article and its consequences, and it will be well for the world 
to consider whether a reconciliation between the peoples of 
Germany, France, and Great Britain is possible so long as the 
German people are unjustly charged with this great wrong. 

In the Memoirs of Izyolski is narrated a personal attempt 
of William II. in 1905, to establish permanent peace between 
Russia, Germany, and France in the so-called Treaty of Bjorkoe, 
as follows: 


Their Imperial Majesties, the Emperor of all the Russias, of the one 
part, and the Emperor of Germany, of the other part, with the object 
of assuring the peace of Burope, have agreed upon the following 
points of the treaty hereinafter related, with reference to a defensive 
alliance ; 

“ARTICLE I. If any European State shall attack either of the two 
Empires, the allied party engages to aid his cocontractor with all his 
forces on land and on sea. 

“ART. II. The high contracting parties agree not to conclude a sep- 
arate peace with any enemy whatsoever. 

“ART. III. The present treaty shall be in force from the moment of 
the conclusion of peace between Russia and Japan and may only be 
canceled by a year's previous notice. 

“Art, IV. When this treaty goes into effect, Russia will take the 
necessary steps to make its terms known to France and inyite her to 
subscribe to it as an ally.“ ` 

NICHOLAS, 
WILLIAM, 

The hostility of France tọ this treaty caused its cancella- 
tion. 

The records to which I have above referred show in many 
ways the efforts of the German Government to effect a rap- 


prochement with France and with Great Britain, all of which 
were unavailing. 


One of the most learned men in Europe, E. D. Morel, a mem- 
ber of the British Parliament, has written several works ex- 
plaining this unfortunate condition of European diplomacy, 
such as ‘Truth and the War, Diplomacy Revealed, Ten 
Years of Secret Diplomacy, in which these processes are ex- 
plained in great detail and fully confirm what the records to 
which I have above referred exhibit; and the underlying policy 
of the diplomacy of the foreign office of the European nations 
is set forth by Leonard Wolf in a little work called Economic 
Imperialism,” showing the substantial fact that governments 
had been employed for money making purposes in the exploita- 
tion of the ignorant and unenlightened races; that under this 
policy all of Africa had been divided up and other parts-of the 
world seized for similar purposes, to make rich the industrial- 
ists of the nation which annexes and controls such territories. 

The covenant of the League of Nations is bringing before tha 
world a new conception of international relationship in which 
international justice, understanding, and good will is being 
made increasingly possible. 

America is now concerned in judging from the past the prob- 
abilities of stability in Europe. Unless Europe shall have stable 
government, America can not afford to extend any large credits 
to Europe which it might be desirable to do to help the people 
of France and the people of Germany to again get back into 
full production. S 

We all desire truly to see the French protected. I favored 
the treaty guaranteeing France protection and fully supported 
France during the war, but the Ruhr invasion is indefensible 
from any standpoint. 


AMERICA JUSTIFIED IN ENTERING THE WAR, 


America was justified in entering the war regardless of who 
was responsible for willing the war and putting it in motion. 
America was not informed with regard to the secret intrigues 
of Europe, nor of its commercialized imperialistic aims. 
America declared a state of war with Germany because the 
military rulers of Germany committed one act of war after 
another on America in violation of accepted international law, 
and America did not lay down the sword until that Government 
was annihilated and the Hohenzollerns driven from power. 
It cost America forty-two billions of dollars and hundreds of 
thousands of men and a huge future tax of pensions. Happily 
for the freedom of mankind the war resulted in the destruction 
of the three great military dynasties—of the Hohenzollerns of 
Germany, the Hapsburgs of Austria, and the Romanoffs of 
Russia—and has promoted the cause of democracy and the free- 
dom of mankind. 

But the record which I have disclosed, Mr. President, that the 
British Foreign Office did not dare to disclose to the British peo- 
ple in their Parliament the truth of the secret intrigue with the 
French and Russian Governments, thereby giving the highest 
testimony to America that British public opinion, like American 
public opinion, will not consciously support international intrigue. 
It is for American statesmen to consider now how far these 
secret forces are in control of the British and French Govern- 
ments, and the extent to which they are in control must be 
read in the light of the actions of these Governments, not 
merely by their words or official public communications. 

The purposes of America in fighting this war were expressed 
with great force in the address of the President of the United 
States, January 8, 1918, and subsequent explanatory addresses 
in which he voiced the declared purposes of the Entente Allies 
and conditions on which they were willing to make peace, and 
whieh they, after nine days’ discussion at the Trianon, Ver- 
sailles, formally accepted November 4, 1918. They then and 
there pledged themselves to these conditions as the basis upon 
which the German Republic directed its military commanders 
to sign the terms of an armistice and practically surrendered. 
The German Republic accepted the terms and directed their 
military commanders to accept the terms of the armistice. 

The pledges made to the German Republie through the Presi- 
dent of the United States by the Allies was in effect 

(a) The end of seeret diplomacy. 

(b) The removal of economic barriers and equality of trade. 

(e) Impartial adjustment of colonial claims. 

(d) Association of nations in a League of Nations, having in 
mind the protection of every nation, of its territorial integrity, 
and political independence. 

(e) A just and stable peace; that Germany should— 
accept a place of equality among the peoples of the earth * ° œ 
instead of a place of mastery. 


(£) The right to live on equal terms of liberty and safety of 
all nations. 
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(g) The destruction of any arbitrary power anywhere that 
can separately, secretly, and of its own single choice disturb the 
peace of the world. 

(h) The consent of all nations to be governed in their con- 
duct toward each other by the same principles of honor and of 
respect for the common law of civilized society that governs the 
individual citizens of all modern States in their relations with 
one another. 

(i) The impartial justice meted out must involve no dis- 
-crimination between those to whom we wish to be just and 
those to whom we do not wish to be just. 

(j) No special or separate interest of any single nation, or 
any group of nations, can be made the basis of any part of the 
5 which is not consistent with the common interest 
of a 

(k) No leagues or alliances or special covenants or under- 
standings within the general or common family of the League 
of Nations, 

(1) No special, selfish economic combinations within the 
league. 

(m) All international agreements and treaties of every kind 
must be made known in their entirety to the rest of the world. 

(n) No punitive damages, no annexations, no indemnities, 
but an honorable and a just peace. 

The German Republic accepted and instructed its military 
officials. Then the Entente military command imposed the mili- 
tary terms on the German generals, as shown in Exhibit 14. 

The manner in which the British, French, and Belgian Gov- 
ernments carried out these pledges is set forth in the treaty of 
Versailles and analyzed with great care by Warren Hills in 
Lex Talionis and by J. Maynard Keynes in Economic Conse- 
quences of the Peace. 

They show the Entente statesmen entirely violated the 
pledges made, and the United States has been put by them in 
the false position of having betrayed the German people with 
false promises to induce their surrender. The United States 
should not be content to rest under this unjust imputation 
without proper protest. The English people are becoming 
impatient with these conditions. 

The terrible anxiety of France, Great Britain, and Italy, which 
led them to fully accept American terms, is shown by Exhibit 13, 
in which Foch, Clemenceau, Lloyd-George, and Orlando im- 
plored American aid June 3, 1918, as necessary to avoid entente 
defeat. 

EXHIBIT XIII. 


(Action taken at conference June 1 and 2, 1918.) 


The Prime Ministers of France, Italy, and Great Britain, now meet- 
ing at Versailles, desire to send the following message to the President 
of the United States: 

“We desire to express our warmest thanks to President Wilson for 
the remarkable promptness with which American aid in excess of what 
at one time seemed practicable has been rendered to the Allies during 
the past month to meet a great emergency. The crisis, however, still 
continues. General Foch has presented to us a statement of the utmost 
gravity, which points out that the numerical superiority of the enemy 
in France, where 162 allied divisions now oppose 200 German divi- 
sions, is very heavy, and that, as there is no possibility of the British 
and French increasing the number of their divisions (on the contrary 
they are put to extreme straits to keep them up), there is a great 
danger of the war being lost unless the numerical infirmity of the 
Allies can be remedied as rapidly as possible by the advent of American 
troops. He therefore urges with the utmost insistence that the maxi- 
mum possible number of infantry and machine gunners, in which re- 
spect the shortage of men on the side of the Allies is most marked, 
should continue to be shipped from America in the months of June and 
July to avert the immediate danger of an allied defeat in the present 
campaign owing to the allied reserves being exhausted before those of 
the enemy. In addition to this, and looking to the future, he repre- 
sents that it is impossible to foresee ultimate victory in the war unless 
America is able to provide such an army as will enable the Allies to 
establish ultimate superiority. He places the total American force re- 
quired for this at no less than 100 divisions and urges the continuous 
raising of fresh American levies, which, in his opinion, should not be 
less than 300,000 a month, with a view to establishing a total Ameri- 
ean force of 100 divisions at as early a date as this can possibly 
be done. 

“We are satisfied that General Foch, who is conducting the present 
campaign with consummate ability and on whose military judgment we 
continue to place the most absolute reliance, is not overestimating the 
needs of the case, and we feel confident that the Government of the 
United States will do everything that can be done, both to meet the 
needs of the immediate situation and to proceed with the continuous 
raising of fresh levies calculated to provide as soon as possible the 
numerical superiority which the commander in chief of the allied 


armies regards as essential to ultimate victory.” (From The Great 
Events of the War, published by the National Alumni, 1920, Vol. VI, 
p. 187.) 


And the Allies solemnly declared to the Germans, November 
4, 1918— 

Their willingness to make peace with the Government of Germany 
on the terms of peace laid down in the President's address to Congress 
on January, 1918, and the principles of settlement enunciated in hig 
subsequent addresses, 


Under these terms the Allies— 


Understand that compensation will be made by Germany for all dam- 
age done to the civilian population of the Allies and their property by 
the aggression of Germany by land, by sea, and from the air. 


On November 11, 1918, the President of the United States, in 
speaking of the military autocracies of Europe, declared that 


The great nations which associated themselves have now definitely 
united in a common purpose to set up such a peace as will satisfy the 
longing of the whole world for disinterested justice. * * * Their 
representatives in the supreme war council at Versailles have by unani- 
mous resolution assured the peoples of the Central Empires that every- 
thing that is possible in the circumstances will be done to supply them 
with food and relieve the distress that is in so many places threatening 
their very lives. * * Hunger does not breed reform, but it breeds 
madness and all the ugly distempers that make an orderly life impossible. 


The Government of Great Britain, immediately after the dis- 
armament of the Germans, the taking of their warships, and of 
their mercantile marine, established by an Order in Council a 
blockade not only not supplying the food the German people 
required, but cutting off the food they might have secured for 
themselves, even cutting off fish supply from the Baltic Sea 
and using the pressure of famine to coerce the German Republic 
to accept the terms of the treaty of Versailles. The Entente 
Allies established a reparation commission, controlled by 
France, Belgium, Italy, and Great Britain, who fixed the 
reparations regardless of the promises made the German people 
by the allied governments on November 4, 1918. 

The Entente Allies in writing the treaty of Versailles took 
all the German colonies, took away from German territory a 
large part of East and West Prussia, of Poland and Silesia, 
and the entire left bank of the Rhine was occupied from Swit- 
zerland to Holland, 50 kilometers on the right bank were held 
subject to military control, the coal fields of the Saar Valley 
were taken by France. 

Moresnet, Eupen, and Malmedy were given to Belgium, Schles- 
wig added to Denmark, the German Republic not permitted to 
enter the league, and all overtures from the German Govern- 
ment treated with indifference or contempt. 

French officials took an active part in the political disin- 
tegration of the German Republic by promoting a movement for 
an independent Rhine State, an independent Bavaria, an inde- 
pendent Saxony, seized the industrial heart of Germany in the 
Ruhr, and made such strenuous demands upon the German Gov- 
ernment for instant reparations that that Government is now 
absolutely bankrupt, unemployment breaking down the indus- 
trial life of the German people and threatening them with 
famine. German statisticians estimate that less than 5 per 
cent of the German coal has been left the German Govern- 
ment’s control; that Germany has lost 14 per cent of its area, 
10 per cent of its population, 70 per cent of its zine and iron 
ore, 20 per cent of the potato land, 18 per cent of the wheat and 
rye land, and the cost of the occupation from 1918 to 1922 is put 
at four and one-half billion dollars or more than sixteen times as 
much as the cost of German occupation of France in 1870-1873. 

The reparations bill which is estimated by Andre Tardieu 
in December, 1918, after the armistice, at nine billions, is now 
fixed at thirty-three billions by the employees of the proposed 
beneficiaries, and credits are refused which the Germans esti- 
mate at approximately twenty-five billions. The details of 
these claims and counterclaims I submit as Exhibits 15 and 16, 


THE MORAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR WILLING THE WORLD WAR. 


The moral responsibility for willing the World War has been 
definitely fixed upon Germany by article 231, as follows: 

ART. 231. The allied and associated Governments affirm and Germany 
accepts the responsibility of Germany and her allies for causing all 
the loss and damage to which the allies and associated Governments 
and their nationals have been subjected as a consequence of the 
war imposed upon them by the aggression of Germany and her allies, 


This necessarily means the aggression of the German Gov- 
ernment of August 1, 1914, under William II, a military autoc- 
racy, controlling without their consent the German people with 
a rod of iron. 
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The German people of August 1, 1914, can not be held re- 
sponsible for the decision of William II. They were a subject 
people, 80 per cent of them were women and children without 
political capacity, about 10 per cent were men engaged in pro- 
duction and distribution, about 10 per cent were called to arms 
by an order of mobilization which could not be disobeyed 
under penalty of immediate death. Something over 10 per 
cent of these Germans took up arms under penalty of death; 
1,773,780 were killed, 4,216,056 were wounded, 1,152,800 were 
prisoners or missing, a total of 7,142,558. Hardly a man 
escaped. 

But the penalties of the moral responsibility of willing the 
war is being visited on the German people of to-day, 20 per 
cent of whom were unborn babes August 1, 1914, 50 per cent 
were then infants, 16 per cent were then women, leaving about 
14 per cent of men now living who were then either combatants 
or noncombatants. 

If William II was exclusively and entirely responsible for 
this war, the Entente Allles have allowed him to go in peace 
with his property, and they are imposing the penalties of this 
wrong upon people who can not be charged with the moral 
responsibility of the war and in violation of the conditions of 
the armistice. 

But, it will be said, who then shall be responsible for 
reparations? 

The reparations agreed to—that is, compensation for dam- 
ages done the civilian poputation of the Entente Allies by the 
German troops on land and sea and air—was accepted by the 
German Republic, representing the German people, and this 
reparation they are legally and morally bound by, but it should 
be established in honor and justice by disinterested judges and 
experts, not by the beneficiaries or representatives moved by 
the old principles of European diplomacy that led directly to 
this war. 

If the old principles of commercialized imperialism moving 
in profound secrecy is to fix the policy of international relation- 
ship, we have no just reason to hope for the restoration of 
peace and prosperity in Europe. 

The conditions laid down for the armistice by the President 
of the United States, accepted by the Allies, and then accepted 
by the German Republic, can not be flagrantly dishonored with 
impunity. Such evil seeds sown will bring a harvest of hate 
and future wars. It is not yet entirely too late to correct this 
great wrong to the German people. 

The fundamental condition of peace is good faith, absolute 
justice arrived at by just processes. 

Then international understanding and good will becomes 
possible. Then we can hope for the actual reduction of arma- 
ments to the limit of domestic requirements for police and 
good order. 

Then we can hope to see the budgets balanced. 

Then we can hope to see European currencies stabilized, put 
on a gold basis, and people given a currency medium with 
which they can make contracts safely. 

Then European bonds could be sold throughout the world to 
the fullest extent of their legitimate needs. Then the safety 
of France will be assured, as all the world desires, 

Then America will be justified in cooperating with the new 
world conducted along the lines of international justice, inter- 
national good will, and sincere international commercial and 
financiz.t cooperation. 

Mr. President, the great masses of the people in France de- 
serve the warmest admiration. They are a great people, very 
brave, very loyal, very intelligent, industrious, and thrifty; 
their language, their architecture, their sculpture, their paint- 
ings, their productions are unsurpassed in beauty. I am con- 
vinced that these people in their hearts desire to live at peace 
with the world, to live their own lives, raise their children, and 
enjoy social intercourse with each other, and that they would 
commend international policies which would lead to this result. 

And when this has been said, the same thing can be said 
with equal truth and with equal force of the German people, 
of the Italian people, and of the British people. 

Mr. President, I have discharged an irksome, painful duty. 
Senators will find the complete record referred to in the biblio- 
graphy which I present and will find quotations so abundantly 
made that there remains no reason why any Senator should 
not be perfectly informed with regard to what has taken place 
and what caused the World War. It was caused at last by 
fear of each other, by ambition, by pride of a few men in a 
few chanceries who were doubtless doing what they believed 
to be for the welfare and “glory” of their own country, but 
whose error of judgment has crucified the world. We do not 
wish a repetition of it. 


During the World War I favored the French in every pos- 
sible way with money, credit, supplies, ships, and men. I was 
one of those who favored a treaty to guarantee the French 
people against future German aggression, and I favor now 
whatever is necessary to protect the French people against the 
future aggression of Germany, but I do not favor the breach 
of agreement of the armistice conditions on which the peace 
of France and the lives of Frenchmen were saved on the battle 
field by the cessation of battle through the armistice contract 
of November 4, 1918. 

The preservation of the white civilization of Europe demands 
that the statesmen of the world realize the importance of pur- 
suing processes which will really and in truth establish inter- 
national understanding, good will, and cooperation. 

Open diplomacy and the orderly rule of the people by the 
peaceful processes of democratic or republican government is 
the true remedy. 

It is probably the only remedy, and the people alone can make 
it effective in each of the several nations. America can set a 
good example. The success financially and commercially of this 
doctrine in America should encourage the people of other coun- 
tries as they advance in the practice of democratic government, 

Let us still pray with our immortal Lincoln that government 
of the people, by the people, and for the people shall not perish 
from the earth. 
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EXHIBIT VI. 


Entente Diplomacy and the World War—De Siebert. 


FURTHER ENTENTE PREPARATIONS FOR THE EvROPRAN WAR, 
(February—July, 1914.) 
(837. The Russian Ambassador at Berlin to Sazonoff. Letter, January 
81-February 13, 1914.) 

In my telegram No. 19 I called the attention of your excellency to 
the communication of the Russian telegraph agency in Berlin, that 
Secretary of State von Jagow had declared in the Budget Commission 
that Anglo-German relations were steadily improving. In the same 
telegram, the declaration of the German naval minister with reference 
to the mutual relations between the English and the German Navies, 
was mentioned. 

As you are aware, Tirpitz remarked that the relation of the English 
to the German fleet, 16:10, as proposed by Churchill, was entirely aca 
ceptable to Germany. As to the idea of an “exempt year,” this pro- 
posal could not be accepted. Jagow declares that the cabinet of St. 
James has for the present advanced no such propositions. I asked my 
English colleague how the constantly recurring assurances of the 
statesmen here to the effect that an improvement had occurred in 
Anglo-German relations were to be explained, for this, involuntarily, 
provoked the thought that constant negotiations were taking place be- 
tween London and Berlin which might finally lead to a rapprochement 
between both countries. 

Goschen’s reply was as usual, namely, that all assurances had abso- 
lutely no value and that the exchange of opinions between Berlin and 
London was limited to mutual economic and railway interests in 
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Africa. [Quite a remote locality and one quarter in which Russia had 
no “historic mission” or “diplomatie desires.”] 

As to Churchill’s proposal to establish a relation of 16:10, my 
English colleague affirmed my assumption that the Canadian dread- 
noughts are excluded from this proportion, something to which Ger- 
many could scarcely agree. As to the proposal to build no warships 
for a whole year, the explanations of the secretary of state, as 
Goschen told me, are not in accordance with facts, for he, Goschen, 
has been instructed by London to sound Jagow, who had, however, 
given him an evasive answer, The English ambassador is, however, 
of the opinion, as he told me im strict confidence, that this idea tods 
unreliable and all the less acceptable to Germany since all the work- 
men of the German shipbuilding yards would in such a case be thrown 
out of employment, whereas the English workmen could easily be taken 
over by the private shipbuilding yards in order to build the numerous 
small ships which the English fleet constantly requires. Apart from 
this, the British ambassador added, it would not suffice to suspend 
shipbuilding in England and Germany—all other great powers would 
also have to do the same, 

My French colleague [Jules Cambon], whose opinion Goschen had 
asked regarding the “exempt year,” replied that he could in no case 
approve of this idea, since all the savings which Germany would make 
in consequence of the interruption of shipbuilding would be devoted to 
the strengthening of the land army; and, in case of future conflicts, 
tte would be directed chiefly against France, [Rather an impossible 
situation—un impasse. Thus the much advertised disarmament pro- 
posals came to naught, as reasonable people expected.] : 

Cambon is very much worried by these constant rumors of an im- 
provement in Anglo-German relations, since he agrees that there is a 
possibility of rapprochement between these two countries in the future. 

Although I do not fully share these fears, I can not free myself en- 
tirely from the thought that Germany and England, once they have 
begun to regulate their economto interests in Africa, will in time pro- 
ceed to more important negotiations, which might finally lead to a 
certain agreement also in political questions. From here I am able to 
observe the efforts of the German Government to please the British; 
but, of course, I lack the possibility of judging what impression these 
efforts make upon leading circles in England. [They made very little 
impression. ] 


(838. The same to the same. Confidential report, February 27—-March 
12, 1914.) 


= © According to wholly confidential reports reaching me, the 
growing military strength of Russia is causing ever more serious 
anxiety at Berlin. In the opinion of German Government circles, the 
new heavy stege artillery in Russia will be finished by 1916, and from 
that moment Russia will step into the lists as a most formidable foe 
with whom Germany will have to crose arms. 

No wonder that in vieo of such considerations the Germans are 
straining ecery nerve to be ready for war wiir us, and no wonder that 
they try to intimidate us, so as to avert the suspicion that Germany 
is afraid of Russia. Nevertheless it is my conviction that between all 
the lines printed about Russo-German relations in the German news- 
papers of late one may always read fear of Russia. [Refers to the 
cry of the Germans: Die russische Gefahr—the Russian perill] In 
conclusion, let me express the hope that they are not in error about 
this at Berlin, and that we are aetually taking all measures for 
strengthening our military power, which must compel Germany to 
hesitate before no measures so as to bring her preparedness for war 
to the highest pitch. [Swerbeteff, knowing that this would bring on 
the catastrophe in either a military or an economic way, the expression 
is axiomatic of the policy of the Entente.] 


(839. The same to the same. Confidential letter, March 27-April 9, 
1914.) 


The unfriendly attitude toward Russia, which became noticeable 
ever since the beginning of the Liman von Sanders episode last winter, 
bas much improved of late. The press has ceased its daily attacks 
upon Russia, although no opportunity is missed of publishing this or 
that fact unfavorable to Russia, mostly free inventions or serious 
distortions. This attitude of the German press does not let the ex- 
citement die down. This comparative quiet, however, so I hear con- 
stantly from a reliable source, is only apparent, and public opinion in 
Germany is still as aroused as ever against Russia, wherein the mili- 
tary men and the Prussian Junkers make no secret of their warlike 
mood. This excitement and warlike feeling is due manifestly to Ger- 
many’s fear of the increase of our military and economic power. They 
think that thia is the most favorable moment for a conflict between 
Germany and her eastern neighbor, since our military preparations 
are by no means complete. [Depending entirely on the ability of the 
French banks to make loans to Russia.] That such a conflict must 
come sooner or later is apparently not doubted here. 

In South Germany this hostility toward Russia is even more mani- 
fest, probably due to the influence of Austria. Our compatriots who 
come through here have frequently reported this feeling to me Of 
course, I can not test this personally; perhaps their tales are much 


exaggerated, but they must contain some kernel of truth; all the more so, 
since even the German Government, as I reported in my letter of Febru- 
ary 27—March 12, is much disturbed’ by the measures taken in Russia 
toward the increase of our army and of our military preparedness, 
At least, such is my conviction. There Is no doubt, furthermore, that 
the renewal of our commercial treaty in 1917, which may prove less 
favorable to Germany, is preying upon the mind of the Berlin cabinet, 
which, probably, would prefer to have the existing treaty remain in 
force as long as possible, 

Nevertheless I am of the opinion, in which I am confirmed by the 
secret informations mentioned above, that the Berlin cabinet does not 
share the views of the bellicose elements of Germany, which profess to 
desire an immediate armed conflict with Russia. The German Gov- 
ernment prefers to try all peaceful means toward reconciliation before 
taking any decisive step. Among these means one of the most im- 
portant is the commercial treaty, so they are preparing here for the 
incidental negotiations with special energy along the lines of a care- 
fully drafted plan, 


(840. Sazonoff to the Russian ambassador at London. Telegram. 
January 30-February 12, 1914. No, 252.) 


Copy to Paris, 

Of late we have frequently been able to convince ourselves that we 
lack an organ which would unite the views and the common action of 
the powers, an organ such as the amoassadorial conference in London 
last year, The correspondence resulting from this lack leads to de- 
lays which have an injurious effect on the progress of affairs. As the 
London cabinet does not desire again to convene last year’s conference, 


| we shall not further insist upon it, but Grey perhaps will not object 


to the proposal that at least the three powers of the Entente should 
through their representatives in London establish the community of 
their views. For iohite the powers of the opposite group are acting 
we are merely deliberating [at least a slight exaggeration], and our 
coherence, weak enough in itself, thereby loses still more of its force. 
I beg you to speak to Grey in this sense ag soon as your French col- 
league receives instructions as to this matter. 


(841. The Russian ambassador at London to Sazonoff, Telegram, Feb- 
ruary 5-18, 1914. No. 39.) 


Your telegram No. 252 received. 

Cambon received the necessary instructions yesterday, and I in- 
fornied Grey to-day of your proposal. I told him that, considering the 
want of an adequate organ, such as last year’s ambassadorial confer- 
ence, you thought it necessary to arrange for an exchange of views on 
the pending questions, in order to arrive in this way at a preliminary 
agreement between the three Entente powers. In this way the delays 
caused by telegraphic correspondence would be avoided and the influence 
and weight of the decisions of the three powers would be enhanced. 

T instanced the case of Albania, whither the Prince of Wied was to 
Proceed, before various important questions had been solved. Grey re- 
plied that in the case mentioned by me the Triple Alliance had the ad- 
vantage of being able to act, while the Triple Entente could only defend 
itself against encroachments, However, Grey raised no objection to 
your proposal, and told me that he was pleased to accept it, and sug- 
gested that I should meet him to-morrow, Thursday. He has already 
informed Cambon of this, who has made a similar statement to him 
this morning. 


(842. Sazonoff to the Russian ambassador at Paris. 
March 20-April 2, 1914. No. 23.) 


In your letter of March 5-18 you mentioned the question of a closer 
union between Russia and England and expressed the wish to ascertain 
my views upon this subject [Izvolski's inquiry was probably the result 
of French reaction to Sazonoff’s regret that there was “lack” of an 
organ facilitating intercourse of the Entente], the more so since there 
tous a possibility that this question would be touched upon by the 
leaders of French and English foreign policy during the impending visit 
of King George to Paris. I therefore consider it my duty to inform you 
that a further reinforcement and development of the so-called Triple 
Entente and, if possible, its transformation into a new triple alliance 
appears to me to be a demand of the present hour. Whilst thoroughly 
insuring the international position of France, Russia, and England, an 
alliance of this nature would, because of its lack of any thought of con- 
quest on the part of the powers mentioned, threaten no one, but signify 
the best guaranty for the preservation of the peace of Europe. [Would 
have done that by stabilizing International relations. At the same time 
Sazonoff’s splicitude for the peace of Europe could not be taken 
seriously; it had its arrière pensée.] 

Certain steps have already been undertaken by: France and England 
with regard to working out a plan for the most uniform action possible 
and for a more precise definition of mutual obligations. Obviously, we 
too must work in the same direction, whereby a number of incidental 
questions might be joined to a whole series of subjects which are ripe 
for discussion—subjects which impinge heavily upon Russian and Eng- 
lish interests in numerous fields, 
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As you are aware, the inner situation of England is at present such 
that it wholly absorbs the attention of the Royal Government and of 
the public. [Disturbances in Ireland and labor questions.] Under these 
circumstances the soil for international agreements, concerning which. 
the English, in accordance with their nature, are so sensitive, is most 
unfavorable, and toe must, therefore, nolens volens, pursue this object 
with the greatest caution. 

In spite of this, I share your opinion that it would not prove iner- 
pedient if Poincaré and Doumergue [French Minister of Foreign Affairs], 
on the occasion of the meeting with King George and his minister (Sir 
Edward Grey), would in confidence indicate to them that a closer agree- 
ment between Russia and England would also be hailed in France as 
an auspicious event, which would prove equally desirable to alt three 
partners in the Triple Entente. The establishing of the conditions 
upon which a political convention of this sort might be concluded would 
naturally have to be the subject of direct negotiations between St. 
Petersburg and London; but it is possible that the French Government 
would consider it useful to propose to Grey to communicate to us in 
common the contents of the political convention which you speak of as 
having been concluded between England and France. [The British 
Government has consistently denied that there was a political conven- 
tion or treaty.) This might then serve as a basis for working out a 
similar convention between Russia and England. 


(843. The Russian ambassador at Paris to Sazonoff. 
April 9, 1914.) 

After the receipt of your letter of March 20-April 2, No. 23, I made 
use of the first opportunity once more to engage Doumergue in conver- 
gation in regard to the question of a closer understanding between 
Russia and England. Doumergue confirmed to me in the most decisive 
manner his intention of speaking to Grey, during the impending meeting, 
to the effect that an agreement of this nature was highly desirable. He 
believes that it will prove very easy to bring forth convincing arguments 
in favor of this thought, because it ig most obvious that, inasmuch as 
France has special. military and naval understandings with Russia and 
England, this system must be coordinated and complemented by corre- 
sponding understandings between Russia and England. Doumergue be- 
lieves that the Russo-English agreement would have to be in the form 
of a naval convention, and that this would render necessary technical 
consultations between the three staffa of admiralty. [Russian, French, 
and British.] 

With regard to the political compact between Bngland and France, 
which is to be communicated to us after consultation with Grey, Dou- 
mergue assured me that France and England were not bound by positive 
political obligations, but that, should the course of events lead to com- 
mon action on the part of both powers, they would adhere to the tech- 
nical arrangements worked out by the general staffs. [Quite the worst 
form of “alliance” there is, because it conveys no warning to the 
adversary and leaves the casus foederis determinable by circumstances 
the political opponent can not define to himself, as he can easily do in 
case of “defensive” alliances.] Doumergue added that he did not 
remember whether the foregoing was expressed in a definite formula, 
but he promised to look up the documents in the archives of the min- 
istry, and to bear in mind the wishes which we have expressed. 

Up to the present I have not had the possibility of renewing my 
conversation with Poincaré upon this subject; he is still at Eze. But 
I shall make an effort to see him at once after his return and to dis- 
cuss with him the contents of your letter. 


(844. The Russian ambassador at London to Sazonoff. Letter, April 
29-May 12, 1914.) 


Sir Edward Grey requested me to call upon him, and, upon receiving 
me, told me that since his return from Paris he had had no other 
opportunity of seeing me save in the presence of the French ambassa- 
dor, which had not permitted him to describe to me in a veritable 
manner how profound had been the impression which he had received on 
his visit. He told me that he did not think he was merely giving his 
own personal impressions, but also those of the King and of all those 
who had taken part in the visit. 

Grey told me that these impressions had exceeded his expectations by 
far, and that he could not sufficiently congratulate himself upon the 
reception by the President of the Republic and by Doumergue, with 
whom a perfect understanding had been achieved regarding all current 
questions and the general political situation. [It so happened that just 
then there was no “crisis” of any sort in Purope; shortly afterwards 
Poincaré went to Russia.] That, in addition to this, the reception ac- 
corded Their Majesties on all occasions and wherever they appeared 
bore the stamp of sincere sympathy. From this the British Government 
had drawn the conclusion that the fundamental idea of the Entente had 
taken root as deeply in France as in England, and that in consequence 
of this it rested upon a particularly firm and enduring basis. 

On this occasion Grey spoke with a warmth which is not usual with 
him and which proved that he made his deductions from firmly 
grounded judgment. The intention by which he was governed in asking 
me to come and cee him, in order to make such a communication to me, 
ds entirely clear, He wished to announce to me the beginning of a 


Letter, March 27- 
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phase of a still closer rapprochement to France. This intention became 
still more obvious to me upon his remarking to me without any prelimi- 
naries, that I was doubtlessly informed about the conversation which he 
had had with Doumergue on the subject of Russia. He told me that 
it had been impossible for him in Paris, being at a distance from hia 
colleagues, to do more than express his personal assent to the plan, ac- 
cording to which the Governments of England and France were to 
inform the Russian Government of all military conventiona eristing 
between England and France. [The Russian Government had desired 
that on former occasions, without success, however.] 

He was able to inform me to-day that he had spoken of this to the 
Prime Minister immediately upon his return to London; the latter 
shared his opinion and had no objections to make against the plan 
proposed. The whole affair was, however, essentially of such impor- 
tance that it could not be decided upon without the assent of the 
cabinet-council. 

Grey told me that, to his great regret, it had not been possible for 
him to convene the cabinet for this purpose during this first week ; the 
Ulster question and the budget demanded the entire attention of the 
ministers. 

I said only a few words in reply. I thanked Sir Edward Grey for 
his communication and told him that I knew how to appreciate its 
significance to its full extent. [Benckendorff realized that a naval or 
military convention with Great Britain, or both of these, would have 
far-reaching effects upon the international situation. Besides, the mak- 
ing of such agreements would have been a most satisfactory culmina- 
tion of his own efforts. We find, then, that this sane man loses his 
balance a little in gladsome anticipation of the promised state of affairs 
whenever be writes of it.] J summed up the situation to the effect 
that if the two governments should communicate to us their military 
conventions [going a step further, Benckendorff wanted not only a navat 
but also a military convention], the Russian Government would reserve 
the privilege of making a corresponding proposal upon an analogous 
basis to the British Government, I told him that I assumed he knew 
the views your excellency entertained regarding the necessity of a still 
closer union between the Triple Entente, according to which even an 
alliance after the pattern of the three other powers was not excluded, 

Sir Edward replied that he did not consider an alliance as possible. 
I returned that I personally also conceded the difficulties of such an 
alliance. He added: 

“As you see, we have no alliance to-day even with France.” [French 
and Russian statesmen had failed to realize that British imperialism 
was too large an institution to be tied down by definite agreements; 
that, indeed, there were too many hostile points of contact between 
Great Britain, France, and Russia to make an alliance of definite terms 
possible, as in Persia, China, Turkey, the Balkans, and North Africa. 
A definite alliance between Russia and France was possible because of 
their common aversion to Germany, an almost total absence of colliding 
colonial interests, and the necessity of Russia to find capital and of 
France to find profitable investments. None of these factors were evi- 
dent in Anglo-Russian relations.] 

(845. The same to the same. Letter, May 8-16, 1914.) 

The French ambassador informs me that Grey last evening gave 
him to understand that he had submitted to the ministerial council 
the answer which he had given M. Doumergue in Paris in his own 
name after the French minister had made clear to him the expediency 
of informing the Russian Government of the correspondence which had 
taken place between the French and the English Governments, in order 
that the St. Petersburg cabinet might begin negotiations to conclude 
an ayreement on the same basis regarding the eventual cooperation 
of the Russian and English Navies. Sir Edward had remarked, in addi- 
tion, that the ministerial council had approved of this answer. He 
(Grey) reserved the right of informing me of this; but as the pro- 
posal had originated with Doumergue he considered it necessary first to 
inform him of the decision of the British cabinet. 

According to Sir Edward's view, the course of the proceedings might 
be as follows: 

After authorization by his Government, Cambon would inform me 
of the exchange of notes, whilst at the same time Sir Edward, on his 
part, would communicate the same to me in order that I may inform 
the Russian Government. Just as the agreements entered into with 
France provide, in the event of a casus belli, first of all for the coopera- 
tion of the armies, so, according to Sir Edward Grey, the nature of 
things demands that the eventual agreements with Russia should relate 
to the navy. The negotiations would, in consequence, have to be car- 
ried on between the Russian and English staffs of admiralty. The 
negotiations with France took place at the time in London, and the 
French military and naval attachés in London traveled to Paris in order 
to obtain the instructions which occasion rendered necessary. Finally, 
Prince Louis of Battenberg went to Paris quite tnofficially in order to 
coordinate the agreements. [First Lord of the Admiralty, but by no 
means a naval expert, so that the coordination in question was probably 
of a political character.] 

Cambon was of the opinion that after the correspondence had been 
communicated it would be necessary to determine the further proceed- 
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ings. ‘He told me that, according to the opinion of Sir Edward Grey, 
the negotiations might be conducted precisely as in the case of France,’ 
t. e., that our naval attaché in London toould be empowered to enter 
into negotiations with the British admiralty staff, after he had been 
given instructions in St. Petersburg, for even repeated journeys on the 
part of the naval attaché would in no wise arouse public attention, 
whereas the arrival of more prominent Russian naval officers in London 
would surely become known and might ‘lead to wndestrable comments 
(and thus inform the members of the Triple Alliance), 


(846. The same to the same. Letter, May 5-18, 1914.) 


Upon my return to London from Paris Cambon informed me that 
Grey had confirmed to him what he had told Poincaré and Doumergue 
in his own name. Grey added, that since his return the cabinet had 
met daily, because of the difficulties in Ireland and the budget, so 
that he had not yet found it possible to take up with his colleagues the 
important questions of the day, which referred to foreign affairs and 
the Paris conversations. He had been obliged to postpone these ques- 
tions for 8 or 10 days. Grey, however, had reported to Asquith on his 
journey. Without binding the cabinet to the present, Asquith had an- 
stored that he saw no insurmountable difficulties against carrying out 
the plan proposed in Paris. Since then Asquith has repeated this to 
Cambon himself. The latter has been able to -establish the fact that 
the Prime Minister is very favorably disposed to plans of that kind. 
These refer, consequently, to ‘eventual military conventions between 
Russia and England analogous to those which ewist between France and 
Bngland. The latter would be communicated to us in confidence, where- 
upon the Russian Government would have to make anatogous proposals | 
to the British Government, which, aecording to the nature of things, 
would refer more to the navy thon to the army. 

It is not to de assumed that all members of the cabinet will give 
their sanction to this beforehand and «without opposition, [Feeling 
that so long delayed a convention with Russia had a definite object In 
view. The sounding of Grey by Benckendorff had been a continuous! 
performance, so that an emergency would be detected behind Grey's 
willingness to approach Russia closer in a military sense.] Neverthe- 
less, the firm determination of the real leaders of the Cabinet will carry 
the day, as I do not doubt in the least, and then the real ses, Sab rac! 
may begin, 

After the results which have just been described will have been 
achicved we, as I ‘believe, will ‘have attained the main object in view, 
namely, to aubstitute for the hitherto far too theoretical and peaceable 
basic idea of the Entente something more tangible. My sojourn in 
Paris and the spectacle which I there witnessed have anew substan- 
tiated my opinion, that an alliance or any other form of public agree- 
ment is impossible, and that, even if the British Government should 
permit itself to agree to this, the results would be quite different from 
those expected. The reception which was ‘accorded the King and the’ 
Queen ‘was no doubt an extraordinarily hearty one, much ‘heartier, I 
was told there, than was the case with former English visits. Tf, in 
apite of this, the impossibility of concluding a ‘formal alliance between 
England and France has been recognized, then this will in a still 
greater degree be the case between Russia and England. [Naturally, 
Great Britain's reasons for not making a definite alliance with France 
were identical to those that argued against a definite alliance with 
Russia. The British Government was at least true with itself. Its 
world politics—as those of any other Empire—were such that it became 
necessary to play all States against one another, in which none were 
really friends While all were potential enemies.] 

I doubt whether a more powerful guaranty for common military oper-. 
ations could be found in the event of wer [all too true] than this spirit 
of the Entente, as it reveals itself at present, reinforced by the existent 
military conventions. 

If we review the various phases of the Entente it can not be denied 
that Englund has never hesitated in threatening moments to place her- 
self on the side of France; the same halds good for Russia on every 
occasion on which English and Russian interests were simultaneously | 
affected, and this, despite the difficulty of reconciling the policies of 
both countries in questions that arise day after day, and despite those 
reasons, which it would lead too far to discuss here, but which explain 
clearly why the entente between Russia and England has not taken 
root so deeply as that between France and England. [These policies 
and reasons are outlined in the footnotes explaining why Great e 
was averse to allianees.“ '] 

The reason for this is to be sought in the tact that even a most care-: 
ful but public alliance would meet toith strong and undisguised oppost-, 
tion in England, and that not only on the part of the Liberal Party, 
and that a great part of the political effect intended would be frustrated . 
by it. J believe that under such circumstances an alliance would nat 
be worth much. It would merely, in a wery alight degree, increase the 
guaranties which are offered to France and Russia by England, and itt 
would, on the other hand, offer.a far more fertile soil for apitation in 
favor of Germany, something upon which Germany places more weight 
than ever. [Somewhat far-fetched. What an alliance would have done 
is: Germany would have known just what to expect, and it is precisely 
this which Grey wanted to ayoid as is shown by the documents. 1 


‘To recaptiulate in brief, I would Uke to eay that even those Fnglish- 
men who are firmiy convinced that sooner or later a conflict with Ger- 
many will prove inevitable would be frightened by the idea of binding 
England by means of decisive ‘treaties of alliance which would impose 
obligations upon her, the conditions and consequences of which ean not 
as yet be foreseen, 


(847. The same to the same. Letter, May 10-23, 1914.) 


Sir Edward yesterday requested that Cambon and I call upon bim. 
As my French colleague had already informed me, the Secretary of State 
confirmed to me the fact that the English Ministerial Council had 
approved of the answer which he had given to Doumergue m Paris in 
his own name [to wit, without the consent of the cabinet council], 
after the French minister had spoken of the relations between Russia 
and England and had indicated how useful, under certain contingenctes, 
previous military conventions between the Governments -would prove, 

The first step to be considered waa to communicate to the Russian 
‘Government, on the part of France and England, the two confidential 
and seoret documents, which had been exchanged between the French 
and British’Governments in the year 1912. 

Sir Edward laid special stress upon the point, ‘that the text of these 
documents showed that no alliance was concluded between the two 
powers. They fulfilled the purpose rather of putting the substance of 
the military agreements in the proper light, agreements which had 
been entered into between the army and navy authorities for the 
eventuality that it should become necessary for the British and French 
naval and land forces to cooperate actively. {The eventuality differs 
from the regular easus foederis of defensive alliances in so far as it 
makes cooperation of the armed forces contingent upon the mutual 
selective consent of the subscribing Governments, instead of fixing the 
point and conditions of “ operativeness” of the alliance in a definite 
and precise manner.) 

Sir Edward emphasized the fact that, sotthout some such previous 
agreement, an immediate cooperation, even with the best of wills and 
in spite of the close political entente between both Governments, would 
encounter serious technical difficulties. [Hardly the case. The British 
Government would have either accepted or rejected an alliance. No 
technical difficulties were involved. It was all a matter of whether 
or not an Alliance or .a convention was desired and desirable. From 
an alliance retreat was impossible without perjury; a convention left 
it to the British Government to recognize the “necessity” for partici- 
pation, One can not escape being struck by the fact that Russia and 
France in thus bowing to the whim of the British Government must 
have valued their ententes with Great Britain far beyond the limits 
ordinarily set by “ national honor” and sovereiguty. Grey was willing 
to go so far and no farther, and the French and Russian Governments 
accepted his views without so much as offering a good argument for 
what they really did want—treaties of alllance with Great Britain.] 

He added that England had no objections to an agreement in the 
same spirit as expressed in the correspondence between Cambon and 
himself being entered into and concluded between the Russian and the 
English .staffs of Admiralty. Jn a convention of this kind he saw the 
same practical advantages which result from the convention with 
France. He told us that he was thinking of a maval convention, be- 
cause this, in view of the cirewmstances, was the most suitable, and 
because he was, moreover, disposed to believe that thts would also be 
in accordance with the wishes of the Imperial Government. 

Hereupon, Sir Edward Grey gave me a copy of the document which 
he ‘had ‘handed to the French ambassador on November 22, 1912, and 
Cambon on his part gave me, on the authority of his Government, a 
copy of the reply which he had directed to Sir Edward Grey on the 
following day. 

In response to my question, Sir Edward declared that the most 
expedient thing to do would be to authorize our naval attaché in Lon- 
don to place himself in communication with the British staff of Ad- 
miralty. The First Lord of Admiralty, as well as the British ministers, 
were instructed as to our plans. The British staff of Admiratty is in 


possession of the conventions regarding the navy which were worked out 


in common ‘by France and England. As to the remaining agreements, 


| France, who was allied with us, might use them as she deemed necessary. 


In thanking Sir Edward for ‘his friendly sentiments, I confined my- 
self to remarking that I would at once ‘transmit the copies of both 
documents to your excellency and report to you exactly what ‘he had 
told me when handing the copy. 


(848. Letter from Sir Edward Grey to M. Paul Cambon, the French 
ambassador at London. Nov. 22, 1912.) 


“From time to time, during the course of the last few years [we 
seem to deal here with an inconsistency. The correspondence between 
Cambon and Grey is dated November 22 and 23. 1012, but says that 
“from time to time, during the course of the last few years, the experts 
of the French and British military and naval authorities have con- 


1 This text differs slightly from the version of the letter in the 
British Blue Book, due, no doubt, to subsequent editing of the Blue 
Book text. 


1923. 


sulted with one another”—in other words, the convention was in 
existence, and very broad in scope, as will be shown further on. Since 
the period of this activity by French and British military and naval 
agents was anterior to the exchange of the letters between Grey and 
Cambon, it is reasonable to assume that the Franco-Russian convention 
contained in its proper text certain stipulations and conditions as to 
the question of effectiveness of the understanding. The Russians were 
never informed of this, and, in their case, a writ of nonresponsibllity, 
for the benefit of the British, was exacted as the very beginning of 
the negotiations. In the light of these facts, the value of the Grey- 
Cambon letters is no great one, being simply a screen for the actual 
understanding that made such military and nayal cooperation with 
France possible] the ewperts of the French and English military and 
naval authorities have consulted with one another, It was constantly 
agreed that such discussions were not to restrict the freedom of decision 
of the two Governments as to whether the one was to support the other 
with arms or not. We assumed in this that such consultations by es- 
perts represented no agreement, and could not be regarded as one, 
whereby the one Government or the other would be pledged to intercede 
in an eventuality which had not yet taken place and which might never 
take place. Thus, for instance, the present division of the flects of 
France and England is not based upon an obligation to operate in com- 
mon in the event of war. 

“You have in the meantime potnted out that if the one Government or 
the ether should have weighty reasons to fear an unprovoked attack 
on the part of a third power, it would be necessary to know if it might, 
in euch a case, count upon the armed assistance of the other. I am 
entirely of the opinion that if the one Government or the other should 
have weighty reasons to fear an unprovoked attack on the part of a 
third power, or any other threatened disturbance of peace, this Gov- 
ernment ought at once to come to an understanding with the other as 
to whether both Governments are to proceed in common in order to 
ward off the attack and to preserve peace, and to consider what | 
measures are to be mutually taken. If these measures comprise o 
military action, then the plans of the general staffs are to be con- 
sidered at once, and it would be the duty of the Governments to decide | 
as to how far these sere to be followed.” 


(849. Letter from M. Paul Cambon, the French ambassador at London, 
to Sir Edward Grey, Nov. 23, 1912.) 


You reminded me, through your letter of yesterday, the 22d of Novem- 
ber, that from time to time during the course of the last few years the 
experts of the military and naval authorities of France and England 
have consulted with one another, that it was constantly agreed that 
these discussions were not to restrict the freedom of any Government 
in deciding in the future whether it wished to grant the other armed 
assistance or not, that these consultations between the ewperts formed 
no obligation on either side, and were not to be regarded as any which 
would compel the two Governments to intervene in certain eventuatitics, 
and that you have in the meantime pointed out that if one or the other 
Government should have weighty reasons to fear an unprovoked attack 
on the part of a third power it would be important to know whether it 
might count upon the armed assistance of the other. 

Your letter gives the answer to this point and I am empowered to 
state that m the event of one of the two Governments having weighty 
grounds for fearing an attack by a third power or a disturbance of 
general peace, the Government in question ought at once to decide in 
conjunction with the other, whether a procedure in common by the 
two Governments would be feasible to prevent the attack or te pre- 
serve peace. In this case the two Governments would discuss the 
measures which were to be taken conjointly, Should these measures | 
make a military action necessary, the two Governments would at once 
consider the plans of their general staffs, and a decision would be made 
as to how far these plans were to be followed. 

(850, Sasonoff to the Russian ambassador at London. ‘Confidential 
letter, May 15-28, 1914. No. 47.) 

The readiness of the British Government to degin, wtthout detay | 
[the British Government was in no hurry, according to Prince Louis 
of Battenberg, which is to be explained largely by the fact that the 
Rossian fleet being a negligible quantity Just then, Great Britain as- 
sumed most of the liabilities], negotiations regarding the conclusion 


of an agreement between Russia and England, which would concern | 


joint operations of our naval forces in the event of a common military | 
action, has been received on our part with a feeling of the greatest 
satisfaction. Quite apart from the fact that such an agreement ts 
desirable from a special military standpoint we attach great importance 
to it in a general political-sense. 

In the conclusion of such an agreement we see an important step 
toward bringing England into closer union with the Pranco-Rusxian | 
alliance and an effective means of reinforcing the recognition of the | 
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political significance of the impending negotiations which the latter witt 


have to carry on with the English staff of Admiralty. [According to 
Grey, they were not to have “ great political significance,” and there 
was no mention in the Cambon letters of “active cooperation of their 
naval fighting forces,” which term, however, Sazonoff may have con- 
sidered as merely circumscribed. Be this as it may, Sazonoff evinces 
an eagerness hardly compatible with the dignity of the Imperial Rus- 
sian Government.] The proposal made by ‘the British Government 
respecting the form in which the convention is to be concluded is 
recognized by us as in every way suited to the purpose {showing that 
the Russian Government was not very particular as to quality], and 
Captain Volkoff. hes been instructed to enter into negotiations with the 
British Government. The principles which are to be considered during 
the impending negotiations have been the object of a consultation which 
took place on May 13-26 in the office of the chief of the staff of 
Admiralty, 

For your personal information, I append a copy of the resolutions 
passed at this conference. 

“On May 13-26, 1914, a consultation took place in the ofice of the 
chief of naval staff for the purpose of an exchange of opinions respcet- 
ing the impending negotiations as to a convention between Russia and 
England, which concerns the active cooperations of their naval fighting 
forces should warlike operations, agreed upon by Russia and England, 
take place with the participation of France. After it had been pri- 
marily remarked how desirable such a convention would be from a 
specific naval standpoint and, above all, with regard to general political 
considerations, the members of the conference, after a comprehensive 
ezaminution of the question, came to the following decisions: 

“It was first of all recognized that our naval convention with Eng- 
land, like the Franco-Russian naval convention, would have to bear in 
mind actions of our navy in conjunction with the Bnglish Navy which, 
while constituting actions agreed upon, would nevertheless be separate. 

“Ae to the strategic aims, which, from our standpoint, are to become 
operative in the event of a war between the powers of the Triple An- 
tente and the powers of the Triple Alliance [n very dangerous and un- 
diplomatic admission], one must distinguish: on the one hand, between 
the operations in the region of the Baltic and the North Sea; on the 
other hand, the Mediterrancan. In both we must seek to obtain com- 
pensation from England for dicerting a part of the German fleet upon 
ourselves. [The Russians wanted “compensation” even when they 
were the beneficiaries.] 

“In the northern theater of war our interests demand that Bngland 
should fetter as great a portion of the German flect as possible in the 
North Sea, By this means the vast preponderance of the German fleet 


| over eur own would be equalized and perhaps permit, in the moat 


favorable ciroumstances, a landing in Pomerania being made. Should 


it be possible to undertake this operation, its eweoution would be ren- 


dered extraordinarily dificult owing to the lack of transport vessels in 
the Baltic, The British Government might, therefore, assist us con- 
siderably by rendering it possible that à certain number of merchant 
vessels should be sent to our Baltic ports before the beginning of war- 
like operations so that the lack of transport vessels might be made 
good in this way. [This should remove all doubt as against whom the 
convention was directed. The casus foederis may have been absent, but 
the objective at least was plainty identified.] 

“ The situation in the Mediterranean also concerns our interests most 


| essentially, wince wn the event of the Austro-Itatian forces in this sea 


having the upper hand, an attack by the Austrian Mert in the Black 
Sea would be possible, which would nrean a serious blow to us. It ta, 
therefore, from our point of view, extremely important that a safe 
preponderance of the fighting forces of the Entente over the Austro- 
Italian fleet in the Mediterranean be established. Bince the Austro- 
Italian naval forces are superior to the French, it is desirable that 
England, by stacioning the requisite number of vessels in the Mediter- 
ranean, secure the preponderance of the Entente powers, at least ‘so 


| long as the development of our own feet docs not permit us to ussume 


thie duty. It would also be desirable that Bugland's consent to owr 
ships using the English ports in the eastern Mediterranean as bases 
de secured, similar to what is granted to us by the French naval von- 
vention, which permits us to make ‘use of the French ports in the 
western Mediterranean, 

“Should the question of the Stratts [the Bosphorus and the Dar- 
danelles] be discussed in connection with the situation in the Mediter- 
ranean, then political questions were wot to be touched upon; but on 
temporary operations in the Straits, as one of our strategio measurcs in 
the event of war, were to be borne in mind. 

In addition, the conference recognized that it was desirable that all 
details of the relations between the Russian and the British Navies in 
the projected naval convention between ourselves and England should 
be established. For this purpose it will be necessary to come to on 


common interests of England and Russia which, we are convinced, wilt | understanding as to signals and special ciphers, wirelesa messages, and 


favorably influence all the questions which affect British and Russian 
interests. I have catled the attention of our Ministry of the Navy, in 


the relations between the British and the Russian naval staffs. 
“It is moreover necessary that information regarding the navies of 


particular of our naval agent in London, most specially to the great other powers, as well as one’s own navy, and in particular with regard 


See first footnote to preceding document. 


to technical details, instruments, and inventions, be exchanged between 
the two naval departments. 


382 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 18, 


“In the opinion of the conference, tt would also be necessary to 
arrange for a pertodio exchange of opinion between the heads of the 
Russian and the English admiralty- staffs according to the example of 


the Franco-Russian naval convention.” [A rather accurate transcript 
of the above document passed into the hands of the German Govern- 
ment. The dementis of the British and Russian Governments did not, 
and naturally could not, remove the deep impression made by the terms 
of the above communication. Despite that, Emperor William went on 
a trip into Scandinavian waters even after the assassination of Arch- 
duke Francis Ferdinand.) 

(851. The Russian naval agent in London to the chief of the Russian 

staff of admiralty. Secret report, May 24—June 6, 1914. No. 182.) 

I have the honor of reporting to your excellency regarding the pur- 
chase of the dreadnought [both Russia and Turkey were in the market 
for these ships, the population of the latter having raised the necessary 
funds by population subscription] belonging to Chile, as well as the 
prospective conditional agreement with England. 

Before my departure from St. Petersburg it appeared to be certain 
that the Government of Chile had finally agreed to the sale and that 
this might hence be concluded in the near future. 

After my return here and after a conversation with the firm of 
Armstrong I have the following results to report: Although the naval 
council in Chile has approved of the sale of the two dreadnoughts, the 
Government has not found it possible to confirm this decision, even 
though no final negative answer has been given on its part. This 
change of front is to be attributed entirely to the Ohilean minister here. 

The latter once remarked, even before the beginning of our nego- 
tiations, that he considered it possible to sell the ships only to England, 
Since Armstrong is aware of this, he believes that the only means of 
securing us at least one ship is to have our ambassador request Grey 
to indicate to the Chilean minister that England would be pleased with 
this sale, It is still doubtful whether Grey will determine upon such 
a step. Should this be the case, we might count upon being able to 
purchase at least one vessel, if not both. After Grey has returned to 
London I shall submit these considerations to our ambassador and 
request his support, 

As to the prospective naval convention with England, I have been 
able to establish the following after my conyersation with the Prince 
of Battenberg [Louis, who had coordinated the Franco-British agree- 
ments]: 

The British Government is in no haste, and it is the French Govern- 
ment which insists upon expediting this matter. [There was no need 
for haste so far as the British were concerned. The Russian fleet was 
a wholly negligible quantity and landing troops in Pomerania a quite 
impossible plan so long as the Entente fleet was not in control of the 
Baltic.] The prince intends to travel to Russia with his wife during 
the coming August, and he is authorized to discuss this question with 
the Naval Minister and with you. Before his departure he will ask me 
to see him with regard to an exchange of opinion, in order to prepare 
himself for the further negotiations which are then to take place in St. 
Petersburg. His Highness is quite in agreement with these negotia- 
tions. 


(852. The Russian ambassador at London to Sazonoff. Letter, May 
29-June 11, 1914.) 


I notified Grey yesterday that Captain Volkoff had returned from St. 
Petersburg and had been instructed to enter into negotiations with the 
Admiralty. Grey replied that he would at once acquaint the First Lord 
of the Admiralty of this. On this occasion Grey remarked that certain 
indiscretions had regrettably been committed in this matter and that 
first German and then other newspapers had occupied themselves with 
this question. He regretted this, the more since he will be obliged to 
reply to a question relative to this which will be put to him in the 
Commons. 

I replied that I, on my part, extremely regretted these indisoretions, 
which repeated themselves all too frequently; I was convinced that 
your ewcellency shared this point of view, and I told him that the 
Novoe Vremia had published a dementi. [Showing what the value 
of governmental dementis—dentals—is.] Grey was not aware of this, 
and was very well satisfied. [The virtuous Sir Edward.] He asked 
me to send him the text. He then told me in general outlines the 
answer which he thought of returning in Parliament, and which would 
cover our negotiations, as well as those which had taken place with 
France. [Indicating to what extent the British Parliament enjoyed 
the confidence of Grey and the Government.] I replied that it seemed 
expedient to me to treat the matter from this point of view. 


(853. Telegram May 30-June 12, 1914. 
149.) 

Grey told me that he highly appreciated your frank and friendly 
declarations regarding the Turkish Navy. Had the British Government 
believed that the development of the Turkish Navy signified a danger 
for Russia, the British officers would not have been permitted to enter 
Turkish service. [This document shows diplomacy in Its dull mo- 
ments.] Since this permission, however, has only been granted to 
enable the Turkish Navy to defend the independence of Turkey every 


The same to the same. No, 


deviation from this aim would meet with the disapproval of the Gov- 
ernment. Grey added that a refusal would have resulted in the Turkish 
Government turning to Germany, which would have been contrary to 
the interests both of Russia and England. [Not a sound argument, 
since Great Britain and Russia succeeded in making the German mili- 
tary mission in Turkey almost entirely impossible, The presence in 
Turkey of the British naval mission was the only reason why the 
Turkish Government was permitted to retain the services of Liman yon 
Sanders Pasha, so that there was no danger at all that the development 
of the Ottoman fleet would have been left to the Germans. There 
were times when Sir Edward Grey had a poor opinion of the intelligence 
of the Russians, and this was one of them, The astute Benckendorff 
had fallen under the sway of the “closer relations” promoted by the 
proposed naval conyention and once more lost his splendid perception 
and fine judgment] As to the ordering and the sale of ships in Eng- 
land, the Government had no legal means at its disposal to oppose 
these. Nevertheless, the British ambassador in Oonstantinople has 
been instructed to make representations to the Sublime Porte, and the 
British officers in Constantinople are to express themselves in the same 
sense, though more indirectly. 

These declarations have, however, brought about the result, that 
without any previous notification of the British Government, and 
without any cooperation with the naval mission, direct contracts have 
been signed between the Turkish Government and English shipbuilding 
yards which lie quite beyond the influence of the Government, Grey 
is of your opinion, that complications with Greece are to be feared 
if Turkey should increase her armaments; he trusts, however, that 
prudence will keep the upper hand in Constantinople. Should the crisis 
grow acute the Government at London is prepared to come to an under- 
standing with us without delay and to confer as to the attitude which 
is to be adopted. [Turkey was augmenting her naval forces, because 
Greece was negotiating, through a Fred J. Gauntlett, for the purchase 
of the United States battleships Idaho and Mississippi, which the 
United States Congress knocked down at the bargain-counter figure of 
exactly $12,535,276.98.] 


(854. The Russian ambassador at London to Sazonoff. 
31-June 13, 1914. No. 150.) 


Your telegram No. 1137 received. I have repeatedly discussed this 
question with the Foreign Office during the last few days. The difficulty 
lies in the fact that the Chilean minister is opposed not only to a sale 
to Russia, but to any sale whatsoever. Grey told me the day before 
yesterday that he would make use of a favorable opportunity to pre- 
vail as much as possible on the minister. 


(855. The same to the same. Telegram June 12-25, 1914. No. 167.) 


Grey told me to-day that he was greatly alarmed by the false rumors 
which were circulating in the German press concerning the contents of 
the alleged naval convention between England and Russia in connection 
with the question of the Straits; he had deemed it necessary to speak 
of this in confidence to Lichnowsky, who is going to Kiel, where he is 
to see the Emperor. Grey assured the German ambassador that the 
question of the Straits had not been discussed between England and 
Russia for five years. [Hardly true.] He assured him that between 
England on the one hand and France and Russia there ewisted neither an 
alliance nor a convention. [“And Brutus is an honorable man.“! He, 
nevertheless, told him that he did not wish in any way to conceal from 
him that the intimacy bettocen the three Governments had grown so 
great during these last years that they had on all occasions come to an 
understanding upon all questions just as though they were allies. On 
the other hand he affirmed that during the course of these years such 
negotiations had never assumed a character directed against Germany. 
[A falsehood.] Nor had they any reference to the so-called “encircling 
policy.” [In this connection the answer given by Sir Edward Grey to 
the questions put to him in the House of Commons by Mr. King, 
member of Parliament, and by Sir W. Byles, member of Parliament, in 
June, 1914, deserves to be cited: 

“8. Mr. King asked whether any naval agreement has been recently 
entered into between Russia and Great Britain, and whether any nego- 
tiations, with a view to a naval agreement, have recently taken place 
or are now pending between Russia and Great Britain. 

“5. Sir William Byles asked the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can make any statement with regard to an alleged 
new naval agreement between Great Britain and Russia; how far such 
agreement would affect our relations with Germany, and will he lay 
papers.” 

Sir E. Grey: 

“The honorable member for North Somerset asked a similar question 
last year with regard to military forces, and the honorable member 
for North Salford asked a similar question also on the same day, as 
he has again done to-day. The Prime Minister then replied that if 
war arose between European powers there were no unpublished agree- 
ments which would restrict or hamper the freedom of the Government 
or of Parliament to decide whether or not Great Britain should par- 
ticipate in a war. That answer covers both the questions on the 
paper. It remains as true to-day as it was a year ago. No negotia- 
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tions have since been concluded with any power that would make the 
statement less true. No such negotiations are in progress, and none 
are likely to be entered upon, so far as I can judge. But if any 
agreement were to be concluded that made it necessary to withdraw 
or modify the Prime Minister’s statement of last year, which I have 
quoted, it ought, in my opinion, to be, and I suppose that it would be, 
laid before Parliament.” 
Another falsehood— fla vored with a grain of truth. 


(856. Sazonoff to the Russian ambassador at London. 
letter, June 12-25, 1914.) 


Immediately before the departure of our courier I hasten to inform 
you that I had another long conversation yeaterday with the British 
ambassador, whose attention I called to the serious danger of a cooling 
of our relations to Bngiand on account of the Persian question, I 
assumed that the perturbation and esoitement which had been notice- 
able of late in England were most likely to be traced back to the fact 
that fears as to the position of England in India were once more be- 
coming manifest. Sir George Buchanan conceded that my assumption 
was for the greater part correct. In consequence, I once more re- 
peated to him all the arguments which prove how unfounded all such 
fears are, and I even hinted that, should it be desired, we could give 
to the British Government and to public opinion there reassuring deo- 
larations in regard to this in the most decisive form. 

I have for the present contented myself with these hints; yet it 
seems to me quite possible that later on, in connection with our fur- 
ther negotiations, we might propose to England to give her a guarantee 
of her Indian possessions as effective as that given her by Japan in 
1902. 

At the present time it appears to me necessary to conclude the pro- 
posed naval conference as quickly as possible, [A rather interesting 
statement in the light of the “open secret“ making the rounds in 
Europe at that time, that in the course of that summer the Archduke 
Francls Ferdinand of Austria was to be put out of the way because 
of his alleged anti-Slav tendencies, as he was three days after the 
writing of this letter. There had never been much antipathy against 
Austria-Hungary in England, and Sazonoff needed some assurance that 
he would have the support of the British Government when the work 
of the Crown Prince Alexander and the Serbian Narodna Odbrana 
should have produced the next Balkan crisis.) It is important not to 
postpone the conclusion of this agreement, and His Majesty was gra- 
clously pleased to cxpress himself in this sense to the British ambas- 
sador in my presence. To close, I will mention that Sir George 
Buchanan was received yesterday in special audience by the Czar in 
order to hand him an autograph letter from King George. This letter 
is couched in very friendly terms, and expresses the hope of His 
Majesty that the relations between Russia and England might not be 
troubled on account of the Persian question, 


(857. The Russian ambassador at London to Sazonoff. Letter, June 
19-July 2, 1914.) 


I have received your very confidential letter of June 12-25. The 
answer which was given to you by Sir George Buchanan in reply to 
your statement that in England there was a revival of the old fears as 
to India is undoubtedly correct; it must, howeyer, be supplemented 
by a few additional words. 

Inasmuch as the security of India is a consequence of the political 
entente between Russia and England, it follows that public opinion in 
England, as well as the British Government, in full confidence as to 
our intentions, have no fears so long as this entente ewiats, Should 
this entente come to an end, there would be a revival of the fear in 
question. We have to deal therefore with an hypothesis, which, how- 
ever, arises only if the entente appears to be threatened by the events 
in Persia. It seems to me important to lay stress upon this difference, 
for the fears of the English do not go further than I have just 
indicated. ; 

This does not, however, preclude the possibility of finding, in con- 
nection with certain modifications of our present agreements, @ for- 
mula which would give expression to the security of India in a stilt 
more direct manner; this would merely make our entente still closer. 

The conversations which I have had with Grey during the last 
few days prove this in a manner which is as clear as it is convincing. 
I shall do all that lies in my power to expedite the negotiations be- 
tween Captain Volkoff and the British Admiralty. I see no indica- 
tion that the British Government hesitates, in any way, to carry out 
the plan agreed upon in Paris. I believe, on the contrary, that this 
question has assumed a still greater importance in the eyes of the 
British Government ; it sees in this a practical necessity and a natural 
result of the entente. If the matter has dragged up to the present, 
this is to be attributed to the circumstance, of which I was, moreover, 
informed from the very beginning, that the Government wishes to 
instruct Prince Louis of Battenberg to bring the negotiations in St. 
Petersburg to a close. The ewact date of this quite private visit, 
concerning which nothing is to penetrate into the public, has not yet 
been fixed. Naturally, the date of this visit depends only in a slight 
degree upon Prince Louis himself. 


Confidential 


One circumstance, which at first glance is of merely subordinate 
Importance, but which is in reality much more important than one 
is disposed to assume, bas up to the present adversely Influenced the 
preparatory negotiations of Captain Volkoff. J allude to the indiscre- 
tions which have been committed. It is true that these, having very 
likely been committed in Paris, cause no particular surprise. Not- 
withstanding, it must be remarked that nothing has ever become 
known as to the Anglo-French convention. [The existence of which 
Grey denied in Parliament.] i 

There seems to be no doubt that this time the alarm in Berlin has 
been very great. (Resulting from the assassination of the Austrian 
heir presumptive.) Perhaps Sir Edward Grey desires that this should 
be somewhat allayed before he enters upon further negotiations. It 
is, indeed, true that he would find it difficult to issue a dementi, and 
to go on negotiating at the same time—a rôle which he would be 
obliged to play toward Germany, as well as toward a considerable por- 
tion of his own party, and the English press. 

It is evident that your conversation with the British ambassador 
will exercise a good influence, 

(858. The same to the same, Confidential letter, July 3-16, 1914.) 

I have but very little that is of interest to report to you to-day. 

Grey told me yesterday that he had received no further disquieting 
news from Vienna and Berlin during the last few days. Nevertheless, 
he did not seem to be very reassured. He considers the outbreak of 
national passions as very dangerous, the more so since there are but 
very few elements which would be able to restrain them, He says 
that we can no longer count upon Germany deing the peacemaker un- 
der all circumstances. Nicolson is less uneasy. His standpoint is 
based upon the idea that Emperor Francis Josef could desire warlike 
complications this year less eren than during the preceding year 
noto that the Archduke Francis Ferdinand, oho was to be the leader 
of the party of action, was no longer there. I have no doubt that 
Grey has used very plain language in Berlin and Vienna. 

The military advance on Germany while Germany was pre- 
vented from mobilizing by diplomatic negotiations appears from 
the dispatches published in The Falsification of the Russian 
Orange Book. (Exhibit VIL) 

(Explanation of the different types employed. Roman print: Text 
of the official Russian Orange Book to which no exception can be 
taken after comparison with the original telegraphic texts of tha 
documents. Ttalio print: Falsifications and omissions in the official 
Russian Orange Book as proved by the same documents.) 


. EXHIBIT VII. 
DOCUMENTS. 
(From the chargé d'affaires in France to the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs.) 
(Tel. No, 184.) 
Pants, 11/25 July. 

The copy of the note handed in at Belgrade was officially commu- 
nicated to the French Government by the Austrian ambassador to-day, 


-with the addition of detailed reasons for it, which have already ap- 


peared in the newspapers, Later the German ambassador saw the 


—, 


minister (Bienvenue-Martin, French Minister of Justice. representing the 


Foreign Minister during the latter's visit to Petersburg) and read to 
him a communication setting forth the Austrian arguments and stating 
that if Serbia refused compliance or adopted a defiant attitude Austria 
would be obliged to exert pressure and, if necessary, take military 
measures. At the end it was stated that in the German view this was 
a matter that should be directly settled by Austria and Serbia them- 
selves, and that it was to the interest of the powers in general to 
leave the affair to the powers concerned. Germany ardently desired 
the localization of the conflict, as the interference of any other power 
on the ground of existing treaties must have incalculable consequences, 
Berthelot, the director of the political section, who was present at the 
interview, asked the ambassador whether Austria’s action was to be 
regarded as an ultimatum or only as a summons, or, in other words, 
whether warlike action would inevitably follow if Serbia did not 
acquiesce unconditionally in Austria's demands. The ambassador 
evaded replying by stating that he had no instructions on that point, 
but it could be gathered from his tone that hope was not lost that 


the affair would be settled by negotiation between Austria and Serbia.’ 


As Berthelot also told me, ex-Minister Pichon had an interview with 
the Austrian ambassador to-day, from which he also gained the im- 
pression that Austria-Hungary did not intend her step to be regarded 
as an unconditional ultimatum. 
SEVASTOPULO. 
(The Minister for Foreign Affairs to the chargé d'affaires in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1488.) 


Sr. PETERSBURG, 11/2} July. 
The communication made by the Austro-Hungarian Government to 
the powers on the day following the handing of the ultimatum to 
Belgrade leaves the powers only a short period in which to under- 
take anything for setting aside the complications that have arisen, 
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DECEMBER 18, 


In order to obviate the incalculable consequences, fateful for all the 
powers alike, which could result from the mode of action adopted by 
the Austro-Hungarian Government, it appears to us indispensable to 
prolong the time granted to Serbia. Austro-Hungary, which has de- 
clared her readiness to communicate to the powers the results of the 
investigation on which her accusations are grounded, ought also to 
afford them the possibility of forming a judgment concerning the mat- 
ter. In the event of the powers being conyinced of the justification 
for certain Austrian demands they would be in a position to convey 
corresponding advice to the Serbian Government. A refusal to extend 
the term of the ultimatum would deprive the step taken by Austro- 
Hungary of all effect as regards the other powers and would be con- 
trary to all international custom, 

We instruct Kudascheff [Russian chargé d'affaires in Vienna] to 
speak to this effect, and hope that the Government to which you are 
accredited will declare its concurrence in our views and immediately 
instruct its representative in Vienna to take action accordingly. 
London, Rome, Berlin, Belgrade, and Bucharest informed. 

SAzonore. 
(The chargé d'affaires in France to the Minister for Foreign Affairs.) 


(Tel. No. 186.) 
Paris, 12/25 July. 

With reference to my telegram No. 184, 

The declarations made by the German ambassador yesterday are 
reproduced to-day, although perhaps not in their exact form, by the 
Echo de Paris, with comments, in which the threatening character of 
this step is emphasized. The ambassador, much concerned at this 
indiscretion, saw Berthelot this morning and insisted that his words 
by no means bore the threatening character attributed to them. He 
declared that Austria had handed her note to Serbia without any 
previous discussion of it with Berlin, but that Germany approved of 
Austria’s point of view, and that naturally if, as he expressed It, 
“the arrow was once let fly.“ Germany could only be guided by her 
duty as an ally. The fact that Baron Schön has deemed it necessary 
to take this new step has to some extent reassured the Foreign Ministry 
as being an indication that Germany does not seek for war in any 
case. In consequence the Agence Haves ie publishing a communication 
from the Germany Embassy in the sense of Baron Schön's statement of 
to-day, in which it is pointed out that the Austrian note has not the 
character of an ultimatum, but only means that an answer is de- 
manded within a given period. The announcement further states that 
the German step only had for its object the localization of the Austro- 
Serbian conflict. The revelations of the Echo de Paris caused a 
panic of the Bourse to-day. The absence of the President of the 
Republic and of the Minister President (Viviani) prevents the Foreign 
Office for the moment from expressing its opinion definitely regarding 
present events. Public opinion and the press, without distinction of 
parties, are extremely cacited by these events; even Jaurés strongly 
condemns Austria’s action, which threatens to let loose a general war. 

SEVASTOPULO. 


(Foreign Minister to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1508.) 


$ ST. PETERSBURG, 13/26 July. 

l am telegraphing to Vienna as follows: 

“To-day I had a long and very friendly conversation with the 
Austro-Hungarian ambassador. After I had examined with him the 
ten demands addressed to Serbia, I remarked that, apart from the any- 
thing but dexterous form in which they were drawn up, some of them 
were absolutely impossible of fulfillment, even if the Serbian Govern- 
ment should declare its readiness to accept them. For example, points 
1 and 2 could not be carried out without an alteration of the Serbian 
laws regarding the press and assembly, to which the approval of the 
Skupstchina could scarcely be obtained; on the other hand, the ful- 
fillment of points 4 and 8 might have extremely dangerous results and 
even call forth terrorist attempts against members of the royal house 
and against Pashitch, which could scarcely be Austria's intention. 
As to the other points, it appeared to me that, subject to certain 
alterations of details, it would not be difficult to find a basis for an 
understanding if the accusations they contained could be supported 

by adequate proof. 

In the interests of the maintenance of peace, which, according to 
Szapary’s words, Austria desired as sincerely as the other powers, it 
was essential to put an end as soon as possible to the present state of 
tension. To this end it seemed to me very desirable that the Austro- 
Hungarian ambassador should be empowered to enter into a private 
exchange of views with me for the purpose of making a mutual re- 
draft of some of the articles in the Austrian note of the 10th (23d) of 
July. In this way it would probably prove possible to find a formula 
acceptable to Serbia, and at the same time affording Austria satisfac- 
tion regarding her most important demands. Speak in the sense of 
this telegram in a cautions and friendly manner with the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs. Berlin and London informed, 
“ Sazanorr.” 


(The chargé d'affaires In France to the Minister for Foreign Affairs.) 
(Tel. No. 187.) 
Panis, 13/26 July. 

To-day the German ambassador again visited the substitute Minister 
for Foreign Affairs (Bienvenu-Martin) and made to him the following 
statement: Austria has declared to Russia that she seeks no terri- 
torial gains and does not threaten the integrity of Serbia. Her sole 
object is to secure her own peace and to maintain order (faire la 
police.) {The words in italic reveal aptly the Austro-German idea of 
how to handle the conflict with Serbia, but which, however, Russia 
has never accepted.] In consequence of this it depends upon Russia to 
obyiate war. Germany feels herself at one with France in the eurnest 
desire to preserve peace, and trusts that France will use her intluence 
in Petersburg in a moderating sense.” The minister observed that 
Germany for her part might do the same in Vienna, especially after 
the proof Serbia had given of her desire to be conciliatory. The 
ambassador replied that that seemed to him impossible, as Germany 
was determined not to interfere in the Austro-Serbian quarrel. The 
minister then asked whether the four powers, England, Germany, Italy, 
and France, could not take steps in Petersburg and Vienna, as it was 
in effect a case of a quarrel between Russia and Austria. The am- 
bassador appealed to his lack of instructions on this point. Finally, 
the minister decided to accept the German proposal as the Minister 
President was absent. Unfortunately, Berthelot was not present at 
this conversation. [This sentence was omitted in the Orange Book 
because it would have weakened Berthelot's view as expressed in the 
folowing telegram from Paris, No. 188 of July 26, to the effect 
that Germany was seeking to intimidate France.] 

SEVASTOPULO. 


(The chargé d'affaires in France to the Minister for Foreign Affairs.) 


(Tel. No. 188.) 
Panis, 13/26 July. 

Continuation of my Tel. No. 187. 

Berthelot, the director of the political department, declared that 
in his personal opinion the successive German démarches in Paris 
were intended to intimidate France [compare note to the telegram from 
Paris, No. 187, of July 26] and to secure ber intervention in Peters- 
burg. Tuking all the facia together, and in view of the whole 
attitude of Germany and Austria-Hungary, he inclines to the opinion 
that these powers are striving after a brilliant diplomatic victory, but 
do not desire war in any case, although if it comes to extremes they 
will not shrink from it, He considers emphatic and energetic action 
by England and Berlin useful. 


SEVASTOPULO. 
(The chargé d'afaires in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 189.) 
Pants, 13/26 July. 


The director of the political department informed me that the 
Austrian ambassador, as he informed bim of the contents of Serbia's 
reply to the ultimatum, did not conceal his astonishment that Gies! 
[the Austro-Hungarian minister in Belgrade] had not been satisfied 
with it. Serbia's complaisance must, in the opinion of the director of 
the political department, have a very favorable effect. 

SEVASTOPTLO. 
(The Minister for Foreign Affairs to the ambassador in France.) 


(Tel. No. 1521.) 


Sr. PETERSBURG, 14/27 July. 

With reference to Sevastopulou’s telegram No. 187 and mine No, 
1508. Instructed by his Government, the English ambassador asked 
me whether Russia is agreeable that England should take the initiative 
and summon the representatives of France, Germany, and Italy to a 
conference in London in order that the four powers may discuss the 
finding of a way out of the present situation, 

I replied to the ambassador that, although my negotiations with the 
Austrian ambassador had begun favorably [Vienna regarded a re- 
drafting with Russian help of the ultimatum which she hid already 
handed to Serbia as inadmissible, but was ready to negotiate with 
Petersburg regarding it. This readiness of Austria-Hungary, which is 
so plainly recognizable in the further course of events, and which was 
attributable to Germany's advice, is to be seen from telegram No. 1592 
from Petersburg, which was suppressed], I had received no reply to 
my proposal regarding a combined redrafting of the note. I was 
therefore ready to accept this or any other English proposal calculated 
to effect a peaceful settlement if our direct negotiations with the 
Vienna cabinet lead to no result. It was, nevertheless, necessary for 
me to duly set aside a misunderstanding which had crept into the 
reply to the substitute Minister for Foreign Affairs (Bienvenu-Martin) 
to the German ambassador. If there is a question of exercising a mod- 
erating influence in Petersburg, we reject it in advance [Sazanctt 
measures with two sorts of measures, as he and his allies constantly 
urged that Germany should exercise a moderating influence of this sort 
in Vienna. Compare the suppressed telegram No. 201 of July 28 from 
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Paris and No, 208 of July 29], as we have adopted a standpoint from 
the outset which we can in no way alter, as we have already shown 
ourselves favorable to all of Austria’s acceptable demands. 

The ambassadors in England, Germany, Austria-Hungary, and Italy 
informed. 

Sazonory, 
(The Foreign Minister to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1524.) 


Sr. PETERSBURG, 14/27 July. 

Referring to my telegram No. 1521. 

i have made myself acquainted with the reply which the Serbian 
Government handed to Baron Giesl. It exceeds all our expectations 
by its moderation and the readiness (expressed) to give Austria the 
fullest satisfaction, Unless the Vienna cabinet is seeking for a pre- 
text for an expedition [in the Orange Book the word“ expedition“ is re- 
placed by the word “war.” The change effected by this one word 
makes clear the difference between the Russian and the Austrian view 
of the dispute] against Serbia, we do not understand of what Austria’s 
further demands could consist. Berlin, Rome, Vienna, London, Con- 
stantinople informed. 

SazoNorr. 
(The chargé d'affaires in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 190.) 

(In the Orange Book the whole of this telegram is falsified, and reads 
there: “ The German ambassador discussed the situation anew and in 
detail to-day with the director of the political department. The 
ambassador strongly insisted upon excluding any sort of possibility 
of mediation or of a conference.”) 

Paris, 14/27 July. 

Referring to my Tel. No. 187. 

The conversation referred to in this telegram took place at 5 o'clock. 
At 7 o'clock the German ambassador came to the ministry for the 
second time and discussed the situation in detail with Berthelot to try 
and find a way out. He insisted upon ruling out all possibility of 
mediation or of a conference, but expressed the view that perhaps 
England could give advice to Vienna. He did not, however, make tt 
clear whether this idea originated with his Government or whether it 
was his own. Finally he expressed the wish that a short communica- 
tion regarding the Franco-German negotiations should be published 
which should have as its object the maintenance of peace, and this has 
been done to-day. 

London informed. 

SEVASTOPULO, 
(The chargé d'affaires in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 191.) 
: Panis, 14/27 July. 

The French ambassador in Switzerland insists upon the desirability 
of filling the post of Russian military attaché in Switzerland as soon 
as possible. 

SEVASTOPULO. 
(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 192.) 
Paris, 14/27 July. 

Your telegram No. 1508 shows that you did not yet know the Serbian 
Government's reply. ‘The telegram sent to me from Belgrade bearing 
this news was 20 hours on the way. The pressing telegram of the 
French Foreign Minister sent to Vienna at 11 a. m. the day before yes- 
terday with the order to maintain our standpoint was only delivered 
at G o'clock. Here there js no doubt as to an intentional delay on the 
Austrian lines. 

IZVOLSKI, 
(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 193.) 
Panis, 144/27 July. 
Having just returned I have taken over the conduct of the embassy. 
IZVOLSKI. 
(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 194.) 
` PARIS, 14/27 July. 

The President of the Republic has given up his visit to Copenhagen 

and Christiania and returns here on Wednesday. 
IZVOLSKI. 
(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 195.) 
PARIS, 14/27 July. 

Immediately after my return to Paris I had a discussion with the 
Acting Minister for Foreign Affairs in presence of Berthelot and Abel 
Ferry. {The undersecretary of state in the French Foreign Office. Left 
out because of the suppression of the second half of this telegram.] 
They confirmed for me the details of the steps taken by the German 
ambassador and communicated to you by Sevastopulo in his telegrams, 


LXV— 25 


This morning Baron Schön confirmed his statement of yesterday in 
writing, as follows: “(1) Austria has informed Russia that she secks 
no territorial gains and does not threaten the integrity of Serbia, 
[Although the omission of this word does not alter the general sense, 
it apparently deprives the Austrian assurances of all point.] Her sole 
object is to preserve her own tranquillity. (2) It therefore rests with 
Russia to obviate war. (8) Germany and France, being absolutely at 
one in the ardent desire not to disturb the peace, should influence 
Russia in a moderating sense.” In this connection Baron Schön very 
particularly underlined the statement as to the solidarity of Germany 
and France. The Acting Minister for Foreign Affairs was persuaded 
that the object of the above-mentioned action on the part of Germany 
was undoubtedly to promote disunion between Russia and France, to 
induce the French Government to make representations in Petersburg, 
and in this way to isolate our ally, and in the event of war to divert 
the responsibility from Germany, who, to all appearance, would have 
done all she could to maintain peace and to place this responsibility 
upon Russia and France. To-day at 2 o'clock, prior to the taking by 
the Austrian ambassador of the step described in my telegram No. 196, 
the German ambassador visited Abel Ferry and, in the name of his 
Government, made a new proposal for the “intervention of France and 
Germany between Russia and Austria.” Abel Ferry replied that he 
would bring this proposal to the knowledge of the acting Foreign Min- 
ister, and only observed that it would be more to the point to leave. 
intervention to the four powers, and to that Baron Schön personally 
agreed. The Acting Foreign Minister told me that he did not quite 
understand this new step of Baron Schin’s; that he mistrusted it, and 
merely intended to tell him in the morning that he would receive a 
reply from the Foreign Minister when he returned to Paris on Wed- 
nesday. For the rest, I was surprised at the correct understanding of 
the situation manifested by the acting minister and his assistant and 
to see how firm and tranquil they were in their determination to es- 
tend to us their fullest support and to avoid the slightest appearance 
of any lack of unity between us. [The second half of this telegram 
was suppressed in the Orange Book because it proved the repellant 
and in no way justified mistrustful attitude of France, which pre- 
cluded in advance the possibility of success attending the steps taken 
in Paris and Germany.] 
IZVOLSKI. 


(The ambassador in France to the Minister for Foreign Affairs.) 
Š (Tel. No. 196.) 
Paris, 14/27 July. 
Instructed by his Government, the Austrian ambassador here in- 
formed the Acting Foreign Minister that Serbia’s reply was considered 
unsatisfactory in Vienna, and that to-morrow, Tuesday, Austria would 
take “energetic steps” to compel Serbia to give ber the necessary 
guaranties. In reply to the minister’s query as to what these steps 
would consist of, the ambassador said that he had not been precisely 
informed on that point, but that it might be a case either of an ulti- 
matum, of a declaration of war, or of a crossing of the Serbian frontier. 
[In the Orange Book the end of the telegram is as follows: But it 
might be a case of a crossing of the Serbian frontier, of an ultimatum, 
or even of a declaration of war.“ Therefore subsequently the last 
eventuality is represented as a particularly severe means of exerting 
pressure.] 
IZVOLSKI. 
(The ambassador in France to the Minister for Foreign Affairs.) 
(Tel. No. 197.) 
Pants, 14/27 July. 
[This telegram was suppressed in the Orange Book because it con- 
stituted unpleasant proof that Germany's attitude was not uncondil- 
tionally warlike.] 


Jules Cambon (French ambassador in Berlin) telegraphs from Berlin 
that in reply to his question as to what attitude Germany would adopt 
toward a partial mobilization by Russia, Jagow (German Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs) replied that a mobilization of that kind would 
not result in German mobilization, but that if Russia attacked Austria, 
Germany would immediately reply by attacking Russia. 

IzVOLSKI. 
(The Foreign Minister to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel, No. 1528.) 
‘ Sr. PETERSBURG, 15/28 July. 

I am telegraphing to London as follows: 

From my conversations with the German ambassador I gain the im- 
pression [in the Orange Book the words “more and more” have been 
subsequently added] that Germany has previously become a party to 
Austria-Hungary’s unyielding attitude. [That is to say, that Germany 
shared Austria’s opinion as to the symptomatic significance of the 
Serajevo murder as a danger to the monarchy.) The Berlin cabinet, 
which could have arrested the development of the entire crisis, appears 
to exercise no sort of influence upon its ally. The ambassador here 
regards the Serbian reply as unsatisfactory. 
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This attitude of Germany's appears to me extremely disquieting, and 
I am of opinion that England more than any other power is in the 
position to undertake in Berlin the necessary steps to exert eorrespond- 
ing influence. Without doubt the key to the situation is in Berlin. 
[By means of a very clever rearrangement these words, instead of 
being placed at the end and in connection with the steps recommended 
to be taken by England in Berlin, are put into the frst sentence, 


which then reads: “My private talks with Pourtalés constantly 
strengthen my impression that the key to the situation is in Berlin, 
and that Germany is in sympathy with Austria's irreconcilable atti- 
tude.” This was to create the impression that the true cause for 
Austria's unyielding attitude was to be found in Berlin. 

SAZONOFF, 


(The Minister for Foreign Afairs to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1538.) 
ST. PETERSBURG, 15/28 July. 

I am telegraphing to London with respect to my telegram No. 1521. 
With regard to a declaration of war against Serbia, my direct negotia- 
tions with the Austro-Hungarian ambassador are apparently purpose- 
less. [The Orange Book reads: “In view of hostilities between 
Austria-Hungary and Serbia, it is necessary that England,” etc. There 
is here an intentional double falsification. On the one band no hostill- 
ties had then taken place (compare also the first italicized sentence in 
the telegram from Petersburg No. 1544 of July 29), and on the other 
hand it is therefore Petersburg and not Vienna which first rejected 
the idea of direct negotiations between the two cabinets.] It is neces- 
sary that England should initiate mediatory action with all possible 
speed, and that Austria’s military action against Serbia should be sus- 
pended without any delay, otherwise mediation only serves as a pretext 
to greatly postpone the solution of the question and afford Austria 
time to completely smash Serbia. [The Orange Book states further: 
“and to assume a commanding position in the Balkans.” This addi- 
tion has for its purpose to represent subsequently as a question of 
European equilibrium the Austro-Serbian conflict, which, in the view of 
most of the great powers, was capable of localization.] 

Sazonorr, 


(The Minister for Foreign Affairs to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1539.) 


Sr. PETERSBURG, 15/28 July. 

I am telegraphing to Berlin— e 
In consequence of Austria-Hungary's declaration of war against 
Serbia, we shall announce to-morrow a mobilization of the Odessa, 
Kieff, Moscow, and Kasan military districts. [The whole telegram is 
suppressed in the Orange Book because it indisputably shows that the 
Serbian and Russian mobilizations were far more extensive than the 
military measures previously effected by Austria-Hungary against Serbia 
alone, and that therefore Russia could in no way feel that she was 
threatened by Austria.] In bringing this to the notice of the German 
Government repeat that Russia has no aggressive intentions against 
Germany, Meanwhile our ambassador in Vienna is not being recalled, 

London, Vienna, and Rome informed. 
Sazonorr, 


(The Foreign Minister to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1540.) 
Sr. PETERSBURG, 15/28 July. 
You can communicate the contents of my telegram, No. 1589, to the 
Government to which you are accredited. 
London, Vienna, and Rome informed. 
Sazonorr. 


(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No, 198.) 
Paris, 15/28 July. 

Your telegram, No. 1521, received, I deem it my duty to make clear 
that, as results from my conversation yesterday at the Quai d'Orsay, 
the Acting French Minister for Foreign Affairs did not for a moment 
admit the possibility ef ewercising a moderating influence in Peters- 
burg [here again two sorts of measures are employed. Compare note 
to telegram from Petersburg, No. 1521, of July 27, and the concluding 
remarks in the suppressed telegram from Paris, No. 20, of July 28), 
but only retorted to the German ambassador that it was not Russia 
but Austria who throatened peace, and that in any case if it was a 
question of exerting a moderating influence, this must be done not 
only in Petersburg but before all in Vienna. As a result of his con- 
versation with Baron Schin, the minister declined to accept the Ger- 
man proposal, 

TzvoLskl. 
(The ambassador In Paris to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 201.) 

(This entirely suppressed telegram is exceedingly valuable in regard 
to forming a judgment concerning Germany's attitude during the crisis. 
With regard to the impossibility of the exertion by Germany of too 


strong a pressure In Vienna, compare note to the telegram, No, 1521, 
of July 27, from Petersburg, and the suppressed telegram, No. 198, of 
July 28, from Paris.) 
. PARIS, 15/28 July. 

The German ambassador again visited the Acting Foreign Minister 
to-day and declared that although he had no communication or pro- 
posal of an official nature to make, he nevertheleas wished to talk with 
him regarding the situation and the means of avoiding steps which 
would be incapable of being recalled. He added that Germany 
ardently desired to work with France for the maintenance of peace. 
In reply to the minister's observation that England had put forward 
a project for mediation which France and Italy had already accepted, 
Baron Schin replied that Germany was ready to identify herself with 
this action, provided that it did not take the unacceptable form for 
Austria of a tribunal of arbitration or of a conference. The minister 
replied that if Austria only raised objection to the form the same 
object could be attained by other means, and that it would be very 
easy for the German Government to insist that Austria should afford 
the powers time in which to find a conciliatory erit from the impasse. 
Baron Schin replied that he had no instructions on this point, but 
knew that Germany was not in a position to exert pressure on Aus- 
tria. In this connection the ambassador complained of the French 
press, which unjustly accused Germany of instigating Austria. Accord- 
ing to what he said, it is true that Germany approves of Austria's 
action, but that she had not been informed in advance of the con- 
tents of the Austrian note. The German Government could not inter- 
Tere too brusquely with Austria, who must obtain guaranties as regarda 
Serbia. Finally the ambassador again affirmed that Germany was 
ready to cooperate with the other powers for the maintenance of peace. 

IZVOLSKI. 


(The Minister for Foreign Affairs to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1544.) 
St. PETERSBURG, 16/29 July. 

With reference to my telegram No. 1521, I am telegraphing te 
Berlin. The German ambassador informed me on behalf of the Im- 
perial Chancellor that Germany had not ceased and will not cease to 
exercise a moderating influence in Vienna and would continue to do 
so despite the declaration of war. Up to this morning no news has 
been received of the crossing of Austrian troops onto Serbian terri- 
tory. (Compare note to telegram No. 1538, o July 28.) 

I requested the ambassador to convey sincere thanks to the 
Chancellor for the friendly character of his communication. I 
acquainted him with the military measures that Russia has taken, 
informing him that these are in no way directed against Germany, 
neither constitute aggressive measures with regard to Austria, The 
steps taken by us are to be explained by the mobilization of a large 
part of the Austrian Army. 

To the ambassador's proposal to continue direct negotiations with 
Vienna I replied that we were ready to do so if Germany's advice 
found an ear in Vienna. At the same time I declared that Russia is 
prepared to accept the proposal of a conference of the four powers, with 
which Germany does not appear quite sympathetic. The best method 
of utilizing all means to a friendly solution appeared to us to be 
parallel negotiations of the four powers, England, France, Italy, and 
Germany, and our simultaneous direct conversations with the Vienna 
cabinet, as had been resorted to in the moments of greatest tension 
during the crisis of last year. 

In face of the Serbian concessions it appeared to us to be not 
dificult to come to an understanding regarding the uncertainty still 
existing with respect to other points if Austria showed good will and 
the powers [in the Orange Book “Germany” is substituted for “the 
powers.” Thus here again there is the attempt to throw the whole 
responsibility upon Germany similarly as in the displacement called 
attention to in the note to telegram No. 1528 of July 28] used their 
influence in a pacifying sense. 

London, Nisch, Vienna, Rome, Bucharest, and Constantinople in- 
formed. 

Sazonore. 
(The Foreign Minister to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1547.) 
PETERSBURG, 16/29, July. 

I beg you to communicate the contents of my telegram No. 1544 to 
the Government to which you are accredited. I am also telegraphing 
a similar message to London and Nisch. [The communication of this 
telegram to the Serblan Government certainly did not tend to move 
it to a change of course.] 

Sazonorv. 
(The Foreign Minister to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1548.) 
PETERSBURG, 16/29, July. 

With reference to my telegram No. 1544. 

At the time of my last conversation with the German ambassador I 
had not received telegram No, 105 [telegram No. 105 is as followss 
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“Vienna, 15/28 July. I have just spoken in a very friendly manner 
with Berchtold. The Austro-Hungarian ambassador can be given full 
power to effect a private exchange of views with you regarding a com- 
bined redrafting of some of the articles in the Austrian note. I de- 
clared that such a solution of the question was desirable for Austria 
herself, as it would improve her relations with Russia and would offer 
substantial guaranties for the future relations of the monarchy with 
Serbia. I directed Berchtold's attention in this connection to the 
danger to the peace of Europe which would result from an armed 
conflict between Austria and Serbia. The Foreign Minister replied that 
he was fully conscious of the seriousness of the situation and of the 
advantages to be derived from a free exchange of opinions with us, but 
that the Austro-Hungarian Government, which had only decided very 
unwillingly to take harsh measures against Serbia, could not at present 
give way and enter into a discussion of the text of its note. The 
crisis had become so acute and public opinion in the country was so 
excited that the Government, even if it so desired, could not undertake 
such a step, the more so because Serbia's reply proved the insincerity 
of her promises regarding the future. The Foreign Minister was evt- 
dently greatly disturbed by the news of Montenegro’s mobilization and 
expressed his astonishment at this measure, which, in his opinion, there 
was nothing to justify. I have gained the impression from this con- 
versation that the Austro-Hungarian Government has at present decided 
to deal Serbia a blow in order to enhance its influence in the Balkans 
and at home, and that it counts upon Germany’s support and the love 
of peace of the other powers in order to localize the conflict.’ Bimi- 
lar telegrams to Berlin, Paris, London, and Nisch. Schebeko.] from 
our ambassador in Austria, from which it appears that the Vienna cabi- 
net refuses to enter into a change of views with us. [In opposition to 
this assertion it must be emphasized that Austria nevertheless strove for 
the localization of her conflict with Serbia, and that her refusal to un- 
dertake with Russia a redrafting of the text of the note to Serbia, as 
asserted by Sazonoff, did not extend to the question of direct negotia- 
tions with the Petersburg cabinet. Compare note to telegram No. 
1521 of July 27 and the suppressed telegram No. 1592.] In conse- 
quence of this we leave completely to Eugland the initiative as regards 
the steps she may deem to be useful. 

Vienna, Rome, Berlin, Nisch, Constantinople, and Bucharest in- 
formed. ; 

Sazonorr. 


(The Foreign Minister to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tei. No. 1551.) 
PETERSBURG, 16/29, July. 

The German ambassador has communicated to me to-day the decision 
of his Government to mobilize if Russia does not stop her military 
preparations. We began these only because of the mobilization already 
begun by Austria of eight army corps, and because she was evidently 
not ready to accept any method for a friendly solution of her conflict 
with Serbia. 

As we can not accede to Germany’s wish, nothing remains for us 
but to hasten our own warlike preparations and to reckon with the 
probable inevitability of war. Inform the French Government of this, 
and at the same time thank it for its declaration made in its name 
by the French ambassador that we can fully rely upon the support of 
our ally France. Under present circumstances this declaration is 
especially valuable for us. It is very desirable that England also 
without loss of time should associate herself with France and Russia, as 
it is only thus that she can succeed in preventing a dangerous altera- 
tion in the European balance. {The extraordinary range of the whole 
of this communication of Sazonoff’s is illuminated by Izvolski's answer. 
See the suppressed telegrams from Paris Nos. 208, 209, and 210 of 
July 30. 

London telegraphed to in like terms. z 
Sazonorr. 


(The Foreign Minister to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 304.) 
PETERSBURG, 16/29 July. 

I urgently request you to communicate to the French Foreign Min- 
ister the following telegram from the Frenoh ambassador in Peters- 
burg: The German ambassador has just informed Sazonoff that if Russia 
does not stop her military preparations the German army will be 
ordered to mobilize. Sazonojff replied that the Russian preparations 
were occasioned by (1) Austria’s unyielding attitude; (2) the fact that 
eight Austrian army corps had already been mobilized; (3) the tone in 
which Count Pourtalés made his communication has caused the Russian 
Government to order to-night the mobilization of the 13 army corps 
destined to act against Austria. [Compare note to the suppressed 
telegram No. 1539, of July 28. In that telegram Sazonoff states the 
reason for the Russian mobilization to be not the tone of the German 
ambassador's communication but Austria's declaration of war against 
Serbia.] 

SazoNorr. 


(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 


(Tel. No. 202.) 
Paris, 16/29 July. 

Bienvenu-Martin, the Acting Foreign Minister, told me that this 
morning the German ambassador made a communication to him, em- 
ploying practically the following expressions: “ Germany is continuing 
her endeavors in Vienna to cause Austria to agree to a friendly - e- 
change of. opinions which should indicate the object and the extent of 
the steps undertaken by her and concerning which Germany has not so 
far been exactly informed. The declaration of tar will not stand in 
the way of this exchange of opinions. Germany hopes to receive during 
the course of these negotiations explanations which will satisfy Russia.” 
Finally, Baron Schön again protested against the assertion that Gers 
many was encouraging Austria to be unyielding. 8 
IZVOLSĘKI. 

(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 203.) 
Paris, 16/2 July. 

Apropos of the arrival of the President of the Republic the Foreign 
Minister bas prepared a short exposé of the situation in approximately 
the following words: Austria, which fears internal disintegration, 
utilized the murder of the archduke as a pretext for demandng guar- 
anties which might eventuate in the occupation of Serbia's military 
communications, and therefore of Serbian territory. Germany is sup- 
porting Austria, and declares that as we have received the assurance 
that Austria seeks no territorial gains [a tendentious omission in- 
tended to cut away the grounds of the German argument and to justify 
the employment further on of the expression “sophism.” It is the 
same tendency as has been called attention to in the note to telegram 
No. 195 from Paris of July 27] the maintenance of peace entirely de- 
pends on Russia because it turns upon the necessity for localizing the 
Austro-Serbian affair; that is, the punishment of Serbia for her former 
Policy and the giving of guaranties for the future. 

Germany deduces from this that pressure in a moderating sense must 
be exercised in Petersburg. This sophistry is rejected both in Paris 
and in London, In Paris Baron Schön sought in vain to move France 
to bring influence to bear on Russia in unity with Germany in the in- 
terests of peace. The same endeavor was made in London. In both 
capitals the reply was that pressure must be exerted in Vienna for the 
excessive demands of Austria, her refusal to discuss the limited reser- 
vations made by Serbia, and her declaration of war threatened to bring 
about a genera! war. France and England positively [this word was 
probably suppressed in the Orange Book because public opinion would 
searcely have shared this view, the more so as Germany had been con- 
stantly called upon to exert a moderating influence in Vienna. Com- 
pare note to telegram No. 1521 of July 27 and note to the suppressed 
telegram No. 201 of July 28] could not exercise any moderating influ- 
ence in Russia, which had hitherto manifested the greatest moderation, 
in that she had above all things advised Serbia to accept all the condi- 
tions in the Austrian note that it was possible to accept. To-day Ger- 
many alone seems to object to the idea of influencing Russia, and in- 
clines toward exercising mediatory action in Petersburg and Vienna, 
but at the same time both Germany and Austria seek to prolong the 
present situation. Austria openly pursues dilatory negotiations in 
Petersburg. Simultaneously she adopts active measures, and if these 
are tolerated her claims will correspondingly increase. It is very de- 
sirable that Russia should give her full support to Sir E. Grey's media- 
tory project. Otherwise, under the pretext of obtaining “ guaranties,” 
Austria can bring about an actual change in the territorial status quo 
in eastern Europe. 

IZVOLSKI. 
(The ambassađor in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 204.) 
Paris, 16/29 July. 

The firm attitude taken up by the French press continues. It passes 
severe judgment upon the Austrian attack and upon Germany's manifest 
share of blame for it, and unhesitatingly declares that this touches us, 
and that we can not remain unsympathetic, As regards solidarity with 
us, this question is not once discussed but is taken as a matter of 
course. Every journalist expresses himself in this sense, including 
such prominent personages belonging to the most diverse parties as 
Pichon, Clémenceau, and even Jaurés, and also Hervé, the father of 
antimilitarism. [When it is remembered that Jaurès was shortly after- 
wards murdered, the little word “even” used in this suppressed tele- 
gram gains ¿n almost ominous sound.] 

IZVOLSKI. 
(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 206.) 
Paris, 16/29 July. 
When the President returned to Paris he was received at the railway 


station and in the streets with sympathetic demonstrations from the 
assembled crowd. Margerie (political director in the French Foreign 
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Office) told me that the President from his conversations during his 
journey with prefects and politicians, had become convinced of the firm, 
energetic, and at the same time calm state of public opinion, which 
plainly formed a correct estimate of the true significance of events. 
{The true significance of events therefore lay for the French nation 
much deeper than the apparent cause, viz, the Austro-Serbian conflict.] 
The same attitude reigned among a large section of the radical social. 
ists. The Government attaches no importance to the antimilitary 
demonstrations of the revolutionary party and intends to take ener- 
getic measures against it. Our military attaché reports in detail re- 
garding the preparatory military measures. Feeling runs high in mili- 
tary circles and in the chief command. I report regarding the press in 
a special telegram. 
IZVOLSKI. 
(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 207.) 
Paris, 16/29 July. 


Viviani has just confirmed to me the firm determination of the French 
Government to act in agreement with us. This decision is supported 
by the widest circles and by all parties, including the radical socialists, 
who have handed him a resolution giving expression to the absolute 
confidence and the patriotic feeling of their group. Viviani telegraphed 
urgently to London, immediately after his return to Paris, to the effect 
that in consequence of the breaking off of direct negotiations between 
Petersburg and Vienna it is indispensable that the London cabinet 
should repeat as quickly as possible its proposal for mediation by the 
powers lu some form or another. Viviani received the German ambas- 
sador in my presence to-day, who repeated his assurances as to Ger- 
many’s peaceful Intentions. In reply to Viviani’s remark that if Germany 
desires peace she should hasten to associate herself with England's 
proposals for mediation, Baron Schin said that Austria shrank from 
the use of the word “ conference“ or “ arb@mtion.” Viviani remarked 
that it was not a question of words and that it would not be difficult 
to devise some other form of mediation. Baron Schön is of opinion 
that in order to assure success for the negotiations between the powers 
it Is necessary to ascertain what Austria intends to demand from Serbia. 
Viviani replied that it would be very easy for the Berlin cabinet to 
interrogate Austria on that point, but that meanwhile the Serbian note 
in reply would be the subject of examination. Finally Baron Schön 
complained of France’s military preparations and said that in this case 
Germany would be compelled ta adopt similar precautions. [The sup- 
pression of this sentence marks the propaganda that had already com- 
menced with the object of placing on Germany the responsibility for the 
outbreak of war. Telegrams Nos. 210, 214, 215, 218, 219, 220, 222, 
223. 225, 226 from Paris and Nos. 1554, 1637, and 304 (Paléologue’s) 
from Petersburg have the same effect.] Viviani on his part declared 
that France honestly desired peace but at the same time was firmly 
determined to act in full agreement with her allies [in the Orange 
Book the words and friends are added here. This was done later for 
the sake of England; nevertheless the original form of the Russian 
telegrams from Paris indicates that as a matter of fact French policy 
rested from the outset on the English alliance] and Baron Schön could 
convince himself that this decision was finding the liveliest support in 
the country. This evening Viviani has forbidden a projected antiwar 
meeting of the revolutionary party. 

IzvoLsKL 
(The Foreign Minister to the ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1554.) 
PETERSBURG, 17/30 July. 

With reference to my telegram No. 1521, I am telegraphing to Berlin 
as follows: 

(1) The German ambassador, who has just visited me, asked if we 
could be satisfied with Austria's promise not to violate the integrity of 
Serbia. J replied that this assurance did not suffice. At the urgent 
request of the ambassador that I should state the conditions on which 
we were still ready to suspend our military preparations, I dictated to 
him for urgent dispatch to Berlin the communication reproduced below 
in (2). I request you to telegraph at once what attitude the German 
Government adopts toward this new proof of our readiness to do what 
is possible toward a friendly solution of the question, as we can not 
allow negotiations of this nature merely to afford Austria and Germany 
a gain of time. [The Orange Book adds the words here: “ im which to 
make their military preparations.” Compare with this the note to 
telegram No. 207 of July 29.) 

(2) “If Austria admits that the Austro-Serbian question has assumed 
the character of a European question and declares her readiness to 
eliminate from her ultimatum those points which violate the sovereign 
rights of Serbia, Russia undertakes to suspend her military prepara- 
tions.“ [This formula of Sazonoff’s signifies nothing less than a demand 
that Austria should take back her ultimatum to Serbia, a condition 
which was naturally unacceptable for Vienna. 

London and Vienna informed, 

Sazonorr. 
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(The Foreign Minister to the French ambassador.) 
(Tel. No. 1555.) 
PETERSBURG, 17/30 July. 

Very urgent. I refer to my telegram No. 1554. 

Until we receive a thoroughly satisfactory reply from Austria through 
the German Government, we shall continue our military preparations. 
This is communicated to you very confidentially. [Comment is super- 
fluous. In connection with the following telegram that was suppressed 
in the Orange Book this declaration is important as regards fixing the 
commencement of the Russian general mobilization.] 

Sazonorr. 
(The ambassador in Paris to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 208.) 


Paris, 17/30 July. 

Your telegram No. 1551 recetved. 

I received it during the night, and immediately, t. e., at 3 a. m., com- 
municated it to the Foreign Minister. At my instance our military 
attaché likewise communicated it to the Minister for War. Poincaré, 
Viviani, and the War Minister Messimy immediately held a discussion 
at the Elysée, as a result of which a telegram was sent to the French 
ambassador in Petersburg in approvimately the following sense. The 
telegram begins with an allusion to the text of the instructions fur- 
nished to him from the battleship “France,” and then states: “The 
French Government is ready to fulfill all its obligations as an ally. 
It ts of opinion, however, that at the present moment, when negotia- 
tions are still in progress between the less interested powers, it would 
be to the purpose that Russia, so far as the measures of a defenstve and 
precautionary nature which it has deemed necessary to adopt wilt per- 
mit, should not take any direct stepa which would serve Germany as a 
pretezt for ordering the general or partial mobilization of her forces.” 
[The whole significance of this suppressed telegram is revealed in 
combination with telegram No. 1551 from Petersburg of July 29, and 
with the two following and likewise suppressed telegrams, Nos. 209 and 
210, from Paris on July 30.] 

IZvoLsKt. 


(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 209.) 
Panis, 17/30 July. 

Continuation of my telegram No. 208. 

The contents of the telegram to the French ambassador in Petersburg 
were immediately transmitted to London, whereby Paul Cambon was 
instructed to confer with Grey as to the fixing of the combined attitude 
of France and England concerning which these two powers, in conse- 
quence of the general understanding ewisting between them, have to 
deliberate whenever a period of political tension arises. [Cambon's 
query is made on the grounds of the notes exchanged between Cambon 
and Grey on the 22d and 23d November, 1912, which constituted the 
foundation of the politico-military agreement between England and 
France.] 

IZVOLSKI. 


(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 210.) 
Panis, 17/30 July. 

Continuation of my telegram No. 209. 

Margerie, with whom I have just spoken, said that the French Gov- 
ernment does not wish to interfere in our military preparations, but 
regards it as highly destrable that these, having regard to the negotia- 
tions for the maintenance of peace that are still continuing, should be 
as little public and challenging in character as possible. The War 
Minister has developed the same idea to our military attaché, and 
said that we could declare that in the higher interests of peace we are 
ready temporarily to delay our preparations for mobilization, since 
this would not prevent us from continuing our preparations, and indeed 
from intensifying them, but we should have to refrain from the possible 
greater movements of troops. A ministerial council is to take place at 
6.30 under the presidency of Poincaré, immediately after which T wiil see 
Viviani. [This suppressed telegram ts irrefutable proof that both in 
Petersburg and in France the further negotiations for the maintenance of 
peace, including Grey's proposals and Germany's endeavors in Vienna, 
only served as a screen for the military preparations which were being 
secretly made in Russia and in France.] 

IZVOLSKI. 
(The ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 212.) 
š Paris, 17/30 July. 

The ministerial council, presided over by Poincaré, has approved of 
the telegram sent to the French ambassador in Petersburg the previous 
night and mentioned in my telegram No. 208. 

IzvousKt. 


1923. 
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(The Foreign Minister to ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1583.) 
PETERSBURG, 18/31 July. 

No. 1. With respect to my telegram No. 1554. 

The English ambassador communicated to me in the name of his 
Government the wish of the London cabinet to make some change 
in the draft which I proposed to the German ambassador yesterday. I 
replied that I accepted the English proposal, and send you the altered 


draft in No, 2. 
Sazonorr, 


(Foreign Minister to ambassador in France.) 


(Tel. No. 1582.) 
PETERSBURG, 18/31 July. 

No. 2. If Austria agrees to stop the advance of her army on Serbian 
territory and admits that the Austro-Serbian conflict has become a ques- 
tion of general interest for Europe, and therefore concedes that the 
great powers may examine into what satisfaction Serbia can afford 
the Austro-Hungarian Government without detriment to her rights 
as a sovereign state and to her independence, Russia undertakes to 
maintain her waiting attitude. [That Sazonoff did not take his own pro- 
posal seriously is clearly evidenced by the following: The telegram con- 
taining Sazonoff’s draft was dispatched from Petersburg at 10.10 on the 
evening of July 31. But by the last sentence of the Paris telegram No. 
215 of July 31, which is entirely suppressed in the Orange Book, it is 
plain that the French Ambassador Paléologue telegraphed already on the 
morning of July 31 to his Government: “ Full mobilization of the Russian 
Army authorized.“ It can surely no longer be disputed that the Rus- 
sian Government had thereby irrevocably decided upon war. The 
Sazonoff draft also confirms the view expressed in the note to telegram 
No. 210 that all further negotiations by Russia and France merely 
served as a cover for their feverishly conducted secret military prepara- 
tions.] 

Berlin, Vienna, London, Rome informed. 

SAZzONOPP. 


(Foreign Minister to ambassador in France.) 


(Tel, No. 1592.) 
PETERSBURG, 18/31 July. 


The Austrian ambassador visited me and informed me that his Gov- 
ernment is prepared to enter into an exchange of views regarding the 
contents of the ultimatum handed to Serbia, I ecapressed my satisfac- 
tion, and remarked to the ambassador that it would be preferable to 
conduct the negotiations in London, all the great powers participat- 
ing. We hope that the English Government will take over the direc- 
tion of these discussions, whereby it will earn the thanks of all 
Europe. In order that these negotiations shall proceed favorably, it 
is very important that Austria should suspend her military operations 
on Serbian territory. . 

Similar telegrams to London, Berlin, Vienna, and Rome. [Com- 
pare notes to telegrams Nos. 209 and 210. Regarding the willingness 
of Austria to engage in direct negotiations with Russia, compare 
note to telegram No. 1548 of July 29. With regard to Sazonoff's 
demand that Austria should suspend military operations on Serbian 
soil, compare telegram No. 210 of July 30. 

Sazonorr. 


(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 214.) 
Paris, 18/31 July. 


The French ambassador’ in Berlin telegraphs that Jagow requested 
him to come to him, and said that, to her great regret, Germany, hav- 
ing regard to “the general mobilization of the Russian Army,” wae 
obliged to adopt for her own security the military measures known 
as Danger of war,’ and which of themselves entail other measures, 
auch as, for example, the closing of the frontier and the ordering of 
a state of siege, eto. Germany begs Russia to demobilize, otherwise 
she, too, will mobilize. The ministerial council immediately held, with 
Poincaré presiding, decided to adopt, with respect to the five army 
corps adjacent to the frontier, the most complete preparatory meas- 
ures, without, howerer, giving to them the character of mobilization. 
[With regard to these five frontier corps, it must be noted that on the 
very next day, i. e., on August 1 (see Paris telegram No. 127, also 
suppressed) the Russian military attaché in Paris was able to report 
to his Government that they were “fully prepared for war.“]! In 
communicating this to me, Margerie added that France would reply 
to the mobilization of the German Army by. immediately mobilizing 
all her forces, It is noteworthy that in the Havas message received 
here from Berlin there is also mention of the “ general mobilization 
of the Russian Army,” which borders upon the idea that Germany sceks 
prematurely on one ground or another to bring about analogous 
measures on the part of France. [In this concluding sentence Ger- 
many is evidently accused of haying attempted by means of false news 
regarding the Russian mobilization to bring about French measures 


of mobilization on July 31 in order to put upon France the responsi- 
billty for the outbreak of the war. In presence of this suspicion one 
thinks involuntarily of the proverb, „ Qui s'excuse s'accuse,” for on 
the one hand the French mobilization was already far advanced, while 
on the other the German news was in accordance with the facts. See 
concluding sentence of Paris telegram No. 215 of July 31.1 

IZYOLSKL 


(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 215.) 
Pants, 18/31 July. 

At 8.80 p. m. the German ambassador came to Viviani and declared in 
the name of his Government that, having regard to the “ general mobili- 
sation of the Russian Army and Navy,” Germany is obliged to adopt 
measures in accordance with the expression “ Danger of war.’ At the 
same time Germany has demanded that Russia shall demobilize. Rus- 
sia is given a l hours’ delay, after which, in the event of her refusal, 
Germany will also mobilize. Baron Schön added that he was instructed 
to ask what attitude France would adopt in the event of an armed col- 
Liston between Russia and Germany. Viviani listened to the ambas- 
sador’s communication, but declined to give him any answer. There- 
u hon Baron Schon said that he would come to him at 1 o’clock to-morrow 
for his answer, and begged him in anticipation to make the necessary 
arrangements for his departure. At present a special ministerial council 
is sitting under the presidency of the President of the Republic. 
Margerie, who has just communicated these details to me, stated that 
probably Viviani will not reply to the ambassador to-morrow, as he sees 
a trick in Germany's procedure, which is intended to place on France 
the responsibility for the declaration of war. Margerie added that a 
telegram had just been received from the French ambassador in Peters- 
burg, dated this morning, confirming the general mobilization of the 
Russian Army, to chich he added no explanation, 

Izvolskl. 


(Ambassador in France to the Foreign Minister.) 
(Tei. No. 216.) 


Panis, 18/31 July. 
From military attaché to War Minister. 1 d. m. 

The French War Minister informed me in carnest, hearty tones that 
the Government is firmly decided upon war, and requested me to con- 
firm the hope of the French general staff that all our efforts will be 
directed against Germany, and that Austria will be treated as a 
Quantité négligeable. [With regard to the great importance of the 
French ambassador's report as to the general Russian mobilization 
see notes to telegrams No. 1582 and 214. The propaganda referred to 
in note to telegram No. 207 is now in full swing, with the object of 
putting the blame on Germany. But in order to fully understand the 
mendacity of Viviani’s attitude with regard to the German ambassador, 
to whom he gave no answer on July 31 to bis direct question, and would 
give no answer on the following day, the suppressed telegram No. 216 
from Paris cf July 31 must be taken into account.] 

IZVOLSKI. 


(Foreign Minister to ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1601.) 
PETERSBURG, 19 July/1 Aug. 
At midnight the German ambassador informed me on behalf of bis 
Government that if within 12 hours—that is, before midday on Satur- 
day—we do not begin to demobilize, not only as against Germany but 
also as against Austria, the Germun Government wil! be compelled to 
order mobilization. To my query as to whether this was equivalent to 
a declaration of war, the ambassador replied that it was not, but added 
that we were very near to war. 
Berlin, London, Vienna, Rome informed, 
Sazonorr. 


(Foreign Minister to ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. —.) 
PETERSBURG; 19 Ju, Aug. 
Germany has declared war against us. 
Sazonorr, 
(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 217.) 
PARIS, 19 July/1 Aug. 
The military attaché requests me to inform you as follows: Grouping 
of German forces on 19th July (ist August). The sia frontier corps, 
Uj, 15, 16, 21, 8 and 2d Bavarian, reinforced by parts of 7, 11 and perhapa 
18 on the German-Lueembourg-Belfort front. Increased movements of 
troops in progress. Distribution of horses completed. An attack from 
Metz or from the Saarburg-Bruges district may soon be empected. In 
France the five frontier corps are in complete readiness for wor. 
[Compare note to telegram No. 214. j 
IZVOL3RI. 
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(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 218.) 


Paris, 19 July/1 Aug. 

The Austrian ambassador was twice with Viviani yesterday evening, 
and informed bim that Austria not only has no intention of violating 
the territorial integrity of Serbia, but is also ready to negotiate with 
the other powers regarding her conflict with Serbia in all its bearings, 
To-day the German ambassador visited Viviant before the time ap- 
pointed yesterday, and the latter expreased his astonishment at his 
action yesterday, which was not justified by the relations existing be- 
tween France and Germany. [Viviani’s “astonishment” must have 
been wholly feigned. Compare the suppressed telegrams, Nos. 210, 215, 
216, of July 30 and 81.) To the ambassador's declaration that, in 
conscquence of the evident mobilization, not only as against Austria, 
but ulso as against Germany, of the Russian land and sea forces, Ger- 
many teas compelled to adopt energetic measures, Viviani replied that 
according to information here Russia had not mobilized her sea forces. 
At this the ambassador was visibly surprised. As the result of a long 
conversation, Baron Schin did not repeat his demand for a reply as to 
Frances intentions and his threat of departure, but asked Viviani to 
sec him again at 6 this evening. Although the Gorman ambassador's 
attitude was modified to-day, the French Government is much disturbed 
by Germany's special military measures along the French frontier, 
being persuaded that under cover of the so-called state of danger of 
war an actual mobilization is in progress, which may place the French 
Army in a disadvantageous position. On the other hand, for political 
reasons in respect of Italy, but more especially of England, it is very 
important for France that her mobilization should not precede the Ger- 
man, but should form an answer to the latter. This question is at 
present being discussed by the ministerial council at the Blyaée, and it 
is very probable that general mobilization will be decided upon. 

IZVOLSKI. 


(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 219.) 


Paris, 19 July/i Aug. 

After receiving the telegram of the French ambassador in Peters- 
burg, in which he announced the communication made to him by the 
German ambassador regarding Germany's decision, the President of 
the Republic signed the decree ordering mobilization. The summons to 
the reserves is being beaten in the streets. The German ambassador has 
just visited Viviani for the second time, but imparted to him nothing 
new, but declared his inability to decipher the telegrams that had 
been received. Viviani informed him of the signing of the mobiliza- 
tion decree, and expressed his astonishment that Germany should bave 
adopted such a measure at a moment when a friendly exchange of 
views was in progress between Russia, Austria, and the other powers. 
[How completely the true sense is altered by this statement of Vivi- 
ani’s is made plain by, among other sources, the Paris telegrams, Nos. 
210, 216, and 222.] He added that mobilization does not as yet mean 
war, and that just as the Russian ambassador was remaining in Vienna 
and the Austrian ambassador in Petersburg there was absolutely no 
ground for Baron Schönes departure, and tndeed the baron had not 
repeated his threat to go. [Instead of all this, the Orange Book states 
merely: The German ambassador in Paris can remain.” Having re- 
gard to telegrams Nos. 216 and 218, it can scarcely be maintained 
that absolutely no grounds exist for Baron Schön's departure.“ Vivi- 
ani's whole attitude is undoubtedly founded upon the propaganda 
already referred to.] 

IXvolskI. 
(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No, 220.) 


Panis, 19 July/1 August. 
Margerie told me that according to information from a very secret 
sourec Italy apparently intends, in reliance upon the manner in which 
the conflict has arisen, to remain neutral at first and then to come to 

one decision or another in accordance with the course of events, 
IZvol SKI. 
(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 221.) 


Panis, 19 July/1 August. 

From the military attaché: General mobilization was announced at 
3.40 p. m. The War Minister has expressed the wish: (1) To move 
Serbia to take the offensive more promptiy. (2) To receive news daily 
regarding the German army corps opposed to us. (3) To be informed 
as to the date of the commencement of our offensive against Germany 
and to be kept au fait of events, For the French the most desirable 
direction of our blow continues to be Posen-Warsaw. According to 
information from Denmark the First, Seventcenth, and Twentieth Army 
Corps, Siath Reserve Guards Corps, and the Second Corps are detailed 
to act against us. 


IZVOLSKI, 


(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 222.) 
Pants, 19 July/1 August. 

I received your telegram regarding Germany's declaration of war 
against us at I o'clock. I immediately communicated it in person to 
the President of the Republic, who immediately summoned a ministerial 
council. Poincaré dectared to me in the most categorical manner that 
both he himself and the whole cabinet are firmly determined fully to 
carry out the obligations laid upon us by the terms of our alliance. 
There arose, however, in connection therewith a series of complicated 
questions of a political and strategic nature. In the first place, do- 
cording to the French constitution, a parliamentary decision is neces- 
sary regarding a declaration of war, and at least two days are re- 
quired for the assembling of Parliament, Although Poincaré has no 
doubt as to ite decision he would prefer to avoid a public debate re- 
garding the application of the treaty of alliance. On these grounds, 
and for reasons which chiefly concern England (sce telegram No. 20), 
it would be better if the declaration of war were made, not by France, 
but by Germany. It must further be borne in mind that to-day ia 
only the first day of the French mobilization, and that therefore it 
would be more advantageous for both the Allies if France were only to 
begin military operations efter mobilization was more advanced. For 
the rest Poincaré is persuaded that Germany will not wait for a dee- 
laration of war by France, but will attack her without delay without 
permitting her to complete her mobilization. Immediately after the 
discussion of all these questions by the ministerial council Poincaré 
«will summon ine and inform me as to the results, 

IZVOLSKI, 
(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 223.) 
Paris, 19 July/1 August. 

Poincaré told me that during the last few days the Austrian ambas- 
sador had energetically assured him and Viviani that Austria had de- 
clared to us her readiness not only to respect the territorial integrity 
of Serbia but also her sovereign rights, but that we had intentionally 
concealed those assurances. To my remark that this was a complete lie 
[the Orange Book reads: “I oppose it (the lie!) with a categorical de- 
nial." With regard to the Austrian statements, compare the written 
statements of Baron Schön in Paris under (1) in telegram No. 195 from 
Paris; the verbal declarations of Count Pourtalés in Petersburg, and 
also Sazonoff's auswer contained in the first two sentences of the 
Petersburg telegram No. 1554], Poincaré replied that similar statements 
had been made in London by Austria, where they might create a very 
dangerous impression, and therefore ought to be denied there as well. 
[In the Orange Book the suppressed end portion of the telegram is 
given as follows: “I denied this categorically.” It is for the reader to 
decide whether this dementi only refers to the Austrian assurances re- 
garding Serbia's sovereign rights or also to her territorial integrity as 
well. That the latter was in effect actually guaranteed by Austria is 
indisputably shown by the note to telegram No. 223 above, while Ser- 
bia's sovereign rights, which were touched by the punitory measures 
necessitated by the Serajevo murder, would have formed the subject at 
that time of the direct negotiations between Austria and Russia, to en- 
gage lu which the former had declared her readiness. Compare note to 
telegram No, 1548. Izvolski's assertion is therefore unsustainable, and 
this accounts for the falsification In the Orange Bock.] 

IZvolskt. 


(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 


(Tel. No. 224.) 
Paris, 19 July/t August. 

A telegram has been received from the French minister at Bucharest 
which displays great anwiety regarding the intentions of Rumania, who 
is said to be inclined neither to absolute neutrality nor to participation 
in common negotiations with Austria. The President of the Republic 
said to me that influence must be brought to bear on Rumania without 
loss of time by promising her Transylvania, In Poincaré’s opinion, 
attempts must also be made to draw Italy over to our side by promising 
her Valona and frecdom of action in Albania, 

IZVOLSKI, 
(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 225.) 
Paris, 19 July/1 August—s a. m. 

I have just come from the President of the Republic, who said that 
the council of ministers again confirmed the decision unreservedly to 
fulfill France's obligations as an ally. The council recognized that in 
the interests of both the Allies it would be better for France to com- 
plete her mobilization, for which purpose 10 days would be required, 
before hostilities are commenced, At the end of that period Parlia- 
ment will be summoned to meet. Poincaré continues to fear that Ger- 
many twill attack France at once in order to render completion of the 
mobilization difficult. The above statements must be preserved abso- 
lutely secret. 

IZVOLSKI. 


(Foreign Minister to ambassador in France.) 
(Tel. No. 1627.) 
PETERSBURG, 20 July/2 Aug. 

Germany is openly endeavoring to turn the responsibility for the 
rupture on to us. Our general [with regard to the suppression of the 
allusion to the general“ character of the Russian mobilization, com- 
pare note to Paris telegram No. 197 of July 27] mobilization was neces- 
sitated by the immense responsibility which we should have ineurred if 
we had not taken all the precautionary measures in good time, and 
Austria had limited herself to protracted negotiations while at the 
same time bombarding Belgrade. [In the Orange Book there is the 
following addition to the sentence: “and carried out her complete 
mobilization.” This subsequent insertion in the Orange Book reveals 
the evident falsification in the telegram from Vienna regarding the 
alleged general Austrian mobilization on July 28. Compare telegram 
No. 1554. For the rest the hypothetical action attributed to Austria 
exactly corresponds with the attitude of Russia and Austria themselves. 
Compare telegram No. 210 of July 30.) The Czar had given his word 
to the German Kaiser not to take any provocative action so long as the 
negotiations with Austria continued. After this guaranty and all the 
proofs of Russia's desire for peace, Germany had no right to doubt our 
assurance that we would joyfully aceept any way out that was com- 
patible with Serbia’s dignity and independence. Any other issue 
would have been quite incompatible with our own dignity and would 
naturally have shattered European equilibrium, as it would have 
brought about the hegemony of Germany, This European character of 
the conflict, which was of world-wide significance, was infinitely more 
important than its occasion. [In the Orange Book there is the fol- 
lowing addition: “As Germany decided to declare war on us at a time 
when negotiations between the powers were still in suspense, she took 
upon herself a heavy responsibility.” In this addition is made quite 
clear the tendentious misrepresentation of the true contents, to which 
attention has already been called in the note to telegram No. 207 for 
the purpose of transferring the blame for the war to Germany. Com- 
pare the bearing of France and Russia toward the negotiations between 
the powers now represented as so promising and telegram No. 210 of 
July 80.) 

Sazonorr. 


(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 225.) 
[This telegram, evidently inadvertently, has been given the same num- 
ber as the last sent on the previous day.] 


Pants, 20 July/2 Aug. 


To-day, Sunday, is to be regarded as the first day of mobilization. 
IZYOLSKI. 


(Ambassador in France to Foreign Minister.) 
(Tel. No. 225.) 

Panis, e July/2 Aug. 
Small German detachments have crossed the French frontier and 
gome minor collisions have already occurred on French territory. This 
enables the French Government to declare to Parliament, which is sum- 
moned to meet on Tuesday, that France has been attacked, and so to 
avoid a formal declaration of war. News has been reccived to-day that 
German troops have entered Luxembourg territory, thereby violating 
the neutrality of the Duchy, which is guaranteed by England and Italy, 
among others, signed by the treaty in 1867. This circumstance is con- 
sidered very advantageous for France, as it will infallibly call forth a 
protest from England and cause her to manifest greater energy. There 
is also mews that German troops are said to be advancing toward 
Arlon, which indicates an intention of violating Belgian neutrality atso. 
This will touch England eren more nearly. Viviani telegraphed to 
London immediately directing the French ambassador to call Grey’s 

attention to this, 
IZVOLSKL. 


To make effective the duty of France to mobilize and imme- 
diately attack Germany simultaneously with Russia under the 
terms of the treaty of 1892 it was only necessary to make 
Austria mobilize, above quoted, and this was accomplished 
through the Slavs of Serbia. 

That the German authorities were not entirely unsuspecting 
of the will to war by the French and Russian leaders is shown 
by the sealed instruction sent under seal of July 26 to the Ger- 
man ambassador at Brussels not to be opened until authorized 
by telegram. The authority was given August 2, after the 
French and Russian troops had crossed the German line. This 
communication from the German Government was handed to 
M. Devignon, Belgian Minister for Foreign Affairs, at 7 o'clock 
p. m. August 2, 1914. 

EXHIBIT X. 


APPENDIX G (BausMAN). 


Russian increases: Reorganization was begun in 1910, with as much 
secrecy as possible (Eggeling, 9). The losses of the Japanese war were 
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In 1914 the military expenditures were 2.600, 000,000 
The universal service law required four years with 


replaced in 1911. 
marks (Kuhl, 60). 


the colors. The German staff reckoned in 1913 on a Russian total of 
38 reserve divisions; the force would be 
Reservists. 
Far i ap ot TTT. 748, 000 
OL Teer ge Termine ns as lin ea eed ined 876, 000 
For replacement E ee 
For communication format ions 40. 000 
1, 869, 000 
In both categories of reserve or a surplus of_._-._.__.-.__ 2. 292, 
423, 000 


(Von Kuhl, 61-62.) 

This was in 1913. For the following year increases were planned 
and in part carried out. Excluding Siberian and Turkestan troops, the 
strength of the Russian army was 30 army corps, comprising 353 cay- 
alry, or Cossack, divisions, 35 reserve divisions, and 40 national defense 
divisions. 

The peace strength in the summer of 1914 was 1,581,000 officers 
and men; the war strength 3,461,750 (Kuhl, 104, 105). 

The ultimate aim became that of creating an army which could take 
the offensive against Germany. All Russian Army qnestions after 1910 
were viewed by the press in Russia from this angle. (Eggeling, 9.) 

The military railways: These were created to permit the immediate 
transport of troops from Moscow, St. Petersburg, and Kazan to the 
German and Austrian frontiers. In peace times the forces were di- 
vided along the new lines to be rushed to the front. (Kuhl, 76.) 
France made a loan for these lines—one tbousand million francs. The 
Siberian Railway was also double-tracked to bring up the forces from 
there. In 1912 two great private roads (from Sosnowice to Warsaw 
and from Alexandrovs to Warsaw) were purchased by the Government. 
The Polish railway officials were supplanted by Russians in 1912 (ib.). 


RUSSIAN. MILITARY MENACES IN 1914 BEFORE THE SERBIAN TROUBLE. 


In 1911 the French chief of staff, Dubail, attended the Russian 
maneuvers, and the next year the Russian chief, Shilinski, attended 
the French. France demanded Russian military increases in exchange 
for her seventeen thousand million francs. (Kuhl, 72.) This was 
charged by the Russian journal Rjetsch, on July 19, 1914. (Ib., 70.) 
The Grand Duke Nicholas desiring war in 1912, Sukhomlinoff answered 
that they were not yet ready, whereupon the former renewed his 
pressure on preparations, (Eggeling, 49-50.) Nicholas planned a 
inilitary demonstration for 1913, but was stopped by remonstrances 
that two years would yet be necessary. (Eggeling, 16.) 

In 1913 the German general staff believed that the Russian field 
forces of the first line could be ready on the fifth day of mobilization, 
and of the second line on the eighth. (Kuhl, 82.) The spring of 
1914 witnessed the enormous preparations, the Duma sanctioning in- 
creases equal to the entire peace strength of the Austrian and Hun- 
garian armies. (Eggeling, 18.) Continual test mobilizations were oc- 
curring, supplies were imported, coal reserves increased, and rolling 
stock added. Grain export was stopped. (Ib., 16-17; Kuhl, 66-67.) 

Peace reviews and strengthening of fortresses: These were very com- 
mon. In the autumn of 1913 General Joffre headed a mission to St. 
Petersburg to examine her military efficiency, and departing remarked, 
“The Russian Army is at this moment the mightiest in the world“ 
(Eggeling, 12-22). The troops around Vilna and Warsaw were pre- 
sumed to concentrate against Germany, the Kiev forces against Austria. 
Sukhomlinoff announced himself ready in 1914. (Ib., 22.) 

Final movements after Serajevo: Von Eggeling goes into great detail 
of the eventful last week. He discusses the revelations also of the 
Sukhomlinoff’s trial. As to actual movement to the German frontier, 
Kuhl says that the plan carried out was that of 1912 (which was cap- 
tured during the war) of crossing the German borders without declara- 
tion of war. “Our measures must in this connection be concealed 
by apparent diplomatic negotiations.” On the very Ist day of August, 
that of Germany's declaration of war, “the border was crossed in four 
places by enemy patrols,” (Kuhl, 79-80.) 


APPENDIX I (BAUSMAN). 


Since the first edition of this work there has been issued a startling 
exposure entitled “The Falsifications of the Russian Orange Book.“ 
(London, Allen and Unwin, 1923.) The work appeared shortly before 
in German, with notes by Freiheer von Romberg. The London edition 
contains a foreword by the learned Professor Gooch. 

The “books,” of various colors, issued immediately after the out- 
break of hostilities by the different governments, were at first supposed 
to be complete. Later it was discovered that they were made up of 
selected matter, and that all the truth was not revealed. That any of 
the dispatches, though, would be deliberately tampered with before 
publication was never suspected, so during eight or nine years the 
public had believed that what the various governments did publish was 
genuine. The book just referred to has dispelled that fusion in so 
far as concerns Russia. In the Russian Orange Book not only were 
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whole telegrams omitted but passages were left out and passages al- 
tered. As Professor Gooch says: 

“ Readers wi)! form their own impression as to the changes, but there 
will be general agreement that the original Orange Book was a dis- 
honest piece of work.” 

An omitted dispatch is No. 1521, from Sazonoff, the Russian Foreign 
Minister at Petrograd, to Izvolski, his ambassador at Paris. Its date 
is July 27, four days before the admission of the Russian mobilization 
and five days before the German declaration of war upon Russia because 
she would not stop that mobilization. Sazonoff actually says: 

“Tf there is a question of exercising a moderating influence on St. 
Petersburg we reject it in advance.” 

On July 30, in telegram No. 207, Izvolski advises Sazonoff that 
Schon, German ambassador at Paris, “complains of the French mili- 
tary preparations,” and that Schon said that in that event Germany 
“would be compelled to adopt similar precautions.” He relates that 
Viviani replied that France wanted peace, but was “determined to act 
with her allies.” Viviani had that evening forbidden, he says, a pro- 
jected antiwar demonstration in Paris. These passages were suppressed. 

We come now to the 31st. At 1 o'clock in the morning, Izvolski, 
in his No. 216, advises Sazonoff as follows (entirely omitted from the 
Russian Orange Book): 

„The French war minister informed me in earnest tones that the 
Government is firmly resolved on war and requests us to confirm the 
hopes of the French general staff that all our efforts will be directed 
against Germany and that Austria will be treated as a negligible 
quantity." 

The reader will note that this was sent before the Russians had 
formally announced their mobilization and before Germany had declared 
war. It became plain that France was willing to jump into the fray 
even without waiting for German action, that she was simply studying 
the moral effect of a first action upon her part and not hesitating as 
to war. Here is what Izvolski says in his No. 218 to Sazonoff on 
August 1, the day upon which the German ultimatum to Russia to 
stop her mobilization expired: 

“For political reasons, In respect to Italy and especially England, 
it is very important for France that her mobilization should not pre- 
cede the German but should form an answer to it.” 

In his No. 222 (suppressed) Izvolski further advises Sazonoff on the 
same lst day of August, after hearing that Germany on the expiration 
of her telegram to Russia had declared war. He states that he has 
received a telegram announcing Germany's declaration of war against 
Russia and had seen Poincaré, who had immediately summoned a 
mivisterial council regarding French action. “It would be better,” 
Izvolski says, “if the declaration of war were made not by France 
but by Germany.” He then states that, to-day being the first French 
day of mobilization, it “would be more advantageous for both the 
allies if France were only to begin military operations after her 
mobilization was more advanced.” 

The reader will see the confirmation in all this of two things con- 
tended in the first edition of the present book: That the hanging back 
from the frontier by France was part of her general plan of waiting 
until the Russians were ready to move in conjunction with her; 
second, that she was firmly resolved on war and was simply studying 
the appropriate time in which to launch war, and that it had even 
been considered that France should declare the war on Germany with- 
out waiting either to be attacked or to haye a war declared upon her. 


EXHIBIT XI. 
APPENDIX A (BAUSMAN). 
Von Moltkes summary of December, 1912. 


In December, 1912, Von Moltke made a long“ memorandum” of the 
military situation to the War Ministry, It is too long for complete 
quotation here, but can be found in the book by Ludendorf called 
Problems of the General Staff, Volume I, at page 57. He reviews 
the certainty that England will be against Germany, with France and 
Russia, but Italy “has no vital interest in a conflict between Austria 
and Russia. While Germany and Austria will be fighting for their 
existence, Italy will hardly be threatened.” 

He had had an interview a few days since with a representative of 
the Italian general staff, who says that, “no matter what the pretext,” 
Italy will not contribute her third army, which had been counted upon. 

He then adds three appendices, of which I give the two pertinent 
ones, as follows: 

“ Under I of the appendix are the forces which Germany can put into 
the field in the west in a war with the Triple Entente, in battalions, 
squadrons, and batteries, which can be opposed to the forces at the dis- 
posal of France and England. The tables show an inferiority on the 
side of Germany of 124 battalions; if Belgium be added to the number 
of our enemies, the figure is 192 battalions. The Italian Army is left 
out of account, as it will not participate. On the other hand, the 
French Alpine army, which will be tmmobillzed by the Italians, is also 
left out of the calculation. If the Italian third army were brought to 
Germany, the two allies would have a slight superiority. But it is 


immaterial to us whether Italy assembles 2 or 12 army corps behind 
her Alpine frontier. It would be an extraordinary operation to force 
that frontier. Until it is opened, the whole Italian Army will be 
standing idle, rifle in hand, without being able to fire a shot. Germany 
must gain the decision alone and unaided. While in 1870 she had a 
superiority in infantry of 106 battalions over France, as well as an 
immense preponderance of artillery, and fought this one opponent with 
her rear secured, she has now to take the field against France with a 
great inferiority in infantry (though still with a slight superiority in 
artillery), and will further be attacked in the rear by Russia. The 
superiority of our artillery rests at the moment on our more marked 
development of high-angle fire (field howitzers) and our heavy artillery 
of the field army. Moreover, we are ahead of the French with the 
provision of field kitchens and tents, as well as our infantry rifle. But 
it is only a question of money for France to catch up with us in these 
respects. In time she will be able to get level with us and even over 
take us. On the other hand, she can not overtake us as regards the 
number of men fit for service, who are at our disposal as long as we 
manage to secure them for the army. 

“Part II of the appendix shows that in the east Russia enjoys a 
very great numerical superiority. A comparison of the forces which 
Germany, Austria, and Rumania combined can put into the field against 
Russia reveals a Russian superiority of 1,374 battalions, 319 squad- 
rons, and 82 batteries. At the present moment Russia is still yery 
much behindhand with the reorganization, equipment, and arming of 
her forces, so that for the time being the Triple Alliance need not be 
afraid of an armed conflict even with her in spite of her numerical 
superiority. But when we look forward into the future we must keep 
present In our minds the fact that in view of the enormous sums 
Russia is spending on the reorganization of her army, she will be 
stronger with every year that passes. It is just as impossible for 
Germany to try and compete with Russia as a land power as it is 
for her to attempt to catch up with England as a sea power. But it 
is just as incumbent upon her to leave no stone unturned to employ 
all the resources which are still at her disposal on a large scale in 
order to maintain that position vis-d-vis our neighbors which we 
enjoyed before they brought their armed forces up to the present level 
and began to think of increasing them. 

“The military situation in our frontier Provinces requires special 
attention. We have to expect, certainly in the east and possibly in 
the west also, an attack immediately on the proclamation of mobiliza- 
tion. If such an attack were not beaten off by the destruction of 
railways, bridges, and tunnels, our mobilization, the arming of the 
fortresses, and our deployment would be serlously interfered with. 
It is of the very greatest importance that our troops In these regions 
should be reinforced and our fortresses be put into an adyanced state 
of defense. 

“T believe I have established the necessity of increasing our mili- 
tary forces and improving our home defenses in what I have said 
above, The political situation will make these measures an inexorable 
necessity. Of course, the satisfaction by the nation of the demands 
made here and dealt with in greater detail in Part II of the memo- 
randum will involye great personal and pecuniary sacrifices. But in 
any case these sacrifices will be far less than those we should have to 
face In case of a lost war. 

“We must also point out that our nelghbors have made and are 
now making similar sacrifices in order to strengthen their military 
forces. 

“France makes much greater personal demands on her population 
than we do on ours. During the first Morocco crises she spent 
300,000,000 marks on the strengthening of her eastern fortresses. 

“This year Russia demanded and obtained from her national assem- 
bly 1,300,000,000 marks. 

“In the last three years England has spent large sums to give effect 
to the Haldane reforms, 

“Switzerland has introduced a new army organization at a heavy 
cost. 

“Belgium is now carrying through a new defense bill, by which her 
army will be brought up to a mobilization strength of 800,000 men. 
She has laid out enormous sums to modernize the fortifications of 
Antwerp. 

“Under the pressure of the political crisis Austria has been com- 
pelled to demand very large credits for that reorganization of her 
army which is long overdue. 

“Germany, too, must be prepared to make sacrifices. The pro- 
gram for the provision of the most urgent requirements which is 
drawn up in Part II must be carried through with the greatest energy, 
so that in the future Germany, trusting to her own strength, can give 
the political leaders of the nation a support which is solid enough to 
meet all emergencies. Y 

It demanded a peaceful passage through Belgium, proposing 
to pay for damages and respect Belgian sovereignty and terri- 
tory when war ended, and claimed to know that Belgian neu- 
trality had already been violated by France. (Exhibit XII.) 


1923. 
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EXHIBIT XII. 
BRUSSEL, August 2, 191}. 
IMPERIAL GERMAN LEGATION IN BELGIUM, 
(Highly confidential.) 


The German Government has received reliable information according 
to which the French forces intend to march on the Meuse, by way of 
Givet and Namur. This information leaves no doubt as to the inten- 
tion of France of marching on Germany through Belgian territory. 
The Imperial Government can not avoid the fear that Belgium, in spite 
of its best will, will be in no position to repulse such a largely devel- 
oped French march without aid. In this fact there is sufficient cer- 
tainty of a threat directed against Germany. 

It is an imperative duty for the preservation of Germany to forestall 
this attack of the enemy. 

The German Government would feel keen regret if Belgium should 
regard as an act of hostility against herself the fact that the measures 
of the enemies of Germany oblige her on her part to violate Belgian 
territory. 

In order to dissipate any misunderstanding, the German Government 
declares as follows: 

1, Germany does not contemplate any act of hostility against Bel- 
gium. If Belgium consents in the war about to commence to take up 
an attitude of friendly neutrality toward Germany, the German Gov- 
ernment on its part undertakes, on the declaration of peace, to guar- 
antee the Kingdom and its possessions in their whole extent. 

2. Germany undertakes under the conditions laid down to evacuate 
Belgian territory as soon as peace is concluded. 

8. If Belgium preserves a friendly attitude, Germany is prepared, In 
agreement with the authorities of the Belgian Government, to buy 
against cash all that is required by her troops, and to give indemnity 
for the damages caused in Belgium. 

4. If Belgium behaves in a hostile manner toward the German troops, 
and in particular raises difficulties against their advance by the opposi- 
tion of the fortifications of the Meuse or by destroying roads, railways, 
tunnels, or other engineering works, Germany will be compelled to con- 
sider Belgium as an enemy. 

In this case Germany will take no engagements toward Belgium, but 
she will leave the later settlement of relations of the two States toward 
one another to the decision of arms. The German Government has a 
justified hope that this contingency will not arise and that the Belgian 
Government will know how to take suitable measures to hinder its 
taking place. In this case the friendly relations which unite the two 
neighboring States will become closer and more lasting. 


On August 3 Belgium refused and the German troops there- 
after treated Belgium as an enemy ally of France. 


EXHIBIT XIV. 
THE GERMAN ACCEPTANCE OF ARMISTICE TERMS, 


1. Cessation of operations by land and in the air six hours after the 
signature of the armistice. 

2. Immediate evacuation of invaded countries: Belgium, France, 
Alsace-Lorraine, Luxemburg, so ordered as to be completed within 14 
days from the signature of the armistice. German troops which have 
not left the above-mentioned territories within the period fixed will 
become prisoners of war. Occupation by the allied and United States 
forces jointly will keep pace with evacuation in these areas, All move- 
ments of evacuation and occupation will be regulated in accordance 
with a note annexed to the stated terms. 

8. Repatriation, beginning at once and to be completed within 15 
days, of all inhabitants of the countries above mentioned, including 
hostages and persons under trial or convicted. 

4. Surrender in good condition by the German armies of the follow- 
ing equipment: Five thousand guns (2,500 heavy, 2,500 field), 25,000 
machine guns, 3,000 minenwerfers, 1,700 airplanes. The above to be 
delivered in situ to the Allies and the United States troops in accord- 
ance with the detailed conditions laid down in the annexed note. 

5. Evacuation by the German armies of the countries on the left 
bank of the Rhine. These countries on the left bank of the Rhine shall 
be administered by the local troops of occupation under the control of 
the allied and United States armies of occupation. The occupation 
of these territories will be carried out by allied and United States 
garrisons holding the principal crossings of the Rhine, Mayence, Cob- 
lenz, Cologne, together with bridgeheads at these points in 80-kilometer 
radius on the right bank and by garrisons similarly holding the 
strategic points of the regions. 

A neutral zone shall be reserved on the right of the Rhine between 
the stream and a line drawn parallel to it 40 kilometers (26 miles) 
to the east from the frontier of Holland to the parallel of Gernsheim 
and as far as practicable a distance of 30 kilometers (20 miles) from 
the east of stream from this parallel upon Swiss frontier. Evacua- 
tion by the enemy of the Rhine lands shall be so ordered as to be com- 
pleted within a further period of 16 days, in all 31 days after the 
signature of the armistice. All movements of evacuation and occupa- 
tion will be regulated according to the note annexed, 


6. In all territory evacuated by the enemy there shall be no evacua- 
tion of inhabitants; no damage or harm shall be done to the persons 
or property of the inhabitants, No destruction of any kind to be 
committed. Military establishments of all kinds shall be delivered, 
as well as military stores of food, munitions, equipment not removed 
during the periods fixed for evacuation. Stores of food of all kinds 
for the civil population, cattle, etc., shall be left in situ. Industrial 
establishments shall not be impaired in any way and their personnel 
shall not be moved. Roads and means of communication of every kind, 
railroad, waterways, main roads, bridges, telegraphs, telephones, shall 
be in no manner Impaired. No person shall be prosecuted for offenses 
of participation in war measures prior to the signing of the armistice. 

7. All civil and military personnel at present employed on them 
shall remain. Five thousand locomotives, 150,000 wagons, and 5,000 
motor lorries in good working order, with all necessary spare parts 
and fittings, shall be delivered to the associated powers within the 
period fixed for the evacuation of Belgium and Luxemburg. The rail- 
ways of Alsace-Lorraine shall be handed over within 36 days, together 
with all pre-war personnel and material, Further material necessary 
for the working of railways in the country on the left bank of the 
Rhine shall be left in situ. All stores of coal and material for the 
upkeep of permanent ways, signals, and repair shops left entire in situ 
and kept in an efficient state by Germany during the whole period of 
armistice. All barges taken from the Allies shall be restored to them. 
All civil and military personnel at present employed on such means 
of communication and transporting, including waterways, shall remain. 

8. The German command shall be responsible for revealing within 
48 hours all mines or delay-acting fuses disposed on territory evacuated 
by the German troops and shall assist in their discovery and destruction. 
The German command shal) also reveal all destructive measures that 
may bave been taken (such as poisoning or polluting of springs, wells, 
ete.) under penalty of reprisals. 

. The right of requisition shall be exercised by the Allies and the 
United States Armies in all occupied territory, “ subject to regulation 
of accounts with those whom it may concern.” The upkeep of the 
troops of occupation in the Rhineland (excluding Alsace-Lorraine) 
sball be charged to the German Government, 

10. An immediate repatriation without reciprocity, according to de- 
tailed conditions which shall be fixed, of all allied and United States 
prisoners of war. The allied powers and the United States shall be 
able to dispose of these prisoners as they wish. This condition annuls 
the previous conventions on the subject of the exchange of prisoners of 
war, including the one of July, 1918, in course of ratification. How- 
ever, the repatriation of German prisoners of war interned in Holland 
and in Switzerland shall continue as before. The repatriation of Ger- 
man prisoners of war shall be regulated at the conclusion of the pre- 
liminaries of peace. 

11. Sick and wounded who can not be removed from evacuated ter- 
ritory will be cared for by German personnel who will be left on the 
spot with the medical material required. 

12. All German troops at present in any territory which before the 
war belonged to Rumania, Turkey, or Austria-Hungary shall immedi- 
ately withdraw within the frontiers of Germany as they existed on 
August 1, 1914. German troops now in Russian territory shall with- 
draw within the frontiers of Germany as soon as the Allies, taking into 
account the internal situation of those territories, shall decide that the 
time for this has come. 

13. Evacuation by German troops to begin at once, and all German 
instructors, prisoners, and civilian as well as military agents now on 
the territory of Russia (as defined before 1914), to be recalled. 

14. German troops to cease at once all requisitions and seizures and 
any other undertakings, with a view to obtaining supplies Intended for 
Germany in Rumania and Russia (as defined on Angust 1, 1914). 

15. Renunciation of the treaties of Bucharest and Brest-Litovsk and 
of the supplementary treaties. 

16. The Allies shall have free access to the territories evacuated by 
the Germans on their eastern frontier either through Danzig or by the 
Vistula in order to convey supplies to the populations of those terri- 
tories and for the purpose of maintaining order. 

17. Evacuation by all German forces operating in East Africa within 
a period to be fixed by the Allies. 

18. Repatriation without reciprocity within maximum period of one 
month, in accordance with detailed conditions hereafter to be fixed, of 
all civilians interned or deported who may be citizens of other allied or 
associated States than those mentioned in clause 3, paragraph 19. 

19. The following financial conditions are required: Reparation for 
damage done. While such armistice lasts no public securities shall be 
remoyed by the enemy which can serve as a pledge to the Allies for the 
recovery or repatriation of the cash deposit, in the National Bank of 
Belgium, and in general immediate return of all documents, specie, 
stock, shares, paper money, together with plant for the Issue thereof, 
touching public or private interests in the invaded countries. Restitu- 
tion of the Russian and Rumanian gold yielded to Germany or taken by 
that power. This gold to be delivered in trust to the Allies until the 
signature of peace, 
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20. Immediate cessation of all hostilities at sea and definite informa- 
tion to be given as to the location and movements of all German ships. 
Notification to be given to neutrals that freedom of navigation in all 
territorial waters is given to the naval and merchant marines of the 
allied and associated powers, all questions of neutrality being waived. 

21. All naval and mercantile marine prisoners of war of the allied 
and associated powers in Germans hands to be returned without reci- 

rocity. 

22. Surrender to the Allies and the United States of America of all 
German submarines now existing (including all submarine cruisers and 
mine-laying submarines), with their complete armament and equipment, 
in ports which will be specified by the Allies and the United States of 
America. Those which can not take the sea shall be disarmed of the 
material and personnel and shall remain under the supervision of the 
Allies and the United States. All the conditions of the article shall 
be carried into effect within 14 days. Submarines ready for sea shall 
be prepared to leave German ports immediately upon orders by wire- 
less, and the remainder at the earliest possible moment. 

23. The following German surface warships which shall be desig- 
nated by the Allies and the United States of America shall forthwith be 
disarmed and thereafter interned in neutral ports, to be designated by 
the Allies and the United States of America and placed under the sur- 
veillance of the Allies and the United States of America, only care- 
takers being left on board, namely: 

Six battle cruisers, 10 battleships, 8 light cruisers, including 2 mine 
layers, 50 destroyers of the most modern type. All other surface war- 
ships (including river craft) are to be concentrated in naval bases to 
be designated by the Allies and the United States of America, and are 
to be paid off and completely disarmed and placed under the super- 
vision of the Allies and the United States of America, All vessels of 
the auxiliary fleet (trawlers, motor vessels, etc.) are to be disarmed. 
Vessels designated for internment shall be ready to leave German ports 
within seven days upon directions by wireless, and the military arma- 
ment of all vessels of the auxiliary fleet shall be put on shore. 

24. The Allies and the United States of America shall have the right 
to sweep all mine fields, and obstructions laid by Germany outside Ger- 
man territorial waters, and the positions of these are to be indicated. 

25. Freedom of access to and from the Baltic to be given to the 
naval and mercantile marine of the allied and associated powers. To se- 
cure this, the Allies and the United States of America shall be empowered 
to occupy all German forts, fortifications, batteries, and defense works 
of all kinds in all the entrances from the Cattegat into the Baltic, and 
to sweep up all mines and obstructions within and without German 
territorial waters without uny question of neutrality being raised 
and the positions of all such mines and obstructions are to be 
indicated. 

26. The existing blockade conditions set up by the allied and associ- 
ated powers are to remain unchanged and all German merchant ships 
found at sea are to remain liable to capture. The Allies and the United 
States shall give consideration to the provisioning of Germany during 
the armistice to the extent recognized as necessary. 

27. All naval aircraft are to be concentrated and immobilized in 
German bases to be specified by the Allies and the United States. 

28. In evacuating the Belgian coasts and ports, Germany shall 
abandon all merchant ships, tugs, lighters, cranes, and all other har- 
bor materials, all materials for inland navigation, all aircraft, and all 
materials and stores, all rrms and armaments, and all stores and ap- 
paratus of all kinds. 

29. All Black Sea ports are to be evacuated by Germany, all Russian 
war vessels of all descriptions seized by Germany in the Black Sea are 
to be handed over to the Allies and the United States of America; all 
neutral merchant vessels seized are to be released; all warlike and 
other materials of all kinds seized in those parts are to be returned. 
and German materials, as specified in clause 28, are to be abandoned. 

30. All merchant vessels in German hands belonging to the allied 
and #ssociated powers are to be restored in ports to be specified by the 
Allies and the United States of America without reciprocity. 

81. No destruction of ships or materials to be permitted before 
evacuation, surrender, or restoration. 4 

32. The German Government will notify neutral governments of the 
world, and particularly the Governments of Norway, Sweden, Denmark, 
and Holland, that all restrictions placed on the trading of their vessels 
with the allied and associated countries, whether by the German Gov- 
ernment or by private German interests, and whether in return for 
specific concessions, such as the export of shipbuilding materials or not, 
are immediately canceled. 

33. No transfers of German merchant shipping of any description to 
any neutral flag are to take place after signature of the armistice. 

84. The duration of the armistice is to be 80 days, with option to 
extend. During this period, on failure of execution of any of the above 
clauses, the armistice may be denounced by one of the contracting 
parties on 48 hours’ previous notice. It is understood that the execu- 
tion of articles 3 and 18 shall not warrant the denunciation of the 


armistice on the ground of insuficient execution within a period fixed, 
except in the case of bad faith in carrying them into execution. Tn 
order to assume the execution of this convention under the best con- 
ditions, the principle of a permanent international armistice commis- 
sion is admitted. This commission shall act under authority of the 
allied military and naval commanders in chief. 

85. This armistice to be accepted or refused by Germany within 72 
hours of notification. 


(See Exhibit 21: Conditions of armistice.) 
* EXHIBIT XV. 
Wat GERMANY Has PAID. 


It is impossible to determine precisely what Germany has pald in 
execution of the treaty of Versailles, because the amount to be credited 
for various items, such as the Saar mines, the merchant marine, etc., 
remains unsettled. We therefore present herewith a German state- 
ment, which may be regarded as a maximum account, and a Repara- 
tion Commission statement, which may be taken as a minimum. Tho 
former includes all payments to December 31, 1922; the latter in- 
cludes only payments to August $1, 1922. The Germans include 
German property liquidated abroad, which does not come within the 
purview of the Reparation Commission; their figures on Saar coal 
and other State property ceded are several times as large us the 
“provisional figures” given by the Reparation Commission, which 
are recognized as too low; the Germans reckon the coal delivered at 
the world market price, the commission at the low German market 
price; other cost reckonings vary, and the commission takes no ac- 
count of the items listed by the Germans under V. A thousand gold 
marks is about $250. 

The German statement, 
I. DELIVERIES FROM MATERIALS ON HAND AND CESSION OF PROPERTY 
WITHIN THE REICH AND ABROAD, 


Gold marks 
(in thousands). 
1. Property of the Reich and of the States (exclusive 


of Eupen-Malmedy, Alsace-Lorraine, and the 
S aoe —ͤ— niamineenuiamacein, MOOT: O16 
Add: Property of the Reich and of the States in 
Eupen- Malmedy 5 150, 000 
2. Saar mines „ l 
8. Private and public cables 79, 410 
4. Nonmilitary property left in the territory evacuated by 
the German troops on the western front. 1, 897, 150 
5. Railroad and pontoon bridges over the Rhine (part be- 
longing t0- Baden) ).... a 9, 611 
6. Shares of the Morocco State Bank and value of the 
stocks and bonds delivered in accordance with article 
260 of the peace treaty MEE RAS 892, 043 
7. German property Hquidated abroad 11, 740, 000 
8. Germany’s claims on her former allies ceded in’ ac- 
cordance with the peace treaty . 8, 600, 000 
Total „„ —— aS 29, 394, 000 
Il, PAYMENTS AND DELIVERIES FROM NATIONAL CAPITAL AND 
CURRENT PRODUCTION. 
9. Railroad material delivered in accordance with the 
armistice terms, including reserve parts, motor 
trucks, all locomotives, rolling stock, and other rajt- 
road equipment in the ceded territories (inclusive 
of Upper Silesia, exclusive of Memel district, Den- 
mark, and Eupen-Malmedy) — 2. 228, 488 
10. Ocean-going vessels (inclusive of vessels in American 
waters and ships on which an embargo had been 
placed) and fishing boats, ships of inland waterways, 
harbor equipment, and river boats 6, 020, 391 
11. Coal without by-products (world market price) 2, 833, 600 
12. Deliveries for reconstruction in accordance with the 
armistice terms (for instance, coal by-products, ani- 
mals, pharmaceutical products, machinery, tools, 
woods, University of Louvain, paintings, etc.) 520, 576 
Datel eee mers —ů UH. BAS; OOO 
III. CASH PAYMENTS, 
18. Payments in foreign exchange — 1,580,000 
14. Sale of destroyed and damaged war material (scrap), 
8 . ee IO 200. 000 
15. Rhineland customs and other revenue from the eco- 
nomic sanctions of 1921..-.~----_--...-.-... 69, 387 
16. Yield from the English recovery aet 126, 295 
17. Miscellaneous (war expenditures of Alsace-Lorraine, 
Franco-German pension agreement, guarantics to the 
guaranty committee, ete.) . „4%!!) 104, 468 
Pete Vos ee ee oe 2, 140, 000 
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IV. OTHER PAYMENTS AND DELIVERIES. 


Gold marks 
(in thousands). 
18. Clearing „4444 603, 000 
19. Internal costs of occupation including mark advances 


(the external costs of occupation—i. e., the expenses, 
borne in the first instance by the powers occupying 
German territory, and met without mark advances— 
are paid by Germany by deliveries in kind. These 
costs amounted to 8.4 billion gold marks on Apr. 


30, 1922) ---.--=----- 3.2 ſ— — — == 861, 000 
20. Cost of the Reparation Commission and the other in- 
terallied commissions__-__.-----.------------------ 90, 000 
21. Restitutions and substitutions (i. e., deliveries of ma- 
terial restituted or substituted) of machines, tools, 
ships, and animals—estimate__.__--------------~- 400, 000 
22. Navy delivered to the Allies exclusive of those vessels 
interned in Scapa Flow, but inclusive of the marine 
equipment in Tsingtau eeded to Japan—articles 184, 
185, and 188 of treaty.....~..---.----~-------- 1, 417, 000 
tag. —,D 3, 371, 000 
v. EXPENDITURES AND LOSSES WITHIN GERMANY. 
28. Military disarmament (exclusive of sales of serap), 
estimate—i. e., army, navy, or air material undam- 
aged or destroyed, delivered to the Reparation Com- 
mission, sold whole or broken up to the highest bid- 
der, mostly in Germany, the proceeds of which were 
credited to the Allies. The yield from the sales of 
scrap were credited to capital account (vide supra 
17˙·’né—k: T—T—T—. 2 6, 250, 000 
24. Industrial disarmament estimate 2, 700, 000 
25. Nonmilitary material left bx the German troops in the 
evacuated territory on the eastern front—estimate__ 1, 050, 000 
26. Miscellaneous (costs of plebiscites, determining fron- 
tiers, care of refugees, etc.) — estimate ————— 482, 000 
ING tel seas ns sartcesr a A A AE soe EE EE 10, 482, 000 
VI, SUMMARY, 
Deliveries from materials on hand_----~---------------- 29, 394, 000 
Payments and deliveries from national capital and cur- 
rent production _...<......-_..._--...----=-~---——-= 11, 115, 000 
Cash payment 2, 140, 000 
Other payments and deliveries. 3. 871, 000 
Expenditures and losses within Germany 10, 482, 000 
JAn Lane ee aed Sek a ig ern Sin an 56, 500, 000 


If to this total the value of Alsace-Lorraine, of the German col- 
onies, and of the purely military material in the various evacuated 
territories be added, the figure representing Germany's total payments 
and deliveries runs well above 100,000,000,000 gold marks. 


Tun ALLIED SUMMARY. 

The reparation commission accounts are not complete, nor are they 
yet available In any simple form. The following summaries, taken 
from the Federal Reserve Bulletin for February, 1923, are the clearest 
available : 

Gold marks 
I, PAYMENTS TO AUGUST 21, 1922, (in thousands). 


On pre-May 1, 1921, army costs and coal advances, ac- 


en! ase amas ean —? 2, 621, 650 
On capital debt account 2, 504, 342 
On post-May 1, 1921, army costs account 268, 190 
On schedule of payments account: 

On instaliments due to Aug. 15, 19222 1, 952, 923 
On installments falling due Oct. 15, 1922 38, 023 
Otel aos —TT—TVTdTT—TX—T————ꝙꝙmq 7, 885, 128 


Of this total 21 per cent, or 1,562,244 thousand gold marks, was 
paid in gold or in foreign currency ; 45 per cent, or 3,318,542 thousand 
gold marks, was paid in kind; and 34 per cent, or 2,504,342 thousand 
gold marks, was paid in State property in the ceded territories. 


Gold marks 
Il, PAYMENTS IN KIND. (in thousands). 


Under armistice convention : 


Abandoned war materlal_..-------------------.--_ 317. 804 

Rolling stock (127,039 cars, 4,553 locomotives) 826, 653 

Motor true = 17, 509 

Fixed railway material.. — 2. 461 

Agricultural material i 22, 709 
Louvain Library xp „„ 1. 451 
Proceeds of reparation recovery act 114, 744 
Under Annex III: - 

Ships (2,598,057 gross tons 706, 129 


Inland watercraft and installations 24, 836 


Gold marks 


Under Annex IV: (in thousands), 


Reconstruction material «„ 19, 810 
Livestock (99.300 horses, 175,439 cattle, 218,076 
sheep, 21,664 goats, 245,688 poultry) 157, 073 
Miscellaneous under Annexes II and IV 110, 268 
Under Annex V: 
Coal, coke, and lignite (actual tonnage 41,019,432 
metric tons; converted tonnage, 45,760,053 metric 
0 ATV Oe Re See . ep 776, 618 
Coal, credit in suspense 30. 970 
r ee ee tee ae 22, 855 
Under Annex VI: 
Dyestuffs (17,368,990 kllograms )) 46, 937 
Pharmaceutical products (753,775 kilograms - 12, 813 
Under Annex VII: 
ohne : aan asenee 49, 000 
r A AIS Sy TE SAO 236 
Sales by Reparation Commission: 
Coal, coke, and lignite to Luxemburg (2,525,314 metric 
tons; 3,406,387 in converted tonnage-__.-________ 50, 074 
Dyestuffs to United States Textile Alliance (2,541,497 
Fon . wee — 
Dyestuffs to German buyers (626,805 kilograms) 
gle | Bek aN ia ES EN ee Fenn - eee teved OL 


III. DISTRIBUTION OF RECEIPTS. 


Countries. | In thousand gold marks. 


1,463,477 


635 „103, 
6, 031 142, 658 
2,631,107 | 1,754,405 | 68,246 | 4, 453, S18 
I 
11,007,283 thousand gold marks still unpaid. 
160,150 thousand gold marks still unpaid. 
$155,635 thousand gold marks still unpaid. 
Gold marks 
(in thousands). 
Cession to France—Saar (provisional figure — 300, 000 
Cession to Poland (provisional fgure 222 1. 730, 582 
Cession to Danzig (provisional figure 805, 514 
Other items in suspeuse and undistributed assets: 
F ph i y Re Se ee 563. 289 
CCC Vat Foes tioy 3 CN. DS Se a eS a ee eS 44, 350 
eter tte tthe oe EAR A S ART Gk Oy T, 897, 553 


An anonymous writer in the Federal Reserve Bulletin comments on 
these figures, pointing out that 39 per cent of the total paid has been 
absorbed by the expense of the occupation and the advances for fool 
for the Ruhr miners made under the Spa agreement. He adds that 
if the total cost of the armies of occupation had been paid it would 
have absorbed 56 per cent of the more than 7,000,000,000 gold marks 
paid, Since only 65 per cent of this total was paid out of current 
production (the remaining 35 per cent being paid from cessions of 
State property effected without use of the occupying armies) it fol- 
lows that the expenses of the armies and commissions maintained by 
the Allies in Germany have absorbed more than 86 per cent of the 
heavy payments exacted from Germany! 


GERMANY'S OFFERS. 


So many loose statements have been made about “German failure 
to make proposals to the Allies” that we give the following summary 
of such proposals: 

1. May 29, 1919. Note of the German peace delegation at Ver- 
sailles offered 20,000,000,000 gold marks by May 1, 1926, and 80,000,- 
000,000 in noninterest-bearing annual payments. 

2. July 12, 1920. General proposal for final settlement presented at 
Spa. (Included repetition of offer of German labor for reconstruction 
of the devastated districts.) 

8. March 1, 1021. Doctor Simon's proposal of payment of a total 
capital value of 59,000,000,000 gold marks, with Interest at 5 per 
cent. 

4, April 24, 1921. German note to the American Government pro- 
posing same total, to be amortized in accordance with an index figure 
of German prosperity. 

5. January 28, 1922. Plans for fiscal reforms and payments, sub- 
mitted to Reparation Commission. 

6. May 28, 1922. Further proposals submitted to Reparation Com- 
mission. 
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7. November, 1922. Further proposals submitted to Reparation 
Commission during its visit to Berlin. 
8. January, 1923, Proposals by Karl Bergmann, not officially sub- 
mitted because Poincaré granted him no audience. 
9. May 2, 1923. Cuno proposals. j 
EXHIBIT XVI. 
WHAT GERMANY HAS PAID—KEYNES, 


With tbe German Government's formal announcement of its bank- 
ruptey and the total cessation of all payments, including deliveries in 
kind, the first phase of reparations during which Germany continuously 
paid large sums—probably up to the full limit of her capacity—has 
come to an end. It may be that no more will ever be paid. This is 
therefore an appropriate moment for reviewing and estimating her 
past performance. 

The mind of the public has been extremely confused by the variety 
of estimates which have been current, varying from German official 
claims that she has already paid more than £2,200,000,000 to press 
headlines that she has paid nothing at all. 

Apart from differences of opinion as to the estimation of particular 
items, there are two sets of figures which have been distinguished, 
nanely, the total financial burden thrown on Germany by the peace 
treaty and the portion of this which counts under the terms of the 
treaty toward the discharge of reparations, Certain sacrifices imposed 
on Germany are excluded altogether from the items counting toward 
reparations, although they cost Germany just as dear as items which 
are not excluded, while the method prescribed by the treaty for cal- 
culating for the purposes of the reparation account the value of 
certain other items undoubtedly yields a lower figure than their real 
cost to Germany. Thus the cost to Germany of what she has paid 
and delivered is much greater than the sum credited to her in the 
books of the Reparation Commission. 

Now if we are considering what progress Germany bas made toward 
meeting her treaty liabilities, the latter figure alone is relevant, Dut 
if we are secking the measure of effort needed to carry her burdens 
or the punishment imposed on her it is the former figure which matters, 

Let us begin with the sums credited to her in the books of the 
Reparation Commission, which are indisputable and which represent 
the lowest estimate of her effort on any computation. These fall into 
three categories: Cash, £95,000,000 gold; deliveries in kind, £189,- 
000,000; State property in ceded territories, £127,000,000; total, 
£411,000,000. Of these sums £19,600,000 was returned to Germany in 
the form of coal advances (under the Spa agreement). On the other 
hand, currency worth about £35,000,000 and goods and services worth 
at least a further £35.000,000 have been furnished to the armies of 
occupation and the commissions of control. Furthermore, the Repa- 
ration Commission has still to estimate and credit the value of State 
property in the ceded area of Upper Silesia, estimated by Germany, 
I think, at about £50,000,000. If we make adjustments for these 
various items, the total sum will be £511,000,000. 

Let us allow next for the items reckoned in the reparation account 
helow their real value. The largest and most indisputable of these is 
coal and coke. If the value of these deliveries had been calculated at 
their world market price instead of by the formula prescribed by the 
treaty, it is estimated that £70,000,000 additional (or thereabouts) 
would have been credited. There are also several other important 
items in which there is a wide difference between the value placed on 
them by the German Government and that assessed by the Reparation 
Commission as follows: The Saar mines, German valuation, £50,000,000, 
Reparation Commission valuation, £20,000.000; the mercantile marine, 
German valuation, £290,000,000, Reparation Commission, £35,000,000; 
ceded State property (not including Upper Silesia), German valuation, 
£275,000,000, Reparation Commission, £127,000.000; armistice de- 
liveries, German valuation, £175,000,000, Reparation Commission, 
£59,000,000; total German valuation, £790,000,000, Reparation Com- 
mission valuation, 241,000,000. t 

Thus the German valuation is more than three times that of the 
Reparation Commission. Part of this discrepancy can be explained, 
without imputing bad faith to either party, by the difference in the 
principles of valuation adopted. The German Government naturally 
considers what the property is worth to the Germans, and the Repara- 
tion Commission equally considers what it is worth to the Allies, which 
may be all the difference between a going concern and a bankrupt 
stock. It might be quite consistent with the terms of the treaty to 
value some of the most essential parts of Germany's industrial equip- 
ment as scrap iron, but this would not be a correct measure of the 
burden thrown upon Germany. Indeed, Its tendency to impoverish 
whatever it touches and to convert organized equipment into rubbish is 
one of the characteristices—we can almost say one of the objects—of 
the treaty of Versailles. Two items are, however, since they relate 
to known and definite objects, particularly striking—the Saar mines 
and the mercantile marine. The difference between the valuation per 
ton of output placed by the Reparation Commission on the Saar mines 
and that claimed by France for the destruction of her own mines, and 
the difference between the valuation per shipping ton placed on the 


German mercantile marine and that claimed for the destruction of 
allied shipping are so wide as to seem obnoxious to justice. It should 
be added that the discrepancy in the shipping valuation partly depends 
upon whether the boom values current at the date of delivery are taken 
or slump values current at the date of valuation. It is instructive 
because it well illustrates the outrageous character of the reparation 
business to note that the valuation placed on the whole German mer- 
cantile marine is sufficient to pay interest on Germany's reparation 
liability as assessed by the same authority for a period of less than six 
weeks, while the surrender of the Saar mines pays the perpetually 
accruing interest bill for Jess than one month. 

Since the German valuation has been built up item by item and 
offered for criticism and cross-examination, we may fairly assume, 
after allowing for all possible exaggerations, that a measure of the 
burden thrown on Germany by the deliveries is not less than half the 
figure claimed—that is to say, £395,000,000—as against 2241, 000,000 
credited under the terms of the treaty. No one, I think, could put the 
cost to Germany as distinct from the value to the Allies (which in 
some cases is less than nothing) at a lower figure than this. 

Our table is then as follows: Credits with the Reparation Commis- 
sion (less Spa coal advances), £891,000,000; cash and goods supplied 
to the armies of occupation, £70,000,000; ceded property in Upper 
Silesia, £50,000,000; addition for the world market price of coal, 
£70,000,000 ; addition for the real value to Germany of various sur- 
renders, £154,000,000; total, £735,000,000. 1 think this can be re- 
garded as a conservative estimate of the burden thrown on Get many 
under these heads. 

We now come to certain items which under the terms of the treaty 
do not count at all toward the reparation, but are none the less a 
cbarge on Germany. The most important are the following: (1) Sums 
owed to Germany by her former allies; (2) German colonies and 
State property there situated; (3) State property in Alsace-Lorraine; 
(4) “restitutions" in replacement of specific allied property removed 
by Germany from the invaded territory; (5) German ships seized in 
enemy ports; (6) German private property seized and lquicated 
abroad; (7) payments by Germany in discharge of private debts. 

The face value of the first item 18 £85,000,000, but while it repre- 
sents real loss to Germany its market value undoubtedly is nil. 1 
know of no reliable estimate of items 2, 8, 4, and 5. On the basis of 
partial data I put these items, but without much confidence as to the 
accuracy of the figure, somewhere around £100,000,000 aitoget ber. 

Items 6 and 7 are of different character. The proceeds have been 
applied to the discharge of German private debts and to this extent 
they represent not a net loss but the liquidation of abilities. ‘The 
net burden has been thrown on Germany only to the extent that the 
assets have not been applied to the discharge of the liabilities of 
her own nationals—under the treaty any surplus can be applied to 
discharge the private debts of Germany’s former allies—or have 
been sequestrated and in part not applied (as in the United States), 
or have been sold at a price less than their value to their German 
owners as a going concern. Nevertheless, apart from this net bur- 
den, the fact that this amount of capital, previously lent to Germany, 
has been called in, thus diminishing her working capital abroid and 
her liquid reserves against emergencies, has clearly diminished her 
capacity to make foreign payments during the period since the 
armistice almost as much as though it were a net loss. 

The figures are very large. The German Government’s estimate of 
the value of the property liquidated abroad is £585,000,000—Tardien 
has estimated it a little higher, namely, at £650,000,000—and the 
amount of cash payments under the clearing house system Is 230,000,000. 
The estimate of the value of the property liquidated appears too high 
if it is intended to represent its present value, but is probably not too 
high as a measure of its pre-war value. 

To sum up, I am of the opinion that the financial cost to Germany 
of her efforts to meet her treaty liabilities and her obligation to sur- 
rénder under the treaty between the date of the armistice and the 
date of the occupation of the Ruhr has exceeded a billion pounds, and 
if we include the sums she has had to find in this period to discharge 
private debts, the figure reaches £1,300,000,000. In order to reach an 
independent estimate, I made this calculation before opening the 
valuable volume, Germany's Capacity to Pay, by Moulton and Me- 
Guire, lately published by the Institute of Economics of Washington, 
D. C. The corresponding estimate of these writers is £1,290,000,000 
up to September 30, 1922, which almost agrees with my figure, allow- 
ing for the fact that I carry my calculations up to a later date. There 
are, however, some differences between us regarding one or two items, 
which make up the total. In addition to this, Germany’s pre-war 
investments in Russia, Turkey, and Austria-Hungary, and her war loans 
to her allies have been rendered valueless by the course of events, and 
there has, of course, been an enormous loss of “good will” in her 
business connections and organization. 

Allowing for the change in the value of money and for the relative 
wealth and population of France in 1871 and Germany in 1919, the 
figure of £1,000,000,000 pounds represents a real burden on Germany 
per head more than double that thrown on France by her payment 


of £200,000,000 after the France-German War. If we remember that 
Germany had fought the most exhausting war in history for four 
years and had lost in one way and another the bulk of her foreign 
assets, whereas France had her previous resources of foreign invest- 
ments and the like almost intact, it is clear that the German effort 
to pay has represented enormously more than the equivalent of the 
French indemnity, as indeed we can easily judge after the event, by 
the comparatiye effects on the wealth and prosperity of the German 
people in 1923 and the French people in 1878. 

In the face of these facts, the broad outlines of which are not open 
to dispute, it is an outrageous thing that certain sections of the press 
should be filled with charges that Germany bas paid next to nothing, 
that she has evaded her liabilities, and that by bluff and chicanery 
she has cheated her creditors. These statements and suggestions are 
untrue. 


JoHN MAYNARD KEYNES. 
Lospon (by cable). 
EXHIBIT XVII. 
Military casualties, World War, estimated. 
Casualties, by number. 


950,000 2, 500,000 | 9,150, 000 76.3 
266,000 | ` 537,000 | 6, 160, 800 73.3 
900,212 | 191,652 | 3; 190, 235 35.8 
947,000 | 600,000 | 2, 197, 000 39.1 
€234,300 | 4,500] 350,300 8&0 
907 3 1.210 2 
120,000 | 80,000] 25,700 71.4 
133,148 152,948] 331,106 46.8 
44,686 | 34.650 93, 061 34.9 
21,000] 1,000 27,000 11.7 
13,751 12,318 201 33.3 
10,000 | 7.000 40.0 


1 Includes deaths from all causes. Includes marines serving with the Army. 
2t Official figures. ‘Includes “died of wounds“ (14,500), 
EXHIBIT XVIII. 
Battle deaths, United States Army, World War, revised to May 1, 1922. 
(Total battle deaths.) 
Commissioned. Enlisted. Aggregate. 
8 S S 3 4 3 
38 E 4 25 8 23 E 
82 33 2 | 38/2 22 2 
AF] & a & 5 
Divisions. . 1,357 556 | 1,913 | 34,548 | 12,646 | 47,196 | 35,905 | 13, 204 |í 51,481 
Otherunits| 260 4| 304 586 258 346 302 | 1,148 
ar | ooo | 2,217 | a5 131 | 2,008 S | 96,701 | 18, soo |, 0 
92 1 133 1,796 712 2,08 1, 888 753 |1 5,013 
43 50 19% 3,400 | 1,223 | 4,72 | 3,682] 1,278 4,915 
00 29 129 | 2,466 741 | 3,207 | 2,566 770 | 3,336 
90 41 131 | 2,075 749 | 2,824 | 2,165 790 | 2,955 
67 32 99 | 2,043 717 2,700 2,110 749 | 2,859 
66 43| 109] 2,028 681 | 2,687 | 2,092 70t | 2,796 
58 20 88 | 1,933 748 | 2,681 | 1,991 718 | 2,769 
63 23 86 | 1,471 676| 2147| 1,534 699| 2,233 
bt 25 59| 1,519 523 | 2,042 | 1,583 548 | 2,131 
68 26 94 1,371 591 | 1,962| 1,439 617 | 2,056 
58 1l 69| 1,362 300 1,752] 1,420 401 | 1,821 
46| 16| 62 1,167] 404 1,571] 1,213] 420] 1,63 
3| 18] 57 1,079 361] 1,440] 1,118] 379] 1,497 
32 17 401,050] 379 1,45 1,088] 396] 1,484 
33 16 49] 1,052 376 | 1,428 | 1,085 392| 1,477 
34 17 51 906 468 | 1,374 940 485 | 1,425 
39 17 50 1,055 310 1.365 1,094 827 1,421 
39 17 56 834 403 1,887 975 420 | 1,883 
30 18 48 972 279 | 1,251 | 1,002 207 | 1,299 
39 14 53 787 38i | 1,168 826 395 | 1,221 
29 6 35 748 274} 1,022 777 280 | 1,057 


Includes 2,372 Marine Corps personnel, but does not include Navy personnel. 
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EXHIBIT XVIII- continued. 
Battle deaths, United States Army, World War—Continued. 


Killed in 


Cocco OSH ooh enn bu NENS | action. 
—— 


SesesSEEAC NANA SBF 


Includes 2,372 Marine Corps personnel, but does not include Navy personnel. 
EXHIBIT XIX. 
Cost of World War to principal belligerents, estimated. 


The pos expenditures include intergovernment loans totaling 
$22,072,214,125, which, if subtracted to avoid duplication, make net 
expenditures of $186,233,637,097. 


[Source of information: War Costs and Their Financing.) 


B E E I E T 868 
28278 800 
22, 593, 950, 000 
12 313, 998, 000 
1, 665, 576, 032 
1 42 208 010 

i 
1. 154, 487, 914 
. 601, 279, 000 
8 300, 400, 000 
SERAI NS, 750, 000 
300, 000, 000 
PPP 270, 000, 000 
Crown colonies and dependencies. 125, 000, 000 
00 T 40, 000, 000 
0 Entente Allies.. 500, 000, 000 
Tr.. f e e A 622 


Germany. 150, 000, 000 
Austria-Hungary 3 
CCC TTT N 815, 200; 000 


Total. S EA 
Grand total o E 


Bayerische dokumente zum kriegsausbruch und zum Versailler schuld- 
spruch. Dr. P. Dirr. 

Official German Documents Relating to the World War. 

Official German Documents Relating to the World War. 

Pre-war Diplomacy. 1919. E. D. Morel. 

The Secret Treaties. F. Seymour Cocks, 

Let France Explain. Bausman; Allen & Unwin, London. 

Lex Tallonis. Hills; Fleet, McGinley Co., Baltimore. 

A Revision of the Treaty. J. M. Keynes; Harcourt, Brace & Co., 
New York. 

Reflections of the World War. 
worth, London. 

Germany's Capacity to Pay. 
Book Co., New York. 

Entente Diplomacy and the World. de Siebert; Knickerbocker Press, 
New York. 

Ten Years of Secret Diplomacy. E. D. Morel; National Labor Presa, 
Manchester. 

The Falsification of the Russian Orange Book. Baron von Romberg; 
George Allen & Unwin, London, 


Volume I. 
Volume II. 


Bethmann-Holweg; Thornton, Butter- 


Moulton and McGuire; McGraw-Hills 
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The Falsification of the Russian Orange Book. Baron yon Romberg; 
B. W. Huebsch, New York, 

Recollections of a Foreign Minister, 
Co., New York. 

History of the World War. 
Philadelphia. 

Un Livre Noir (Russian Archives), 2 volumes. Rene Marchand; 
Librairle du Travail, Paris. 


Izvolski; Doubleday, Page & 


Francis A. March; John C. Winston Co., 


Les Responsabilites de la Guerre. De Martial. 

Sur la Question des Responsabilites. De Montgelas. 
Considerations sur les Responsabilites de la Guerre. Dupin. 
Poincaré a-t-il Voulu la Guerre. de Toury. 

Comment c'est Declauchée la Guerre Mondalle. Kautsky. 


Diplomatie Genesis of War. E. D. Morel. 

Les Responsables de la Guerre. A. Pevet. 

German Documents Relative to the Origin of the War, 4 volumes. 
C. Jordan. ` 

Austrian Documents, Diplomatic Action Looking to War, 3 volumes. 
Official publication. 

Diplomacy Revealed. E. D. Morel. 

Secret Documents of the Archives of the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
of Russia. Emile Laloy. 

Diplomatic Documents, History of the Policy of the Entente Before 
the War. de Siebert. 

The Myth of a Guilty Nation. Nock; B. W. Huebsch, New York. 

Economic Imperialism. Leonard Wolf; Harcourt, Brace & Howe, New 
York. 

The Causes of International War. 
Brace & Howe, New York. 

Truth and the War. E. D. Morel. 

How Diplomats Make War. Francis Neilson; B. W. Huebsch, New 
York. 

Belgium and the European Crisis. Official reports; E. S. Mitler & 
Sons, Berlin. 

The Living Age. August, September, October, 1922. 

Diplomatic Documents Relating to the Outbreak of European War, 
etc., 2 volumes. Scott, Jos. W. 


EXHIBIT XXI. 


CONDITIONS OF THE ARMISTICE FIXED BY THE ALLIES AND ACCEPTED BY 
GERMAN REPUBLIC. 


The President of the United States, in his speech of January 
8, 1918, proposed the conditions upon which world peace might 
be assured. They included certain 14 points, as follows: 


Open covenants openly arrived at, and open diplomacy. 

Freedom of navigation upon the seas. 

Removal of economic barriers; equality of trade. 

Reduction of armaments guaranteed. 

. Impartial adjustment of colonial claims. 

. Evacuation of Russian territory; a free Russia. 

. Evacuation and restoration of Belgium with unlimited sovereignty. 
. Evacuation of French territory; restoration of Alsace-Lorraine, 

. Readjustment of Italian boundaries along lines of nationality. 

10. Autonomy for peoples of Austria-Hungary. 

11. Evacuation and restoration of Rumania, Serbia, and Montenegro; 
Serbia accorded access to sea; relations in Balkan States determined 
upon historical lines of allegiance and nationality, with international 
guaranties of territorial integrity. 

12. Turkish sovereignty maintained, but subject nationalities to be 
free and autonomous, with Dardanelles opened under international 
guaranties. 

13. Independent Poland guaranteed; access to sea. 

14. Association of nations in a league of all nations. 


Among statements of principles presented by President Wil- 
son to be accepted are the following: 


It will be our wish and purpose that the processes of peace, when 
they are begun, shall be absolutely open, and that they shall involve and 
permit henceforth no secret understandings of any kind. 

We wish the right to prevail and desire a just and stable peace, 
such as can be secured only by removing the chief provocations to 
war, Which this program removes. 

We have no jealousy of German greatness, and there is nothing in 
this program that impairs it. We grudge her no achievement of dis- 
tinction or of learning or of pacific enterprise such as have made her 
record very bright and enviable. We do not wish to injure her or to 
block in any way her legitimate influence or power. We do not wish 
to fight her, either with arms or with hostile arrangements of trade, 
if she is willing to associate herself with us and the other peace-loving 
nations of the world in covenants of justice and law and fair dealing. 
We wish her only to accept a place of equality among the peoples of 
the world, the new world in which we live, instead of a place of 


mastery. 


G. L. Dickinson; Harcourt, 


OOND g e 


Neither do we presume to suggest to her any alteration or modi- 
fication of her institutions. But it is necessary, we must frankly say, 
and necessary as a preliminary to any intelligent dealing with her on 
our part, that we should know whom her spokesmen speak for when 
they speak to us, whether for the Reichstag majority or for the mili- 
tary party and the men whose creed is imperial dominion. 

We have spoken now surely in terms too concrete to admit of any 
further doubt or question. An evident principle runs through the whole 
program I have outlined. It is the principle of Justice to all peoples 
and nationalities, and their right to live on equal terms of liberty and 
safety with one another, whether they be strong or weak. Unless this 
principle is made a part of its foundation no part of the structure of 
international justice can stand. The people of the United States 
could act upon no other principle; and to the vindication of this prin- 
ciple they are ready to devote their lives, their honor, and everything 
they possess, 


On July 4, 1918, the President of the United States declared 
the issue of the war to be one between democracy and autocracy 
and that the settlement must be final, and made the following 
declarations : 

1, The destruction of any arbitrary power anywhere that can sepa- 
rately, secretly, and of its own single choice disturb the peace of the 
world; or, if it can not be presently destroyed, at the least its reduc- 
tion to virtual impotence. 

2. The settlement of every question, whether of territory or sover- 
eignty, of economic arrangement, or of political relationship, upon the 
basis of the free acceptance of that settlement by the people immedl- 
ately concerned, and not upon the basis of the material interest or ad- 
vantage of any other nation of people which may desire a different 
settlement for the sake of its own exterior influence or mastery. 

8. The consent of all nations to be governed in their conduct toward 
each other by the same principles of honor and of respect for the com- 
mon law of civilized society that govern the individual citizens of all 
modern States in their relations with one another, to the end that all 
promises and covenants may be sacredly observed, no private plots or 
conspiracies hatched, no selfish injuries wrought with impunity, and a 
mutual trust established upon the handsome foundations of a mutual 
respect for right. 

4. The establishment of an organization for peace which shall make 
it certain that the combined power of free nations will check every 
invasion of right and serve to make peace and justice the more secure 
by affording a definite tribunal of opinion to which all must submit, 
and by which every international readjustment that can not be amicably 
agreed upon by the people directly concerned shall be sanctioned. 


In his Labor Day message of September 1 President Wilson 
said: 

It is a war to make the nations and peoples of the world secure 
against every such power as the German autocracy represents. It is a 
war of emancipation. Not until it is won can men everywhere live 
free from constant fear or breathe freely while they go about their 
daily tasks and know that governments are their servants and not 
thelr masters. 


On September 27 President Wilson, in opening the Liberty 
loan drive, declared the following five principles: 

1. The impartial justice meted out must involve no discrimination 
between those to whom we wish to be just and those to whom we do 
not wish to be just. It must be a justice that plays no favorites and 
knows no standard but the equal rights of the several peoples concerned. 

2. No special or separate interest of any single nation, or any group 
of nations, can be made the basis of any part of the settlement which 
is not consistent with the common interest of all. 

3. There can be no leagues or alliances or special covenants or under- 
standings within the general or common family of the League of 
Nations. 

4. There can be no special selfish economic combinations within 
the league, and no employment of any form of economic boycott or 
exclusion, except as the power of economic penalty by exclusion from 
the markets of the world may be vested in the League of Nations itself 
us a means of discipline and control. 

5. All international agreements and treaties of every kind must be 
made known in their entirety to the rest of the world. It is further 
stated that the United States will enter into no special arrangements 
or understandings with particular nations. 


It was known to the German Government that President Wil- 
son spoke as the representative of the allied and associated 
powers, and on October 4, 1918. Prince Maximilian, of Baden, 
in notes transmitted to President Wilson by wireless, offered to 
make peace on the basis of President Wilson’s address of Janu- 
ary 8, 1918, and his later pronouncements, and to conclude an 
armistice, and said: 

The German Government requests the President of the United States 
of America to take a hand in the restoration of peace, acquaint all 
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belligerent states with this request, and invite them to send plenipoten- 
tlarles for the purpose of opening negotiations. It accepts the program 
set forth by the President of the United States in his message to Con- 
gress of January 8, 1918, and in his later pronouncements, especially 
his speech of September 27, as a basis for peace negotiations. With a 
view to avolding further bloodshed the German Government requests 
the immediate conclusion of an armistice on land, on water, and in 
the air. 


The President replied desiring to know if the German Gov- 
ernment spoke for the German people and demanded a with- 
drawal of German troops from allied territory as an evidence 
of good faith. 

The Germans replied October 12, accepting in unqualified 
manner the President’s proposals in the following language: 


The German Government has accepted the terms laid down by President 
Wilson in his address of January 8 and in his subsequent addresses on 
the foundation of a permanent peace of justice. Consequently its object 
in entering into discussions would be only to agree upon practical 
details of the application of these terms. The German Government 
believes that the Governments of the powers associated with the Goy- 
ernment of the United States also take the position taken by President 
Wilson in his address. The German Government, in accordance with 
the Austro-Hungarian Government, for the purpose of bringing about 
an armistice, declares itself ready to comply with the propositions of 
the President in regard to evacuation. The German Government sug- 
gests that the President may occasion the meeting of a mixed commis- 
sion for making the necessary arrangements concerning the evacuation. 
The present German Government, which has undertaken the responsibil- 
ity for this step toward peace, has been formed by conferences and in 
agreement with the great majority of the Reichstag. The chancellor, 
supported in all his actions by the will of the majority, speaks in the 
name of the German Government and of the German people, 


On October 14 the President replied demanding the absolute 
overthrow of the Kaiser and the house of Hohenzollern and the 
cessation of illegal and inhumane practices. 

The Germans replied on October 20, agreeing to the annthila- 
tion of the Kaiser’s power and all the conditions, but protesting 
the reproach of illegal and inhumane actions which they vigor- 
ously disclaimed, as follows: 


The German Government protests against the reproach of illegal and 
inhumane actions made against the German land and sea forces and 
thereby against the German people, For the covering of a retreat 
destructions will always be necessary, and they are carried out in so 
far as is permitted by international law. The German troops are under 
the most strict instruction to spare private property and to exercise care 
for the population to the best of their ability. Where transgressions 
occur in spite of these instructions the guilty are being punished. The 
German Government further denles that the German navy in sinking 
ships has ever purposely destroyed lifeboats with their passengers. The 
German Government proposes, with regard to all those charges, that the 
facts be cleared up by neutral commissions. 


The Germans advised the President that a new government 
had been adopted in Germany “in complete accordance with the 
representation of the people based on equal, universal, direct 
franchise.” 

On October 23, 1918, the President of the United States re- 
plied to the effect that having received such assurances from 
the German Government he felt he could not decline to take 
up with the associated Governments the question of an armis- 
tice; that the armistice must leave the associated powers in 
a position to enforce any arrangements that might be entered 
into, and to make a renewal of hostilities on the part of Ger- 
many impossible; that if such an armistice was suggested by 
the military advisers of the associated nations the acceptance 
of its terms by Germany would afford the best concrete evi- 
dence of her unequivocal acceptance of the terms and princi- 
ples of peace from which the whole action proceeded, 

The German Government on October 27 replied accepting 
the terms, and said: 

The German Government has taken cognizance of the answer of the 
President of the United States. The President is aware of the far- 
reaching changes that have been carried out, and are being carried out, 
in the German constitutional structure, and that peace negotiations 
are being conducted by a people's government, in whose hands rests, 
both actually and constitutionally, the power to make the deciding 
conclusions, The military powers are also subject to it. The Ger- 
man Government now awaits proposals for an armistice which shall 
be the first step toward a just peace, as the President has described 
it in his proclamation. 

On October 28 Emperor William issued the following decree 


indorsing the constitutional amendments promulgated by the 
Reichstag: 


Prepared for by a series of Government acts, a new order comes 
into force which transfers the fundamental rights of the Kaiser’s per- 
son to the people. Thus comes to a close a period which stands in 
honor before the eyes of future generations. Despite all struggle be- 
tween invested authority and aspiring forces, it has rendered possible - 
to our people that tremendous development which imperishably re- 
vealed itself in the wonderful achievements of this war. 


The notes between the Government of the United States and 
the German Government in their complete continuity, setting 
forth the proposed bases of peace, were immediately trans- 
mitted by the President of the United States to the supreme 
war council, and Germany was so notified in his note of Octo- 
ber 28. Clemenceau turned these notes over to Foch, who 
summoned Petain, Haig, and Pershing to read the correspond- 
ence to them and ask their advice. On the 26th Foch handed 
the military terms of the armistice to Clemenceau at the 
Trianon Palace Hotel, the meeting place of the supreme war 
council in Versailles. 

The representatives of the Entente Governments immedi- 
ately convened there to consider the terms laid before them 
and to come to a conclusion as to their acceptance or rejec- 
tion; to decide whether an armistice should be granted and 
peace made upon the basis offered, or the offer of an armistice 
refused and surrender demanded. They reached a final con- 
clusion on November 4, accepting the basis on which the Ger- 
mans agreed to surrender as fixed by President Wilson, hav- 
ing occupied a period of nine days in deliberating upon the 
entire contract. 

The representatives of the Entente Governments at the 
Trianon Palace Hotel in the above conference were Mr. Bal- 
four; Prime Minister Lloyd-George, the Foreign Minister; the 
Secretary of State for War; the First Lord of the Admiralty; 
the high commissioner to the United States, Lord Reading; 
the chief of the general staff, Field Marshal Haig; the first 
sea lord, Admiral Wemyss; and Mr. Bonar Law, all of whom 
represented Great Britain. 

The French Government was represented in like fashion by 
Clemenceau, by Foreign Minister Pichon, and most of the mem- 
bers of the French Government. 

The United States was represented by General Bliss, Colonel 
House, Admiral Benson, ete. 

The Italian leaders were there. 

In all, 24 delegates actively participated and reached the 
following conclusion, to wit: 


The allied governments have given careful consideration to the cor- 
respondence which has passed between the President of the United 
States and the German Government. Subject to the qualifications 
which follow, they declare their willingness to make peace with the 
Government of Germany on the terms of peace lald down in the Prest- 
dent's address to Congress in January, 1918, and the principles of settle- 
ment enunciated in his subsequent addresses. 

They must point out, however, that clause 2, relating to what is 
usually described as the freedom of the seas, is open to various inter- 
pretations, some of which they could not accept. They must therefore 
reserve to themselves complete freedom on this subject when they enter 
the peace conference. 

Further, in the conditions of peace laid down in his address to Con- 
gress of January 8. 1918, the President declared that invaded terri- 
tories must be restored as well as evacuated and freed. The Allies feel 
that no doubt ought to exist as to what this provision implies. By it 
they understand that compensation will be made by Germany for alt 
damage done to the civilian population of the Allies and their property 
by the aggression of Germany by land, by sea, and from the air. 


CHAIRMAN OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 
The 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the chair). 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: d 


Adams Curtis Gooding Lenroot 
Ashurst Dale Greene Lod 

all Dial Hale McKellar 
Bayard Dill Harreld McKinley 
Borah Edge Harris McLean 
Brandegee Edwards Harrison McNar 
Brookhart Elkins Heflin Mayfield 
Broussard Ernst Howell Moses 
Bruce k Fernald Johnson, Calif. eely 
Bursum rris Johnson, Minn. Norbeck 
Cameron Fess Jones, N. Mex. Norris 
Capper Fletcher Jones, Wash, Oddie 
Caraway Frazier Kendrick Overman 
Copeland George Keyes Owen 
Couzens Gerry Kin Pepper 
Cummins Glass Lad Phipps 
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Pittman Shipstead Stanley Walsh, Mont. 

Ralston Shortridge Stephens arren 

Ransdell Simmons Sterling Watson 

Reed, Mo, Smith Swanson Weller 

Reed, Pa. Smoot Underwood Wheeler 

Robinson Spencer Wadsworth Willis 
Sheppard Stanfield Walsh, Mass. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ninety-one Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The pending 
question is the election by roll-call ballot of a chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick]. I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS], 
and vote for Mr. Sarm. I ask that this announcement may 
stand for the day. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when Mr. TrRaMMELL’s name was called). 
My colleague is unavoidably absent. He is paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr]. If my colleague were 
present, he would vote for Mr. SmirH. I desire this announce- 
ment to stand for the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to announce the unavoidable ab- 
sence of my colleague the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
SHIELDS] on account of illness. If he were present, he would 
vote for Senator Smırm. I will let this announcement stand for 
the day. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. CUMMINS 37, for Mr. SMITH 39, 
for Mr. Couzens 14, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—87, 


Ball Ernst McLean Stanfield 
Brandegee Fernald McNary Sterling 
Bruce ess Moses Wadsworth 
Bursum Greene Oddie Warren 
Cameron Hale Pepper Watson 
Couzens Harreld Phipps Weller 
Curtis Keyes Reed, Pa. Willis 
Dale Lenroot Shortridge 
Edge Lodge Smoot 
Elkins McKinley Spencer 
FOR MR. SuITH— 39. 

Adams Fletcher McKellar Sheppard 
Ashurst eorge Mayfield Simmons 
Bayard Gerry Neely Stanley 
Broussard Glass Overman Stephens 
Caraway Harris Owen Swanson 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Underwood 

ial Heflin Ralston Walsh, Mass. 

ill Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Edwards Kendrick Reed, Mo. heeler 
Ferris King Robinson 

FOR MR. COUZENS—14. 

Borah Frazier Johnson, Minn, Norris 
Brookhart Gooding Jones, Wash. Shipstead 

pper owell Ladd 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Norbeck 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Sen- 
ators voting was 90; necessary for a choice, 46. Fourteen Sen- 
ators have named Mr. Couzens; 37 Senators have named Mr. 
OUMMINS; and 39 Senators have named Mr. SmirH. There is 
no choice. Another ballot will be taken, and the Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the ballot resulted 
for Mr. Cummins 87, for Mr. SMITH 39, for Mr. Couzens 14, as 


follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—37, 
Ball Ernst McLean Stanfield 
Brandegee Fernald McNary Sterling 

ruce 'esg Moses Wadsworth 

Bursum Greene Oddie Warren 
Cameron ale Pej Watson 
Couzens Harreld Phipps Weller 
Curtis Keyes Reed, Pa. Willis 
Dale Lenroot Shortridge 
Edge rotge Smoot 
Elkins McKinley Spencer 

FOR MR. SMITH—89. 
Adams Fletcher McKellar Sheppard 
Ashurst eorge Mayfield Simmons 
Bayard Gerry Neely Stanley 
Broussard Glass Overman Stephens 
Caraway arris Owen Swanson , 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Underwood 
Dial Lell Ralston Walsh, Mass. 
Dill ones, N. Mex Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Ed Kendrick eed, Mo. Wheeler 
Ferris ng Robinson 

FOR MR. COUZENS—14. 
Borah Frazier Johnson, Minn, Norris 
Brookhart Gooding Jones, Wash. Shipstead 
Capper Howell d 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Norbeck 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Sen- 
ators voting is 90; necessary for a choice, 46. Fourteen Sen- 


ators have named Senator Couzens; 37 Senators have named | Dill 


Senator Cummins; 39 Senators have named Senator SMITH. 
There is no choice. Another ballot will be taken, and the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the ballot resulted 
ar Mr. Cummins 87, for Mr. Smiry 39, for Mr. Couzens 14, as 
‘ollows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—37. 


Ball Ernst McLean Stanfield 
Brandegee Fernald MeNary Sterling 
Bruce Fess Moses Wadsworth 
Bursum Greene Oddie Warren 
Cameron Hale Pepper Watson 
Couzens Harreld Phipps Weller 
Curtis Keyes eed, Pa. Willis 
Dale Lenroot Shortridge 
Edge 8 moot 
Elkins McKinley Spencer 
FOR MR. SMITH—39. 

Adams Fletcher McKellar Sheppard 
Ashurst George Mayfield Simmons 
Bayard Gerry Neel: Stanley 
Broussard Glass Overman Stephens 
Caraway Harris wen Swanson 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Underwood 
Dial Heflin Ralston Walsh, Mass, 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Edwards Kendrick Reed, Mo. Wheeler 
Ferris ng Robinson 

FOR MR, COUZENS—14. 
Borah Frazier Johnson, Minn, Norris 
Brookhart ing Jones, Wash. Shipstead 
Capper Howell Ladd 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Norbeck 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Senators 
voting is 90; necessary for a choice, 46. Fourteen Senators 
have named Mr. Couzens; 87 Senators have named Mr. Cuac- 
MINS; 39 Senators have named Mr. SmirH. There is no choice. 
Another ballot will be taken. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll. 

The roll call having been concluded, the ballot resulted—for 
Mr. Cummins 37, for Mr. Sire 39, for Mr. Couzens 13, for 
Mr. Fess 1, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—387. 


Ball Ernst McLean Stanfield 
Brandegee Fernald McNary Sterling 
Bruce Fess Moses Wadsworth 
Bursum Greene Oddie Warren 
Cameron Hale Popper Watson 
Couzens Harreld Ph Weller 
Curtis Keyes Reed, Pa. Willis 
Dale Lenroot Shortridge 
Edge pote Smoot 
Elkins McKinley Spencer 
FOR MR. SMITH—39, 

Adams Fletcher McKellar Sheppard 
Ashurst eorge Mayfield immons 
Bayard erry Neely tanley 
Broussard Glass Overman Stephens 
Caraway Harris- Owen Swanson 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Underwood 
Dial He Ralston Walsh, Mass. 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Edwards Kendrick Reed, Mo. heeler 
Ferris King Robinson 

FOR MR. COUZENS—13. 
Brookhart Gooding Jones, Wash. Shipstead 
Capper Howell dd 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Norbeck 
Frazier Johnson, Minn. Norris 


FOR MR. FESS—1. 
8 Borah 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The whole number of Sena- 
tors voting is 90; necessary for a choice, 46. One Senator has 
named Mr. Fess; 13 Senators have named Mr. Couzens; 37 
Senators have named Mr. Cummins; 39 Senators have named 
Mr. Smrru. There is no choice. Another ballot will be taken, 
and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the ballot resulted— 
for Mr. Cummins 35, for Mr. Smiru 89, for Mr. Couzens 13, 
for Mr. Fess 2, for Mr. MoLEAN 1, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—35. 


Fall 4 * 5 McKinley aoe 
rande ‘ern c pencer 
ruce j Fess McNary Stanfield 
Bursum Greene Moses Sterling 
Cameron Hale Oddie Wadsworth 
Couzens Harreld Pepper Warren 
Curtis Keyes P. hippa Watson 
Dale Lenroot R Pa. Weller 
Elkins Lodge Shortridge 

FOR MR. SMITH—39. 

Edward Heflin wen 
yen Ferris 8 Jones, N. Mex. Pittman 
Bayard Fletcher Kendrick Ralston 
Broussard eorge Ring Ransdell 
Caraway Gerry McKellar Reed, Mo. 

eh san Haynes ponaos 
Dia arris Neel 
Harrison Overman Simmons 


Fees, ge Nl ete ee et ee ee REP 
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Stanley Swanson Walsh, Mass. Wheeler 
Stephens Underwood Walsh, Mont. 
FOR MR. COUZENS— 1g. 
Brookhart Gooding Jones, Wash. Shipstead 
Capper Howell Ladd 
Cummins Johnson, Calif, Norbeck 
Frazier Jobnson, Minn. Norris 
FOR MR. FESS—2. 
Borah Willis 
FOR MR. MCLEAN—1, 
Edge 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total number of Senators 
voting is 90; necessary for a choice, 46. One Senator has named 
Senator McLean; 2 Senators have named Senator Fess; 13 
Senators have named Senator Couzens; 85 Senators have 
named Senator Cummins; 39 Senators have named Senator 
Sarm. There is no choice. Another ballot will be taken, and 
the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the ballot resulted—for 
Mr. Cummins 36, for Mr. Surra 39, for Mr. Couzens 11, for Mr. 
Fess 2, for Mr. McLean 1, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—36. 


Ball Elkins 7 47 Shortridge 
Brandegee Ernst McKinley Smoot 
Bruce Fernald McLean Spencer 
Bursum Fess McNary Stanfield 
Cameron Greene Moses Sterling 
Couzens Hale Oddie Wadsworth 
Curtis Harreld Pepper Warren 
Dale Keyes Phipps Watson 
Edge Lenroot Reed, Pa. Weller 
FOR MR. SMITH—89. 
Adams Fletcher McKellar Sheppard 
Ashurst George Mayfield Simmons 
Bayard Gerry Neely Stanley 
Broussard Glass Overman Stephens 
Caraway Harris Owen Swanson 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Underwood 
Dial Heflin Ralston Walsh, Mass, 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Edwards Kendrick Reed, Mo. Wheeler 
Ferris King Robinson 
FOR MR. COUZENS—11. 
Brookhart Gooding Johnson, Minn, Norbeck 
Capper Howell Jones, Wash. Shipstead 
Frazier Johnson, Calif. Ladd 
FOR MR. FESS—2. 
Rorah Willis 
FOR MR. McLEAN—1. 
Cummins 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Senators 
voting is 89; necessary for a choice, 45. One Senator has named 
Senator McLean; 2 Senators have named Senator Fess; 11 
Senators have named Senator Couzens; 36 Senators have 
named Senator Cummins; 39 Senators have named Senator 
Samira. There is no choice. Another ballot will be taken, and 
the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the ballot resulted—for 
Mr. Cummins 35, for Mr. Surg 39, for Mr. Couzens 11, for 
Mr. Fess 2, as follows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—35. 


Ball Elkins coe Se Shortridge 
Brandegee Ernst McKinley Smoot 
Bruce Fernald McLean Spencer 
Bursum Fess McNary Sterling 
Cameron Greene Moses Wadsworth 
Couzens Hale Oddie Warren 
Curtis Harreld Pepper Watson 
Dale Keyes Phipps Weller 
Edge Lenroot Reed, Pa. 
FOR MR. SMITH—89. 
Adams Fletcher McKellar Sheppard 
Ashurst Frazier Mayfield Simmons 
Bayard George eely Stanley 
Broussard Gerry Overman Stephens 
Caraway Glass Owen Swanson 
Copeland Harris Pittman Underwood 
al arrison Ralston Walsh, Mass. 
Dill Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Edwards Jones, N. Mex. Reed, Mo. Wheeler 
Ferris Kendrick Robinson 
FOR MR. COUZENS—11, 
Brookhart Howell Jones, Wash, Norris 
Capper Johnson, Calif. Ladd Shipstead 
Gooding Johnson, Minn. Norbeck 
FOR MR. FESS—2. 
Borah Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Senators 
voting was 87; necessary for a choice 44. Two Senators have 
named Senator Fess; 11 Senators have named Senator Couzens; 
85 Senators have named Senator CUMMINS; 39 Senators have 
named Senator Suirn, and there is no choice. Another ballot 
will be taken, and the Secretary will call the roll. 


LXV— 26 


The reading clerk called the roll, and the ballot resulted for 
Mr. Cummins 86, for Mr. SMITII 42, for Mr. Couzens 11, for 
Mr. Fess 1, as follows: 

FOR MR, CUMMINS—86. 


Ball Elkins Lodge Shortridge 
Brandegee st McKinley Smoot 
Bruce Fernald McLean Spencer 
Bursum ess McNary Stanfield 
Cameron Greene Moses Sterling 
Couzens Hale Oddie Wadsworth 
rtis Harreld Pepper Warren 

ale Keyes Phipps Watson 

Edge Lenroot Reed, Pa. Weller 
FOR MR. SMITH—42. 
Adams Frazier McKellar 8 
Ashurst George Mayfield immons 
Bayard ea Neely Stanley 
Broussard lass Overman Stephens 
Caraway Harris Owen Swanson 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Underwood 
Dial Heflin Ralston Walsh, Mass. 
Din Johnson, Minn, Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Edwards Jones, N. Mex. „Mo. heeler 
Ferris Kendrick Robinson 
Fletcher King Sheppard 
FOR MR. COUZENS—11. 
Borah Cummins Johnson, Calif. Norbeck 
Brookhart Gooding Jones, Wash. Norris 
Capper Howell Ladd 
FOR MR. FESS—1. 
Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Senators 
voting is 90; necessary for a choice, 46. One Senator has 
named Senator Fess; 11 Senators have named Senator Couzens; 
36 Senators have named Senator Cummins; 42 Senators have 
named Senator SmirH. There is no choice. Another ballot 
will be taken. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the ballot resulted— 
for Mr. Cummins 87, for Mr. Sara 42, for Mr. Couzens 11, 
as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—37. 


Ball Ernst McLean Stanfield 
Brandegee Fernald McNary Sterling 
Bruce ess oses Wadsworth 
Bursum Greene Oddie Warren 
Cameron Hale Pepper Watson 
Couzens Harreld Phipps Weller 
Curtis eyes eed, Pa. Willis 
Dale Lenroot Shortridge 
Edge Donge Smoot 
Elkins McKinley Spencer 
FOR MR. SMITH—42, 
Adams Frazier McKellar Shipstead 
Ashurst George Mayfield N Simmons 
Bayard Gerry Neely Stanley 
Broussard Glass Overman Stephens 
Caraway Harris Owen Swanson 
Copeland Harrison Pittman Underwood 
Dial Heflin Ralston Walsh, Mass. 
Dill Johnson, Minn, Ransdell Walsh, Mont, 
Edwards ones, ex Reed, Mo. Wheeler 
rris Kendrick Robinson 
Fletcher King Sheppard 
FOR MR. COUZENS—11. 
Borah Cummins Johnson, Calif. Norbeck 
Brookhart Gooding Jones, Wash. Norris 
Capper, Howell Ladd 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Senators 
voting is 90; necessary for a choice, 46. Eleven Senators have 
named Senator Couzens; 87 Senators have named Senator 
CUMMINS; 42 Senators have named Senator Sur. There is 
no choice. Another ballot will be taken. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the com 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, December 19, 1923, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


EXTENDING ARBITRATION CONVENTION WITH 
FRANCE. 


In executive session this day, the following agreement was 
ratified, and on motion of Mr. Loner the injunction of secrecy 
was removed therefrom: 


To the Senate: 


With a view to receiving the advice and consent of the Senate 
to its ratification, I transmit herewith an agreement signed 
between the United States and France on July 19, 1928, extend- 
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ing for another period of five years the arbitration convention 
concluded between the two Governments on February 10, 1908. 
For the information of the Senate, I transmit also copies of 
notes exchanged at the time of the signature of the agreement 
between the Secretary of State and the French ambassador. 
CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
Accompaniments: Agreement, as above; notes exchanged be- 
tween Secretary of State and French ambassador, as above. 


Tun Wutre House, December 12, 1923. 


The PRESIDENT? 

The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to lay 
before the President, with a view to its transmission tọ the 
Senate to receive the advice and consent of that body to ratifica- 
tion, if his judgment approve thereof, an agreement between 
the United States and France extending for another period of 
five years the arbitration convention concluded between them 
‘on February 10, 1908. 

At the time of the signature of the agreement, notes were 
exchanged between the Secretary of State and the French 
ambassador confirming an understanding between the two 
Governments that in the event that the Senate gives its assent 
to the proposal made to the Senate by the President on Febru- 
ary 24, 1923, that it consent, under certain stated conditions, 
to the adherence by the United States to the protocol of Decem- 
ber 16, 1920, under which the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice has been created at The Hague, the Government 
of the French Republic will not be averse to considering a 
modification of the convention of arbitration renewed by the 
agreement, or the making of a separate agreement, providing 
for the reference of disputes mentioned in the convention to 
the Permanent Court of International Justice. Copies ef these 
notes are inclosed for the information of the Senate. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Oxnartes E. HUGRES. 


Inclosures: Agreement, as above; notes exchanged between 
Secretary of State and French ambassador, as above. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, December 11, 1923. 
[Copy.] 

The Government of the United States of America and the 
Government of the French Republic, desiring to extend for an- 
other five years the period during which the arbitration con- 
vention concluded between them on February 10, 1908, and ex- 
tended by the agreements concluded between the two Govern- 
ments on February 13, 1913, and February 27, 1918, shall re- 
main in force, have respectively authorized the undersigned, to 
wit: Charles Evans Hughes, Secretary of State of the United 
States, and J. J. Jusserand, ambassador of the French Republic 
to the United States, to conclude the following agreement: 

ARTICLE 1. 

The convention of arbitration of February 10, 1908, between 
the Government of the United States of America and the Gov- 
ernment of the French Republic, the duration of which by 
Article III thereof was fixed at a period of five years from the 
date of ratification, whieh period, by the agreement of Febru- 
ary 13, 1913, between the two Governments was extended for 
five years from February 27, 1913, and was further extended 
by the agreement of February 27, 1918, between the two Gov- 
ernments, for a period of five years from February 27, 1918, is 
hereby extended and continued in foree for the further period 
of five years from February 27, 1923. 

ARTICLE If. 

The present agreement shall be ratified by the President of 
the United States of America, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate thereof, and by the President of the French 
Republic, in accordance with the constitutional laws of France, 
and it shall become effective upon the date of the exchange of 
ratifications, which shall take place at Washington as soon as 

ssible, 
rere in duplicate in the English and French languages, at 
Washington, this 19th day of July, 1923. 


(Signed) CHARLES Evans HUGHES. 
JUSSERAND. 
[Copy.] 
Jury 19, 1923. 


His Excellency Mr. J. J. Jusseranp, 
Ambassador of France. 
EXCELLENCY: In connection with the signing to-day of an 
agreement for the renewal of the convention of arbitration 
concluded between the United States and France, February 10, 


1908, and renewed from time to time, I have the honor, in pur- 
suance of our informal conversations, to state the following 
understanding which I shall be glad to have you confirm on 
behalf of your Government. 

On February 24 last the President proposed to the Senate 
that it consent under certain stated conditions to the adhesion 
by the United States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, 
under which the Permanent Court of International Justice has 
been created at The Hague. As the Senate does not convene 
in its regular session until December next, action upon this 
proposal will necessarily be delayed. In the event that the 
Senate gives its assent to the proposal, I understand that the 
Government of the French Republie will not be averse to con- 
sidering a modification of the convention of arbitration which 
we are renewing, or the making of a separate agreement under 
which the disputes mentioned in the convention could be re- 
ferred to the Permanent Court of International Justice. 

Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurance of my highest con- 
sideration. 


Cranes E. HUGHES. 


[Translation.] 
EMBASSY OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIO 
TO THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, July 19, 1923. 
His Excellency the Hon. CHARLES Evans HUGHES, 
Secretary of State, Washington, D. 0. 

Mr. SECRETARY or Stare: Your excellency was pleased, by 
your note dated this day, to suggest in connection with the re- 
newal of the arbitration convention signed by France and the 
United States on February 10, 1908, and periodically renewed 
since, that the agreement of the two Governments on the point 
specified as follows in your said note be placed on record. 

Your excellency’s communication reads as follows: 

“On February 24 last the President proposed to the Senate 
that it consent under certain stated conditions to the adhesion 
by the United States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, un- 
der which the Permanent Court of International Justice has 
been created at The Hague, As the Senate does not convene 
in its regular session until December next, action upon this 
proposal will necessarily be delayed. In the event that the 
Senate gives its assent te the proposal, I understand that the 
Government of the French Republic will not be averse to con- 
sidering a modification of the convention of arbitration which 
we are renewing, or the making of a separate agreement under 
which the disputes mentioned in the convention could be re- 
ferred to the Permanent Court of International Justice.” 

I have the honor to inform your excellency that my Govern- 
ment, whose instructions have come to hand, entirely agrees 
with your excellency in this matter. 

Be pleased to accept, Mr. Secretary of State, the assurances, 
ete. 

JUSSERAND. 


EXTENDING ARBITRATION CONVENTION WITH GREAT 
BRITAIN. 


In executive session this day, the following agreement was 
ratified, and on motion of Mr. Lope the injunction of secrecy 
was removed therefrom: 

To the Senate: 

With a view to receiving the advice and consent of the Senate 
to its ratification, I transmit herewith an agreement signed be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain on June 23, 1923, 
extending for another period of five years the arbitration con- 
vention concluded between the two Governments on April 4, 
1908. 

For the information of the Senate, I transmit also copies of 
notes exchanged at the time of the signature of the agreement 
between the Secretary of State and the ambassador of Great 
Britain. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Accompaniments: Agreement, as above; copies of notes ex- 
changed between Secretary of State and ambassador of Great 
Britain, as above. 

Tue Warre Housr, December 12, 1923. 


The PRESENT: 


The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to 
lay before the President, with a view to its transmission to the 
Senate, if his judgment approve thereof, to receive the advice 
and consent of that body to its ratification, an agreement con- 
cluded between the United States and Great Britain on June 23, 
1923, extending for a further period of five years the arbitra- 
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tion convention concluded between the two Governments on 
April 4, 1908. 

At the time of the signature of the agreement, notes were 
exchanged between the Secretary of State and the ambassador 
of Great Britain, confirming an understanding between the two 
Governments that in the event that the Senate gives its assent 
to the proposal made to the Senate by the President on Feb- 
ruary 24, 1923, that it consent, under certain stated conditions, 
to the adherence by the United States to the protocol of De- 
cember 16, 1920, under which the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice has been created at The Hague, the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain will not be averse to considering a modi- 
fication of the convention of arbitration renewed by the agree- 
ment or the making of a separate agreement providing for the 
reference of disputes mentioned in the convention to the Per- 
manent Court of International Justice. Copies of these notes 
are inclosed for the information of the Senate. 

Respectfully submitted. 

CHARLES E. HUGHES. 

Accompaniments: Agreement, as above; notes exchanged be- 
tween Seeretary of State and ambassador of Great Britain, as 
aboye. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, December 11, 1923. 

The President of the United States of America and His 
Majesty the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland and of the British Dominions beyond the Seas, Em- 
peror of India, being desirous of extending for another five 
years the period during which the arbitration convention con- 
cluded between them on April 4, 1908, extended by the agree- 
ment concluded between the two Governments on May 31, 1913, 
and further extended by the agreement concluded between the 
two Governments on June 8, 1918, shall remain in force, have 
respectively authorized the undersigned, to wit: Charles Evans 
Hughes, Secretary of State of the United States, and Sir Auck- 
land Geddes, G. C. M. G., K. C. B., His Britannie Majesty's 
ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to the United 
States, to conclude the following articles: 


ARTICLE I. 


The convention of arbitration of April 4, 1908, between the 
Government of the United States of America and the Govern- 
ment of His Majesty the King of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland and of the British Dominions beyond the 
Seas, Emperor of India, the duration of which by Article IV 
thereof was fixed at a period of five years from the date of the 
exchange of ratifications of the said convention on June 4, 1908, 
which period by the agreement of May 31, 1913, between the 
two Governments was extended for five years from June 4, 
1913, and was extended by the agreement between them of June 
8, 1918, for the further period of five years from June 4, 1918, 
is hereby extended and continued in force for the further period 
of five years from June 4, 1923. 

ARTICLE II. 

The present agreement shall be ratified by the President of 
the United States of America, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate thereof, and by His Britannic Majesty, 
and it shall become effective upon the date of the exchange of 
ratifications which shall take place at Washington as soon as 
possible. 

Done in duplicate this 23d day of June, 1923. 

CHARLES EVANS HUGHES. 
A. GEDDES. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
June 23, 1923. 
The right honorable 
Sir AUCKLAND GEDDES, G. C. M. G., K. C. B., 
Ambassador of Great Britain. 

ExcEeLLENCY: In connection with the signing to-day of an 
agreement for the renewal of the convention of arbitration con- 
cluded between the United States and Great Britain, April 4, 
1908, and renewed from time to time, I have the honor, in pur- 
suance of our informal conversations, to state the following 
understanding which I shall be glad to have you confirm on 
behalf of your Government: 

On February 24 last the President proposed to the Senate 
that it consent under certain stated conditions to the adhesion 
by the United States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, 
under which the Permanent Court of International Justice has 
been created at The Hague. As the Senate does not convene in 


its regular session until December next, action upon this pro- 
posal will necessarily be delayed. In the event that the Senate 
gives its assent to the proposal, I understand that the British 
Government will not be averse to considering a modification 
of the convention of arbitration which we are renewing, or the 
making of a separate agreement, providing for the reference of 
disputes mentioned in the convention to the Permanent Court 
of International Justice. 

Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurance of my highest con- 
sideration. 

CHARLES E. HUGHES. 


BRITISH EMBASSY, 
Washington, D. C., June 23, 1923. 
The honorable CHArtes E. HUGHES, 
Secretary of State of the United States, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
note of to-day’s date in which you were so good as to inform 
me, in connection with the renewal of the arbitration conven- 
tion of April 4, 1908, between Great Britain and the United 
States, that the President of the United States had proposed to 
the Senate the adherence of the United States, under certain 
conditions, to the protocol of December 16, 1920, creating the 
Permanent Court of International Justice at The Hague, and 
that, if the Senate assents to this proposal, you understand 
that His Britannic Majesty’s Government would be prepared to 
consider the conclusion of an agreement, providing for the 
reference to the Permanent Court of International Justice of 
disputes mentioned in the convention. y 

Under instructions from His Majesty’s principal secretary of 
state for foreign affairs, I have the honor to confirm your under- 
standing of His Majesty's Government’s attitude on this point 
and to state that if the Senate approve the President's proposal 
His Majesty’s Government will be prepared to consider with the 
United States Government the conclusion of an agreement for 
the reference to the Permanent Court of International Justice 
of disputes mentioned in the arbitration convention. 

I have the honor to be, with the highest consideration, 

Sir, your most obedient, humble servant, 
A. GEDDES. 


EXTENDING ARBITRATION CONVENTION WITH JAPAN. 


In executive session this day, the following agreement was 
ratified, and on motion of Mr. Loba the injunction of secrecy 
was removed therefrom: 

To the Senate: 


With a view to receiving the advice and consent of the Senate to 
its ratification, I transmit herewith an agreement signed be- 
tween the United States and Japan on August 23, 1923, extend- 
ing to another period of five years the arbitration convention 
concluded between the two Governments on May 5, 1908. 

For the information of the Senate I transmit also copies of 
notes exchanged at the time of the signature of the agreement 
between the Secretary of State and the Japanese ambassador. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


Accompaniments: Agreement, as above; notes exchanged be- 
tween Secretary of State and the Japanese ambassador as 
above. 


TRE Warre House, December 12, 1923. 


The PRESIDENT : 


The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to lay 
before the President, with a view to its transmission to the 
Senate to receive the advice and consent of that body to ratifi- 
cation, if his judgment approve thereof, an agreement between 
the United States and Japan, extending for another period of 
five years the arbitration convention concluded between them on 
May 5, 1908. 

At the time of the signature of the agreement notes were ex- 
changed between the Secretary of State and the Japanese am- 
bassador confirming an understanding between the two Govern- 
ments that in the event that the Senate gives its assent to the 
preposal made to the Senate by the President on February 24, 
1928, that it consent, under certain stated conditions, to the 
adherence by the United States to the protocol of December 16, 
1920, under which the Permanent Court of International Justice 
has been created at The Hague, the Goyernment of Japan will 
not be averse to considering a modification of the convention of 
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arbitration renewed by the agreement or the making of a sepa- 
rate agreement, providing for the reference of disputes men- 
tioned in the convention to the Permanent Court of International 
Justice. Copies of these notes are inclosed for the information 
of the Senate. 


Tespectfully submitted. 
wal CHARLES E. HUGHES. 


Accompaniments: Agreement signed August 23, 1923; copies 
of notes exchanged between Secretary of State and Japanese 
ambassador as above. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, December 11, 1923. 


The Government of the United States of America and the 
Government of His Majesty the Emperor of Japan, desiring to 
extend for another five years the period during which the arbi- 
tration convention concluded between them on May 5, 1908, and 
extended by the agreement concluded between the two Govern- 
ments on June 28, 1913, and further extended by the agreement 
concluded ‘between ‘the two Governments on August 23, 1918, 
shall remain in force, have respectively authorized the under- 
signed, to wit, Charles Evans Hughes, Secretary of State of the 
United States, and His Uxcelleney Masanao Hanihara, His 
Majesty’s ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary at 
Washington, to conclude the following agreement: 

ARTICLE I. 


The convention of arbitration of May 5, 1908, between the 
Government of the United States of America and the Govern- 
ment of His Majesty the Emperor of Japan, the duration of 
which by Article III thereof was fixed at a period of five years 
from the date of the exchange of ratification, which period, by 
the agreement of June 28, 1913, between the two Governments, 
was extended for five years from August 24, 1913, and was ex- 
tended by the agreement between them of August 23, 1918, for the 
further period of five years from August 24, 1918, is hereby 
extended and continued in force for the further period of five 
years from August 24, 1923. 

ARTICLE II 


The present agreement shall be ratified by the President of the 
United States of America, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate thereof, and by His Majesty the Emperor of Japan, 
and it shall become effective upon the date of the exchange of 
ratifications, which shall take place at Washington as soon as 
possible, 

Done in duplicate in the English language at Washington 
this 23d day of August, 1923, corresponding to the 23d day of 
the eighth month of the twelfth year of Taisho, 

CHARLIES Evans HUGHES. 
M. HANTHARA, 


[Copy.] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
August 23, 1923. 
His Exeellency Mr. MASANAO HANTHARA, 
Japanese Ambassador. 

ExcetteNncy: In connection with the signing to-day of an 
agreement for the renewal of the convention of arbitration con- 
cluded between the United States and the Government of His 
Majesty the Emperor of Japan, May 5, 1908, and renewed from 
time to time, I have the honor, in pursuance of our informal 
conversations, to state the following understanding, which I 
shall be glad to have you confirm on behalf of your Govern- 
ment. 

On February 24 last the President proposed to the Senate 
that it consent under certain stated conditions to the adhesion 
by the United States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, 
under which the Permanent Court of International Justice has 
been created at The Hague. As the Senate does not conyene 
in its regular session until December next, action upon this 
proposal will necessarily be delayed. In the event that the 
Senate gives its assent to the proposal, I understand that the 
Government of His Majesty the Emperor of Japan will not be 
averse to considering a modification of the convention of arbi- 
tration which we are renewing, or the making of a separate 
agreement, providing for the reference of disputes mentioned 
in the convention to the Permanent Court of International 
Justice, 

Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my highest 
consideration. 

CHARLES E. HUGHES. 


[Copy,] 
1 3 EMBASSY, 
ashington, August 23, 1923. 
Hon. CHARLES E. HUGHES, 


Secretary of State. 


Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
note of to-day's date communicating to me your understanding 
reached in our informal conversations in connection with the 
renewal of the convention of arbitration concluded between 
Japan and the United States May 5, 1908, and extended in its 
operation until August 24 of this year. 

I am happy to be able to confirm to you, under instructions 
from my Government, your understanding as set forth in the 
following terms: 

“On February 24 last the President proposed to the Senate 
that it consent under certain stated conditions to the adhesion 
by the United States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, 
under which the Permanent Court of International Justice has 
been created at The Hague. As the Senate does not convene 
in its regular session until December next, action upon this 
proposal will necessarily be delayed. In the event that the 
Senate gives its assent to the proposal, I understand that the 
Government of His Majesty the Emperor of Japan will not be 
averse to considering a modification of the convention of arbi- 
tration which we are renewing, or the making of a separate 
agreement, providing for the reference of disputes mentioned 
in the convention to the Permanent Court of International 
Justice.” 

8 Accept, sir, the renewed assurances of my highest considera- 
on, 
M. Hanreara. 


EXTENDING ARBITRATION CONVENTION 
NORWAY. 


In executive session this day, the following agreement was 
ratified, and on motion of Mr. Lopar the injunction of secrecy 
was removed therefrom: 

To the Senate: 


With a view to receiving the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate to its ratification, I transmit herewith an agreement signed 
between the United States and Norway on November 26, 1923, 
extending for another period of five years the arbitration con- 
ese :concluded between the two Governments on April 4, 

For the information of the Senate, I transmit also copies of 
notes exchanged at the time of the signature of the agreement 
between the Secretary of State and the Norwegian Minister. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Inclosures: Agreement as above; notes exchanged between 

Secretary of State and Norwegian minister, as above, 


THe Waurre House, December 12, 1923. 


WITH 


The PRESIDENT: 


The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to lay 
before the President, with a view to its transmission to the 
Senate to receive the advice and consent of that body to ratifi- 
cation, if his judgment approve thereof, an agreement between 
the United States and Norway extending for another period 
of five years the arbitration convention concluded between 
them on April 5, 1908. 

At the time of the signature of the agreement, notes were ex- 
changed between the Secretary of State and the Norwegian 
minister confirming an understanding between the two Gov- 
ernments that in the event that the Senate gives its assent to 
the proposal made to the Senate by the President on February 
24, 1928, that it consent, under certain stated conditions, to 
the adherence by the United States to the protocol of December 
16, 1920, under which ‘the Permanent Court of International 
Justice has been created at The Hague, the Government of 
Norway will not be averse to considering a modification of the 
convention of arbitration renewed by the agreement, or the 
making of a separate agreement, providing for the reference 
of disputes mentioned in the convention to the Permanent Court 
of International Justice. Copies of these notes are inclosed 
for the information of the Senate. 

Respectfully submitted. 

x Cuartes E. HUGHES, 

Inclosures: Agreement as above; notes exchanged between 
Secretary of State and Norwegian minister, as above. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, December 11, 1923. 


RVD cele TRU tk OS eek tag We ENA RRL cet a ERD ONT NENEA Rat Outing tC Usha sae T att 


L£GATION DE NORVÈGE AUX ETATS-UNIS, 
Washington, D. C., November 26, 1923. 


His Excellency Hon. CHARLES E. HUGHES, 
Secretary of Stute, etc., etc., etc. 


Sm: With reference to the note which your excellency has 
been good enough to address me to-day in connection with the 
signing of an agreement for the renewal of the convention of 
arbitration concluded between Norway and the United States 
April 4, 1908, and renewed from time to time, I have the honor 
to state that I have been authorized to confirm, and I hereby 
do confirm that, in the event that the Senate gives its assent 
to the proposal made to it by the President of the United 
States that it consent under certain stated conditions to the ad- 
hesion by the United States to the protocol of December 16, 
1920, under which the Permanent Court of International Jus- 
tice has been created at The Hague, the Government of Norway 
will not be averse to considering a modification of the conven- 
tion of arbitration which we are renewing, or the making of a 
separate agreement, providing for the reference of disputes 
mentioned in the convention to the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice. 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurance of my highest consider- 


ation. 
(Signed) Herer H. Bern. 


— 


The Government of the United States of America and the 
Government of the Kingdom of Norway, desiring to extend for 
another five years the period during which the arbitration con- 
vention concluded between them on April 4, 1908, and extended 
by the agreement concluded between the two Governments on 
June 16, 1913, and further extended by the agreement concluded 
between the two Governments on March 30, 1918, shall remain 
in force, have respectively authorized the undersigned, to wit: 
Charles Evans Hughes, Secretary of State of the United States 
of America, and Mr. Helmer H. Bryn, envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of Norway in the United States, to 
conclude the following agreement: 


ARTICLE I. 


The convention of arbitration of April 4, 1908, between the 
Government of the United States of America and the Govern- 
ment of the Kingdom of Norway, the duration of which by 
Article IV thereof was fixed at a period of five years from the 
date of the exchange of ratifications, which period, by the 
agreement of June 16, 1913, between the two Governments was 
extended for five years from June 24, 1913, and was extended 
by the agreement between them of March 30, 1918, for the fur- 
ther period of five years from June 24, 1918, is hereby extended 
and continued in force for the further period of five years 


from June 24, 1923. 
ARTICLE II. 


The present agreement shall be ratified by the President of 
the United States of America, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate thereof, and by His Majesty the King of 
Norway, and it shall become effective upon the date of the ex- 
change of ratifications, which shall take place at Washington 
as soon as possible. 

Done in duplicate in the English and Norwegian languages at 
Washington this 26th day of November, 1923. 

CHARLES Evans HUGHES. 
HELMER H. BRYN. 


THE ARBITRATION 
PORTUGAL. 


In executive session this day, the following agreement was 
ratified, and on motion of Mr. Lopse the injunction of secrecy 
was removed therefrom; 

To the Senate: 

I transmit, with a view to receiving the advice and consent 
of the Senate to its ratification, an agreement concluded be- 
tween the United States and Portugal on August 23, 1923, 
extending for a further period of five years the arbitration con- 
vention concluded between the two Governments on May 5, 1908. 

For the information of the Senate, I transmit also copies of 
notes exchanged at the time of the signature of the agreement 
between the Secretary of State and the minister of Portugal. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Inclosures: Agreement, as aboye; notes exchanged between 
Secretary of State and minister of Portugal, as above. 

THe Warre House, December 12, 1923. 


EXTENDING CONVENTION WITH 
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The PRESIDENT: 


The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to lay 
before the President, with a view to its transmission to the 
Senate, if his judgment approve thereof, to receive the advice 
and consent of that body to its ratification, an agreement con- 
cluded between the United States and Portugal on August 23, 
1923, extending for a further period of five years the arbitra- 
tion convention concluded between the two Governments on 
May 5, 1908. 

At the time of the signature of the agreement, notes were ex- 
changed between the Secretary of State and minister of Portu- 
gal confirming an understanding between the two Governments 
that in the event that the Senate gives its assent to the pro- 
posal made to the Senate by the President on February 24, 
1923, that it consent, under certain stated conditions, to the 
adherence by the United States to the protocol of December 16, 
1920, under which the Permanent Court of International Jus- 
tice has been created at The Hague, the Government of Portu- 
gal will not be averse to considering a modification of the 
convention of arbitration renewed by the agreement, or the 
making of a separate agreement, providing for the reference 
of disputes mentioned in the convention to the Permanent 
Court of International Justice. Copies of these notes are in- 
closed for the information of the Senate. 

Respectfully submitted, 

CHARLES E. HUGHES. 

Inclosures: Agreement, as above; notes exchanged between 
Secretary of State and minister of Portugal, as above. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, : 

Washington, December II, 1928. 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
September 5, 1923. 
VISCOUNT DALTE, 
Minister of Portugal. 


Sm: In connection with the signing to-day of an agreement 
for the renewal of the convention of arbitration concluded be- 
tween the United States and Portugal, April 6, 1908, and re- 
newed from time to time, I have the honor, in pursuance of the 
note of July 26, 1923, of the Secretary of State, and your note 
of August 8, 1923, to state the following understanding, which I 
shall be glad to have you confirm on behalf of your Government: 

On February 24 last the President propesed to the Senate 
that it consent, under certain stated conditions, to the adhesion 
by the United States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, 
under which the Permanent Court of International Justice has 
been created at The Hague. As the Senate does not convene 
in its regular session until December next, action upon this 
proposal will necessarily, be delayed. In the event that the 
Senate gives its assent to the proposal, I understand that the 
Government of the Portuguese Republic will not be averse to 
considering a modification of the convention of arbitration 
which we are renewing, or the making of a separate agreement, 
under which the disputes mentioned in the convention could ba 
referred to the Permanent Court of International Justice. 

eee sir, the renewed assurances of my highest considera- 
tion. 
WILLIAM PHILLIPS, 
Acting Secretary of State, 
ITranslation. ] 
LEGACAO DE PORTUGAL Nos ESTADOS UNIDOS, 
; Washington, September 5, 1923. 

Mr. Secrerary or Srare: Under instructions from His Excel- 
lency the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Portuguese Re- 
public I have the honor to confirm your understanding of the 
attitude of the Government of the Republic with reference to 
the point mentioned in your note of this date and to state that 
should the Senate of the United States approve the President’s 
proposal the Government of the Portuguese Republic will be 
prepared to consider with the United States Government the 
conclusion of an agreement for the reference to the Permanent 
Court of International Justice of disputes mentioned in the 
arbitration convention between the two countries. 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurance of my highest considera- 
tion. 

(Signed) ALTE, 

His Excellency WHA PHILLIPS, 

Acting Secretary of State of the United States of America. 

The Government of the United States of America and the 
Government of the Portuguese Republic being desirous of ex- 
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tending for another five years the period during which the 
arbitration convention concluded between them on April 6, 1908, 
and extended by the agreements concluded between the two 
xovernments on June 28, 1913, and September 14, 1920, shall 
remain in force, have authorized the undersigned to conclude 
the following agreement: 


ARTICLE T. 


The convention of arbitration of April 6, 1908, between the 
Government of the United States of America and the Govern- 
ment of Portugal, the duration of which by Article IIT of the 
said convention was fixed at a period of five years from the 
date of the exchange of ratifications thereof, which period by the 
agreement of June 28, 1913, between the two Governments was 
extended for five years from November 14, 1918, and was fur- 
ther extended for a period of five years from November 14, 1918, 
by the agreement concluded by the two Governments on Sep- 
tember 14, 1920, is hereby renewed and continued in force for a 
further period of five years from November 14, 1923. 


ARTICLE II. 


The present agreement shall be ratified by the Government of 
the United States of America and by the Government of the 
Portuguese Republic in accordance with their respective con- 
stitutional methods, and it shall become effective upon the date 
of the exchange of ratifications, which shall take place at 
Washington as soon as possible. 

Done in duplicate in the English and Portuguese languages 
at Washington this 5th day of September, 1923. 

WILLIAM PHILnIPs. 
ALTE. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Byceutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 18, 
1923. 


DIRECTOR or THE MINT, 
Robert J. Grant to be Director of the Mint. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF THE MINT. 
Frank E. Shepard to be superintendent of the mint at Den- 
ver. Colo. 
DIRECTOR OF THE BUREAU oF STANDARDS. 
yeorge K. Burgess to be Director of the Bureau of Standards. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mabel G. Reinecke to be collector of internal revenue for the 
first district of Illinois. 
Charles W. Anderson to be collector of internal revenue for 
the third district of New York. 
PROMOTIONS TN THE ARMY. 


Walter Henry Gordon to be major general, 

John Murray Jenkins to be brigadier general, Cavalry. 

Thomas Horace Slavens to be brigadier general, Infantry. 

Charles Jacobs Symmonds to be brigadier general, Cavalry. 

LaRoy Sunderland Upton to be brigadier general, Infantry. 

Colden L’Hommedieu Ruggles to be assistant to the Chief of 
Ordnance with rank of brigadier general. 

John Warren Joyes to be assistant to the Chief of Ordnance 
with rank of brigadier general. 

Fred Hayes Gallup to be major, Field Artillery. 

Kenneth Hubert Bailey to be first lieutenant, Medical Officers’ 
Reserve Corps. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
To be second lieutenants. 

Francis Rarick Johnson. John Rutherford Noyes. 

Royal Bertrand Lord. Lyle Rosenberg. 

Kenner Fisher Hertford. William Randolph Winslow. 

Steven Livesay Conner. William Newton Leaf. 

Miles Reber. David Morris Dunne, jr. 

Charles West Stewart, jr. Frank McAdams Albrecht. 

William Francis Merwin 
Longwell, 

SIGNAL CORPS. 
To be second lieutenants. 

Glenn Hunter Palmer. Sylvester John Keane. 

Isidore Sass. Waldemar Fritz Breidster. 

William Jackson Morton, ir. David Barbour Barton. 

Howard William Serig. 

CAVALRY. 


To be sccond lieutenants. 


Donald Alexander Beck. 
Walter Burnside. 
Ben L. Wells. 


Donald Henry Galloway. 
Daniel DeBardeleben. 
William Shepard Biddle, 8d. 
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Winston Jennings Eaddy. 

Kevin O'Shea. 

Carl Douglas Silverthorne, 

Raymond Chesley Medor— 
mick, 

Frank Hinton Bunnell. 


DECEMBER 18, 


Charles Vinson Bromley, jr, 
Wilfrid Henry Hardy, 
Leslie Martin Grener. 
Joseph Smith. 

Clinton John Harrold, 
Eugene Lynch Harrison. 


FIELD ARTILLERY. 
Yo be second lieutenants. 


Robert Farnsworth Hallock. 

Herbert Davidson. 

Stuart Alfred Beckley. 

Harold David Kehm. 

Bernard Gjelsteen. 

Herbert Bronson Euderton. 

John Battle Horton. 

Joseph Leander Hardin. 

Carter Bowie Magruder, 

William Joseph D’Espinosa, 

Patrick Weston Timberlake, 

David Larr. 

Allen Lloyd Keyes, 

Harry McKenzie Roper. 

James Henry Workman. 

William Remsburgh Grove, jr, 

Wade Lavern Kerr, 

Dan Chandler. 

Michael Buckley, jr. 

Rex Eugene Chandler, 

Sheffield Edwards, 

John Joseph Binns. 

Ulysses John Lincoln Peo- 
ples, jr. 

Rochester Flower McEldow- 
ney. 


Charles Woodford Cowles, 
Leslie Page Holcomb, 
Philip Harrison Enslow. 
Kenneth Shearer Sweany. 
Warren Cole Stout. 

Paul Russell Covey. 
Bernard Aye Tormey, 
Valentine Roy Smith. 
Joseph Anthony Cella. 
John Elisworth Adkins, jr, 
Robert Chaffee Oliver. 
Francis Arthur Garrecht, jr, 
Frank Dorn. 

Bruce Rowan King. 
Paschal Hoover Ringsdort. 
Stuart Lee Cowles. 
Briscoe Allen Trousdale, Ir. 
Francis Townsend Dodd. 
George Stanley Smith. 
Harvey Keene Palmer, jr, 
Paul Downing Michelet. 
John Guy Wilson. 

George Franklin Willlams. 
Paul Philip Hanson. 
David Sherman Babcock. 


COAST ARTILLERY, 
To be second lieutenants. 


Theodore Morrison Clarence 
Osborne, 
Ralph Arnold Tudor. 
Mark Hampton Galusha. 
Lawrence Sprague Barroll. 
Edgar Hoffman Price. 
George Francis Heaney, jr. 
Saverio Hardy Savini. 
John Harvey Farrow. 
Douglass Gordon Pamplin. 
George Edward Waldo, 
Lloyd Shepard. 
John Roper Burnett, 
Edgar Lee Love. 
Raymond Stone, jr. 


Howard John Vandersluis. 
Franklin Kress Gurley. 
Louis Eugene Imhof. 
Russell Emerson Bates. 


William Augustus Davis 
Thomas. 

James Boyce Carroll. 

Donald McLean. 

Howard Edward Crane 
Breitung. 


Edward Elford Lutwack. 
James Sifly Jefferies. _ 
Robert Herman Krueger. 
Donald Cameron Tredennick. 


INFANTRY. 
To be second lieutenants. 


William Elgie Carraway, 
Jolin Mark Pesek. 

Joseph Caldwell King. 
Woodson Lewis, jr. 

Frank Edwin Wilder. 
Wilbur Ray Pierce, 
Benjamin Franklin Caffey. 
Philip Roy Dwyer. 

Damon Mott Gunn. 
Charles Metz Seebach. 
Henry James Pitt Harding. 
John Humphrey Evans. 
Douglas Ewart Christie. 
George Lewis Dewey. 
James Frederick Torrence, jr. 
Everett Clement Meriwether. 
Louis William Haskell. 
Eugene Ware Ridings. 
William Ernst Winter. 
Alexander Davidson Reid. 
John William Harmony. 
Elwyn Donald Post. 

Louis Wagner Marshall. 
James Alan Evans. 

Ralph Christian Bing. 
Earl Shuman Gruyer. 
Dudley Carl Roth. 

Joseph Ingham Greene. 
Abner Judson McGehee, jr. 
Cecil Ward Nist. 


James Eugene Bernard Mce- 


Inerney. 


Allen Welty Smith. 
Nathaniel Lancaster, jr. 
Charles Oscar Moody. 
Charles Edward Woodruff, jr. 
Hartwell Rodney Cragin. 
George Pierce Howell, jr. 
Warren Alfred Robinson. 
Herbert Robert Campbell. 
Roswell Hitchcock Harriman. 
George Conrad Mergens. 
Horton Vail White. 

James Edward Bowen, Ir. 
Austin Curtis Cuukle, jr. 
Charles Carlton Cavender, 
William Campbell Lucas, 
Wendell Gunner Johnson, 
Paul Kenneth Porch. 
Lyman O'Dell Williams. 
Temple Graves Holland, 
Parl Cyril Serf. 

Lawrence Leroy Skinner. 
Edward Forstall Adams. 
Vincent Paul O'Reilly. 
Thomas Sherman Timberman. 
Cyril Quentin Marron. 
Louis John Storck. 

dames Jewett Carnes 
Joseph Winfield Boone, 
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Garrett Bartlett Drummond. Hal Clark Granberry. 
Harry Lang Scheetz. Edwin Britain Howard. 
Hugh Chauncey Johnson. Frederick Edward Phillips. 
Charles Calvin Higgins. John Paul Evans. 

George Craig Stewart. William Harold Schaffer. 
Louis Peter Leone. Sidney Lee Douthit. 
Robert Leroy Dulaney. Allen Dwight Raymond, jr. 
James Clarke Carter. James Cyril Short. 

Robert McKee Smith. Walter Cornelius White. 
Richard Edmondson Russell, Lynn Edwin Brady. 
Lawrence Varsi Castner, James Robert Lindsay, jr. 
Henry Granville Fisher. Noy Madison Foster. 


AIR SERVICE. 
To be second lieutenants. : 


Hugh Wagner Downing. Charles Trovilla Myers, jr. 

Kenyon Moore Hegardt. Kenneth Eugene Webber. 

John Wesley Warren. Charles Aloysius Hennessey. 

James Warner Fletcher. Ernest Byron Thompson. 

John Albert Chambers. Joseph Harold Hicks. 

Thomas Magnor Conroy. Guy Haines Stubbs. 

Alfred Louis Johnson. George William Hartnell. 

Will Walter White. Noble Penfield Beasley. 

Clyde Kenneth Rich, Harry Tatum Rowland. 

Paul Wakefield Wolf. John Maurice Weikert. 

Laurence Carbee Craigie, John Hensel Pitzer. 

Charles Wesley Gettys. William Lawrence Scott, jr. 

Charles White Lawrence. Dean Stanley Ellerthorpe. 

Benjamin Stern. Bernard Henry Sullivan. 

Wallace Evan Whitson. Charles Heath Heyl, jr. 

Russel J. Minty. John George Salsman. 

Birney Kellogg Morse. John Delany Sureau. 

Stewart Leon Thompson. John Adams Austin. 

James Francis Joseph Early. James Michael Fitzmaurice. 

Morris Kelly Voedisch, Hoyt Sanford Vandenberg. 

Richard Briggs Evans. Ralph Mundon Neal. 

Alden Rudyard Crawford. Stewart Warren Towle, jr. 

George Gareld Rusk. Oscar Carlton Stewart. 

Thomas Merritt Lowe. Glen Clifford Jamison. 

David Myron Schlatter. Bordner Frederick Ascher. 

Alejandro Garcia y Da Jose to be second lieutenant, Philip- 
pine Scouts. 

Suntiago Guevara y Garcia to be second lieutenant, Philip- 
pine Scouts. 

Wayne Latta Barker to be second lieutenant, Coast Artillery 
Corps. 

Carl Brown McDaniel to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

Carlisle Brown Irwin to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 

Lee Carl Vance to be second lieutenant, Cavalry. 

Russell Vivian Perry to be second lieutenant, Quartermaster 
Corps. 

Thomas Davison Drake to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 

Edgar Marvin Fogelsonger to be second lieutenant, Air 
Service. 

Seales Clary to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

Robert Coleman Ashley to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

Granville Victor Morse to be second lieutenant, Cavairy. 

Herbert Spencer Jordan to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 

Dresden James Cragun to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 

Edward Harvey Clouser to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

Herbert Kenneth Baisley to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

Alexander Joseph Hogg, jr., to be second lieutenant, Quarter- 
master Corps. 

Carl Eugene Anderson to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 

James Lloyd Kerr to be second iieutenant, Field Artillery. 

Thomas Robinson to be second lieutenant, Cavalry. 

John Kraybill Nissley to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

Williiam Rush Blakely to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 

William Douglass Paschall to be second lieutenant, Field 
Artillery. 

Frederick Mott Thompson to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 

Charles Goodwin Pearcy to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

Thomas Rives Potts to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

Roy Paris Turner to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 

Alonzo Valede Thorpe to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 

Voris Hamilton Connor to be second lieutenant, Field Artil- 
lery. 

Arthur Bordeaux Nicholson to be second lieutenant, Coast 
Artillery Corps. 

Henry Kamsler Shane to be second lieutenant, Corps of 
Engineers. 

Girvelle Leighton Field to be second lieutenant, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps. 

Staten Eugene Rall to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 


Howard Orville Douglass to be second lieutenant, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps. 
Franklin Mervyn Seward to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Harold Everett Walker to be second lieutenant, Cavalry. 
Don Emerson Carleton to be second lieutenant, Cavalry. 
Kenneth Lafayette Johnson to be second Lieutenant, Infantry. 
Eugene Haworth Vernon to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Eyrle Gray Johnson to be second lieutenant, Cavalry. 
Paul Green Kendall to be second lieutenant, Cavalry. 
Melville Irwin Murray to be second lientenant, Air Service. 
Ralph Waldo Russell to be second lieutenant, Coast Artillery 
Corps. 
Archibald Yarborough Smith to be seeond lieutenant, Air 
Service. 
Herbert William Anderson to be second lieutenant, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps. 
DeWitt Ballard to be second lieutenant, Infantry, 
James Lendsey McKinnon to be second lieutenant, Field 
Artillery. 
Emory Clayton Cushing to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Willis Glenn Cronk to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Richard Tyler Willson to be second lientenant, Cavalry. 
Leslie Lee Hittle to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Oscar Arthur Proehl to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Carl Archibald Stevenson to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Leslie Furness Young te be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Leslie Wright Stanley to be second Leutenant, Infantry. 
Emmett Hill Emanuel to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Eugene Désiré Regad to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Donald Taylor Beeler to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Charles Creswell Blakeney to be second lieutenant, Field 


Artillery. 


John Valentine Grombach to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Everett Lewis Young to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
William Mason Hoke to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Willard Fromm Millice to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Elvin Hamilton Burger to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
James Freeland McGraw to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Richard Searl Marr to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Frank Finley Taylor, jr., to be second lieutenant, Quarter- 
master Corps. 
5 James Greeley to be second lieutenant, Field Ar- 
ery. 
Kingsley Sherman Andersson to be second lieutenant, Corps 
of Engineers. 
William Frishe Dean to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Felix Nicholson Parsons to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Ben Early Cordell to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Dalies Joshua Oyster to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Victor Park Noyes to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Lloyd Elmo Hunting to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
5 Philips Privett to be second lieutenant, Coast Artillery 
rps. 
Gordon Tarbell Waite to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Richard Howell Dean to be second lieutenant, Signal Corps. 
Carl Adam Kugel to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
William Lindsay McPherson to be second lieutenant, Coast 
Artillery Corps. 
William Vincent Gray to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Rowland Kieburtz to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Daniel Peter Norman to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
John Mitchell England to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Floyd Cornelius Deyenbeck to be second lieutenant, Ordnance 
Department. 
William Black Forse, to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
n Brown Short to be second lieutenant, Coast Artillery 
rps. 
John Wallace Homewood to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
John James Mahoney to be second lieutenant, Cavalry. 
James Vestie Collier to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Edwin Kennedy Wright to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Clint Leroy Taylor to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Richard Herbert Torovsky to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Oscar Philip Hebert to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Raymond Morrallee Arthur to be second lieutenant, Coast 
Artillery Corps. 
Thomas Thrower Mayo to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Carroll Norton Pearce to be second lieutenant, Infantry. 
Philip Mapes Shockley to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Clement Aloysius McCalley to be second lieutenant, Air 
Service. 
Ernest Tuttle Owen to be second lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
Glen Trice Lampton to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
Walter Francis McGinty to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
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Howard Miller Fey to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

Robert Boyd Williams to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 

James Fuller McKinley to be colonel, Adjutant General's De- 
partment. 

James Luke Frink to be major, Quartermaster Corps. 

Ray Maxey Hare to be captain, Quartermaster Corps. 

Thaddeus Clarence Knight to be captain, Quartermaster 
Corps. 

Frank August Heileman to be captain, Corps of Engineers. 

Walter Putney Boatwright to be major, Ordnance Depart- 
ment. 

Archie Stanton Buyers to be major, Ordnance Department. 

Vennard Wilson to be captain, Ordnance Department. 

Lewis Morrell Van Gieson to be first lieutenant, Ordnance De- 
partment, 

Charles Roderick Mize to be first lieutenant, Ordnance De- 
partment. 

James Wentworth Freeman to be first lieutenant, Ordnance 
Department. 

SIGNAL CORPS. 


Goodwin Compton to be lieutenant colonel, 
Albert Louis Rhoades to be lieutenant colonel. 
Stewart Woods Stanley to major. 


To be captains. 


Howard Standish Thomas, Wilton Burton Persous. 
James Arthur Code, jr. John Henry Garduer, jr. 
Stephen Huntting Sherrill. Joe Jene Miller. 

Robert Newton Kunz. Evan Dhu Cameron, jr. 
John Arthur Pierce. Frederick Wilhelm Hoorn, 
Charles Torrance McAleer. James Tolmie Watson, jr. 
George Washington Gering. Lawrence Locke Clayton. 
Jerry Vrehlicky Matejka. 


To be first lieutenants. 


Arthur Emil Mickelsen. Allen Louis Stowell. 
Marion Van Voorst. Albert Henry Johnson. 


CHEMICAL WARFARE SERVICE. 
To be majors. 


Charles Edward Terry Lull. Fred Seydel. 

Charles Russell Alley. Haig Shekerjian. 

James Wilbur Lyon. John Absalom Baird. 

John Blackwell Maynard. Leigh Francis Joseph Zerbee. 


Isaac Edwin Titus. William Ashley Copthorne. 
Victor Parks, jr., to be captain, Chemical Warfare Service. 
CAVALRY. 


Henry Lee Kinnison, jr., to be first lieutenant, Cavalry. 
David Franklin Stone to be second lieutenant, Cavalry. 


FIELD ARTILLERY. 
John Robert Thomas, jr., to be lieutenant colonel. 
To be majors. 


John Albert Hoag. 
Frank Bonne Jordan. 


George Allen Taylor. 
Ralph Talbot, jr. 
Alexander Camman Sullivan. 


To be captains. 


Orville Monroe Moore. Everett Busch. 

Charles Sabin Ferrin. George Eddy Cook. 

John Allen Stewart. John Albion Chase. 
William James Schaal, jr. Arthur Musser Sheets. 
Robert Van Kleeck Harris, jr. Erle Dorr Ferguson. 
William Evan Lewis. Martin Clinton Walton, Ir. 
Daniel Warwick Colhoun. Edmond Hugh Brown. 
William Henry Colbern. Leon Ewart Savage, 
Harold Taylor Brotherton. John Russell Young. 


To be first lieutenants. 


George Bittmann Barth. Arthur Penick Moore. 
Winfield Scott Roberson. Kenneth Howe Sanford. 

Lee Vyvian Harris. Gerard Swarthout. 

Thomas Martin Tiernan. George McKnight Williamson, 
Willinm Lawrence Kay, jr. jr. 


To be second lieutenants. 


Francis Borgia Kane, 
Wiliam Stevens Lawton, 
Fred James Woods, 


Michael Vincent Healey. 
Richard André Peterson. 
Lew Myers Morton, 
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INFANTRY. 


George Carson Lawrason to be major. 
Frederick Clifford Rogers to be major. 
Justice William Martin to be first lieutenant. 


To be second lieutenants. 


Kenneth Francis Pughe. Alfred Lawrence Price, 
Harry Herman Haas, Thomas Edward Lewis, 
George Edward Mitchell, jr. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS, 
To be captains. 


Joseph Jerome McConville. Ernest Ransome Percy, 
Joshua Dever Powers, Mario Cordero. 
James David Brown. Benjamin Haw Lowry. 


To be first lieutenants. 


John Marks Moore. Herbert Blend Kraft, 
William John McCarthy. 


James Kirk to be major, Air Service, 
Raymond Shener Jett to be first lieutenant, Air Service. 
Joseph Popenjoy Bailey to be first lieutenant, Air Service, 
Edward Harold Coe to be second lieutenant, Corps of Engi- 
neers. 
McDonald Donegan Weinert to be second lieutenant, Corps of 
Engineers. 
George Work Marvin to be second lieutenant, Corps of Engi- 
neers. 
88 Charles George Schlenker to be first lieutenant, 
rps. 
Amory Vivion Eliot to be first lieutenant, Signal Corps. 
Hayden Purcell Roberts to be second lieutenant, Signal Corps. 
John Charles Macdonald to be first lieutenant, Cavalry. 
William Peyton Campbell to be second lieutenant, Cavalry, 
George William Bailey, jr., to be second lieutenant, Cavalry. 
Vernon Edwin Prichard to be captain, Field Artillery. 
Albert Edgar Billing to be first lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
William Cadwalader Price, jr., to be second lieutenant, Field 
Artillery. 
i Earl Albert Hutchings to be second lieutenant, Field Artil- 
ery. 
Vincent Coyle McAlevy to be second lieutenant, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps. 
Charles Reum Jackson to be second lieutenant, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps. 
Richard Brown Thornton to be second lieutenant, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps. 
Albert Sidney Howell, jr., to be second lieutenant, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps. 
Charles Linton Williams to be second lieutenant, Alr Service. 
Lawrence Joseph Carr to be second lieutenant, Air Service. 
William Carleton Hanna to be captain, Coast Artillery Corps. 
Philip Howard Raymond to be second lieutenant, Coast Ar- 
tillery Corps. 
Charles Rocheid Forest to be first lieutenant, Field Artillery. 
William Hugh Burns to be second lieutenant, Coast Artil- 
lery Corps. 
Harry Selby Purnell to be teutenant colonel, Medical Corps. 
James Rhea McDowell to be captain, Medical Corps. 
Benjamin Tillman Sharpton to be captain, Medical Corps. 
Barton Willard Johnson to be captain, Medical Corps. 
John Charles Burr to be captain, Dental Corps. 
Walter Robert Pick to be lieutenant colonel, Veterinary Corps. 
Andrew Edmund Donovan to be lieutenant colonel, Veterinary 
Corps. 
Burt English to be lieutenant colonel, Veterinary Corps. 
Burton Alpheus Seeley to be major, Veterinary Corps, 
George William Brower to be captain, Veterinary Corps. 
Thomas Alfred Breen to be captain, Veterinary Corps. 
Frank Marion Lee to be first lieutenant, Veterinary Corps. 


MEDICAL ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS, 
To be first lieutenants. 


George Porter Chase. 
Alfred Thompson Houck. 


Signal 


Frank Steiner. 
Jesse Harper Mael. 
Frank Arthur Crawford. 


TO BE CHAPLAIN 
Philip Francis Coholan. 
Harry Dubois Southard. 


Mariano Vassallo, 
Benjamin Joseph Tarskey. 


WITH RANK OF CAPTAIN, 


John Francis Monahan. 
Samuel Barcus Knowles, 
Luther Deck Miller. 
William Donoghue Cleary, 


1923. 


Oscar Whitefield Reynolds. 
Samuel Otto Wright. 
John MacWilliams, 


Edward Erie Lane. 

Edmund Charles Sliney. 

Harlan Judson Ballentine. 

Hal Coleman Head. Reuben Earl Boyd. 

Walter John Donoghue. Roy Hartford Parker. 

Eustaquio Sabio Baclig to be first lieutenant, Philippine 
Scouts. 

Jose Emilio Olivares to be second lieutenant, Philippine 
Scouts. 

INFANTRY, 


To be captains. 


Clarence Harvey Bragg. DeWitt Clinton Smith, jr. 

Paul Rutherford Knight. John Curtis Newton. 

Edward Arthur Dolph to be first lieutenant, Coast Artillery 
Corps. 

Joseph Kittredge Baker to be first lieutenant, Cavalry. 

Charles William Leng, jr., to be first lieutenant, Cavalry. 

Frederick Pearson to be first lieutenant, Infantry. 

Charles Frederick Colson to be first lieutenant, Infantry. 

Donald Frederic Carroll to be first Heutenant, Infantry. 

Bernard Wellington Slifer to be first lieutenant, Coast Ar- 
tillery. 

Willard Ames Holbrook, jr., to be first lieutenant, Cavalry. 

Auston Monroe Wilson, jr., to be first lieutenant, Coast Ar- 
tillery. 

Samuel Powell Walker, jr., to be first lieutenant, Cavalry. 

Robert Alwin Schow to be first lieutenant, Infantry. 

John Harrison Stokes, jr., to be first lieutenant, Infantry. 

Grayson Villard Heidt to be colonel, Quartermaster Corps, 

James Cooper Rhea to be colonel, Cavalry. 

James Hanson to be colonel, Infantry. 

Walter Herbert Neill to be lietuenant colonel, Quartermaster 
Corps. 

Edmund Anthony Buchanan to be lieutenant colonel, Cavalry. 

Benjamin Delahauf Foulois to be Heutenant colonel, Air 
Service. 

Lawrence DuVal Cabell to be colonel, Quartermaster Corps. 

Clyffard Game to be colonel, Quartermaster Corps. 

George Washington Stuart to be colonel, Infantry. 

Robert Cherry Foy to be colonel, Field Artillery. 

Thomas Edward Hambleton to be brigadier general, Adjutant 
General's Department, Officers’ Reserve Corps. 

James Sumner Jones to be brigadier general, Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s Department, Officers’ Reserve Corps. 

Ora Elmer Hunt to be brigadier general, Inspector General's 
Department, Officers’ Reserve Corps. 

Samuel McRoberts to be brigadier general, Ordnance, Officers’ 
Reserve Corps. 

Jolin Ross Delafield to be brigadier general, Ordnance De- 
partment, Officers’ Reserve Corps. 

Edward Orton, jr., to be brigadier general, Quartermaster’s 
Department, Officers’ Reserve Corps. 

Jaumes Johnson Borree to be brigadier general, Officers’ Re- 
serve Corps. 

Quincy Adams Gillmore to be brigadier general, Officers’ Re- 
serve Corps. 
a Richard King Hale to be brigadier general, Officers’ Reserve 
orps, 

Jay Johnson Morrow to be brigadier general, Engineer Ofi- 
cers’ Reserve Corps. 


OFFICERS’ RESERVE CORPS. 
To be brigadier generals. 


Frank Ellis Bamford. Samuel Gardner Waller. 
Mortimer Drake Bryant. Robert E. Wood. 

Harold Montfort Bush. William Chamberlaine, 
George Rathbone Dyer. 

William Pegram Wilson to be major, Ordnance Department. 
Jolin Edwin Ray to be first lieutenant, Field Artillery. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA, 


Leonard D. Redfield, Benson, 
John R. Livingston, Chloride. 
John A. Williams, Hayden. 
Luther Caldwell, Holbrook. 
Harry E. Jenkins, Cooley. 
Elfreda M. McIntyre, Gila Bend. 
J. Lee Conrad, Scottdale. 

Elieli T. Miner, Humboldt. 

James E. Kintner, Grand Canyon 
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COLORADO, 


Eldon J. Fisher, Alamosa. 
Charles C. Hurst, Antonita. 
Ralph W. Bidwell, Briggsdale. 
Herbert D. McCaslin, Byers. 
Lillie W. Tomkins, Buena Vista. 
Paul P. Huston, Calhan. 

George Baker, Delagua. 

Charles L. Rudel, Fleming. 
Newell R. Usher, Florence. 
Alexander G. Johnson, Fort Lupton, 
Lawrence H. Dewey, Fruita. 
Lula D. Trimble, Georgetown. 
Mary E. Kendall, Kiowa. 

Emma B. Champie, Kersey, 
Elizabeth Amy, Kirk. 

Cecil M. Mount, La Jara. 
Royden G. Girling, Lazear. 
Lillian D. Watson, Louisville. 
Dallas E. Daniels, Manassa. 
James M. Brown, Mancos. 
William A, Sawyer, Mount Morrison. 
Ellsworth A. Weller, New Castle. 
Anna Richards, Ouray. 

Edward F. Green, Tungsten. 
Mary J. Fuller, Two Buttes. 
Ralph H. Weekly, Yuma. 


KANSAS. 


Frederick H. Dodd, Altoona, 
Charles N. Hunt, Arkansas City. 
William P. Ham, Atchison. 

Ella M, Greason, Atwood. 
Maurice W. Markham, Baldwin City. 
Samuel Barber, Barnard. 

Ernest E. Shannon, Barnes, 

John G. Hyde, Beloit. 

Jessie M. Arbogast, Belpre. 
Horace C. Lathrop, Blue Rapids, 
Arthur B. Fowler, Brookville, 
James R. Galyon, Burden. 
Linnihan M. Kelleher, Burlingame. 
Harry B. Gailey, Cambridge. 
Claude W. Simpson, Cawker City, 
Martin W. Sanderson, Cedar Vale. 
Lloyd T. Erickson, Cleburne. 
William C. Coates, Clyde. 

Orville G. Hannum, Corning. 
Elwood M. Jones, Council Grove. 
Edward L. Kier, Courtland. 
Harvey E. Lenser, Delphos. 
Alfred N. Parrish, Dunlap. 
Loraine A. Lyon, Edgerton. 
Grace E. Campbell, Elmdale. 
Harry A. Osborn, Emporia. 

Carl E. Myers, Enterprise. 
William L. Oliver, Erie. 

Sdward W. Melville, Eudora. 
George G. Wood, Eureka. 
Rebecca C. Minneman, Fairview. 
Charles D. Pritchard, Fall River, 
Hiram L. Hyde, Geneseo. 
Charles S. Goodrich, Goff. 
Edward M. Brown, Greensburg. 
Simon W. Jones, Hanover. 

Bessie M. Achenbach, Hardtner. 
Luella Meredith, Hill City. 
Ferdinand Scharping, Hillsboro, 
William T. Beck, Holton. 
Marjorie Van Meter, Johnson. 
Alvey P. Spessard, Junction City. 
Kirby L. Griffith, Kanopolis. 
Elmer E. Brewster, Leavenworth. 
Anna J. Miller, Lebanon. 

Clayton R. Abbott, Lincoln. 
Neeley F. Troy, Little River. 
Eben Carlsson, McPherson. 
Joseph C. Wolf, Macksville. 

John O. Rodgers, Mankato, 
Daisy F. Greene, Menlo. 
Clarence E. Wilson, Mildred. 
John B. Schwab, Morrowville. 
John D. Eisenhower, Navarre. 
Josiah Foltz, Newton. 
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Rhoda Champagne, Oketo. | Leon C. W. Foote, Lee. 
Clarence Haughawont, Onaga. Ernest H. Wilcox, Manchester. 


Herman F. Kiesow, Osage City. 
Walter S. Clark, Ottawa. 

Cyrus W. Ricketts, Paola. 
William M. McDannald, Peru. 
Leslie Fitts, Reading. 

Nella Maupin, St. John. 

Albert E. Kerns, St. Marys. 
Ralph G. Johnson, Seneca. 

Guy E. Woodhouse, jr., Sharon Springs. 
Samuel M. Simmons, Spring Hill. 
Chester A. Freeman, Tonganoxie. 
Russel R. Bechtetheimer, Ulysses. 
Viola E. Stauffer, Valley Center. 
Orliff F. Falls, Valley Falls. 
Carroll B. Kelly, Wakeeney. 
Mary O. Detwiler, Wamego. 
Connie Collins, Washington. 
Charles E. Painter, Waverly. 
Claude J. Wood, Wetmore. 
William L. Holmes, White City. 
David R. Price, Williamsburg. 
Althea C. Curry, Winchester. 
John F. Allen, Yates Center. 
Zella M. Johnston, Zenda. 


MAINE. 


Everett E. Sinnett, Bailey Island. 

William F. Holden, Bangor. 

William C. Libbey, Belfast. 

Everett E. Brown, Brooks. 

Dwight A. Bisbee, Canton. 

George W. Jordan, Cumberland Center. 

Fred A. Pitts, Damariscotta. 

Everett M. Vannah, East Boothbay, 

Sarah J. Jordan, Ellsworth Falls, 

Eugene L. Jewell, Fairfield. 

Harry B. Brown, Farmington. 

John E. Sargent, Fryeburg. 

Wade P. Clifton, Greenville Junction. 

Stephen H. Ward, Kennebunk Port. 

George D. Vose, Kingfield. 

Charles E. Perry, Kittery Point, 

Walter B. Stone, Lovell. 

Marry G. Kennison, Madison, 

Rose McLaughlin, Mapleton. 

Albert C. Bradbury, Newport. 

Bernice E. Morse, North Jay. 

Edith B. Holden, Oakfield. 

Dwight P. Macartney, Oakland. 

Homer M. Orr, Oldtown. 

Louise R. Harding, Orono, 

Alice C. Havener, Searsport. 

Earle R. Clifford, South Paris. 

Ernest C. Butterfield, Springfield. 

George W. Tracy, Stockholm. 

George H. Hopkins, Stockton Springs. 

Clarence T. Carll, Waterboro. 

Edward C. Bridges, York Village. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 


Charles W. Hastings, Agawam. 
Samuel L. Porter, Amesbury. 
Frederick H. Green, Ashburnham. 
Harry F. Bingham, Ashby. 

John D. Quigley, Ashland. 

Ruth M. Davis, Auburn, 

Albert L. Porter, Avon. 

Daniel M. O'Leary, Baldwinsville. 
John J. Downey, Blackstone. 
Lewis R. Holden, Bondsville. 
Lawrence T. Briggs, Brockton. 
Maynard N. Wetherell, Chartley. 
William H. Lilley, Chicopee. ` 
William Davidson, Chicopee Falls. 
Fred A. Campbell, Dedham. 
George W. Jones, Falmouth. 
George H. Staples, Franklin. 
Gilbert W. O'Neil, Gloucester. 
Charles H. Slocomb, Greenfield. 
Leroy E. Johnson, Groton. 

Harry L. Howard, Hatfield. 
Albert F. Newell, Holden. 
William F. Keller, Holliston. 
George A. Coolidge, Hudson. 


Turner R. Bailey, Medfield. 
Bernard Camphell, Millville. 

Karl F. Koch, Montague City. 
‘Charles D. Streeter, Mount Hermon. 
Harold Winslow, New Bedford. 
George W. Orcutt, North Abington. 
James T, Potter, North Adams, 
Alice K. Briggs, North Easton. 
Edith H. Jobnson, North Middleboro. 
Frederic W. Brown, North Scituate. 
Wilfred J. Tancrell, North Uxbridge. 
Charles W. Adams, ‘Onset. 

Alonze W. Jones, Orleans, 

John Hamilton, Otter River. 

Palmer J. Lord, Petersham. 
Margaret E. Rourke, Prides Crossing. 
Aloysius B. Kennedy, Rochdale. 
Mark A. Putnam, Rutland. 

William E. Chaffin, Scituate. 
Edward L. Chapin, Southbridge. 
Wesley G. Rose, South Deerfield. 
Maurice Williams, South Easton, 
John H. Preston, South Hadley. 
Susan F. Twiss, Three Rivers. 
Alfred N. Andrews, Topfield. 
Frederick C. Haigis, Turners Falls. 
Otis J. A. Dionne, Walpole. 

Blanche E. Robinson, Wareham. 
Thomas E. Hynes, Wayland. 
Alexander Wylie, Webster. 

George D. Roe, Westfield. 

Henry O. Bailey, West Newbury: 
Mary A. Fallon, West Stockbridge. 
Edmund F. Peck, West Wareham. 
W. C. Arthur Hebert, West Warren. 
Harry W. Metcalf, Wrentham, 


NEVADA. 


James L. Denton, ‘Caliente. 
Henry J. Marriott, Ely. 
Anna S. Michal, Round Mountain. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


Wallace E. Mayo, Cascade. 

Harny L. D. Severance, Claremont. 
Charles E. Ayers, Farmington. 
May F. Summer, Goffstown. 
Edward E. Cossette, Gonic. 
Maurice H. Randall, Haverhill. 
Jesse ©, Parker, Hillsboro. 
William H. Drew, Intervale. 
Harriet O. Harriman, Jackson. 
Charles I. Bemis, Marlboro. 
Arthur J. Gould, New London. 
Harold B. Pinkham, New Market. 
Harry D. Eastman, North Conway. 
Charles F. Southard, North Haverhill. 
Stella E. Coburn, North Rochester. 
George P. Furbush, Rochester. 
Charles E. Winn, Somersworth, 
Byron J. L. Eaton, Seabrook. 
Eleazer F. Baker, Suncook. 
Arthur O. Albrecht, West Ossipee. 


NEW MEXICO, 


Emmet Wirt, Dulce. 

Flossie Fraser, Gibson. 

John L, Augustine, Lordsburg. 
Malaquias Baca, Mosquero. 
Marie J. O'Bryan, Santa Fe. 
Louise N. Martin, Socorro. 

John H. Vaughan, State College. 


OKLAHOMA. 


Mrs. Roy M. Muse, Elmore City, 
Marshall G. Norvell, Marietta. 
William H. Maxey, Randlett. 
Otto G. Bound, Ryan. 

Harrison Brown, Watonga. 
Myrta V. Ballenger, Woodward. 


SOUTH DAKOTA, 


John D, Evans, Alpena. 
Frank I. Neal, Aurora. 


1923. 


John V. Drips, Belvidere. 
Benjamin D. Kidman, Bigstone City. 
Willard O. Dailey, Bison. 

Leroy A. Gage, Bryant. 

Arthur D. Flagg, Buffalo. 
Leonard J. Walker, Carthage, 
William W. Sour, Castlewood. 
Frank B. Sherwood, Cottonwood. 
Charles S. Kingsbury, Dallas. 
Clyde J. Bowell, Edgemont, 
Winfred E. Whittemore, Estelline. 
Alma J. McCormack, Faith. 

Lee E. Buck, Flandreau. 

Hattie L. Meyer, Florence. 

Alton E. Lewis, Henry. 

Clyle L. Buttrick, Isabel. 
William F. D. Ackermann, Kaylor. 
Linville Miles, Langford. 

Henry Rohrer, Madison. 

John G. Wordeman, Martin, 

John M. Williams, Miller. 
Albert Koehne, Oldham. 
Clarence M. Matter, Orient. 

Fred S. Williams, Pierre. 

Oliver C. Ross, Pine Ridge. 
Robert G. Andis, Presho. 

John Larson, Pukwana. 

John W. Rydell, Rosholt. 

Fred J. Seais, Spearfish. 

Edward J. Groat, Thunder Hawk. 
Gust M. Eggen, Vienna. 

Victor M. Dalthorp, Volga. 
Edward A. Wearne, Webster. 
Guy M. King, Wessington. 
Volney T. Warner, Woonsocket. 
John W. Woods, Worthing. 

Emil O. Vondracek, Yale. 


UTAH. 


Peter Allan, Blanding. 

Henry H. Lunt, Cedar City. 
Elsie Tallestrup, Clearcreek. 
James C. Hill, Elsinore. 

Will C. Barton, Garfield. 

Ezra P. Jensen, Garland. 

Leo N. Gledhill, Gunnison. 
Maranda Smith, Heber. 

Harold A, Wood, Holden. 

Goldie F. Stevenson, Lynndyl. 
Alta A. Dayton, Magna. 

Henry C. Jacobs, Mount Pleasant. 
George G. Rosevear, Park City. 
Mary Cooper, Pleasant Grove. 
Frauces C. England, Scofield. 
Thomas H. Latimer, jr., Springville. 
Norman G. Allan, Wellsville. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Cecil H. Martindale, Ansted. 
Rosa P. Oxley, Athens. 

Henry A. Russell, Berkeley Springs, 
Dorsey J. Lake, Bridgeport. 
Edgar I. Hatfield, Cairo. 

Nina E. Nettles, Camden on Gauley, 
John M. Garrett, Dunbar. 

Stark A. Willhide, Durlius. 

John H. Middleton, Elk Garden. 
Thomas W. Stalnaker, Elkins. 
James S. Phipps, Fayetteville. 
Oscar Sipple, Fort Gay. 

Wilbur Dolly, Franklin. 
Everett B. Wray, Glen White. 
Bailey G. Stump, Grantsville. 
Perry C. Thomas, Helen. 

John F. Lusk, Itmann, 

Millard F. Forgey, Kingston. 
Elmer E. Radabaugh, Masontown. 
Earl Pepper. Morgantown. 
William R. Moore, Mount Hope. 
Jolin A. Diehl, Mullens. 

Joe Van Zandt, Newburg. 


Lloyd V. McIntire, New Martinsville. 


Wesley L. Lawson, Nitro. 
George McDonald, Parkersburg. 
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Lawrence Lipscomb, Parsons. 
Jessie L. Henery, Pine Grove. 
Leonard C. Griffith, Power. 
Waitmon T. W. Morgan, Rainelle. 
Frank T. Corder, Raleigh. 
Emerson E. Deitz, Richwood. 
Isaac C. Staats, Ripley. 

George H. Spencer, Rivesville. 
Justus Stalnaker. Sutton. 
Preston R. Payne, Switchback. 
Lawrence B. Kenniburg, Thomas. 
Abner N. Harris, Thorpe. 
William G. Damron, War. 

Willis H. Marshall, Wheeling. 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 19, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rey. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Father, we certainly ought to be a happy people for Thou 
dost crown our days with Thy goodness, and Thou dost give us 
evidence continually that Thou art watching over us. Deliver 
us from all pessimism. May we see the world brighter and 
more hopeful than in former days, and where shadows may 
have fallen may we know of a surety that behind the dim un- 
known standeth God within the shadow keeping watch above 
His own. We humbly ask in Jesus’ name. Amen, 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 
day’s proceedings when, on request of Mr. Lopce and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 


| MONTHLY REPORTS OF CONDITIONS OF RAILROAD EQUIPMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a re- 
port of the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
submitted in compliance with Senate Resolution 438, agreed to 
February 26, 1923. showing for the month of November, 1923, 
the condition of railroad equipment and related data, which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


ATTORNEYS EMPLOYED BY THE SHIPPING BOARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a report from the United States Shipping Board and 
will ask the Secretary to read the letter accompanying it. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 


Unrrep Srates SHIPPING BOARD, 
Washington, December 18, 1923. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. O. 

Sin: There is transmitted herewith, in accordance with resolution 
adopted by the Senate on January 16, 1923, and Senate Resolution 
No. 37, a list of attorneys employed by the United States Shipping 
Board and by or for tue United States Shipping Board Emergency 
Fleet Corporation or their agents. 7 

The information required under Senate resolution of January 16, 
1923, was of such an extensive nature that the report could not be 
completed prior to the adjournment of Congress on March 4, 1923. 

I have taken the liberty of including in the report all attorneys 
employed by the United States Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Cor- 
poration or their agents down to August 21, 1923, and will be glad 
to furnish the committee with information regarding any attorneys 
who haye been either employed or discharged since that date. This 
date was used, as I find it was the date on which the final work on 
the resolution of the Senate of January 16, 1923, was completed. 

We are continuing our search to find if any other attorneys may 
have been employed through the agency of any of the managing oper- 
ators or agents. It is not believed that there have been any others, 
but search will be continued to make sure of this fact. 

Respectfully, 


Epwarp P. Farusy, Chairman. 


Mr. MOSES. I ask unanimous consent that the report Le 
printed in the RECORD. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire asks that the report be printed in the Recorp, Is 
there objection? 

Mr. KING. It is an important report, and E think it ought 
to go to the Committee on Commerce that that committee 
may determine whether it shall be printed as a public docu- 
ment. However, if it is printed in the Recoxp that will be 
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sufficient. I have no objection to its being printed in the 
Recorp, and make no request that it be printed as a public 
document if it is printed in the RECORD. 

The report was referred to the Committee on Commerce 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


List of counsel and attorneys icho hate been appointed or have acted 
upon the regular staff of the United States Shipping Board up to and 
including August 21, 1923. 


List No. 1. Dates of employment. 
ACTIVE. 
Parker, Chauncey G. Ap ted eral sel Sept. 1, 1922 
sf E. Band E. F. C. paid by E. F. C.). 7 
Snider, Glen R.... Appointed attorney Apr. 7, 1919 84, 200 
Promoted May 16, 1920. 5,000 
Promoted assistant admiralty 6,000 
7,500 
10, 000 
SEPARATED. 
Abbot, Edwin H. jr 4,500 
5,000 
5, 600 
Acheson, Dean GG... 2,000 
dh SOURI 2,000 
Resigned July 29, 1918. 
Alexander, Walter R...... Ap d attorney Feb. 14, 1917......... 2,100 
Promoted Apr. 16, 1918. 2,500 
Resigned May 31, 1918. 
Reappointed Feb. 10, 1919. 3,000 
ted Oct, 11919 5 sake E 3,600 
F 8,900 
Amberg, Harold V Appoluted Aeg t. 27. AT 4,000 
„Harold V.. p Sept. 27, 1917 0 
` Promoted Apr. 16 Jois 3 5, 000 
Transferred to s office as as- 
sistant Jan. 1, 1919. 
300 
3 80 
3,900 
5 May 1, 1918. 1,820 
Promoted chiet clerk law Aug. 1, 1.400 
Promoted Sept. 16, 191888 1,800 
Resigned Oct. 13, 1918. 
Beck, John .. e A ted assistant counsel July 12, 1919. . 3,600 
Promoted Jan. 1, 1920.... 4,000 
Feb. 6, 4,250 
5, 000 
Brinton, Jasper Y 8,500 
general solicitor June 16, 1921. 8, 500 
i ed assistant counsel Oct, 16, 1921. . 8, 500 
Edward B Appoin 6 13, 1917 7,000 
Burling, Edward B. 13, 1917 > 
me Promoted Det. 1, II . . 10, 000 
pbell, Ira A e e couisel May 6, 10 7,000 
Cam —— A ay 6, 1918. A 
Sabas changed to $1 per annum Sept. 7 
Resigned Aug. 1, 1919. 
Clark, Lincoln R. — 14 p 3 t counsel (E. F. C.) 1, 80 
y 1, 1919. 
oted and transferred (S. B.) effective 4, 800 
July 1, 1919. 
[We Hg. Pepe peor ee OAS 5,000 
Eromi Aae a = bees 5 6,000 
Resigned a . 
Coffey, Edgar 88 Appointed attorney — r May 11, 1917. 2,400 
ug. 31, 
ohen, Benjamin V.. . Appointed attorney Aug. 1, 1917 000 
8 y apponi Ape 16, N KEF 500 
Dec. 31, 1918. 
Cotton, Joseph PFF. Appointed special advisory counsel, $1 per 
annum, Apr. 17, 1917. 
Resignation date etermined. 
Dawson, Miles K.... 4 ted attorney 7, 500 
ay 1, 1918. 
Set — * t. 25, 1918 3,000 
„ Robert K.. A inted a = 25, 1918 „ 
mesa A R U I ca 5,000 
Promoted July 1, 1919...... 6,000 
Promoted July 14, 1919. 7,200 
a pine acting general counsel Nov. 1, §, 500 
Promoted assistant general counsel Jan. 1, 10, 000 
1920. 
Promoted Mar. 12, 1920.... 10, 000 
uly 21, 
Dutch, Charles F.. -.-| Appointed attorney Oct. 21, 19188. 5, 000 
igned — 30, 1919. 
1725 20 100 i se 
Promoted admiralty counsel Nov. 1, 1019. 8,500 
Promoted Jan. 1, 190 . 10, 000 
Resigned Oct. 27, 1920. 


See List No. 2 U. S. 8. B. E. F. C. active. 


List of counsel and attorneys who have been appointed or have acted 
upon the regular staff of the United States Shipping Board up to und 
including August 21, 023—€ontinned. 


List No. 1. Dates of employment. 
SEPARATED—continued. 
Freund, Sanford H. E.. A uted ral counsel July 1, 1922 
go B and E F. C.) (paid by E. Fc) 
Gans, Howard... ... Appointed dr g’ n 
Goff, Guy D. 2 — Selah Emergeney 
D oree n general cou. 
2 Breet Corporation May 21, 1920. 
Promoted Aug. 16, 10 %/%ꝗ/% %⸗hn⁵ 
Transferred general counsel Shipping 


Appointed attorney Jan. 1, 1919 
Resigned Feb. 1, 1919. 
Appar admiralty attorney Sept, 23, 
18. 
Promoted Apr. 16, 1919999 
Resigned July 31, 1919. 
Appointed rant Mar. 19, 1917 
Promoted Apr, 16, 1018... 


Resigned Jan. 31, 1919. 

5 from derk to attorney July 28, 
Promoted attorney May 16, 1920........... 
Resigned Sept. 30, 1921. 
Appointed general counsel June 24, 1919... 
Resigned Sept. 9, 1919. 
A ted assistant general counsel E. F. C. 


ated special June 21, 1921... 
ed Aug. 20, 1921. j 
examiner Apr. 28, 1917 


pointed at 


A nted adr counsel Nov. 14, 1917. 
ene Tune 4, 1919, y 


A ted assistant eounsel otion 
ae auditor June hg At 


Resigned Dec. 31, 1918. 
a 


Ap t attorney June 20, 1918. 
Resigned July 18, 1918. 
Ap) ted counsel 


3 attornev (paid Shipping 
) Feb. 10, 1919. w 
Corporati Si 1, 1920, 
ion Jan. 1, . 
Promoted assistant counsel 
Resigned {pai 


Vreeland, Hamilton, jr 
Welch, Jos. N... . . 


Wells, Geo. F. 
Whipple, Sherman L.. 


1918. 
Resigned Mar. 15, 1919. 
assistant 


Appointed £ 
Promoted May 16, 1920..........-......... 
8 assistant gen 

Promoted admiralty counsel Oct. 1, 1020. 
Resigned Nov. 30, 1920. 


See List No. 3 U. 8. S. B. E. F. C. separated. 


Wood, Erskine 
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upon the regular ataf of the United States 8 


orporation up to and including August 21, 223. 


Dates of employment. 


ACTIVE. 

Allison, E. M., Ir Tia A ted s counsel July 11, 1921 
5 * Salary adjusted to comply withact of Aug. 
Barker, Stephen Appointed assistant counsel Jan. 10, 1923.. 

es Se Ap . 
Berry, Welter I. . . Ri 
Boal, Arthur M. 
Brown, Oliver P. M....... 


A 
Davidge, Walter D.. Appointed 
DeGoosh, Arthur W 
Dyer, Rowland S. H...... 


Fell, Edgar T. rot 


an. 1, 1923 
Appointed assistant counsel July 12, 1 
i F 
Apr. 16, 1919. 


miralty 
Promoted May 16, 100 reran 
Promoted Jan. 1, 1923 


Appoin' 
.| Appointed assistant 
Ap ted assistant 


aa a 
Appointed nsel July 18, 1921.... 
Salary adjusted tocompiy with aa of Aug. 
i pecial counsel Aug. 16, 1922.... 


Promoted general counsel Sept. 1, 1922... . 
(S. B. & E. F.C.) Paid by E. F. C. 
A assistant counsel 


Parker, Chauncey G.. 


Powers, Caleb............. 


Sloane, James — -|A 
Talbert, James 


Van Fossan, E. H. 
Ward, Henry M... 


who have been ointed or have acted „ 
regular staff 
Corporation up 


Board Emergency 


pew pet ba E 


< POs 


~~ SO SOOO Um Ito 


ebene 


SS Se 


Beere ee beer peeny s 
3 2883288833583 88 8888888 88888 888888 88888 8888888 888888888 8888888888 88888888888 83 


88 


PPP APPLIAN 


— 


Fue 


Worthington, W. W... 5, 
Rate of 
annual 

com: 
tion. 

Allen, R. Gregory Ap ted assistant counsel Mar. 13, 1022. 

A ened June 3, 1922. — 


who have been 
United States 8. 


Dates of employment. 


SEPARATED—continued. 
Anderson, W. T. C. 


Appointed assistant counsel Apr. 28, 1919.. 
Promoted July 1, 3 woman 


—ͤ— — 


le, Monte 

App May 1, 1918... 

Promoted June 16, 1918.. 

Resigned Jan. 20, 1919. 
assistant 


Armstrong, David Appointed t counsel Feb. 20, 1918.. 
Promoted May 1, 1918 
Promoted Dec. 1, 1918... 8 
Part time Jau. 1, 19019 9 
ed Apr. 5, 1019. 
Aron, Harold G... 


Bayles, Edwin A. . A 


Beale, Arthur M........... 


Bullitt, W. Marshall....... 1921. 
act Aug. 
23, 192 
Burchell, Arthur L. 
Carmichel, John C......... 
Cavenes, C. ...... 
‘Childers, Henry H. 
Oravey, George C.......... 
(Crittenden, E. K.... 
Cuthell, Chester W. 
Darby, H. J. Ap s counsel July 21, 1921.... 
â Aug. 31, 1921. 
Davis, Charles 83. -Appointed attorney Sept. 19, 192111. 
Resigned .31, 1922. 
Deibert, Arthur H. mie Appointed assistant counsel Aug.18, 1920.. 
ed Dec. 3, 1922. 
Deignan, James H.........| Appointed counsel July 5, 1918... 
Denvir, John B., jr FT 
Dobyns, Fletcher 8 
Aug. 2 š 
22 socaesooencese: 
Resigned Dec, 31. 1922. 
Donehoo, Robert P........| Appointed assistant counsel May 16, 1919. 
Promoted Gs S 
Resigned July 25, 
Resigned 


Mar. 4, 1920, 
Appointed assistant counsel June 17, 1918. 
Promoted Ang. 16, 19188 
Promoted Jan. 1, 1919... 
Promoted Mar. 1, 1939... 
Promoted Mar. 16, 1999”) 
Resigned Apr.15, 1922. 


Edmonds, D. E 


appointed or have acted 
g Board Bm ey 
to and including August 21, 1923—Continu 


pr see om B Sees ppp e 
88 858 88 8 3885 883 888 
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List of counsel and attorneys who have been appointed or have acted | List of counsel and atto: 8 who have been ointed or have act | 
wgon the regular staff of the United States 3 Board Emergency spon the regular staff of the United States Shipp. ng Board imergoney 
leet Corporaticn up to and including August 1923—Continued. leet Corporation up to and including August Bp 1923—Continued. 


Rate of Rate of 
List No. 3. Dates of employment. Bites List No. & Dates of employment. Hens mal | 
tion. on. 
SEPARATED—continued. SEPARATED—continued. 
Evans, Lawrence $3,000 | Lindsay, Walter J. Appointed assistant counsel June 3, 1918. . $3,500 
6,000 | Lloyd, G. P sop ae 445 
Saath pt eee 107000 D e ae bulged 1 7,500 
Demoted P 8,000 | Longfellow, Arthur 3,600 
Desiguaticnt 6 8 special expert Jan. 8,000 1. 5 
ee e sn mans... | enn 
n DEEE t counsel July 8, ees 
Fairbanks, Josep Appointed special counsel July 18, 1021. 15,000 : Promoted Dec. 16, 1918, hs $000 
255 — to comply with act of r irae ß. 6, 000 
Promoted assistant general counsel Jan. 11,000 | McDavitt, J. Frank.. J Appointed attorney Feb. 1, 1919 1,800 
Feild, A.J Reine July 2, ee 1 Jan. 14, ine r pex 
e assistant counsel Jan. 1 > e cnemnecss 
; Promoted Sept. 16, 1918...... 3800 855 = Ts 
Promoted Jan. 1, 1919. 4,800 | McGovern, Francis E.. 10, 000 
a 15 TTA 8.000 Meritt, W. C Appointed 
romot y — „000 | Meritt, W. O0o pi — —— counsel rahe. 18, 1918. 
Resigned Feb. 11, 1920, ; 5 Aug. 16, 1018 af 22000 
Fell, John Cory Appointed 8 Feb. 1, 19233. 2, 400 Promoted Dee. 1, 1918. 6,000 
Res N Promoted Feb. 1, 1919 7. 500 
Frazer, James R.... Appo inted assistant counsel Aug. 8, 1921. .. 10, 000 Promoted general counsel Apr. 1, 1919..... 10, 000 
Rbuigned Sept. 15, 1922. Resigned 31, 1919. 
Freedman, Abraham......| Appointed special counsel Aug. 8, 1921.... 10,000 | Magill, Watson .. Appointed assistant counsel May 31, 1919.. 3,600 
Resigned Dee. 31, 1921. Promoted Ang. 16, 19190 0000000000 4, 000 
Freund, Sanford H. E.. poets special counsel Aug. 8, peer 25, 000 Resigned Feb. 115 1020. 
S 8 to comply with act of 11,000 | Manson, Lester C. Appointed assistant counsel Mar. 4, 1919. 5,000 
Promoted June 16, 1919... 2.2... ate 6,000 
d general ire Shiping Board 20, 000 Resigned Dec. 1, 1919. 
. L Emergono y Ele Corporation) July Milliken, John .. Appointed assistant counsel Sept. 16, 1922. 5,000 
esi r. 
Resigned pae pA Emergency Fleet Cor- Mock, John Ape tes assist ut counsel Oct. 17, 1921. 4,000 
4585 ion) July 1922. 
Gaines, J. K...... 55 assistant peers counsel June 9,500 | Monroe, J. Blanc.........- Appointed 1 A1 4 corneal Jan. 1, 1921.. 3,000 
ug. 18, 75 
Title changed to assistant counsel Oct. O'Loughlin, Gerald Appointed assistant 2,500 
16, 1921. 5,000 
6,000 
Gerkin, U, Tassie iso tons 3,000 a 
aoc Pattangall, W. R... 1 15,000 
3 5,000 Patterson, Chas. Ff. 10,000 
2580 Payne, John Barton 7,500 
pei Ferie, R. LAE T TE 5,000 
7 Peters, Glenn 5 5,000 
SAR Poore, John G 
oore, John G.. 3 
3,600 Sen 
200 
ppointed assistant „%%%! J Fromoted et. L . EN EE ES 8.680 
Promoted Sept. ute SOUR ss E ATA 6,000 x 
Resigned Feb. 5, 1919. Priest; Ws SS 4,000 
Haywood, Alfred W....... Apparel assistant counsel May 7, 1919.. 6,000 
Se Promota assistant general counsel July 6,500 | Raymond, R. LL... 5,000 
A 8 e ansi 1 19 3,000 preheater, 5 
Hel BA p] une 18.. 
wig, 3 Renae: MNES 2 — Rippy, Chas. T.. 3,000 
Resigned June 23, 1919. - Resigned i Sept. 30, 1924 
5 assistant counsel June 24, 4,500 | Roberts, Charles .. eave a assistant counsel June 17, 1918.. 3,000 
E gned June 
Promoted Mar. 1, 192 6,000 | Robinson, Ira Ee. * assistant general counsel Aug. 8, 500 
Hoffpauir, C. C e 5 Pure 7,1920.. 2, 400 N 
een p attorney June 7, 1 ov. 
po Promoted 1 Oct. 3,000 | Sabine, W. T., Iiir ee 1 counsel July 8, 1918... 4,000 
Hone, J H ree ae ier 2 Ba 2,000 Promoted Mar, 15, 1026 5 8.000 | 
one, Jasper II.. pointe 7 5 1020 5 5 5 
$ Promoted Jan. 2 2, 400 Resigned Jan. 10, 1922, 
Resigned Apr. 18, 1990 Reappointed Mar. 23, 19222222. 6,500 | 
Huger, Alfred Appauted De June l. 5,000 Resigned Mar. 10, 1933. | 
Resigned Apr. 18, 1918. Saeger, W. COO... + 5 assistant t counsel, no salary, 
Hume, R. 888. ee re a iG 8 Nov. 14, 1021. 5,000 1, aor 8 
Hunter, John. 5,000 | Scott, Leslie P............] Appointed admiralty attorney Oct. 11, 1921. 2,500 
Resigned Feb, 2, 1 
Resigned Mar. 10, 1923 Shackleford, V. R... Appointed assistant counsel July 8, 1918... 3.000 
Jacobsen, E. EE. Appointed assistant counsel July 28, 1919.. 4,500 signed Nov. 29, 1918. 
Promoted Mar. 16, 1920................... 5,400 | Shaw, Charles O. — Appointed assistant counsel Oct. 4, 1920.. 4,000 | 
Resigned Oct. 31, 1922. Sept. 30, 1921 
Johnson, H. McClure. ..... Appointed assistant counsel Mar. 1, 1919.. 5,000 | Sherman, Roger Appointed assistant counsel Jan. 20, 1019. 4,000 
Promoted Mar. 16, 19090) 6, 500 Promoted Apr. 1, 1919 4,500 
E. Powis Resigned Oct. 28, 2218 W 9 
POWs sanan 7, 500 F os 
POU) eerie E E ESN ea eroe a s pa eben E 10,000 Smyth, Nathan A......... AA i221. assistant general counsel, July 15,000 
‘ay 1, 1922. 4 Adjustment ot to comply with act 11,000 
Resigned Oct.’14, 1922. of Aug, 23, 1 aT x : 
Kelly, Frank J.... Appointed assistant counsel May 1, 1920. 3,000 Promoted general o counsel Feb. 10, 1922.. 11,009 
Promoted Sept. 16, ai S 5,000 1922. 
Resigned Sept. 30, 1 Spoor, Seward GG.. Appointed assistant counsel Mar. 13, 1919 . 6,000 
Keyes, Carlyle M.........- 1 8 assistant 5 Feb. 3, 1919. 4,000 “ En ee, assistant general counsel J uly 6, 500 
esi an. 
Lansdale, A. III.. A a 8 counsel by promotion 3,000 Promoted general counsel Dec. 16, 1919. ... 8,500 
Kom chief clerk June 1, 1918 Resigned Mar. 15, 1 
Resigned Feb. 3, 1919. Stern, Carl S............... Appointed assistant counsel Oct. 1, 1917. 4,000 
eee Appointed assistant counsel July 7, 1921... 10,000 omoted Jan. I, T N 4.250 
Resigned May 31, 1923. Promoted Apr. 16, 1918888 5,000 
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List of counsel and attorneys who have been appointed or have acted 
upon the regular staff of the United States Shipping Board Emergency 
Fleet Corporation up to and including August 21, 1923—Continued. 


DISTRICT OFFICES—Continued. 


List No. 3. Dates of employment. 


Dates of empioyment. District, 
Apres district counsel Oct. Florida. 
Promoted from law clerk toas- New York. 
* = 1919. tonna E pis 
Promoted Mar. 18 e. 2288 
Tomo! ug. 10, 1920. 
5,500 | McCormack, Joseph. A 4,000 | New York. 
ar. 10, 1919. 
3,300 Promoted June 1, 1919........ 4800 
_ | Promoted July 1, 1019. 5,000 
8,900 Promoted Mar. 18, 190. 6,000 
4,200 | McDonald, Chas, A. . . Appointedattorney Oct. 20, 100. 3,000 Norfolk. 
rg pronon admiralty counsel 4,000 
* Ov. 
Den 5,000 | Menkel, A. M. Appointed assistant admiralty | 7,000 | New York, 
Thomas, A. T. pointed sistant en 3, 600 Resigned Jon, 31° 1031, 1 
Thompson, Claude A......| Appointed assistant counsel Mar. 16, 1022 10,000 EPS eee eee, 
Resigned Dec. 1, 1922. ` | Michaels, M. H. Appointed assistant counsel! 2. 400 Do. 
Tierney, James P. . Appointed assistant counsel by promotion 2,160 eb. 1 5 
from eae De. 8 k : Promoted May 1, 1923.......... 8,000 = 
Tyson, John A.... .. Appointed a assistant counsel Mar. 11, 1920... 4h SOmnine, Ralph B---..) Apoointad sdmiralty attorney | 0,000 z 
Resigned Sept, 30, 1921. -| | Schaffner, Walter oted 
Updike, Edwin H.. . . Appointed assistant counsel Apr. 22, 1918.. ii oon | Sones Water o 
Promoted Nov. 18, 1818s 6,000 1922, i 
Promoted Feb. 1, 1919 npaepopaneked 7,000 Promoted from investigator to 4,200 
Walton, C. M., jr 3,000 iat a anf APE 
3,600 Snom, MacCormac.... .. Promoted from examiner to Portland. 
3” 900 assistant counsel Apr. 1, 1920. 
4. 500 Promoted to ae district 
> ov. 
Wesdock, Paul -----| Appointed assist it counsel Sept. 19, 1917. 3,000 ema | district counsel 
es ` k wart, I oi i 1 
Wehle, Louis B.. ... Appointed assistant counsel Aug. 10, 1917.. 4,000 e Appa es snih Hem Ok 
Promoted Jan. 1, 1018 2.2.2... 4,250 Promoted Apr. 1, 1923 
8 Jan. TETA TEANO P um 6,000 | Wandless, Edgar . 5 „ counsel Do. 
Westcott, James B........| Appointed assistant counsel May 24, 1918.. 4,000 i a ` 2 : 
Promoted Sept. 16, 1818 , 1800 Washington, George A Appointed sei tant counsel 8 Do. 
pa 6,600 White, J. K.. ...... . Appointed assistant counsel Do. 
y Aug. 29, 1921. 
4,000 Whitney, F. A... Appointed assistant counsel Do. 
oted Jan. 1, 1918. . . 5,000 | Wolfe, C. W. e Epa stant admiralt Do. 
Promoted assistant general counsel Apr. e Pea counsel Mar. 1, 1923, z a 
Wythe, Charles E. Appointed assistant admiralty Do. 
Promoted Sept. 16, 191 10000. 7,200 f 8 
3 eneral counsel Feb, 1, 1919..... 10,000 MR: eae 
Willey, James OD Appointed assistant counsel by promotion $2,700 SEPARATED. 
Om law cier: ov. . 
etree Resigned Nov ian sel Ames, Alden sc; aka attorney June 20, San Francisco. 
2 Appointed ass Mar. 3, 1919... 5,000 5 
, Promoted Bar d 10 ARRIER 6,000 Rete Fe eee 
eS) ar. „ i! — 
Wood, H. . Appointed assistant counsel Aug. 15, 1921. 4,000 | Arney, C. E............] Promoted from law elerik to Seattle. 
igni pr. 30, R s 
Wood, Roger B............| Appointed assistant counsel Oct. 15, 1018. 4,000 1918. 
3 Prigned Nov. 13, 4918. Fin ‘ Resigned Feb. 29, 1920. 
Wright, Robert R... Barnes, G. L.........-- K tod legal adjuster (one- Boston. 
eee uly 15, 1918. 
Resigned. Not available. 
Barber, Benn..........| Appointed assistant New York. 
DISTRICT OFFICES. S e, 1919. 
Prom July 1, 1919. 
Promoted district counsel Feb. 
16, 1920. 
Resigned May 31, 1923, 
Beckett, H. B. 4 pe ee counsel Portland. 
Promoted attorney Mar. 1, 
Campbell, A. R App aia ‘counsel, New York, 
p I ATARE Ñ ew Yor 
T Appointed assistant district $150 per month for 
oda Jan. 1, 1923. eee Jane 28. 1919. = 
Promoted July i, 1923.......... Promoted Aug. I. 1819 ......- 
Biddle, George. Appointed assistant 6,000 | New York. Resigned Aug. 31, 1919. 
ya ae ay 1, 1923. be Carson, Adam C 5 attorney Sept. 15, Do. 
I Sept. 23, 1919. Resigned May 15, 1920. 
Promoted Mar. 1, 1920. Conrad, W. Davis attorney Feb. 1 Do. 
Promoted June 16, 1920 : : 
Dwyer, E ETI into San Francisco. e 
Easton, Kerner New Vork. Promoted Feb. t 1921. ASSTAT 
; ug. 30, 1921. - 
Gray, H. M... Do. Cosgrove, Howard G... N attorney Aug. 1, Seattie. 
Gray, W. B.. Do. 10 May . Wg 
Promoted Feb. 10. ma eg Fel 
Sec ed Resigned Sept. 24, 1920. 
Hawkins, J. C. 9 i 8 Do. Crane, C. 3. Appointed P istant district San Francisco. 
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List of counsel and attorneys who have been appointed or have acted | Emergency Fleet Corporation attorneys specially employed, no 
upon the regular staff of the United States Shipping Board Emergency merly on the permanent staff, for e the United peti 
Fleet Corporation up to and including August 21, 1923—Continued. (Employed up to and including August 21, 1923.) 
DISTRICT OFFICES—Continued. 


Amount 
List No. 7. Dates of special employment. promised 
List No. 4. Dates of employment. 
Alexander & Powell. . . . Prior to March, 1921 509. 02 
SEPARATED—continued. Alexander & Green Sc ee eae ae 12, 761. 24 
Crane, C. B.. snis bay. of title to district coun- 
e e Coe Ys ewe ee 892. 23 
Resigned Jan 3i, 1021. 
p ted trict counsel 5, 600. 00 
e ‘Dex ts 1921 108. 50 
Dorsey, C. D ppointed assistant counsel} 5,000 Florida. | Bordlemay, William B... : June 6, 1222... noen 50. 
eb. 19, 1919. 30, 715. 88 
Promoted Sept. 16,1919......... 1, 046. 48 
Resigned Dec. 8, 16ã/4ꝶu.0J. P | Buningham, Veeder, Mos- | 1922 3, 586. 56 
Henderson, Elias H.. Appointed attorney June 7 1920 
Promoted assistant counsel Oct. . 1, 520, 95 
Rasigned June 16, 19 1ůꝓp12. I S@eKredt & Vockrei.........) Prior to March, 102 1,600. 00 
Hines, H. K... Appointed assistant admiralty 672. 35 
counsel July 9, 1919. è 7, 867. 58 
Resigned Feb. 29, 1920. PERET E E- oo. nccaresecas 2, 500. 00 
Marsh, Arthur M.. A re assistant counsel 5,000 | Bridgeport. sir 
Demoted one-half time Jan. 1 2,500 s 
1919. A 6, 000, 00 
Resigned Apr. 8, 1919. O DGS ERE ERS AB EN asc IER A 9, 452. 86 
Ryan, James W.... anes attorney July B, 3,000 New York. s +++ Prior to March, 1921 (no record of bill .. 
Resigned Dec. 14, + Prior 3,500. 00 
Thatcher, Thomas A.. Appointed pact July 1, 1917. 4,200 | San Francisco. 81 „ Bangs & Van | 1921 10, 298. 58 
Promoted Jan. 1, 1019. 4.800 inderen. 
Resigned May 20, 1919. Hall, Monroe & Lemann . 1918-19. 1, 520.00 
Walker, J. E. | Appo! pointed rer open attor- 4,000 | New York. Holding, Masten, Duncan 1920-1923 055, 00 
ney 11, 192 H 
Resigned May 12, 1923. unt & White. 192-32 zE 1, 104. 44 
| Hughes, a & Seawell. . 1918-1922. IRAR E 5,387. 65 
Wright, A. 72 Ar 28 ie assistant counsel 2,400 | San Francisco. Hini Ah ead Prior to March, 1921 ( 8 282.00 
. —— ied 16; 1919 oi 20 3,600 TAREE account Chester en project.) 
Promoted Jan. 1, 1018 ——— 4.200 sr oe 1922-23 5, 521. 00 
Resigned May 20, 1919. Mate ie Keating. 
yton, C 
REIGN OFFICES, ae 
FO GNO Haat 5 
2 Faulks.’ 


List No. 5. Dates of employment. jere l}, M 
G 00 
Miller & Miller. 00 
Sener McPherson, I 00 
Anderson, L. E........ 1 legal adviser June | $2,200 | London. TE 8 
Promoted Mar. 16, 1920......... 3, 500 Rearick, 51 
| Promoted Apr. 1, 1920 4,500 Marshall. 
Promoted Jan. 1, 1922 5,000 Reames, Clarence I.. 192 enan ren 1, 191. 66 
j Promoted Feb. 1, 10 ia 5 1 as sg awe Buckner & juni ion „56 4.013. 12 
regory, J. A4. pany assistant legal ý 
Ey x otal Ñ ioe. 1.1919 8 . Goldtere 2 te 
Prom ov. “xs z 
e | $83 e Gone va 
a + 
SEPARATED. 7; Nen r l. Prva & Young.. 14,978. 
Conger, Frederick Appointed sttomey Jan. 2, 2.000 Do. Terry, Čavin & Miis 3 ee 
Promoted Apr. 15, 1919. .. 3,000 Wheatley, C. R. "150. 00 
Promoted Jan. 1, 1920.... = 3,600 
8 w * 9 1 Money paid for services of Senator Brackett in Morse criminal case. 
8 Feb. 2i, 1922. : Emergency Fleet Corporation attorneys specially employed, not formert 
Dailley, J. 98 Ab legal adviser May 1, Fr. 12,000 | Paris. on the permanent staff, for service — the United Staten 7 
esigned Oct. 3 (Employed up to and including August 21, 1923.) 
Montefredini, F. S. Appointed egal 8 Nov. $600 | Rome. 


Resigned’ Nov. 30, 1921. 


Emergency Fleet Corporation attorneys specially employed; formerly 
on permanent staff. 


E. E.. . May 3, 1920 (no bill rendered ) efsn20n0nnnn 
(Employed up to and including August 21, 1923.) i rt. June 20, 1920 


` 
* 


00 
00 
List No. 6. Dates of special employment. 1,245.77 
= : Bilbrough 14.67 
Blom, 1,919.78 
Coope: 19 201. 47 
. 1 & „501 
Cooper & Co., Wm. . 6, 548, 65 
Curtis, Malle Mallet-Prevost & 14. 868 
1, 000. 00 2 120, 100.18 
1,049.95 | Dorr, Leopol . March-July, 1922.. 5, 253. 37 
.| 1920 4, 308. 46 Drakenberg & Van Snei- | 19200 8.04 
Prior to March, 1921, Rome, Italy.. 4, 449. 87 dern. 
August-November, 1022. 388.68 | Edzard, Prior to March, 1921 1,000. 00 
CTT . 1, 338. 00 Adius & Ed: 
„ Bolgert & Roche 39, 387. 89 
Bann, E EAE 726. 10 0 OE EASD) 
Fessenden H 3 504. 53 
Aug. 23-Dec. 21, 1921. oben 4, 500. 00 t Lawrence. 
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Emergency Fleet Corporation attorneys specially e ee e 
nite es Con- 


on the permanent staff, for service outside the 
tinued. 


List No. 8. Dates of special employment, 


Fitzgerald, D. & T n e ——xͥ ——— 


ý 1922. — —— 2 2 


Da Rocha. 
Franck, Antoine AA. K 
Goutrie, L. E T1710 O E P . EN 
Hagley & McCormick. FF, aecassesersass 
Jacl & Co., A 1919 


Stein, $ 
Wolfson, J. A... 
Vandrey, Osborn & Mellor. 


Pounds sterling. ? Finnish marks. t Pesos. 


United States Protective and Indemnity Agency (Inc; attorneys repu- 
lariy employed, 


List No. 9, Date. annual com. 
Collins, Wm, E............ Feb. 16, 1923....... e . 84, 
Cunnincham, F. H. „Mar. 1, 1 . 1 
Dreyer, Joseph M. May 1, 1923-Nov. 15 o nn { 4. 
Donovan, John C. . . .] Apr. 1, 10 . 3, 
Gerkins, Chester 1. Apr. i, 1923 (formerly employed Emer- 75 
Fleet 88 on.) 

Hilton, J. Ralph........... 

Mead, Edwin H. pete 

Lott, Frank Pp 


United States Protective and Indemnity Agency (Inc.), designated 
representatives, with amount of compensation, from February 20, 1923, 
to December 1, 1923, 


-| Montevideo, Uruguay. 
Liv 


Ssa l, England. 
Dandie, Poland she 


ports, Ltd. Ei 
Baveridgo; Sutherland & | Leith, England... 3 
mith. 
Biddle, Paul, Dawson & FF 
Yocum, 
Brennan, P. K. ee ape seneoncsaracetaesen 
1 C —wT. E A 
Bronson, Robinson & Jones] Seattle, Wash s 
Buitheel, C.... Dunkirk, France.. 8 
8 m, Veeder, Mas- New York City een 
Carson & McDowell.......| Belfast, Ireland ee 
Chaubaud, Oozth & Port Elizabeth, South Africa, 22222222222 
at 
Coleman „ Fell, Morgan & Baltimore, Md 8 3 
rune. 
8 Acker, Manning & | Philadelphia, Fa 
rown, 
D'or, Leopold Marseilles, France.......... I 
Pornos; Middleton & OOD; PANGS Soci cevivcsscccsedecase 


Beaumont, Tex... 
Buenos Aires, Arg 
blin. 


Hartzell, harles.. . . San Juan 
ughes, Little & Seawell. 
Henderson & Co 


Fran Al 
Maclay, Murray & Spens..! Glasgow............-- Sbencetancacuebcecesd 
LXV——27 


28888 8 R 822 


Š | 
= $8 aa fa Besse ak 


Serpansskes 


br} 
pi 


~ 


S882 8888S SSS 


Fax 


United States Protective and Indemnity Agenoy (Inc.), designated 
representatives, with amount of compensation, from February 20, 1923, 
to December 1, 1923—Continued. 


List No, 10, 


McCutcheon, Olney, Man- 
non & Greene. 


McKenney & Flannery....| Washington, D. Co.... 8 3,000. 00 
Mae: Kaufman, Smith | Yokohama, Japan 555, 40 
amamoto. 
Meredith, Holden, Hague, 548.0) 
Shaughnessy & Howard. 
Michalinos Maritime & Co. 50, 28 
Middleton & Co 9. 66 
Miller, Huger, Wilbur & 90. 00 
Aontefredint, F N Ital 55.60 
on a Rip acta acon Nap! Vesa ewensectcncscassaccsesnete 
Nicoll, Anable, Fuller & | New York..... . 2 — 154.05 
Sullivan. 
Pears, H. E. Constantinople, Turke: 18,81 
Pettingill, N. Tampa, Fla. 55. 
Platt & Co.. Shan , Chi. 2,070. 40 
Pillans, Cowle Mobile, Ala. 400. 88 
EROON, Bell, Dutch & | Boston, Mass k 95 108. 40 
ntry. 
FAA Calcutta, India 5.04 
Raymond, G. H. Providence, R. I. 439. 80 
Rennie, J. T. & Durham, South Africa 43.67 
Rombach & Lycklama. ...| Rotterdam, Holland 20. 49 
Ross, Lawrence & Polpa 1 315. 00 
Stein, Ino. & Oscar Copenhagen, Denmark 22. 48 
A AA ET B: 3. 24 
aconet, M.. . .. ss... 52. 50 
Terry, Cavin & Müls 680. 90 
Terriberry, Rice & Young. 2, 620.61 
i ea ERS = 50. 00 
Wood, E 500. 00 
Woodell 100. 00 
Wood, Ñi 430. 00 
26, 14 


PXHIBIT A. 
CONTRACT No. 8149. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 1), 1022. 
The Unitep Srares SHIPPING BOARD 
EMERGENCY FLEET CORPORATION, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sirs: In arriving at the fixed fee set forth in subdivision (a) 
of paragraph 6 of the agreement made with you this day by the United 
States P. & I. Agency (Inc.), of which I am president, the understanding 
is that my personal compensation to be received through the corpora- 
tion directly and/or indirectly is to be an amount not to exceed $20,000 
a year. 

It is provided by said agreement that in certain contingencies all of 
the authorized capital stock of the said United States P. & I. Agency 
(Ine.), all of which I now own, shall become the property of the United 
States Shipping Board. 

I will deposit with the treasurer of the United States Shipping Board 
Emergency Fleet Corporation certificates for all of the authorized 
capital stock of the United States P. & I. Agency (Inc.), duly indorsed in 
blank for transfer, such stock to be delivered to and become the prop- 
erty of the United States Shipping Board or its nominee immediately 
upon the occurrence of either of the following events, to wit: 

(1) Service of notice by the owner upon the agent of termination of 
its authority under the said agreement. 

(2) Upon my ceasing to be president of the said United States 
P. & I. Agency (Inc.), or the service of written notice, in accordance with 
the terms of said agreement, of a request that a change be made in the 
office of president of the said corporation. 

Very truly yours, NATHAN A. §MYTH. 

Agreement made this 14th day of December, 1922, by and between 
the United States Shipping Board, hereinafter called the owner, acting 
by and through the United States Shipping Board Emergency Fleet 
Corporation, a corporation of the District of Columbia, and United 
States P. & I. Agency (Inc.), a corporation of the State of Delaware, 
hereinafter called the agent. 

Witnesseth : 

Whereas the owner has served notice upon the American Steamship 
Owners’ Mutual Protection and Indemnity Association (Inc.), of the 
withdrawal of all of the owner's yessels from such association, effer- 
tive at noon on February 20, 1923, and intends from such date, and 
possibly earlier, to settle and pay on its own account and through 
such agencies as it may select all claims arising against it or vessels 
owned by it of the kind that have heretofore been insured against 
by the said association; and 

Whereas the owner desires to have the work of inyestigating and 
negotiating settlements of such claims done for it by the agent above 
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mentioned, acting subject to the control and direction of the owner, 
and the agent is ready to agree to perform such services; and 

Whereas for the purpose of directing and supervising the activities 
of the agent, the owner intends to appoint a supervising committee 
of three members, hereinafter referred to as the committee: 

Now, therefore, in consideration of the mutual and dependent 
promises hereinafter set forth, and of other good and valuable con- 
siderations, the parties agree as follows: 

1. The owner hereby appoints the United States P. & I. Agency 
(Inc.) its agent, with the duties and powers hereinafter set forth. 
The owner will forthwith appoint a supervising committee of three 
members, with the powers and duties herein set forth, and which, 
except as herein otherwise provided, may act in any matter through 
two of its members, either at a meeting of the committee or by writing 
signed by any two members. The membership of the committee 18 
subject to change at any time, written notice of any such change 
to be given to the agent. 

2. The agent hereby accepts its appointment hereunder as such agent 
and the authority hereby conferred upon it, and agrees to perform all 
its duties hereunder fully, faithfully, and diligently, according to the 
best of its ability; and to that end the agent agrees to furnish at its 
own cost and expense the services of its president, its vice president, a 
manager of the cargo claims department, a manager of the personal- 
injury claims department, a manager of the investigation department, 
and its secretary and treasurer. The agent shall exercise reasonable 
care in the selection of its officers and employees and agrees to remove 
or discharge any officer or employee on the written request of the com- 
mittee. 

8. The duties of the agent are as follows: 

(a) To investigate all claims against the owner and/or its vessels 
of the kind that have heretofore been covered by the insurance afforded 
by the said American Steamship Owners’ Mutual Protection & Indem- 
nity Association (Inc.) and other claims which may be referred to the 
agent by the owner. 

(b) To negotiate settlements of such claims subject to approval br 
the owner as hereinafter set forth. 

(c) To assist the owner in the preparation for trial of all claims of 
the kind enumerated in subdivision (a) hereof which may be litigated, 
subject to the control and direction of the general counsel of the 
owner. 

(d) To perform all such miscellaneous services as are necessary or 
incidental to the protection of the owner and the determination of its 
liabilities in connection with such claims, such as arranging for sur- 
veys of cargoes alleged to be damaged or of other injuries to property 
claimed to have been caused by the owner or its vessels, providing for 


medical examinations and care of persons injured in cases where the | 


owner may be Hable, and otherwise. 
(e) To keep such statistics concerning claims against the owner and 


the records of its managing operators in connection with such claims as | 


may be required by the owner. 
(t) To maintain an office and an adequate staff in the city of New 


York for the conduct of its business and to employ and direct the activi- | 


ties of such field agents in this country and abroad as may be directed 
or authorized by the owner. 

The agent shall jn all respects and at all times be subject to the 
direction of the committee. 

4. The powers and authority hereby conferred upon the agent are as 
follows : a 

(a) To make settlements for and on behalf of the owner, and to 
prepare for execution in behalf of the owner contracts embodying settle- 
ments of claims of the kind referred to in subdivision (a) of article 3 
hereof; provided, however. that the said settlements shall be subject to 
the written approval of the owner given as follows: 

Where the amount to be paid by the owner shall not exceed $5,000 the 
owner's approval may be given in its behalf by one member of the com- 
mittee. Where the amount to be paid by the owner shall exceed $5,000 
the approval must be given by at least two members of the committee. 

(b) Within the limits of instructions given by committee to direct the 
activities of all managing operators of the owner's vessels in connection 
with the handling of claims, 

5. The agent and all its officers will devote themselves exclusively to 
the work called for under this contract, except as may be otherwise per- 
mitted by the committee; provided, however, that the agent will not 
perform any service or do any work for parties other than the owner 
or its agents or representatives unless a written agreement providing 
therefor shall first have been entered into between the agent and the 
owner. 

6. There shall be payable to the agent from the date hereof the fol- 
lowing amounts: 

(a) A fixed fee at the rate of $65,000 per year. 

For and in consideration of said fixed fee the agent will furnish, 
without further cost to the owner, the services of the officers enumer- 
ated in article 2 hereof, and will pay their personal expenses, including 
travel expenses, in the conduct of the agent’s business, except such ex- 
traordinery expenses as may be authorized by the committee, and 


the agent will meet all such expenses, including taxes, as may be 
incurred by the agent otherwise than in the performance of its duties 
hereunder. 

(b) Such additional amount as may be sufficient to meet the actual 
expenses, other than those mentioned in subdivision (a) of this article, 
incurred by the agent in the performance of its services and approved 
by a member of the committee. 


The owner will deliver to the agent forthwith upon the execution of 
this contract the sum of $12,000, to be held by the agent separate and 
apart from its other funds as a revolving trust fund to be used by the 
agent in paying, from time to time, as they have been earned or ex- 
pended, its fees and current operating expenses hereunder. As of 
the Ist of each month the agent shall present to the owner a state- 
ment showing the payments made from such fund, accompanied by 
detailed vouchers and receipted bills. Upon receipt of such statement, 
approved by a member of the committee, the owner will pay to the 
agent the amount thereby shown to be required to bring the revolving 
trust fund up to $12,000 and maintain it at that figure. Any balance 
in the said fund upon the completion of this contract shall be returned 
by the agent to the owner. The aforesaid revolving trust fund shall 
be kept on deposit in an account subject at all times to draft in whole 
or in part by the treasurer of the Emergency Fleet Corporation, If at 
the end of any calendar year, beginning with the year 1923, or in case 
of the prior termination of the said agreement, at the end of the 
period during which compensation is payable to the agent, there shall 
be any unexpended balance of its fixed fee after paying and providing 
for the expenses to be borne by it as provided for in subdivision (b) 
of paragraph 6 of this contract, such balance will be accounted for and 
paid back by the agent to the owner. 

7. The agent shall keep such accounts as may be required by the 
owner and in a manner approved by the owner, and sald accounts 
shall be subject to inspection by the owner at all times. 

8. The agent will cause to be deposited with the treasurer of the 
United States Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Corporation certifi- 
cates for all of the authorized capital stock of the United States 
P. & I. Agency (Inc.), duly indorsed in blank for transfer, such stock 
to be delivered to and become the property of the United States Ship- 
ping Board or its nominee immediately upon the occurrence of either 
of the following events, to wit: ° 

(1) Service of notice by the owner upon the agent of termination of 
its authority as hereinafter provided. 

(2) Upon the resignation, withdrawal, or other separation of the 
president of the said United States P. & I. Agency (Inc.), or the sery- 
ice of written notice, in accordance with the terms of this agreement, 
of a request that a change be made in the office of president of the 
eaid corporation. 

9. The agent will, whenever required by the owner, furnish a bond 
satisfactory to the owner for the faithful handling, disbursing, and 
accounting for the moneys and funds received by the agent hereunder. 

10, All power and authority hereby conferred upon the agent may 
be terminated by action of the United States Shipping Board at any 
time and for any reason on written notice delivered or mailed to the 
agent at its office in New York City. The agent may terminate this 
contract at any time upon 30 days’ written notice to the owner. In 
case of termination of the authority of the agent by the owner, the 
agent’s right to compensation in accordance herewith shall continue 
for 30 days, during which period the agent shall be obligated to con- 
tinne to perform such of the duties herein imposed upon it as shall 
be required by the committee. 

In witness whereof the parties above named have caused this con- 
| tract to be duly executed as of the day and year first above written. 


(SEAL,] Unirep Stares SHIPPING Boar. 
By Uxirep Starss SHIPPING BOARD 
; EMERGENCY Freer CORPORATION. 
Attest; 
Cuirrorp W. Situ, Secretary. 
By J. W. Melxrosn, Director of Finance, 
[SEAL] Unrrep Srares P. & I. AGENCY (INC). 
Attest: 


M. F. FERGUSON, Secretary. 
By NATHAN A. SMYTH, President. 
Approved as to form: 
BOLITHA J. Laws, 
Assistant to the General Counsel. 
Approved: 
Sanrorp H. E. FREUND, 
General Counsel. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. LODGE, I ask permission to have changed the reference 
of the bill (S. 1188) to protect the public against fraud by pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transportation in interstate 
commerce of misbranded, misrepresented, or falsely described 
articles, to regulate the traffic therein, and for other pur- 
poses, which I introduced on the 15th instant. It was re- 
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ferred by mistake to the Committee on the Judlelary. It 
should have been referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary will be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill and it will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, 


PETITIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate reso- 
lutions of the Old Colony Alliance of the Woman’s Home Mis- 
sionary Association, in the State of Massachusetts, favoring an 
amendment to the Constitution to prohibit child labor, the pas- 
sage of legislation to enforce the eighteenth amendment and 
the Volstead Act, and also the passage of legislation to punish 
Jynchers and to suppress mob violence, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LADD presented the petition of J. O. Manger and 200 
other citizens of Alamo, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to stabilize the price of wheat, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petitions of V. Muggli and 8 other citi- 
zens of Carson, of F. W. Haas and other citizens of Hazen, of 
A. Perch and 26 other citizens of Elgin, of J. R. Blakely and 
18 other citizens of Van Hook, of O. E. Liske and 50 other citi- 
zens of Parshall, and of F. W. Blaich and 23 other citizens of 
Sweet Briar, all in the State of North Dakota, praying for 
Increased tariff duties on wheat, flax, and its oils and substi- 
tute oils used therefor, which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. WILLIS presented a petition of employees of the Owens 
Bottle Co., of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the adoption of the so- 
called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I present a large number of pe- 
titions numerously signed and identical in character, I ask 
that the body of one petition, without the signatures, may be 
printed in the Recorp, and that the whole number may be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the body of one of them 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


We, the undersigned, do petition the President of the United States 
and the Congress thereof that immediate action be taken leading to the 
participation of the United States in the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice, believing this to be the first step toward the outlawry 
of war and of that fuller and more far-reaching international co- 
operation which shall end war. 

Montana LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS, 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR DILLINGHAM. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 67, submitted by Mr. Greene on the 15th in- 
Stant, reported it without amendment, and it was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, from the contingent fund of the Senate, 
the actual and necessary expenses incurred by the committee appointed 
by the Vice President in arranging for and attending the funeral of the 
Hon. William P. Dillingham, late a Senator from the State of Ver- 
mont, upon youchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


WATERWAY FROM THE GREAT LAKES TO THE GULF OF MEXICO, 


Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably 
with amendments Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 2, provid- 
ing for a joint committee to investigate the problem of a water- 
way from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico. I ask for 
the immediate consideration of the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
concurrent resolution for information. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 2) submitted by Mr. 
McCormick on the 10th instant, was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee, to consist of five Senators, to be appointed by 
the President pro tempore of the Senate, and seven Members of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House, 
is hereby authorized to investigate the problem of a 9-foot channel in 
the waterway from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico and the 
problem of the navigability of the Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri 
Rivers, 4 
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For the purposes of this resolution the committee is authorized to 
hold hearings, to sit during the sessions or recesses of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress at such times and places, to employ such counsel, transporta- 
tion experts, and clerical and other stenographic assistance as it may 
deem advisable. The committee is further authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers; to require, by subpœna or otherwise, the attendance 
of witnesses, the production of books, papers, and documents; to ad- 
minister oaths; and to take testimony, as it may deem advisable. The 
cost of stenographie service to report such hearings shall not be in 
excess of 25 cents per hundred words. The expenses of the committee 
shall be pald one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate and one- 
half from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire asks unanimous consent for the immediate consider- 
ation of the concurrent resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. KING. I would like to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire if he does not think the importance of the concur- 
rent resolution calls for its consideration by the Committee on 
Commerce. Speaking for myself, it seems to me that a com- 
mittee which have given a great deal of attention to waterways, 
and doubtless the subject of the concurrent resolution, are 
prepared to make some report; or if not, they are ready to go 
on with the examination. It occurs to me that a concurrent 
resolution of such importance ought to go to that committee, 
and let them determine whether or not there is any necessity to 
create another committee or commission to make an investiga- 
tion with which they are familiar and which they are now mak- 
ing in part at least. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Would the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire object to a reference of the concurrent resolution to the 
Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. KEYES. I would like to make a brief statement. There 
is a committee now making the investigation under authority 
of the Senate. During the last Congress a select committee 
was appointed, and it is functioning to-day. It has authority to 
act through the Sixty-eighth Congress. It has done some work 
during the past summer. All the concurrent resolution does is 
to make it a joint investigation by having Members of the 
House act with the Senate committee. It creates no new com- 
mittee so far as the Senate is concerned. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the concurrent resolution may go 
over until to-morrow at least, so that an investigation may be 
made of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made; and the 
concurrent resolution will go to the calendar, 


ASSISTANT CLERK FOR THE COMMITTEE ON 
COLUMBIA, 


Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably 
without amendment Senate Resolution 13, authorizing an assist- 
ant clerk to the Committee on the District of Columbia. I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report 
the resolution for information. 

The resolution (S. Res. 13), submitted by Mr. Barr on the 
6th instant, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and 
it hereby is, authorized to employ during the Sixty-eighth Congress an 
assistant clerk at the rate of $2,000 per annum, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I understood from the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BALL] that this was to be simply a session 
appointment. According to the wording of the resolution it 
seems to be for the entire Congress. 

Mr. BALL. I did not know it had been so drawn. I shall 
be perfectly satisfied with a session appointment. The resolu- 
tion was prepared in the financial clerk's office, and I did not 
notice that point particularly. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think it should provide “ dur- 
ing the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress.” Then, per- 
haps, at the next session similar provision may be made. 

Mr. FLETCHER. May I ask how many clerks the committee 
now has? 

Mr. BALL, The committee has no more clerks than has the 
Senator himself or any Senator who has no committee. We 
have had four all told, and the work of the committee is so 
great that it can not be performed with the present force. 
I could not permit my clerks to take their usual vacation dur- 
ing the summer. I can not permit them to take the Christmas 
vacation, because we must prepare the report on traffic condi- 
tions in the District of Columbia. I think the committee is en- 
titled to an additional clerk, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from New Hampshire is for the immediate consideration vf the 
resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. With the understanding the 
Senator from Delaware has expressed, I shall not object. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Why not amend the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is not yet 
before the Senate. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr, JONES of Washington. I now suggest the amendment 
which I spoke of a moment ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Reaptne CLERK. On page 1, line 3, after the word “the” 
insert “first session of the,” so as to read “to employ during 
the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress an assistant 
clerk,” and so forth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


EMPLOYMENT OF ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON NAVAL 
AFFAIRS. 


Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably 
without amendment Senate Resolution 52, a resolution similar 
to the one just adopted. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report 
the resolution for information. 

The resolution (S. Res. 52), submitted by Mr. Hars on the 
11th instant, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and it is hereby, 
authorized to employ an assistant clerk during the Sixty-eighth Con- 
gress at the rate of $2,000 per annum, to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire asks unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I did not object to the consider- 
ation of the resolution, as the Senator from Maine stated that 
the additional clerk is very necessary for the work 9? the 
Committee on Naval Affairs during the entire Congress. How- 
ever, I doubt the advisability of increasing the permanent 
clerical force of the various committees so soon after having 
provided for the clerical help for them. I think that more 
consideration really should be given to it, but I am not dis- 
posed to interfere when the chairman of the committee insists 
that he needs the help and that the work of the committee 
absolutely requires it. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to say to the Senator that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs is in a different position from some 
of the others, There were something like half a dozen similar 
resolutions for the different committees which were put in 
some months ago, and there have been clerks in these places, 
and the salaries drawn, but this committee was overlooked. It 
has not an excess of clerks, but a shortage to be supplied. It 
was the intention that there should be an assistant clerk pro- 
vided for this committee. I hope my colleague on the com- 
mittee will look favorably upon the resolution rather than ob- 
ject to it altogether. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I understand the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hater] is not willing to consent that the appoint- 
ment shall be made for the session. He insists that it shall go 
for. the whole of the Sixty-eighth Congress, and states that the 
work of his committee is such that it requires it. I am not in 
a position myself to controvert that statement. 

Mr. WARREN. That perhaps is correct. I only made the 
suggestion to provide an assistant clerk for the session as a 
matter of compromise, and at the end of the session, if it is 
necessary to have the clerk for a longer time, it can be taken 
care of then. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That would suit me far better. 
As a matter of fact, I think that is the way we ought to take 
care of the needs of the committees; but, as I said, I am not 
going to put my judgment as to the needs of any special com- 
mittee against the opinion of the chairman of that committee. 
That is the reason why I did not object to the consideration of 
the resolution. I simply wanted to express my view with refer- 
ence to it, and then let the Senate take such action as it sees fit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. ‘ 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SELF-STYLED MEDICAL INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. BORAH, From the Committee on Education and Labor 
I report back favorably without amendment Senate Resolu- 
tion 61, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution for information. 

The resolution (S. Res. 61), submitted by Mr. COPELAND on 
the 12th instant, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be, and hereby 
is, authorized to inquire into and ascertain the following facts: 

(a) If the United States mails have been used by self-styled medi- 
cal institutions and organizations known popularly as diploma milis” 
for purposes of fraud in connection with the sale of degrees or diplomas 
in preparation for medical practice. 

(b) If the public health has been injured by the activity of such 
self-styled medical institutions and “ diploma mills.” 

(e) If graduates of any such low-standard institutions are employed 
by the United States Public Health Service or any other branch of the 
Government. 

(a) If the standing of American medical institutions and of our 
medical profession generally has been injured in other countries by the 
action of such self-styled medical institutions and “diploma mills.” 

(e) If graduates from any such self-styled medical institutions and 
“diploma mills" are now offering themselves as practitioners of medi- 
cine in the District of Columbia. 

(t) If all of the laws and requirements as to registration are being 
observed by practitioners of medicine in the District of Columbia. 

g} If any institutions giving degrees In medicine in the District 
of Columbia are issuing diplomas or degrees to persons without suffl- 
cient knowledge and training as legitimately to entitle them to such 
diplomas or degrees. 


Mr. CURTIS. I would like to ask the Senator a question. 
I notice in the resolution that the committee is authorized to 
make investigation as to the effect of such diplomas upon our 
country abroad. I would like to know if it is intended that 
the committee or any subcommittee shall go abroad to inves- 
tigate the question? 

Mr. BORAH. No; that is not the intention. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
immediate consideration of the resolution? 

zit eon was considered by unanimous consent and 
agr 0. 


TAX ON MOTOR VEHICLE FUELS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. BALL. I am instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 120) to 
provide for a tax on motor vehicle fuels sold within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, to report it with 
an amendment and to submit a report (No. 3) thereon. I ask 
for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, reserving the right to 
object, I wish to ask the Senator from Delaware, does not the 
bill provide for placing a tax of 2 cents per gallon on gasoline 
here in the District of Columbia, and does it not also provide 
that one-half of the amount collected from that tax shall go 
into the Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. BALL. It does. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What has the Senator from Delaware to 
say about this provision of the Constitution: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 


Mr. BALL. Mr. President, the intent of this bill is not to 
raise revenue. 

Mr. McKELLAR. But, if passed, it will raise revenue. 

Mr. BALL. Incidentally it will do so, but the object of the 
bill is not to raise revenue. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If it becomes a law it will directly raise 
revenue from a gasoline tax, will it not? There are other 
incidentals connected with the bill, but its purpose is to tax 
gasoline. 

Mr. BALL. The bill, as prepared, does not propose to in- 
crease the revenues of the District of Columbia or of the 
National Government. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I make the point of order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair wishes to remind 
Senators that the bill is not yet before the Senate for con- 
sideration. The pending request is for its consideration. Is 


there objection? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Delaware if the question of the constitutionality of the 
bill was discussed by the committee at all? 

Mr. BALL. I am not deciding the constitutionality of the 
proposed legislation. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Does the Senator from Delaware know 
whether or not the bill is constitutional? 

Mr. BALL. I desire to say, however, that the bill is not a 
revenue bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In my judgment it is a bill proposing to 
raise revenue. It is therefore clearly unconstitutional, and the 
question of its constitutionality ought to be looked into. It is 
an important bill, and I object to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill will go to the calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A bill (S. 1521) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
enter into a contract with the Elephant Butte irrigation dis- 
trict of New Mexico and the El Paso County water improve- 
ment district No. 1, of Texas, for the carrying out of the pro- 
visions of the treaty of January 16, 1907, between the United 
States of America and the United States of Mexico, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1522) to amend an act entitled “An act relating to 
the liability of common carriers by railroad to their employees 
in certain cases,” approved April 22, 1908 (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1523) for the relief of D. W. Fidler, Liberty loan 
subscriber of the National Bank of Cleburne, Tex, (with accom- 
panying papers); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PHIPPS: 

A bill (S. 1526) for the relief of the Rio Grande Junction 
Railway Co.; to the Committee on Claims. ‘ 

A bill (S. 1527) to vest title to school lands in the State in 
which the lands are situated, if a proceeding is not instituted 
before the Department of the Interior within 12 years after the 
State is admitted to the Union or within 12 years after the 
survey of the school-land sections was approved, to determine 
whether such lands were of known mineral character; to the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 1528) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
accept the fee simple title to a certain tract of land adjoining 
the Hot Springs National Park, Ark., donated to the United 
tates of America for use in connection with Hot Springs Na- 
tional Park; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1529) for the erection of a public building at 
Glendive, Mont., and appropriating money therefor; to the Com- 
mittce on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of New Mexico: 

A bill (S. 1531) granting a pension to Adelaide Wolford; and 


A bill (S. 1532) granting a pension to Ernest H. Hill; to 


the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIAL: 

A bill (S. 1533) for the relief of Sullivans Island, S. C.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 

A bill (S. 1534) authorizing the President to reappoint Maj. 
Harry Walter Stephenson, United States Army (retired), to 
the position and rank of major, Coast Artillery Corps, in the 
United States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 1535) granting relief to persons who served in the 
Military Telegraph Corps of the Army during the Civil War; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bill (S. 1536) for the relief of Capt. James G. Oakley; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 1537) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


Young (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 


By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 1538) to create a bureau of civil aeronautics in the 
Department of Commerce, encourage and regulate the naviga- 
tion of civil aircraft, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 

A bill (S. 1539) extending the time for the construction of a 


bridge across Fox River by the city of Aurora, III., and granting | 


the consent of Congress to the removal of an existing dam and 
to its replacement with a new structure; and 


A bill (S. 1540) granting the consent of Congress to the city | 


of Aurora, Kane County, III., a municipal corporation, to con- 


struct, maintain, and operate certain bridges across Fox River; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to Mary M. Stewart; and 

A bill (S. 1542) granting a pension to Charlotte Woods; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1548) for the relief of George E. Harpham; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 1544) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Manley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: 8 

A bill (S. 1545) to transfer to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission certain authority now vested in the United States Ship- 
ping Board; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 1546) to amend the war risk Insurance act to pro- 
vide for monthly allowances in lieu of compensation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. REED of Missouri: 

A bill (S. 1547) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of city of Glasgow, Mo.; to-the Committee on 
Claims. 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO VOLSTEAD ACT. 


Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I introduce two bills, and I wish 
to make a brief statement as to their object. The bills propose 
amendments to the so-called Volstead Act, upon which I desire 
to address the Senate at a later period. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be read by 
title. 

The bill (S. 1524) to amend the national prohibition act, as 
supplemented, in respect to the definition of intoxicating liquor; 
and 

The bill (S. 1525) to amend the national prohibition act, as 
supplemented, in respect to the issuance by physicians of pre- 
scriptions for intoxicating liquors, were severally read twice by 
their titles and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CHARLES FORT, PABRIS ISLAND, 8. C. 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I introduce a bill to which I 
should like to have the committee to which it may be referred 
give as expeditious attention as possible. It is a matter of his- 
toric interest to all of us in the Senate. 

Parris Island, S. C., was the place where the first French set- 
tlers landed. They were Huguenots and built a fort to protect 
themselves, which was known as Charles Fort. It is perhaps 
the site where the first white settlers ever made a permanent 
settlement on the coast of North America. The remains of the 
old fort are still traceable and have been located. Descendants 
of those settlers and members of the Huguenot Society of my 
State are making arrangements to have a meeting next year to 
be attended by certain representatives of the French Govern- 
ment, of the English Government, and of the American Gov- 
ernment at this historic spot. The fort was named Charles Fort 
in recognition of the King of France at the time this exodus 
occurred. 

There is now nothing there to mark the spot. Parris Island 
is at this time owned entirely by the Government. The Marine 
Corps have a station located there. Those particularly inter- 
ested in this matter merely desire that some enduring monu- 
ment be erected that will mark the location of the first settle- 
ment of that splendid strain which has perhaps influenced the 
history of this country more than any other. As the bill is in- 
troduced it calls for an appropriation of $10,000, if so much 
may be necessary, to mark with an enduring monument Charles 
Fort. 

I should like to state further, Mr. President, that the reason 
| I have taken the time of the Senate to make this explanation 
is that I think, if there is a spot in all America which ought 
| to be marked so that future generations may know the history 
of the country and the influences that have molded it so 
splendidly, Charles Fort is the one spot that should be so 
marked. I hope the committee to which the bill may be referred 
| will designate the proper Federal officials who will have the 
disbursing of the money to mark this spot. 

The bill (S. 1530) providing for the marking with an endur- 
ing monument the site of Charles Fort, S. C., was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


DISCHARGE OF OIL IN UNITED STATES COASTAL WATERS. 


Mr. BROUSSARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 936) to protect navigation from 
obstruction and injury by preventing the discharge of oil into 
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the coastal navigable waters of the United States, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF THE GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA, 


Mr. LADD. I submit a resolution which I ask may be printed 
and lie on the table. 

The resolution (S. Res. 92) was read, ordered to be printed, 
and to lie on the table, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, requested, 
if not incompatible with the public interest, to transmit to the Senate, 
for its information, all papers, documents, or other matter in his pos- 
session pertaining to the indebtedness of the Government of Russia to 
the Government of the United States; the names of all persons, com- 
panies, and corporations, if any, owing allegiance to the United States 
to whom the Russian Government is indebted, and the terms and cir- 
cumstances under which the indebtedness was contracted, the amounts 
of indebtedness to each person, company, and corporation heretofore 
mentioned, together with the rules, regulations, and requirements for- 
mulated by the Department of State, if any, which are made a condition 
precedent to the exercise of the incontrovertible right of every Ameri- 
can citizen to exchange his products for the products of the citizens or 
subjects of a friendly nation with whom we are not now and never 
have been at war; and information as to whether there exists at this 
-time, or has existed since the armistice, any secret agreements, confi- 
dential understandings, diplomatic arrangements, or verbal compacts 
between officials of the Department of State and the officials of any 
foreign governments with the view of prohibiting, restricting, or re- 
tarding trade between the peoples of these countries and the people of 
Russia ; also all documentary evidence, if any, in the possession of the 
department as to the activities of the Russian Government in spread- 
ing propaganda during the past three years detrimental to our institu- 
tions and encouraging the overthrow of our form of government. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR, 


Mr. BORAH. I submit a formal resolution authorizing the 
Committee on Education and Labor to hold hearings. I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 93) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents 
per hundred words to report such hearings as may be had in connee- 
tion with any subject which may be before said committee, the ex- 
penses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution must be re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, and will be so referred. 

Mr. BORAH. I am very anxious to have the resolution 
adopted before the recess, as the committee may want to in- 
vestigate this awful problem of propaganda. 


SITES, LOCATIONS, ETC., OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I submit a resolution for 
which I am going to ask immediate consideration, because I 
think the information that it calls for is already in hand in the 
Treasury Department. It bears on this question: 

In a number of instances we have already chosen sites for 
public buildings. In some instances we have made appropria- 
tions for buildings on those sites, and the appropriations have 
been found inadequate and insufficient. I understand that the 
policy is that we shall have no public buildings bill at this 
session. I take it, however, that Congress will feel disposed 
at least to take care of what the Government has already 
acquired. This resolution simply asks the Treasury Depart- 
ment to advise the Senate as to the location and number of the 
sites already acquired in different parts of the country and as 
to appropriations already made for buildings which need to be 
supplemented by further appropriations. I think that the infor- 
mation is already in the possession of the Treasury Depart- 
ment and that no possible expense will be involved in getting 
it together. It will be very helpful to us in framing a bill that 
will take care, in the publie interest, of the buildings and sites 
which have already been partially provided for. 

I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 


The resolution (S. Res. 94) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to submit to the Senate at an early date information in refer- 
ence to the acquisition of sites for public buildings, appropriation 
available for the erection of a building on each site, and amount esti- 
mated necessary to be appropriated for the erection of a suitable build- 
ing on each site heretofore acquired, to wit: 

(a) Name of each city or town (by States) where the Government 
has acquired a site on which no building has been erected ; 

(b) Date title to each site was acquired; 

(e) Consideration paid for each site; 

(d) Amount appropriated by Congress for the purchase of each site 
and/or the erection of a building thereon; 

(e) Balance of appropriation available for the erection of a building 
on each site; = 

(£) Amount estimated necessary for Congress to appropriate for the 
erection of a suitable building on each individual site heretofore 
acquired over and above balance of appropriation available. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, I quite agree with what the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] has had to say about this 
resolution. This information will be very necessary for the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds before they are 
able to act on the subject matter; and while it is very generally 
understood that there will be no omnibus public buildings bill 
at this session, it will be necessary to construct some public 
buildings. I shall be glad, therefore, to have the resolution 


passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. s 
ALFRED B. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. SIMMONS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
95), which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Conie to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

nate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby, 
is, authorized and directed to appoint Alfred B. Williams an additional 
messenger, who shall be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senatas 
until otherwise provided for by law. 


THE VETERANS’ BUREAU. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In the absence of the chair- 
man of the special committee of the Senate investigating the 
affairs of the Veterans’ Bureau, and at his request, I offer a 
resolution dealing with the expenses of that committee and ask 
that it be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution (S. Res. 96) was referred to the Committee 
to andr and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as 
follows: 8 


Resolved, That the select committee appointed under Senate Reso- 
lution 466, March 2, 1923, to investigate the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, is authorized to expend an additional amount, not exceeding 
$26,500, for clerical and other services, which shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


SENATOR FROM TEXAS. 


Mr. SPENCER. I am authorized by the Committee on Prlivi- 
leges and Elections to report a resolution in behalf of the com- 
mittee authorizing it to investigate alleged unlawful practices 
in the election of a Senator from the State of Texas. The 
resolution is in the same form as the resolution which the Sen- 
ate adopted in connection with the Newberry contest in the 
last Congress. It involves the expenditure of money and 
therefore will have to go to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I ask permission 
to report it and have it so referred. 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 97) was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Whereas charges of excessive and illegal expenditures of money 
and of unlawful practices have been made in connection with the pri- 
mary nomination and the election of a Senator from the State of Texas, 
which election was held on the 7th day of November, 1922: Therefore 
be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to 
investigate the said charges aud countercharges, if any, of excessive 
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and ilegal expenditures of money and of unlawful practices in con- 
nection with the said election of a Senator from the State of Texas, 
including the proceedings for the nomination of candidates at the 
primary heretofore held, and to take possession of the ballots, poll 
lists, registration lists, tally lists, and all other documents and records 
relating to the said primary nomination and election; and the Sergeant 
at Arms of the Senate and his deputies and assistants be, and they 
are hereby, instructed to carry out the directions of the said Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcommittee thereof, in 
that behalf; and that the said Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
or any subcommittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, directed to proceed 
with all convenient speed to take all necessary steps for the preserva- 
tion of the said ballots, poll lists, registration lists, tally lists, and 
other documents, and to recount the said ballots, and to take and 
preserve all evidence as to the various matters alleged in the said 
charges and countercharges and any answers hereafter filed, and of 
any alleged fraud, irregularity, and excessive or legal expenditures of 
money, and of any unlawful practices in the said election and pri- 
mary, and as to the intimidation of voters or other facts affecting 
the result of said election. 

Resolved further, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
or any subcommittee thereof, be authorized to sit during the sessions 
of the Senate and during any recess of the Senate, or of the Congress, 
and to hold its sessions at such place or places as it shall deem most 
convenient for the purposes of the investigation; and to have full 
power to subpona parties and witnesses, and to require the production 
of all papers, books, and documents, and other evidence relating to the 
said investigation; and to employ clerks and other necessary assistants, 
and stenographers (at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per 100 words), to 
take and make a record of all evidence taken and received by the com- 
mittee; and to keep a record of its proceedings; and to have such evl- 
dence, records, and other matter required by the committee printed. 

Resolved further, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate and his 
deputies and assistants are hereby required to attend the said Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcommittee thereof, and to 
execute its directions; that the chairman or any member of the com- 
mittee be, and is hereby, empowered to administer oaths; that each of 
the parties to the said contest be entitled to representatives and cttor- 
neys at the recount and the taking of evidence; that all disputed ballots 
and records be preserved so that final action may be had thereon by 
the full committee and the Senate; that the committee may appoint 
subcommittees of one or more members to represent the committee at 
the various places in the making of the recount and the taking of evi- 
dence, and the committee may appoint such supervisors of the recount 
as it may deem best; and that the committee may adopt and enforce 
such rules and regulations for the conduct of the recount and the taking 
of evidence as it may deem wise, not inconsistent with this resolation ; 
and that the committee shall report to the Senate as early as may be, 
and from time to time, if it deems best, submit all the testimony and 
the result of the recount and of the investigation. 

Resolved further, That the expenses incurred in the carrying ovt of 
these resolutions shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 
upon vouchers ordered by the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, 
and approved by the chairman of the committee. 


ATTORNEYS IN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. KING. I submit a resolution and ask that it lie on the 
table. I shall ask for its adoption at a later date. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask that the resolution may 
be read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lenroor in the chair). 
The Secretary will read the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 98) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney General is directed to report to the 
Senate the number of district attorneys, assistant district attorneys, 
also special attorneys, and special assistants in the employ of the De- 
partment of Justice, together with the compensation or fees paid to 
each, the number of such attorneys who have been appointed to special 
work or are employed upon special work for the department, and also to 
report the number of attorneys and legal advisers who have heretofore 
resigned from or left the service of the department and have been 
assigned to special work, investigations, or activities, including therein 
a statement of the increased compensation allowed such attorneys over 
and above the compensation allowed when they were in the regular 
employment of the Department of Justice. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, I will inquire if there is any 
objection to the present consideration of the resolution? It 
merely asks the Attorney General for information relative to 
the number of attorneys in his department, whether they are 
special, and whether any who have been what might be 
denominated general attorneys have been separated from the 
service and been appointed special attorneys, with increased 
compensation, and, if so, what the amount of the increase was. 
It seems to me it is information we ought to have, and that 
the Attorney General can very promptly furnish it. I ask 


3 consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah asks 

ous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion which has been read. Is there objection? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
to defer his request for a moment. I have sent for the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE]. I should like for him to 
be here when the request is made. 

Mr. KING. Very well. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator from 
Utah if he also asks for information as to the amount of com- 
pensation where it is paid in the way of fees instead of 
salaries? 

Mr. KING. No; I merely ask for the amount of. compensa- 
tion paid to the various attorneys. If the word “ compensa- 
tion” is not sufficiently comprehensive to embrace fees I will 
be compelled to answer the Senator from Tennessee in the 
negative; otherwise, I would answer him affirmatively. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Would the Senator be willing to amend 
the resolution? 

Mr. KING. I have no objection to amending it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. So as to include the words whether paid 
as salary or as fees“? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I shall ask that such an amend- 
ment be made, but in view of the absence of the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, I shall ask for the present 
that the resolution lie over until to-morrow, and then I shall 
ask for its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie upon 
the table. 


WATERWAY FROM THE GREAT LAKES TO THE GULF OF MEXICO. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a few moments ago the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Keyes] reported from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate a concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 2) providing 
for a joint committee to investigate the problem of a waterway 
from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico. Objection to the 
consideration of the concurrent resolution was made by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Krxe]. We have submitted the matter 
further to that Senator, and he has authorized us to say that 
he withdraws the objection. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that the concurrent resolution may be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
immediate consideration of the concurrent resolution? 

eh OVERMAN. I ask that the concurrent resolution be 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 2), submitted by Mr. 
McCormick on the 10th instant, was read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee, to consist of five Senators, to be appointed by 
the President pro tempore of the Senate, and seven Members of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House, 
is hereby authorized to investigate the problem of a 9-foot channel in 
the waterway from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico and the prob- 
lem of the navigability of the Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri Rivers. 

For the purposes of this resolution the committee Is authorized to 
hold hearings, to sit during the sessions or recesses of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress at such times and places, to employ such counsel, transporta- 
tion experts, and clerical and other stenographic assistants as it may 
deem advisable. The committee is further authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers; to require, by subpœna or otherwise, the attendance of 
witnesses, the production of books, papers, and documents; to admin- 
ister oaths; and to take testimony, as it may deem advisable. The 
cost of stenographic service to report such hearings shall not be in 
excess of 25 cents per hundred words. The expenses of the committee 
shall be paid one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate and one- 
half from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I should like to have a 
statement as to the estimated cost of this investigation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the 
request for immediate consideration be granted? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, before it is granted I should 
like to ask why this resolution does not go to the committee to 
which it belongs, the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if I may answer the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, I will say, as a member of the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, that all of these resolutions which appropriate money 
for investigations have to go to that committee under the law, 
as I understand. I am quite sure that is correct. 
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Mr. LODGE. 
they do. 

Mr. McKELLAR. This resolution was sent there by the Sen- 
ate, and it came to our committee in regular order, and the 
committee has unanimously reported in favor of it. I should 
like to say to the Senator that all that the resolution does is 
this: At the last session of Congress a special Senate committee 
was appointed by the Vice President to have hearings about 
this matter. That committee has held those hearings; but-the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick], the chairman of the 
committee, desires to have the House take part in the delibera- 
tions, and this resolution merely continues the work that has 
already been done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the concurrent resolution? The Chair 
hears none, The question is on agreeing to the amendments 
proposed by the committee, which will be stated. p 

The amendments were, on page 2, line 4, after the word 
“such,” to strike out “counsel, transportation experts, and“; 
in line 5, after the word “other,” to strike out stenographic”; 
in line 12, after the word “ committee,” to insert “ which shall 
be limited to $10,000”; and in line 14, after the word Repre- 
sentatives” and before the period, to insert a colon and the 
following proviso: 


Provided, That Senate Resolution No. 411, agreed to January 25, 
1923, be, and the same hereby is, discontinued in force and effect. 


So as to make the concurrent resolution read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee to consist of five Senators, to be appointed by 
the President pro tempore of the Senate, and seven Members of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House, 
is hereby authorized to investigate the problem of a 9-foot channel in 
the waterway from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, and the 
problem of the navigability of the Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri 
Rivers. 

For the purposes of this resolution the committee is authorized to 
hold hearings, to sit during the sessions or recesses of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress at such times and places, to employ such clerical and other 
assistants as it may deem advisable. The committee is further au- 
thorized to send for persons and papers; to require by subpoena or 
otherwise the attendance of witnesses, the production of books, papers, 
and documents; to administer oaths; and to take testimony, as it may 
deem advisable. The cost of stenographic service to report such hear- 
ings shall not be in excess of 25 cents per hundred words, The ex- 
penses of the committee, which shall be limited to $10,000, shall be 
paid, one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate and one-half 
from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives: Provided, 
That Senate Resolution No. 411, agreed to January 25, 1923, be, and 
the same hereby is, discontinued in force and effect. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I did not understand from the 
reading whether there is any provision for the House to pay a 
portion of the expenses of this investigation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The provision is that one- 
half of the expenses shall be paid from the contingent fund of 
the House. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee a question. 'The Senator stated, as I un- 
derstood him, that this investigation had already been made 
and the hearings held. How much money was spent out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate in making that investigation? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I can not say with accuracy, but the chair- 
man can give the Senator the exact figure. I think it is about 
$2,000. I am not sure. 

Mr. OVERMAN. This resolution proposes to spend $10,000 
more? 

Mr. McKELLAR, Not exceeding that, and the expense is to 
be divided between the House and the Senate. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It comes from the contingent funds of both 
Houses? 

Mr. McKELLAR, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
North Carolina will permit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Carolina yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I do. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. The special Senate committee has held 
its hearings. The purpose of this concurrent resolution is to 
permit the use of this evidence on the part of the House. If 
the concurrent resolution is passed, it will become a joint com- 
mittee and the expense will be divided between the two Houses. 
Otherwise the House would have to go to the same trouble and 
expense that the Senate committee has gone to for the purpose 
of procuring the evidence. 


If they are sent there by the Senate, then 


Mr. OVERMAN. That is what I want to get at. If they 
have the testimony, why spend $10,000 more? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. That is the limit. The House expects to 
hold hearings, and that is a limit which is proposed on the part 
of the House. We are through. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It seems to me, then, that the matter ought 
to come from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the concurrent resolution as amended. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to, 


CONSTRUCTION OF FEDERAL HIGHWAYS. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, under the constitution of 
the State of Arkansas, adopted in 1874, bonds could not be issued 
either by the State or counties or cities in the State for pur- 
poses of public improvement. 

Some years ago what I will term a device in the nature of 
road-improvement districts was resorted to, and the supreme 
court of the State held upon a test case that it was competent 
for these improvement districts to issue bonds for internal im- 
provements, notwithstanding the constitutional provision to 
which I have just referred, and which, by its terms, applied 
to the State and its subdivisions, 

Under the road-improyement district plan a large number of 
organizations were created and attempts to construct high- 
ways were made, some of which proved successful and others 
of which proved more or less disastrous. Under that plan the 
entire cost of construction was levied against the lands alleged 
to be benefited by the improvement. 

In that State were large areas which had not been im- 
proved. Many of these areas were held by foreign syndicates, 
and their assessed values were comparatively small. The road- 
improvement district plan imposed upon all lands within the 
district taxes for the purpose of constructing the highways, 
and those taxes in many instances proved oppressive, in some 
cases to an extent almost confiscatory, 

Throughout the Nation there was an agitation in favor of 
highways. The old methods of travel had been abandoned. 
The automobile in a sense had revolutionized travel and made 
necessary the construction of highways extending through 
counties and States, and even the construction of transconti- 
nental highways. 

The road-improvement district plan was not satisfactory. It 
resulted in the construction of highways within districts which 
did not connect with highways constructed in other districts. 
The piecemeal system, while not satisfactory, enabled the 
people to build roads aggregating several thousand miles. 
Under the constitution of the State it was difficult to adopt a 
plan which was entirely satisfactory. 

Two or three years ago the department made a thorough in- 
vestigation, it claimed, of the conditions existing in all of these 
road improvement districts where further construction was 
contemplated to determine questions relating to Federal aid. 
The result of that investigation is known as the James report. 
Tt was held as confidential by the department, and, according to 
press reports, the governor of the State of Arkansas, the chair- 
man of the highway commission, and members of the highway 
commission of the State, even the leading Republican of Ar- 
kansas, Mr. H. L. Reynolds, all were denied the privilege of re- 
ceiving the report or of giving publicity to it. 

The Governor of the State of Arkansas convened the legisla- 
ture of the State in extraordinary session early during the 
present year, and after a bitter contest an act was passed 
known as the Harreldson law, which provided for heavy taxes 
upon gasoline, automobile licenses, and perhaps for some other 
taxes for road purposes, and an arrangement was effected by 
which half of the burden imposed upon the lands in the re- 
spective improvement districts of the State should be trans- 
ferred to the State as a whole and paid out of these taxes I 
have just referred to. A provision was made for the adequate 
maintenance of the highways of the State. The Harreldson 
Act, except in particulars which had no relation to Federal aid, 
was identical with the measure approved by the Department of 
Agriculture. 

After the passage of that measure the department announced 
that it would enter upon an investigation to see whether the 
requirements prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture in a 
letter, based upon the James report, to which I have referred, 
had been met. The investigation was made, and although 
we may have been unable to obtain any information from 
the Bureau of Public Roads or from the Secretary of Agri- 
culture direct, my information, which I believe to be reliable, 
is that the Chief of the Bureau of Public Roads approved 
of the arrangement with a view to the immediate restora- 
tion of Federal aid to the State of Arkansas, Federal aid 
having been withdrawn, principally because of the lack of any 
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adequate provision for the maintenance of the highways under 
the State law. 

Mr. CARAWAY. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. In all the Senator's service here, during the 
incumbency of the present Secretary, has he been afforded any 
kind of assistance in working out any problem touching any 
work down in our State? 


Mr. ROBINSON. None whatever; and from my home in the 


city of Little Rock, approximately six weeks ago, I wired the 
Secretary of Agriculture, asking him the status of the issue 
respecting Federal aid in Arkansas, and received a reply that Mr. 
MacDonald, the head of the Bureau of Public Roads, was 
absent from the office; that nobody in the department knew 
anything about the Arkansas case except Mr. MacDonald; that 
upon Mr. MacDonald’s return I would be furnished the infor- 
mation called for. 

I waited until three weeks and more had elapsed and then I 
telegraphed Mr. MacDonald at the Bureau of Publie Roads in 
Washington, asking him for the information. I asked him if 
a decision had been reached by the department as to whether 
the State of Arkansas had complied in general terms with the 
requirements for Federal aid, and if it had not done so, in 
what particulars it had failed, and if the Harreldson Act was 
not substantially in conformity with the act approved and 
promulgated by the Department of Agriculture. I have had 
no reply to that telegram. 

Mr, CARAWAY. May I ask my colleague another question? 

Mr. ROBINSON, I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. In the whole program of constructing 
highways in Arkansas has the Federal Department of Agri- 
culture ever offered a single suggestion toward more eco- 
nomically or more honestly administering the law in that 
State? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Certainly it has made no suggestion to 
me, although, of course, it is not perhaps within my jurisdic- 
tion to deal directly with that subject; but I myself, in con- 
junction with a great engineer, well known to my colleague, 
Col, John R. Fordyce, visited the Bureau of Public Roads in 
Washington some months ago, with a view to ascertaining 
what the requirements were. 

For some reason the department has withheld information, 
not only to my colleague and myself but to the governor of 
the State, to the highway commission, to the leading Republi- 
ean of Arkansas who said to me a few days ago that it was 
absolutely incomprehensible to him; that he could neither get 
an explanation nor a justification of the arbitrary and unrea- 
sonable course pursued by the Department of Agriculture in 
the administration of the laws relating to highways as they 
affect the State of Arkansas, 

It is admitted that there inhere difficulties in the system 
of road improvement by districts. There has been in some 
chses extravagance. There may have been graft in some 
eases. But there can be no justification for the course the 
department has taken in referenec to the matter. They inves- 
tigated the subject fully and then they withhold the informa- 
tion from the State authorities. Now, under the pretense of 
wanting to make an investigation an order has been issued by 
the President directing the suspension of the execution of the 
law enacted by Congress. We will see whether that system 
can prevail. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, apropos of the discussion which 
has just taken place by the Senators from Arkansas, I offered 
a resolution during the first session of the Sixty-seventh Con- 
gress providing for an investigation of the activities of the 
Department of Agriculture in connection with highway con- 
struction. No action was taken upon the resolution. I should 
like to have the resolution read now as a part of the dis- 
cussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the resolution will be read as re- 
quested. 

The resolution (S. Res. 27, 67th Cong., 1st sess.), bitte 
by Mr. Kine April 12, 1921, was read, as follows: 


Whereas the Congress of the United States, by the act entitled “An 
act to provide that the United States shall aid the States in the con- 
struction of rural post roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 
11, 1916, and by other acts amendatory and supplementary thereto, has 
authorized the appropriation of moneys of the Federal Government to 
the amount of $266,750,000 for the purpose of aiding the several States 
in the construction of rural post roads, which sum has been allotted to 
the several States as directed In said act; and 

Whereas commitments and contracts covering more than two-thirds 
of said moneys have been made and nearly one-half of said moneys has 
already been expended; and 


Whereas it is charged that there has been waste and extravagance 
in the expenditure of said Federal moneys and that the same to a great 
extent have been and are being dissipated without adequate returns in 
the work accomplished; and 

Whereas it is further charged that a large and Improper proportion 
of said Federal moneys has been and is being consumed in adminis- 
trative, supervisory, and overhead charges, which do not represent 
expenditures for actual road construction and for which the engineer- 
ing and road officials of the several States are entirely competent, with- 
out direction or interference of Federal officials, and that in many cases 
such Federal direction and influence is unnecessary and otherwise 
undesirable; and 

Whereas it is further charged that Federal engineers and agents 
having control of the distribution and application of said moneys have 
unduly interfered with the authority and powers of the officials of the 
several States having charge of road construction therein and have 
imposed impractical plans and specifications for road construction and 
have designated impractical routes for road improvement without regard 
to the particular requirements of the case and of the local conditions 
to be accommodated; and 

Whereas it is further charged that impractical and extravagant proj- 
ects for road construction have been formulated in the several States 
which will require hundreds of millions of dollars for their execution 
and completion and that some of the States have committed themselves 
to such extravagant projects and obligations upon unauthorized repre- 
sentations that Federal moneys would be forthcoming for the execution 
and completion of the same: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That a special committee shall be appointed, composed of 
three members of the Senate, to be designated by the President of the 
Senate, which committee is hereby authorized and directed to make 
inquiry Into the subject of Federal aid to the States in the construction 
of post roads, under the act entitled “An act to provide that the 
United States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post 
roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, and other acts 
amendatory and supplementary thereto, including the allotment and 
expenditure of the appropriations made by said acts, the methods of 
and expenses of administration, supervision, and overhead charges not 
actually expended in road construction; the work accomplished by such 
expenditures ; whether or not wasteful and extravagant practices have 
been followed; whether or not a propaganda has been carried on to 
induce larger and further appropriations by Congress for said purposes, 
and whether or not extravagant and impractical projects for road con- 
struction have been formulated upon unauthorized representations that 
Congress would make appropriations for the completion of such proj- 
ects; whether or not the Federal engineers and agents having control 
of the distribution and application of Federal moneys have unduly 
interfered with the authority and powers of the officials of the several 
States having charge of road construction therein and have imposed 
impractical plans and specifications for road construction without 
regard to the particular requirements of the case and the local condi- 
tions to be accommodated ; and whether or not a judicious and proper 
use has been made by the States of the personal property and equip- 
ment transferred to them by the United States, and to report their 
findings and recommendations in the premises to the Senate; and for 
this purpose they are authorized to sit during the sessions or recess of 
Congress at such times and places as they may deem advisable, to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to summon and compel 
the attendance of witnesses, and to employ such clerical and expert 
stenographie services as shall be necessary, and to pay the necessary 
expenses under such inquiry out of the contingent funds of the Senate 
upon the audit or order of the chairman or acting chairman of said 
committee. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, while that resolution was offered 
nearly two years ago, some of the facts therein recited are 
pertinent to-day. I resubmit the resolution. I shall not ask for 
the present consideration of the resolution, but I shall ask that 
it lie on the table, and, with a further amendment which I 
shall hope to offer at an early day, I shall ask the consideration 
of the Senate for the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 92) was ordered to lie on the table. 

[See resolution No. 27 of the Sixty-seventh Congress, which 
had just.been read by the reading clerk.] 


APPOINTMENTS OF POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I submit a resolution, which I ask may 
lie on the table. 


The resolution (S. Res. 100) was read and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate at the earliest practicable moment the names 
of every first, second, and third class postmaster in the United States, 
since March 4, 1921, appointed over one or more ex-service men higher 
on the eligible list, giving such names and post offices by States, and 
also giving the names of ex-service men appointed postmasters lower 
on the eligible list, furnishing the lists by States. 
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DECEMBER 19, 


THE CALENDAR 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lenroor in the chair). 
Morning business is closed and the calendar is in order. 

Mr. LODGE. There is one item on the calendar which I 
should like to have disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
first bill on the calendar. 


MANUFACTURE OF SUPPLIES AT LEAVENWORTH PENITENTIARY. 


The bill (S. 794) to equip the United States penitentiary, 
Leavenworth, Kans., for the manufacture of supplies for the 
use of the Government, for the compensation of prisoners for 
aie labor, and for other purposes, was announced as first in 
order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I see this bill was reported 
by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Overman]. If he is 
prepared to do so, I should like to have him make a statement 
as to the necessity of the passage of the measure. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, this is a bill which should 
be immediately passed. It has been considered by the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate and by a joint committee of both 
Houses. 

The bill, as stated by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Rosrnson], is reported by me from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of the Senate, I having introduced the bill in the Senate 
by instructions of the joint committee of both Houses of Con- 


gress. 

At the last session of Congress a joint committee was ap- 
pointed for the purpose of investigating the question of pro- 
viding work for convicts in the United States penitentiaries, 
and that committee was instructed to report the result of its 
investigation to Congress. 

Some years ago a bill similar to the one now pending was 
passed. It provided work for the convicts in the penitentiary 
at Atlanta, Ga., enabling them to manufacture goods for gov- 
ernmental purposes only without coming in competition with 
outside American labor. The bill provided particularly that 
the convicts should make the necessary raw material for the 
manufacture of mail bags. That system has proven very effi- 
cient, so that where there was formerly a demoralized condition 
of affairs so far as the convicts in the penitentiary at Atlanta 
were concerned there has been great improvement. The 
prisoners have been given something to do, and consequently 
they are easily controlled. They are also afforded an oppor- 
tunity of making some little stipend which they can send back 
to their families. Another result is that they come out of the 
penitentiary with knowledge of a trade. 

This bill proposes that in reference to the United States 
penitentiary at Leavenworth, Kans., the same course shall be 
pursued which has been put in operation in the penitentiary at 
Atlanta, Ga. In the Leavenworth Penitentiary there are now 
4,000 convicts who have absolutely nothing to do. They are 
therefore hard to control, become more or less demoralized, 
and are sent out hardened criminals, while if this legislation 
is enacted they can be instructed in a trade, kept at work, and 
allowed to make something while in the penitentiary. I repeat, 
the system has operated very successfully in Atlanta. It has 
not only been self-sustaining but enabled the convicts to earn 
from $100,000 to $150,000 every year. 

The pending bill proposes to appropriate a sufficient sum to 
erect a plant and to afford a working capital at the Leaven- 
worth Penitentiary, in order to enable shoes to be made there 
for the use of the Army and Navy, which require 1,300,000 
shoes every year. If passed, this proposed legislation will give 
employment to over a thousand convicts in the making of shoes 
and in the running of the machines for that purpose, and also 
in the manufacture of brooms for the Navy and the Army. 
That is the proposition which is reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary to the Senate. 

I should be glad if Senators would read the report of the 
committee on the bill and would note the financial statement of 
the penitentiary at Atlanta, Ga. They could then see what is 
possible to be done in the penitentiary at Leavenworth by 
giving employment to these poor devils who, as I have stated, 
at present have nothing to do and are therefore hard to control. 

Mr, ROBINSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from North Carolina has re- 
ferred to the report of the committee on this bill. I sent for 
the bill and the report and was informed that no written report 
on the bill had been made. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The report is here; I had it printed some 
time ago. I also gave notice that I was going to call up the 


bill at an early day, and I had hoped that Senators would read 
the bill and the report. 

Mr. ROBINSON. In view of the statement which has been 
made by the Senator from North Carolina, I have no objection 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I do not think anybody will object to the 
passage of the bill. It is recommended by the heads of various 
departments; it has been recommended by a joint committee 
of the other House and the Senate, and a similar bill has been 
introduced in the House of Representatives. I think the bill 
ought to be passed at once, in order that we may give the 
convicts at the Leavenworth Penitentiary something to do and 
turn them out ‘with a trade, and not turn them out as hardened, 
demoralized criminals, as has been the case in years past. 

Mr. President, I understand there is no objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
wna proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as fol- 
ows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Attorney General of the United States 
is authorized and directed to establish, equip, maintain, and operate 
at the United States penitentiary, Leavenworth, Kans., a factory or 
factories for the manufacture of shoes, brooms, and brushes to supply 
the requirements of the various departments of the United States 
Government. The factory or factories shall not be so operated as to 
abolish any existing Government workshop, and the articles so manu- 
factured shall be sold only to the Government of the United States. 

The Attorney Genera] is hereby further authorized to employ the 
inmates of the institution herein mentioned, under such regulations as 
he may prescribe, in the work or business of manufacturing shoes, 
brooms, and brushes, and in erecting all buildings necessary to con- 
duct said businesses, and the products of such businesses shall be 
utilized in said penitentiary or sold to the Government of the United 
States for the use of the military and naval forces and other Govern- 
ment departments. 

Sec. 2. That articles so manufactured shall be sold at the current 
market prices as determined by the Attorney General or his authorized 
agent, and all moneys or reimbursements received from such sales 
shall be deposited to the credit of the working capital fund created by 
this act. 

Sec. 8. That the Attorney General is hereby authorized and em- 
powered to provide for the payment of the inmates or dependents upon 
inmates of said penitentiary such pecuniary earnings as he may deem 
proper, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe. Such 
earnings shall be paid out of the working capital fund. 

Sec. 4. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated the sum 
of $200,000, to be used for the erection of a factory or factories and 
such other buildings as may be necessary, and for the purchase of suit- 
able equipment and machinery to carry out the purposes of this act. 

Sec. 5. That there is to be created a fund, to be known as the work- 
ing capital, which shall be available for the carrying on the industrial 
enterprises authorized herein or which may be authorized hereafter by 
law to be carried on in said penitentiary. The working capital shall 
consist of the sum of $250,000, which sum is authorized to be appro- 
priated. The receipts from the sale of the products or by-products of 
the said industries and the sale of condemned machinery or equipment 
shall be credited to the working capital fund and be available for ap- 
propriation by Congress, annually, for the purposes set forth in this 
act. 3 

Sec. 6. That at the opening of each regular session of Congress the 
Attorney General shall make a detailed report to Congress of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures-made hereunder, the quantity of material of 
different kinds bought or otherwise acquired and used, the number of 
persons employed, the hours of labor and the wages paid, the amount 
and kind of goods manufactured and the prices paid therefor, the 
amount used in said penitentiary, the amount sold, the prices, and total 
amount received therefor. 

Sec. 7. That said working capital shall be disbursed under the 
direction of the Attorney General and shall be available for the pur- 
chase, repair, or replacement of machinery or equipment, for the pur- 
chase of raw materials or parts, for the employment of necessary 
civilian officers and employees at the penitentiary and in Washington, 
for the repair and maintenance of buildings and equipment, and for all 
other necessary expenses in carrying out the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 8. That the products of said industries shall not be disposed of 
except as provided in this act. 

Src. 9. It is hereby made obligatory upon the various departments 
of the Government to purchase the products of the business herein 
authorized to be carried on in the penitentiary at Leavenworth, Kaus., 
until the supply therein produced is exhausted before purchasing else- 
where. 

Src. 10. That all laws and parts of laws to the extent that they are 
in conflict with this act are repealed. 
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The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Judi- 
clary with an amendment in section 5, page 3, line 11, after the 
word “annually,” to strike out “for the purposes set forth in 
this act,” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That there is to be created a fund, to be known as the 
working capital, which shall be available for the carrying on the in- 
dustrial enterprises authorized herein or which may be authorized here- 
after by law to be carried on in said penitentiary. The working capital 
shall consist of the sum of $250,000, which sum is authorized to be 
appropriated. The receipts from the sale of the products or by-products 
of the said Industries and the sale of condemned machinery or equip- 
ment shall be credited to the working capital fund and be available for 
appropriation by Congress, annually. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL SENATE PAGES. 


Mr. LODGE. There is a Senate resolution on the calendar, 
being the only other item there, which I should like to have 
considered at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolution referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 30), submitted 
by Mr. Longe on the 10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to employ during the present session of Congress 
five additional pages for the Senate Chamber, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $2.50 per day each. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, this resolution 
went over the other day at my request. I understood that the 
resolution provided an increase of five in the force of pages in 
the Senate, but I am now informed that is not correct and that 
the resolution merely puts the force of pages at the number 
which has been provided during several past Congresses. 

Personally I think that permanent provision should be made 
for this force, if it be necessary, but in view of the state of 
affairs to which I have referred I shall not oppose the con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator 
from Washington is entirely correct. The five additional pages 
have been provided for by resolution similar to the one now 
pending year after year. I myself have offered the resolutions 
providing for their employment. They are really a part of the 
present force, and the Senator from Washington is quite right 
in saying that they ought to be provided for by permanent ap- 
propriation. They were made necessary by the great increase 
in the telephone service of the Senate, and the additional pages 
are required in order to maintain that service. I hope there 
will be no objection to the consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CHAIRMAN OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no further busi- 
ness upon the calendar, the pending question before the Senate 
is the unfinished business, which is the election of a chairman 
of the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is 
suggested, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The principal legislative clerk called the roll, and the follow- 
ing Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Ferris Ladd Shortridge 
Ball Fess Lenroot Simmons 
Bayard Fletcher Lodge Smith 
Borah Frazier McKellar Smoot 
Brandegee George McKinley Spencer 
Brookhart Gerry McNar. Stanfield 
Broussard Glass Mayfield Stanley 
Bruce Moses Sterling 
Cameron Greene Neely Swanson 
Capper Hale Norbeck Underwood 
Copeland Harris Norris Wadsworth 
Couzens Harrison Oddie Walsh, Mass. 
Curtis eflin Overman Walsh, Mont, 
Dale Howell Owen Warren 
Dial Johnson, Calif. Phipps Watson 
Dill Johnson, Minn. Pittman Weller 

dge Jones, N. Mex. Ralston Wheeler 
Edwards ones, Wash. Reed, Mo. Willis 
Elkins endrick Robinson 
Ernst Keyes Sheppard 
Fernald King Shipstead 


In the absence of a transfer I withhold my vote. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-one Senators have 
answered to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary 
will call the roll upon the election of a chairman of the Com- 
mittee upon Interstate Commerce. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rreep], who 
is absent. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Apams], and will vote. I vote for Mr. SMITH, 

Mr GLASS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean]. In his 
absence I withhold my vote. Were I privileged to vote I should 
vote for Mr. Surrk, and the absent Senator would vote for 
Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. MCCORMICK]. 
I ask that 
this announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. KING (when his name was called). For the day, I 
desire to announce that I have a pair with the senior Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEPPER}. In view of his absence, and 
my inability to procure a transfer, I can not vote. If I were 
at liberty to vote I should vote for Mr. Surg, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania would vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when Mr. TRAMMELL’s name was called). 
I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. TRAMMELL] is 
unavoidably absent. He is paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Corr]. If my colleague were present he would vote 
for Mr. Smirs, and I understand that his pair would vote for 
Mr. CUMMINS. 

The roll call having been concluded, the ballot resulted—for 
Mr. Cumauns 82, for Mr. Smiru 36, for Mr. Couzens 13, as 
follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—32. 


Ball Edge Lenroot Smoot 
Brandegee Elkins Lodge Stanfield 
Bruce Ernst McKinley Sterling 
Bursum Fernald McNary Wadsworth 
Cameron Fess Moses Warren 
Couzens Greene Oddie Watson 

ur Hale Phipps Weller 
Dale Keyes Shortridge Willis 

FOR MR. SMITH—36, 
Ashurst Fletcher Neely Shields 
Bayard George Overman Simmons 
Broussard Gerry Owen Stanley 
Caraway Harris Pittman Stephens 
Copeland Harrison Ralston Swanson 
Dial Heflin Ransdell Underwood 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Reed, Mo. Walsh, Mass, 
Edwards McKellar Robinson Walsh, Mont. 
Ferris Mayfield Sheppard Wheeler 
FOR MR. COUZENS—13. 

Borah Gooding Jones, Wash. Shipstead 
Brookhart Howell Ladd 
Capper ` Johnson, Calif. Norbeck 
Frazier Johnson, Minn. Norris 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this ballot the total 
number of Senators voting is 81; necessary for a choice, 41. 
Thirteen Senators have named Mr. Couzens, 36 Senators have 
named Mr. Saar, and 32 Senators have named Mr. CUMMINS. 
There is no choice. The Secretary will call the roll for an- 
other ballot. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as on the previous roll call, I withhold my vete. 

Mr. KING (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement that I made on the preceding vote, I withhold 
my vote. If permitted to vote, I should vote for Mr. SMITH. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. BAYARD. Making the same statement as to my pair 
and its transfer as on the preceding ballot, I vote for Mr. 
SMITH. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 34, for Mr. Surrz 36, 
for Mr. Couzens 13, as follows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—324. 


Elkins Longe Stanfield 
Brandegee Ernst McKinley Sterling 
Bruce Fernald McNary Wadsworth 
Bursum Moses Warren 
Cameron Greene Oddie Watson 
Couzens Hale Phip Weller 
Curtis Harreld Shortridge Willis 
Dale Keyes Smoot 
Edge root Spencer 

FOR MR. SMITH—36. 

Ashurst Dial George Jones, N. Mex. 
Bayard Dill Gerry McKellar 
Broussard Edwards Harris Mayfield 
Caraway Ferris Harrison Neely 
Copeland Fletcher Heflin Overman 
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Owen Reed, Mo. Simmons Underwood 

Pittman Robinson Stanley Walsh, Mass. 

— Sheppard Stephens Walsh. Mont. 
sdell Shields Swanson Wheeler 

FOR MR. COUZENS—13. 

Borah Goodin Jones, Wash, Shipstead 

Brookhart Howell Ladd“ 

Capper Johnson, Calif. Norbeck 

Frazier Johnson, Minn. Norris 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this roll call the total 
number of Senators voting is 83; necessary to a choice, 42. 
Thirteen Senators have named Senator Couzens, 36 have named 
Senator Samra, and 34 have named Senator Cumamns., There 
is no choice, and another ballot will be taken. 

Mr. LODGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator was about to make a 
motion? 

Mr. LODGE. I was. 

Mr. REED of Missouri.. Will he withhold it for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, the Congress has 
been in session now for over two weeks. It is presumed that 
there is business of importance to be transacted by this body, 
and by some it is. thought the business is of great importance, 
We have consumed a large’ part of the time in a dispute as to 
the particular individual who shall preside over a single com- 
mittee. To my mind the performance is childish to the last 
degree. We all know that there is but little difference to the 
country whether the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummins] or the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Sara] or the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Couzens] shall sit at the head of the 
committee table instead of sitting at one side of the table. 
Euch member has a vote. Each man can assert his rights 
and accord his judgment quite as effectively as a member as 
he could as chairman of the committee, All these gentlemen 
will be there to record their Judgment. 

Moreover, the business of the Senate and the country can 
proceed without a chairman for this committee. The com- 
mittee can meet and itself select some one to preside, or it 
can proceed without anyone presiding, for a presiding officer 
at a committee meeting is generally almost useless as a presid- 
ing officer. There is nothing to preside over. The members 
get together as they ought to do and talk over questions. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. Mr. President 

Mr. REED of Missouri. To hold up the business of the 


country 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I will yield in just a moment. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I hope the Senator will not make 
it, for Lam about through. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. I want to have an understanding 
before I agree not to make the point of order. I have assumed 
that we were in the midst of balloting on a motion and that 
it was not debatable because the original motion was made in 
the morning hour before 2 o’clock. When it was made four 
or five days ago it became the unfinished business, and the 
parliamentary status in my opinion is as it was when the 
motion. was made. 

I have no objection to the Senator debating the question; I 
think it is of advantage to do so, but I simply want to have 
an understanding, that if I refrain from making a point of 
order against him, and if others shall want to debate the 
matter they shall also be allowed to do so. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think I can settle this question 
in a moment. I rose to make these remarks because I saw the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner] on his feet and I 
assumed he was about to make a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, and therefore I wanted to say 
what I am saying and have said, and I have about concluded. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I possibly may want to reply to the 
Senator, and it may be that on the 3d of January some other 
Senator will want to debate the question on the next ballot 
that is taken, and I would like to have an understanding, if 
the Senator is going to proceed, that it is debatable. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well; I am perfectly willing 
that it shall be considered debatable. 

Mr. CURTIS. Is that by unanimous consent? 

Mr: ROBINSON. Mr. President—— 

It can not be by unanimous consent, 
It is an issue 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
because it is unquestionably debatable anyway. 
before the Senate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield, and if so, to whom? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator from Connecticut rose 
to a point of order. 

Mr. BRANDEGERH. In the nature of a parliamentary in- 
quiry I asked whether the question is debatable or not. If it 
is debatable, of course that would settle it, but we have no 
ruling of the Chair. There is a diversity of opinion on the 
floor as to whether it is debatable or not. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator makes a point of order, I 
would like to be heard on it. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. I make the point of order without any 
discourtesy to the Senator from Missouri, however, but it is 
the only way to proceed that I see, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make the 
point of order? 

Mr. BRANDEGER. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
makes the point of order that the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, clearly it is debatable. The 
general rule of parliamentary law is that any motion is de- 
batable unless the rule of procedure applicable to it restricts 
debate. There is nothing in the rules of the Senate which limits 
debate upon it. 

Further, I want to point out the fact that the Senator from 
Missouri was proceeding just as a number of other Senators 
have proceeded, and he had announced that he had about con- 
cluded his remarks, During the course of our voting upon the 
pending question the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] 
rose and read into the Recor» a carefully prepared address. 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] did not object 
when the Senator from Washington exercised the privilege of 
debate, and no one objected. Clearly the issue is debatable, and 
it 2 be very illuminating if Senators chose to debate it 
awhile. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I have a long-distance 
telephone call of importance and I want to answer the tele- 
phone. I was through except to say that I think the business 
of the country demands action—and this was all I was going 
to say—and unless this matter is settled on the first day after 
we reconvene, assuming that it is not to be settled to-day, I 
shall insist that we proceed to other business, and I think that 
a majority of the Senate ought to take a similar position. It is 
time to quit boys’ play, and that is all this is. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, on the point of order I 
simply want to say that it is quite immaterial to me whether 
debate is allowed on this question or not. I did not object to 
the Senator from Washington making a statement the other day 
because it did not occur to me that it was out of order. It 
did so oecur to me after he had concluded, and I told him 
then that I thought he had been out of order. My point of 
order was made simply upon the thought that we have a rule 
that a motion to proceed to the consideration of a matter be- 
fore 2 o’clock shall not be debatable. The motion was origi- 
nally made before 2 o'clock.. It was carried, we have been 
proceeding to an election, and we were in the course of ballot- 
ing. I did not suppose that during the balloting debate was 
in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. May the Chair make an in- 
quiry of the Senator from Connecticut? While it is true that 
a motion to proceed to consider a matter before 2 o'clock is 
not debatable, when the Senate has voted to so consider it 
is it not debatable? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. My answer is that it was not debatable 
originally. The motion was not debatable. The motion pre- 
vailed and the roll is being called. Owing to the fact that 
there is no: choice, the matter becomes the unfinished business; 
the roll continues to be called without anybody moving its call. 
The Chair announces each time that “there is no choice and 
the Secretary will proceed to call the roll for another ballot,” 
which means that the roll call is in progress all the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. May the Chair suggest that 
the pending question is the election of a chairman of the In- 
terstate Commerce Committee and not subject to debate while 
the roll is being called, but the Chair would be glad to be ad- 
yised of any rule that cuts off debate after the roll call is 
concluded, if any one desires’ to so debate. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If there is no rule, then the point of 
order is not well taken. All I want is to have it decided one 
way or the other by the Chair and not have the courtesies of 
debate extended to one Senator or to a dozen, and then when 
somebody else tries to debate it have the Chair sustain a point 
of order and shut him off. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is obvious to my mind—— 

Mr. NORRIS. May I ask the Senator if he is going to make 
a motion? 4 
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Mr. LODGE. I am. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think we ought to have a decision from the 
Chair on the point of order. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought the Chair had ruled upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not ruled. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Chair’s pardon; I thought he had 
ruled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No. The Chair would be glad 
to be advised as to whether there is any such rule. The Chair 
is not advised at present of any rule which prohibits debate on 
this question while the roll is not being called. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, it is true that the motion was 
made before 2 o'clock, or before the Senate had been In session 
two hours, but not haying been disposed of after two hours of 
session it became the unfinished business. Upon our desks each 
morning for a week the calendar has been placed, and at the 
hottom it says “ Unfinished business.” The present occupant of 
the chair is a trained, thorough, fair presiding officer, but he 
would forever destroy that reputation for fairness if he were to 
say in the Senate that there is unfinished business that can not 
be debated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In view of the remark ot the 
Senator from Arizona, the Chair is constrained to hold that the 
question is debatable. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I would like to ask a par- 
liamentary question. If the unfinished business is debarable, 
will there ever be an end to the unfinished business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business may 
always be disposed of by a vote of the Senate that some other 
business shall displace it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I would like to say+ just a 
few words in answer to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. 

The people of my State and a number of other States in the 
West voted on the Esch-Cummins law at the last election. It 
was made one of the important issues of the last campaign. 
Nearly every man running for public office in those States made 
freight rates and the Esch-Cummins law an issue, and those 
who championed the Esch-Cummins law were defeated by the 
people, 

When the people of these States voted against the Esch- 
Cummins law they in terms voted against the coauthor of the 
law; they voted to keep the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Cumasins], the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee, off that committee. 

If the chairmanship of the various committees does not 
amount to anything, if the chairmanship of the Interstate 
Commerce Committee does not amount to anything, then I 
would like to ask the distinguished Senators on the other side 
of the aisle why it is that they object to the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotrerre], who should rightfully be the 
chairman of this committee? Why do they object to his being 
chairman of this important committee? ’ 

If it is mere child’s play to vote for chairman of the Inter- 
state Commerce Committee, I would like to ask these distin- 
guished Senators why is it that they refuse to vote for any 
other progressive, Mr. Hower, Mr. Couzens, or even Mr. 
SMITH? 

I submit that the people of the country do not look upon the 
election of the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee as mere child’s play. They want to see as chairman of 
that committee a man with progressive ideas on the matter of 
transportation and not the man who has championed the cause 
of the railroads in the United States Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I was about to move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, but before doing so I wish to 
ask unanimous consent that as a matter of convenience to a 
great many Senators it shall be understood that to-morrow 
when we meet there will be nothing transacted but routine 
morning business. I make that request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that when the Senate meets to- 
morrow nothing but routine morning business shall be trans- 
acted. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I know of no objection to that request. 
There are a number of Senators on this side of the Chamber 
who expect to leave the city to-night, and it is perfectly clear 
to all of us that no conclusion touching the election of a chair- 
man of the Interstate Commerce Committee can be reached 
either to-day or to-morrow. 

Mr, HEFLIN. I would like to ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts if we are not going to proceed to-day with the yoting 
until we elect a chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. LODGE. From the information I can obtain, I think it 
is perfectly useless, 


Mr. HEFLIN. Is it the purpose of the Senator not to have 
any more roll ealls to-day? 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is the inevitable deduction from 
what I hare said. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Then, before an executive session is moved 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Just a moment. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from Massachusetts that 
during the session to-morrow nothing but routine morning busi- 
ness shall be transacted? There being no objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. President, if the Senator is through, I 
should like to say a word. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not through; I have the floor, and was 
about to make a motion to go into executive session, but I 
will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I merely wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate and of the country to the fact that the Sen- 
ate met on December 3 at 12 o’clock and on that day adjourned 
at 12.45, being in session only 45 minutes. Then, on Decem- 
ber 4, the Senate met at 12 o'clock and adjourned at 12.02, so 
that the session lasted for just two minutes. On December 5 
the Senate met at 12 o’clock and adjourned at 3 minutes after 
12, being in session exactly three minutes. On December 6 
the Senate met at 12 o’clock and adjourned at 2 o'clock, after 
having been in session for only two hours. On December 10 
the Senate met at 12 o’clock and adjourned at half past 2, 
being in session on that day just two hours and a half. On De- 
cember 11 the Senate met at 12 o’clock and adjourned at 1.55, 
having been in session on that day for 1 hour and 55 min- 
utes. On December 12 the Senate met at 12 o'clock and ad- 
journed at 1 o'clock and 5 minutes, after being in session for 
1 hour and 5 minutes. On December 15 the Senate met at 
12 o'clock and adjourned at 12.40, being in session just exactly 
40 minutes. On December 17 the Senate met at 12 o'clock and 
adjourned at 2 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m., being in session 
2 hours and 35 minutes. On December 18 the Senate met at 
12 o'clock and adjourned at 3 o'clock. On December 19 the 
Senate met at 12 o’clock, and it is now 15 minutes past 2. 
We will be in session three hours to-day. We have been in 
session for only 16 hours after a vacation of nine months, and 
the Republican majority seems powerless to proceed with the 
business of the Senate and the business of the country, just 
meeting and adjourning, when we should remain in session and 
do something for the tax-burdened, pillaged, and sorely op- 
pressed people of the country. The farmer frequently works 
as many hours in one day as you have worked in nearly three 
weeks. For these sixteen and a half hours that we have been 
in session during the month of December the taxpayers of the 
United States have had to pay over $30,000 in Senators’ salaries, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have nothing to say with 
reference to the very interesting statistics cited by the Senator 
from Alabama; I do not doubt they are correct, except they 
omit to show the resistance which has been interposed by the 
Senator from Alabama to the early adjournments to which he 
refers. I now move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is there anything from which it appears in 
any way that we should not proceed to the consideration of 
general legislative business? 

Mr. LODGE. Nothing of which I know, except that there is 
nothing on the calendar, 

Mr. SIMMONS. When does the Senator propose to begin to 
consider legislative business? 

Mr. LODGE. We are ready to do so at any moment. It ean 
be done now at any time. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is it the purpose of the majority to wait 
until we have decided the guestion as to who is to be chair- 
man of the Interstate Commerce Committee before they begin 
the consideration of the public business of the country? 

Mr. LODGE. It is certainly not my purpose. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I notice that every day as soon as we have 
had a ballot, or two or three ballots, as the case may be, on 
the question of the chairmanship of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, the Senator from Massachusetts has moved 
either that the Senate go into executive session or adjourn. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have done that because there 
has been no business on the calendar until to-day, and to-day 
both measures on the calendar were disposed of. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Can the Senator explain why there has been 
no business on the calendar? We have been in session now, as 


the Senator from Alabama [Mr. HxTIIN ] has stated, since early 
in December. 
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Mr. LODGE. Why other committees have not brought busi- 
ness before the Senate I do not know, but I know that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, of which I happen to be 
chairman, has’ acted on the question of the confirmation of 
every nomination that has been before it, numbering some 50 or 
60. and has also acted on five treaties. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is not legislative business; it is execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. LODGE. I am aware that it is executive business; I 
learned that some time ago. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understood that there was a very great 
demand on the part of the people of the country for speedy 
action by this Congress upon very important public questions, 
aud yet if there has been any committee meeting for the pur- 
pose of considering matters of legislation in which the people 
of the country are vitally interested I have not heard of it. 

Mr. LODGE. I ean not inform the Senator about the action 
of other committees. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It looks like we are drifting along and 
giving our whole time to the consideration of the one question 
of the chairmanship of the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator’s party can settle that at any 
moment, 

Mr. SIMMONS. To the utter neglect of the business of the 
country. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will yield, I should like to say that the Committee on 
Education and Labor has reported a resolution and had it 
passed, [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Idaho, What is the character of that very important legislative 
measure? 

Mr. CARAWAY. It had to do with the kind of a doctor that 
should kill a man, whether he should be a homeopath or an 
allopath. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not wish to charge that 
there is any deliberate purpose here of delay. I do not know 
that the majority side of the Chamber desire to put off certain 
very important matters until after the election and whether or 
not they have been engaged in deliberately consuming time upon 
the matter of the chairmanship of the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. I am not charging that; but I do say it is to me a 
very remarkable thing, in view of the fact of the admitted 
urgency of legislation for relief in certain directions, especially 
relief to the farmers of the country, that we have been here for 
three weeks doing nothing either in the body itself or in the 
committee rooms where legislation is first considered, 

Mr. LODGE. I can not tell the Senator about other com- 
mittees, but I know my committee has had three meetings and 
hearings and has reported and had ratified, as I have said, five 
treaties. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is executive business. 

Mr. LODGE. I am aware that that is executive business, 
but I need not tell the Senator that executive business is part 
of the business of the Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I know that. I have discovered that the 
Republican Party is exceedingly zealous in getting jobs and 
getting appointees to those jobs confirmed. 

Mr. LODGE. That, I presume, is what led us to ratify five 
treaties. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is the only zeal I have seen demon- 
strated during this session of Congress. Three weeks of the 
session have elapsed, and the valuable time of the Senate has 
been lost. 

Mr. LODGE. The Committee on Education and Labor has 
secured the passage of a measure, and the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, which has been meeting regularly, re- 
ported a bill this morning, and asked for its consideration, but 
it was opposed on the other side of the Chamber. That is 
why that business was not transacted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Can we not proceed with that now? I do 
not know that there was any objection to that measure which 
would be an insurmountable obstacle to proceeding with it by 
the Senate. It was not a matter of unanimous consent, was it? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; unanimous consent was asked, but an 
objection was made on the Senator’s side of the Chamber. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Why can we not take that measure up now? 

Mr. LODGE. The rule is that under objection a bill can not 
be taken up on the day it is reported. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Why can it not be taken up now? 

Mr. LODGE. Because objection has been made. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from North Carolina, I under- 
stand, has the floor. I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. LODGE. I yielded to the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Ala- 
bama? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was speaking by the courtesy of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. = 

Mr. HEFLIN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to make a statement? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Massachusetts stated that 
the objection came from this side of the Chamber. Objection 
did come from the Democratic side, because the bill was not in 
proper form. As it comes from the Republican side it Is un- 
constitutional. It provides for the raising of revenue, and all 
such bills must originate in the House of Representatives. That 
is why it was objected to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. * 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am the one who objected. 

Mr. LODGE. I know that. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The bill referred to is a plain revenus- 
raising bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not discussing the merits of the bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Well, I am. The Senator has made the 
statement that I objected to the consideration of the bill, and 
I want to give the reason why I objected. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, I insist upon my right to the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts declines to yield. 

Mr. LODGE. I decline to yield if we are going to go into a 
constitutional discussion about a bill not before us. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. I decline to yield. I am not going to discuss 
the constitutionality of the bill which has been mentioned or 
any other bill at this time. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has the floor. Does he yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield first to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, with the permission also of 
the Senator from North Carolina, I want to disagree with him 
that the time of the session has been wasted. I rather think 
it is always informative when we can find out bow the Senate 
stands upon a question so important as to whether or not the 
farmers shall have freight rates that will enable them to live. 
While possibly all the country does not know it, the question 
of selecting a chairman for the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce has back of it the question whether there shall be any 
relief from intolerable freight rates. All the Senators—and 
I impugn nobody’s motive—who believe that the railroads are 
to be taken care of, even though all the rest of the country 
perish, will never consent that any other than the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Cusatrss] shall be chairman of the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. Those who believe that the farmers 
and others, including small tradesmen, are entitled to have 
freight rates under which they can live are in opposition. It 
is, therefore, always worth the time to find out on whieh side 
a Senator stands. So I do not think there has been a minute 
wasted, for now we know that the policy of the majority is to 
leaye the farmers without any rellef upon the question of 
freight rates; and we had just as well settle it now as to settle 
it in the form of a bill later on, 

Mr. SIMMONS. As I understand the Senator, he thinks 
that this delay we have had is for the purpose of blocking 
legislation to relieve the freight-rate situation? 

Mr. CARAWAY. It is the purpose to tie up the Senate so 
that there can be no relief for the people from high freight 
rates, and there will be no selection of a chairman until they 
feel that they have that measure blocked by some other means. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I wish to say that they have been 
very successful 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has the floor. Does he yield? 
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Guy H. Martin, of Idaho, to be United States attorney for the 
district of the Canal Zone, vice A. C. Hindman, deceased, (Mr. 
Martin is now serving under a recess appointment.) 

Seth W. Richardson, of North Dakota, to be United States 
attorney, district of North Dakota, vice Melvin A. Hildreth, 
removed. (Mr. Richardson is now serving under a recess 
appointment.) 


Mr. LODGE. I yield first to the Senator from Iowa, who 
asked me to yield a little while ago. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I wish to suggest that the other side 
ought not to lay all the blame for the delay respecting the 
chairmanship o the Committee on Interstate Commerce on 
this side of the Chamber, because I remember several occa- 
sions when there would have been an election had not one of the 
Senators on the other side changed his vote, 

Mr. LODGE. I wish now to renew my motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. LODGE. I want to give an opportunity for all the 
witticisms that can be uttered. 

Mr. STANLEY. I ask the Senator to yield merely for a 
moment. ` 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, I differ from my colleagues 
with great hesitancy, especially with such able representatives 
of sovereign States as have addressed this body this after- 
noon—the great Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep], the bril- 
liant Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway], the genial Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. Herrin), and the great chairman of the 
Finance Committee when the Democrats were in power [Mr. 
Smronxs], and so on; but, nevertheless, I am constrained to say 
that I agree with none of them. [Laughter.] I emphatically 
dissent from all that all of them have said, and all by my little 
lonesome self I thank Him from whom all blessings flow that 
the Republican Party have not turned impotence into action. 

Judging by the things they have done, what Democrat, what 
patriot, what lover of his country, could either ask Congress or 
the leaders in Congress to put this thing in motion again? Do 
we want another tariff bill? Do we want another tax bill? 
Do we want another railroad bill? Has the Fordney-McCumber 
burden grown so light that we want it increased? Has Re- 
publican tinkering with taxation grown so agreeable that we 
want them again to put more burdens upon the backs of the 
poor and further relieve the coffers of the rich? Are freight 
rates so light that we want them again to burden the shipper 
in order to enrich the carrier? What act of that party in its 
short and evil life justifies any Democrat in urging it again to 
blunder or imperil the happiness of your country or add to the 
miseries of a people now groaning under its incompetence or 
corruption? 

For one I say may God at least give us paralysis if He can 
not give us reformation. [Laughter and applause in the gal- 
leries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Any demonstration of approval 
or disapproval in the galleries is prohibited by the rule, and 
the galleries will be cleared if it is in evidence again. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 2 hours and 10 min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Thursday, December 20, 1923, at 12 o'clock me- 
ridian, 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


Douglas Smith, of Alabama, to be United States marshal, 
middle district of Alabama, vice McDuffie Cain, term expired. 
(Mr. Smith is now serving under a recess appointment.) 

John W. Van Heuvel, of Alabama, to be United States mar- 
shal, southern district of Alabama, vice Christopher C. Gewin, 
term expired. (Mr. Van Heuvel is now serving under a recess 
appointment.) 

R. Q. Lillard, of Tennessee, to be United States marshal, 
middle district of Tennessee, vice Edward Albright, resigned. 
(Mr, Lillard Is now serving under a recess appointment.) 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 

Bessie Bevill to be postmaster at Kensett, Ark., in place of 
Bessie Bevill. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

George W. Stanfield to be postmaster at Corning, Ark., in 
place of C. E. Skinner. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 

Abram J. Hansberry to be postmaster at Ozark, Ark., in 
place of T. C. Fleeman, resigned. 

COLORADO, 

Laura Mohler to be postmaster at Towner, Colo. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Mary E. McCormick to be postmaster at Penrose, Colo. Oflice 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

William M. Mooney to be postmaster at Washington, D. C., in 

place of M. O. Chance, resigned. 
FLORIDA. 

Ernest B. Wells to be postmaster at Lawtey, Fla. Office be- 

came presidential July 1, 1923, 
ILLINOIS. 

William J. West to be postmaster at Odin, DL, in place of 
W. J. West. Incumbent's commission expired December 6, 1922. 

Charles N. Smith to be postmaster at Madison, III., in place 
of George Reinemann, removed. 

Stanley L. Ryno to be postmaster at Easton, III., in place of 
R. L. Wilson, resigned. 


INDIANA. 


Donald D. Hobbs to be postmaster at Carmel, Ind., in place 
of J. C. Davis, removed. 


IOWA. 

John C. Dow to be postmaster at College Springs, Iowa. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

KANSAS. 

Frank A. Moore to be postmaster at Tribune, Kans., in place 
of F. A. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Renus A, Jordan to be postmaster at Claflin, Kans., in place 
of J. D. Stevenson, resigned. 

MINNESOTA. 


George A. Anderson to be postmaster at Austin, Minn., in 
place of C. F. Cook. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Edwin Nelson to be postmaster at Wendell, Minn., in place of 
A. R. McManus, resigned. 


NOMINATIONS. 
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COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 


William W. Tuttle, of Louisiana, commissioner of immigra- 
tion at the port of New Orleans, La. 


COLLECTOR or Customs. 


Earl C. McFarland, of Portland, Oreg., to be collector of 
customs for customs collection district No. 29, with head- 
quarters at Portland, Oreg., to fill an existing vacancy. Mr. 
McFarland is now serving under temporary commission issued 
during the recess of the Senate. 


COMMANDANT OF THE COAST GUARD. 


Commander Frederick C. Bilard to be commandant of the 
Coast Guard of the United States, with the rank of rear ad- 
miral, to date from January 11, 1924, in place of Admiral Wil- 
liam Edward Reynolds to be retired January 10, 1924. 


MISSOURI, 


Abraham M. Smelser to be postmaster at Grandin, Mo. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

George D. Harris to be postmaster at Slater, Mo., in place of 
F. A. Howard. Incumbent's commission expired August 12, 
1923. 

Charles H. Duncan to be postmaster at Tarkio, Mo., in place 
of T. J. Davis, deceased. 


MONTANA, 


Rose C. Spangler to be postmaster at Superior, Mont., in 
place of R. W. Spangler. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

James H. Hadzor to be postmaster at Sheridan, Mont., in 
place of J. H. Haszor, Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 5, 1923. 
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NEBRASKA, 


James C. Elliott to be postmaster at Westpoint, Nebr., in 
place of W. H. Harstick, Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Frederick A. Mellberg to be postmaster at Newman Grove, 
Nebr., in place of F. A. Mellberg. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired August 5, 1923. 


John S. Myers to be postmaster at Grant, Nebr., in place of 
J. S. Myers. Incumbent'’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 
NEW MEXICO. 


Louis L. Burkhead to be postmaster at Columbus, N. Mex., 
in place of L. L. Burkhead. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 28, 1923. ‘ 

NEW YORK. 


Edgar F. Cummings to be postmaster at Beacon, N. V., i 
place of J. H. Mara. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
5, 1923. 

Elsie V. Webb to be postmaster at Union Springs, N. Y., in 
place of L. W. Yawger. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
27, 1920. 

Rudolph W. Schoverling to be postmaster at Bayville, N. X., 
in place of L. D, Hill, resigned. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

John H. Elliott to be postmaster at Stony Point, N. C. Office 

became presidential October 1, 1923. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


Ella C. Sweeney to be postmaster at Berthold, N. Dak., in 
place of D. F. Sweeney. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 24, 1922. 

Elizabeth J. Olson to be postmaster at Medina, N. Dak., in 
place of A. J. Olson, resigned. 

OHIO. 

John Roth to be postmaster at Excello, Ohio, in place of 
Alonzo Keeton, resigned. 

OKLAHOMA, 


Mary McCutcheon to be postmaster at Schulter, Okla. 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 
OREGON. 


Charles R. Tyler to be postmaster at Yamhill, Oreg., in place 
of ©. R. Tyler. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 


Office 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


William A. Bailey to be postmaster at Southwest, Pa. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 
Edward O. Neubert to be postmaster at Saxonburg, Pa. 
Oftice became presidential October 1, 1923. 
Mary A. Kerr to be postmaster at Boyers, Pa. 
presidential October 1, 1923. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 


James A. Parler to be postmaster at Elloree, S. C., in place 
of J. A. Parler. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1928. s 

David H. Taylor to be postmaster at Cameron, S. C., in place 
of D. H. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Dana T. Crosland to be postmaster at Bennettsville, S. C., in 
place of D. T. Crosland. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 15, 1923. 


Office became 


TENNESSEE, 


Rufus N. McCaslin to be postmaster at Dickson, Tenn., in 
place of J. T. Patten, resigned. 


TEXAS. 

Vivian B. Boone to be postmaster at Fabens, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

William N. Moore to be postmaster at Fort Worth, Tex., in 
place of R. E. Speer. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 5, 1922. 

VIRGINIA. 

Benjamin A. Dratt to be postmaster at Woodford, Va. Office 

became presidential October 1, 1923. 


Henry M. Stowe to be postmaster at Bedford, Va., in place of 
T. W. Richardson, resigned. 


WASHINGTON. 


Henning E. Johnson to be postmaster at Du Pont, Wash. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Erecitive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 19, 
1923. 
UNITED STATES CONSULAR SERVICE. 
TO BE CONSULS OF CLASS 4, 
James B. Stewart. Hugh H. Watson. 
Frank C. Lee. Oscar S. Heizer, 
William L. Jenkins. Joseph W. Ballantyne. 
TO BE CONSULS OF CLASS 8. 
H. Merle Cochran. John P. Hurley. 
Joseph E. Jacobs. Chester W. Davis. 
Dayle C. McDonough. William C. Burdett. 
George A. Makinson. John D. Johnson. 
TO BE CONSULS OF CLASS 6. 
Edward M. Groth. 
John R. Minter. 
Hooker A. Doolittle. 


John F. Simons. 
Clarence J. Spiker. 
Louis H. Gourley. 
Eliot B. Coulter. Don S. Haven. 
Edmund B. Montgomery. A. Wallace Treat. 

TO BE CONSULS OF CLASS 7. 
Jack Dewey Hickerson. Nathaniel P. Davis. 
Robert D. Murphy. Clark P. Kuykendall. 
J. Lee Murphy. George P. Waller. 
Howard K. Travers. Albert H. Gerberich. 
George P. Shaw. Thomas McEnelly. 
Harold D. Finley. Christian T. Steger. 
Donald F. Bigelow. James V. Whitfield. 
James R. Wilkinson. Walter S. Reineck. 
Robert D. Longyear. Rudolf E. Schoenfeld. 
Ray Fox. Edward B. Thomas. 
Jullan C. Greenup. Howard Bucknell, jr. 
Donald R. Heath. 

CoAsr GUARD. 


Quincy Bogardus Newman to be engineer in chief with the 
ank of captain (engineering). 
POSTMASTERS, 
ARKANSAS, 

Mary Brown, Alpena Pass. 

Louis Reitzammer, Arkansas City, 
Roy W. Stevens, Ashdown. 

Bing Moody, Bald Knob. 

Jason O. Burns, Batesville, 
Thomas T. West, Beebe. 

Joseph S. Cotner, Branch. 

Milton R. Stimson, Brinkley. 
George A. Clark, Calico Rock. 
King J. Basham, Clarksville. 

Kay S. Rolley, Crawfordville, 
Redford G. Miles, Des Are. 

Edith M. Cook, De Valls Bluff. 
Philip J. Smith, Dumas. 

Robert M. Deason, El Dorado. 
John B. Bittinger, Grady. 
Garland S. Russell, Green Forest. 
William J. Rumsey, Hardy. 
Oliver A. Hill, Hartford. 

John T. Harper, Huntsville. 
William H. Ashburn, Joiner. 
Charles L. Jones, Junction City. 
Earnest R. Clark, Knobel. 
Thomas H. Perry, Louann. 
George H. C. Palmer, McGehee, 
James L. Willson, Moro. 

Harry L. Shambarger, Mulberry. 
Thomas A. Hunt, Murfreesboro. 
Paul Smith, Nettleton. 

Ned P. Atkin, Parkdale. 

Walter G. Baker, Peach Orchard, 
Frank Weldin, Piggott. 

William J. Vick, Prescott. 

James H. Ward, Quitman. 
Robert Dail, Ravenden. 

John S. Bowden, Russellville. 
Hugh T. Brown, Scott. 

Simon L. Gustafson, Searcy. 
Reuben P. Allen, Smackover. 
Edwin S. Thompson, Springdale. 
John W. Honeycut, Strong. 

Nona E. Robertson, Thornton. 


1923. 


Rosa Wallace, Washington. 
Stella Winn, Winslow. 
George E. Davis, Wynne. 


CONNECTICUT. 
John W. Cook, Beacon Falls, 
Henry G. Linsley, Branford. 
Frank La Favre, Central Village. 
Carl W. Brage, Darien. 
Leontine M. Root, East Berlin. 
Sarah L. Ruic, Farmington, 
W. Burton Allen, Litchfield. 
Ernest F. Brown, Manchester. 
James J. Fitzpatrick, Meriden. 
Courtland ©. Potter, Mystic. 
Walter E. Brown, Naugatuck. 
Leopold J. Curtiss, Norfolk. 
Margaret C. Kelly, Noroton. 
William P. Leete, North Haven. 
Cyrus I. Byington, Norwalk. 
Casper K. Bailey, Norwich. 
Fred R. Alford, Oakville. 
William ©. Bushnell, Plantsville. 
William P. Stone, Salisbury. 
Nelson E. Welch, Somers. 
Walter B. Pulmer, Sound Beach. 
John P. McGrath, Southington. 
Heury Muir, Thomaston. 
Robert E. Taft, Unionville. 
William C. Saunders, Waterford. 
John V. Abbott, Watertown, 
Adele P. Brush, West Cornwall. 
Harrie E. Starks, Winsted. 


IOWA. 


Nels A. Christensen, Alta. 
Edward J. Kooreman, Alton, 
Lucian C. Tilden, Ames. 

Arthur L. Remley, Anamosa. 
Eddy L. Newton, Anita. 

Howard C. Walter, Arnolds Park. 
Ross S. King, Barnes City. 

Allen A. Mickelson, Battle Creek. 
Walter H. Herzog, Baxter. 
George L. Beeler, Bellevue. 

Elda Bendigkeit, Bennett. 

John C. Erton, Blairsburg. 

J. Tracy Garrett, Burlington. 
Sigvart T. Kittlesby, Calmar. 
Cora E. Tyler, Carson. 

Lloyd Lock, Castana. 

Howard C. Copeland, Chariton. 
Sue G. Cross, Chelsea. 

Freddie Baldwin, Chester. 

Ella Yeager, Cincinnati. 

William H. Beacom, Clayton. 
Omar H. Brooks, Cleghorn. 
William M. Crosier, Coggon. 
Orlean P. Riordan, Correctionville. 
Frank M. Williams, Council Bluffs. 
Wilbur ©. Patterson, Cresco. 
William Linnevold. Decorah. 
Thomas Phillips, Dedham. 

Ressie E. Scheib, Delmar. 

John F. Homer, Dewitt. 

Adam F. Deadrick, Dike. 

Ralph R. Ray, Doon. 

Andrew C. Link, Dyersville. 
Joseph D. Schaben, Earling. 
Howard C. Snyder, Earlville. 
Arthur W. Moore, Eldon. 

Inez L. Hanson, Ellsworth. 
Harry L. Upham, Fredericksburg. 
Madge Fell, Fremont. 

Willlam Molloy, Galva. 

James O. Vail, Garden Grove. 
James H. Reynolds, Gilbert. 
William L. McLaughlin, Glidden. 
Marion G. McCreight, Greenfield. 
Howard L. Nickerson, Grundy Center, 
John C. Foster, Hedrick, 

Flossie H. Casebolt, Henderson. 
Alphonso T. Joder, Hudson. 
Charles C. Shrader, Iowa City. 
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Charles W. Woodward, Kellogg. 
Dora M. Schenken, Keystone, 
Albert G. Ogren, Kingsley. 
Emma A. Gibbs, Klemme. 
Maurice L. Curtis, Knoxville. 
Edwin E. Starr, Lake Park. 
Edward Thaves, Lakota. 
James J. Pruitt, Larchwvod. 
Andrew F. Bittle, Lisbon, 
Lambert H. Meier, Lowden, 
Maurice A. Brewer, Malcom. 
Irven L. Donner, Malvern. 
Gus E. Holmberg, Manning, 
Hope C. Niemann, Marcus. 
Harland J. Maurer, Mechaniesville. 
Claude I. Patterson, Mediapolis. 
William E. Males, Milo. 
Anna A. Meek, Minburn. 
George Guyan, Monticello. 
James F. Albert, Moravia. 
John M. Garrett, Moulton. 
Charles S. Rogers, Mount Pleasant. 
William S. MeKee, Muscatine. 
Edward E. Simpson, Nashua. 
Rose M. Ward, Neola. 
James M. Crawford, New London, 
Roy H. Bailey, Newton. 
Alexander J. Irwin, New Virginia. 
Lanah A. Lawler, North English. 
Carl A. Wissler, Oakdale. 
Christopher C. Morris, Oakland. 
John B. Balkema, Orange City. 
Joseph E. Crissinger, Oxford. 
Louis F. Bousquet, Pella, 
Maude E. Barkley, Pierson. 
Kearney F. Elder, Portsmouth. 
Keith Gray, Postville. 
Edward Oldis, Preston. 
Jo G. Milligan, Pulaski. 
John S. Baxter, Red Oak. 
George M. Wright, Russell. 
Irving J. Foy, Ruthven. 
Lloyd R. Hughes, Sac City. 
Lucille Brouillette, Salix. 
Chester C. Yelland, Sheffield. 
Willis W. Overholser, Sibley. 
Walter E. Witten, Sloan. 
Grant E. Olson, Soldier. 
Edward R. Bender, Spencer. 
George W. Sisler, Stanwood. 
John D. Herriott, Stuart. 
John A. Hale, Tripoli. 
Alvah S. Dukes, Unionville. 
Dwight C. Kessler, University Park. 
Tabitha Yelsma, Ute. 
Lennie L. Hoffman, Vail. 
Ada C. Trindle, Van Meter. 
Layton E. Brown, Victor. 
Clarence A. Knaack, Walcott. 
Jessie E. D. Palmer, Walnut. 
Gabriel Pederson, Waterville. 
Chester M. Burnside, Waucoma. 
George H. Leasure, Williamsburg. 
James A. Smiley, Winfield. 
Emily T. Lukan, Worthington. 
KANSAS, 

Charles S. Nation, Chanute. 

P MINNESOTA. 
Verge Kenison, Alden. 
Gena A. Johnson, Beaver Creek. 
Roy A. Smith, Beardsley. 
Martin Leet, Blackduck. 
Charles J. Franti, Bovey. 
Carl Adams, Brainerd. 
Prudence M. Crosbie, Brewster. 
Lily M. Clark, Browmdale. 
Walter M. Brown, Brown Valley. 
Paul Sartori, Buhl. 
Delmore A. Ablin, Carver. 
Norman W. Cristensen, Cass Lake. 
Charles E. Seeley, Coleraine. 
Georgia C. Hompe, Deer Creek. 
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Orla C. Coffin, Deer Wood. 
Ralph C. Peterson, Dilworth. 
Theresa E. Thoreson, East Grand Forks. 
Cora Thorson, Echo. 
Halsey C. Baldwin, Egerton. 
Charles A. Morse, Elk River. 
Clarence W. Ivey, Elmore. 
Bernice M. Westhaver, Elysian. 
Mathias R. Hannula, Embarrass. 
Donald P. McIntyre, Eveleth. 
Wilbert G. Lammers, Fairfax. 
John A. Gregerson, Fertile. 
George H. Baer, Frazee. 
Albert W. Johnson, Fulda. 
ArthLor W. Austin, Glencoe. 
Nels O. Strommen, Halstad. 
Harry U. Boe, Hayfield. 
Thomas J. Godfrey, Hibbing. 
Wilbur H. Noble, Hinckley. 
Albert J. Schroeder, Holdingford. 
Wellington S. Clay, Hutchinson. 
Adolph C. Gilbertson, Ironton. 
William N. Johnson, Ivanhoe, 
Carl F. Peterson, Kennedy. 
Oscar W. Erickson, Kensington. 
Cline C. Parker, Kinney. 
David C. McKenzie, Lake City. 
William P. Marston, jr., Lake Crystal. 
Michael J. Rowan, Lakeville. 
Alfred J. Gebhard, Lamberton. 
Jacob Gish, Le Sueur. 
James H. Smullen, Lesueur Center. 
Walter J. Westensee, Lewisville. 
John J. Ruff, Long Lake. 
Arnold E. Talle, Melntosh. 
Turstein M. Teigum, Madelia. 
William Hope, Morris. 
Isane I. Bargen, Mountain Lake. 
Eda M. Ashbaugh, Murdock. 
Alvin A. Ogren, New London. 
Walter E. Johnson, New Richland. 
Edwin H. Vollmer, Northfield. 
Henry Goelet, Onamia. 
William Orr, Orr. 
Dorothy W. Johnson, Oslo. 
Frederick F. Arndt, Prior Lake. 
Henry E. Day, Raymond. 
Harry W. Ward, Redwood Falls. 
Emily F. Peake, Remer. 
Laura E. Cronan, Rose Creek. 
Anthony J. Malmquist, Rushmore. 
Clayton A. Larsen, St. James. 
Peter J. Schwartz, Shakopee. 
Frank L. Henderson, South St. Paul. 
Albert J. Anderson, Spicer. 
Theodore C. Radde, Truman. 
Alphonse J. Philippy, Waconia. 
Henry W. Fingarson, Walnut Grove. 
John N. Ross, Westbrook. 
Lambert L. H. Osberg, Winthrop. 
Henry Groth, Wright. 

MISSISSIPPI. 


Archibald R. Hart, Bay St. Louis. 
Mary Norwood, Belzoni. 

- Nettie E. Shelby, Beulah. 
Isaac J. Morris, Coahoma. 
Emma M. Therrell, Florence. 
David F. Fondren, Fondren, 
Joseph A. De Monbrum, Lucedale. 
Clarence Laughter, Moorhead. 
Minnie O. Sharbrough, Rolling Fork, 
Charles Kramer, Stonewall. 

MONTANA, 


Asa E. Armstrong, Browning. 
Alfred Briscoe, Cascade. 

Isaac L. Brooks, Culbertson. 
Earl M. Davis, Cut Bank. 
George D. Dutro, Dodson. 
William S. Carlson, Ekalaka. 
Bernard H, Kreis, Fort Benton. 
Cass E. Parker, Fromberg. 
James J. Lammerding, Gildford. 


Otto M. Christinson, Glasgow. 
John R. Lloyd, Great Falls. 
James R. Minugh, Harlem. 
Frederick B. Gillette, Hinsdale. 
Queenie B. Lyndes, Hysham. 
Catherine Murray, Klein. 
Caspar L. Gayle, Manhattan. 
Lunsford Miles, Musselshell. 
Arthur O. Kline, Polytechnic. 
Harry Kennedy, Rosebud. 
William L. Marsh, Roy. 
Jennie Bywaters, Sandcoulee, 
A. Maud Davis, Sunburst. 
Amy B. Cowee, Wibaux. 
NEBRASKA, 


William S. Burrows, Albion. 
Fred H. Carlson, Alliance, 
J. Worth Egelston, Alma. 
Edgar M. Meth, Arthur. 
William H. Bogard, Avoca, 
Robert Pease, Beatrice. 
W. Ross Pedley, Bertrand, 
Mary L. Hoyt, Bloomfield. 
Arnold J. Fiala, Brainard. 
Eva R. Gilbert, Broadwater, 
Arthur C. Smith, Carleton. 
Theodore Nordgren, Ceresco. 
Clarence G. Struble, Chester. 
Ethel Talcott, Crofton. 
Erma G. Stoll, Curtis. 
Henry C. Blome, Dalton. 
Charles A. Rogers, Decatur. 
Henry L. Balser, Dixon, 
Otto A. Steinkraus, Dodge. 
Elva J. Fitzgerald, Elm Creek. 
George A. Fowler, Fairfield, 
Sanford E. Ralsten, Geneva. 
Earl D. Willard, Genoa. 
Lewis A. Wight, Gibbon. 
August J. Baumann, Grand Island. 
Daniel A. Page, Hardy. 
Herschel L. Anderson, Havelock. 
Herman L. Boyes, Hebron. 
Georgia Muirhead, Hemingford. 
Frank J. Prucha, Howell. 
Daniel W. Roderick, Hubbell, 
Benjamin H. Smith, Indianola. 
Herman H. Schroer, Lawrence. 
Fred F. Thomas, Linwood. 
Samuel H. Wolfe, Lodgepole. 
Emory S. Clements, Lyons. 
Claude B. Grace, Mascot. 
Howard W. Bostford, Meadow Grove. 
Charles McCray, Merriman, 
Ingebert J. Thomsen, Minden. 
Fred L. Hunt, Niobrara. 
Leona V. Snyde, Papillion. 
Edward L. Barker, Pender. 
Harry Blackstone, Pilger. 
Joseph H. Harrison, Ravenna. 
Edwin S. Garber, Red Cloud. 
Leon M. Suchanek, St. Paul. 
Edgar T. Lay, Seneca. 
John C. Oaks, Seward. 
Carl H. Olderog, Springfield. 
Clyde H. Hodges, Superior. 
Claude A. MacDonald, Sutton. 
Dollie W. Hyndshaw, Thedford. 
Ray W. Jones, Utica. 
Margaret M. McColley, Verdel. 
William Berridge, Wausa. 
Jesse Witte, Winside. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Harvey E. Gates, ‘Troy. 

NEW JERSEY, 


Ellen E. Showell, Absecon. 
Abram R. Bates, Allentown. 
Rosteen H. Jones, Bayhead. 
Frank T. Buchanan, Bordentown. 
William R. Conard, Burlington. 
John B. Buzby, Clayton. 

Harry W. Bellis, Flemington. 
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Leon Ferbel, Fords, 

Howard N. Parker, Gibbsboro. 
Heister Clymer, Haddonfield, 

Mary E. Cubberley, Hamilton Square, 
James O. Norris, Hightstown. 
Arabelle C. Broander, Keansburg. 
Frank Pierson, Lawrenceville. 
Renview L. Hull, Lebanon. 

Oscar Drake, Manasquan, 

Stephen Bartha, Mays Landing, 
Elvord G. Chamberlin, Montclair. 
Ruth E. Amerman, Neshanic Station, 
John H. Tyrrell, Perth Amboy. 
James F. Beardsley, Pompton Lake. 
William A. Sweeney, Red Bank. 
Edward T. Sherwood, Rosemont, 
Nathaniel 8. Hires, Salem. 

Frank Hoffman, South Amboy. 
Harry H. Hilyard, Williamstown, 
William H. Albright, Woodbury, 
John A. Smith, Wrightstown. 


NEW MEXICO, 
Nell P. Drolet, Farmington. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


John F. Barlow, Banners Elk. 
William H. Manning, Bethel. 
William D. Farthing, Boone. 
Andrew J. De Hart, Bryson City, 
John H. Hobson, Cleveland, 
George E. Sweet, Cornelius. 
Alice W. Starr, Creswell. 
John F. Mathes, Hast Durham. 
James H. Darden, Faison. 
John S. Downing, Fayetteville. 
Herman E. Upchurch, Four Oaks. 
David E. Morgan, Glenwood. 
James A. Wyche, Hallsboro, 
Andrew J. Runion, Hot Springs. 
Marvin E. Barrett, Jackson. 
Leah J. Franck, Jacksonville, 
Edith E. Holton, Jamestown. 
Jacob M. Stancil, Kenly. 
Robert W. Taylor, Lucama. 
Seaton M. Woodley, Mackeys. 
Lonnie R. Cowan, Marion. 
Nora Stedman, Moncure. 
William F. Ballard, Mount Holly. 
Flora E. Schlalach, Moyock. 
Clifton H. Chamberlain, Murfreesboro. 
Rosa J. Cooper, Nashville. 
James L. Edwards, Newport. 
Andrew T. Barkley, North Charlotte, 
John H. Williams, Pikeville. 
George W. Cox, Raeford. 
Henry J. Whitt, Roxboro. 
Calvin L. Hill, Saluda. 
Jacob H. Quinn, Shelby. 
Robert H. Dixon, Siler City. 
Sudie M. Morgan, Spindale. 
Grace B. Fagg, Stoneville. 
James L. Baker, Tyner. 
Mae A. Elliott, Union Mills. 
Richard A. Price, Weldon. 
Arthur H. Gibbs, Whittier. 
William P. King, Windsor. 
Fronie Perry, Wingate. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 
Joseph J. Saddler, Amidon. 
Guy E. Abelein, Anamoose. 
Reuben P. Semrau, Balfour. 
Irwin E. Walton, Bantry. 
Evan S. Brown, Buffalo. 
James Taylor, Cando. 
Nellie Ribb, Donnybrook. 
Oscar J. Haner, Douglas. 
Earl M. Sanness, Enderlin. 
Louis Hansen, Esmond. 
Hugh H. Parsons. Fessenden. 
Ole B. Johnson, Forman. 
Otto Gackle, Fredonia. 
Vern A. Tallackson, Grafton. 


Wiliam D. Sinclair, Hannaford, 
Duncan McLean, Hannah. 
Walter P. Osborne, Hunter, 
Alice I. Muir, Inkster. 
Ole H. Larson, Killdeer. 
Elizabeth Cochrane, Knox. 
Simon M. Ronning, Kramer, 
Catherine Lynch, Lakota. 
Joseph H. Huseby, Leeds. 
Henrietta Rooks, Linton. 
Ole S. Aaker, Minnewaukan. 
Nelson M. Chamberlain, Page. 
John C. Black, Plaza. 
Lottie A. Lund, Powers Lake. 
Albert F. Harris, Reeder. 
Bernard E. Rierson, Regan. 
Frank E. Ellickson, Regent. 
Albert M. Marchand, Rolla, 
Ralph H. McKean, Sanborn, 
John P. Breslin, Sanish. 
Carl L. George, Sarles, 
Marvel M. Mackin, Streeter. 
Seth E. Garland, Tioga. 
Chase E. Mullinex, Tolley. 
Charles S. Laidlaw, Wales. 
Albert J. Drake, Westhope. 
Robert M. Mares, Wheatland. 
Frank Heglund, White Earth. 
Axel G. C. Strom, Williston. 
Arnold E. Lien, Wyndmere. 
Norbert J. Joyce, Zap. 

OHIO. 


Arthur J. Richardson, Ashtabula, 
William D. Daugherty, Avery. 
Garnet N. Engel, Avon Lake. 
Ambrose B. Wingate, Beach City. 
Fred O. Simpson, Belle Center. 
Charles A. Bower, Bowerston. 
Ralph P. Crane, Bowling Green. 
Effie W. Mansfield, Brilliant. 
Albert H. Soles, Buchtel. 

Carl A. Brown, Bucyrus. 

Fred D. Lodge, Columbiana. 
Alexander C. MeDonald, Coshocton. 
Starling F. Trimble, Crestline. 
Arthur M. Eidson, Cygnet. 

Frank G. Pittenger, Dennison. 
Charles W. Shaffer, Doylestown, 
Alva A. Loomis, Ellet. 

Guy W. Reuter, Fort Recovery. 
Earl H. Koger, Frankfort. 

Alanzo B. Yarnell, Freeport. 
Harry R. Hurn, Gallipolis. 
Normon B. Ervin, jr., Gibsonburg. 
James Lewis, Girard, 

Fred Brockmeyer, Glendale, 
Frank W. Howard, Grafton. 
Edward L. Jones, Granville, 

Fred B. Reed, Green Springs. 
Warren H. Noble, Greenwich, 
Jennie Pfeiffer, Grover Hill. 
William H. Tracy, Harrison. 
Charles D. Bush, Jeffersonville. 
Michael Effinger, Lancaster, 

Ella L, Alstadt, Laurelville. 
Lineoln A. Slusser, Louisville. 
Francis M. Fletcher, McComb. 
Mary E. Basore, MeGuffey. 
Raymond G. Copeland, Magnetic Springs, 
Charles W. Kennedy, Magnolia. 
William A. Cunningham, Malvern. 
Louis K. Carroll, Manchester. 
Walter S. Bradford, Mansfield. 
Heyward Long, Martins Ferry. 
Charles E. Penquite, Mason. 

John MeCleery, Masury. 

Pearl C. Brown (Mr.), Middlefield. 
Plummer Beeson, Middleport. 
George L. Sayles, Milan. 

French C. 8 Milford Center. 
Dewey H. Beck, Monroeville. 
Frank II. Miller, Mount Gilead. 
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William L. Fortney, Nankin. 
William G. Corne, Newark. 

Calvin L. Hartline, Newcomerstown. 
Harry M. Day, New Richmond. 
Albert S. Nye, New Washington. 
Cloyd M. Kieffer, Orrville. 

Robert G. Goff, Painesville. 
Marshall O. Brooke, Peebles. 
William E. Whitcomb, Perrysville. 
Nora Kassell, Philo. 

Frank B. McCullough, Plain City. 
William M. Johns, Plymouth. 
Aaron W. Hartley, Pomeroy. 
George A. Fisher, Port Clinton. 
Clarence R. Seymour, Ravenna. 
Olive Toland, Rayland. 

Alta N. Johnson, Rushsylvania. 
Egbert H. Mack, Sandusky. 
James A. Downs, Scio. 

Fred O. Foster, Seville. 

Alva H. Anderson, Shelby. 

Harry Oldham, Sidney. 

Carl S. Penn, Smithfield. 

Charles M. Sauder, Smithville. 
Russel A. Medaugh, Spencerville, 
Elmer E. Weaver, Sugarcreek. 
Oral H. Hilborn, Tiro. 

William W. Keepers, Uhrichsville. 
Ralph L. Stamm, Versailles. 
George W. Hassenier, Wapakoneta. 
William E. Reed, West Lafayette. 
Milton W. Stout, West Liberty. 


OKLAHOMA. 
Roy Patton, Ames. 
Frank S. Nipper, Apperson. 
Royal F. Hall, Boise City. 
Roy Patterson, Capron. 
Orva A. Crouch, May. 
Robert A. Covington, Pernell. 
Frank W. Fuller, Ringwood. 
William A. Vassar, Tryon. 
Severee L. Massie, Tyrone. 
Robert W. Small, Webb City. 


OREGON, 


Fred D. Wagner, Ashland, 
Henry A. Barrett, Athena. 
Diana Snyder, Aurora. 
Arthur C. Wahl, Banks. 
Willis C. Cady, Beaverton. 
James J. Hogan, Bend. 
William H. Hays, Brownsville. 
Arley A. Sollinger, Canyon City. 
Curtis C. Heidrich, Chiloquin. 
Lester A. Cawfleld. Crane. 
William G. Hoover, Fossil 
Andrew R Siegmund. Gervais. 
Frank W. Castor, Haines. 
William T. Phy, Hot Lake. 
Nellie Elliott, John Day. 
Emma L. Hufstater, Knappa. 
Fred P. Cronemiller, Lakeview. 
William R. Cook, Madras. 
Duncan E. Douglas, Marshfield. 
Elmer Hopkins, Milton. 
Otis A. Wolverton, Monmouth. 
Gaphart D. Ebner, Mount Angel. 
Oliver P. Shoemaker, Newport. 
Evelyn D. Davenport, Oak Grove. 
Pauline W. Platt, Ontario. 
Grace W. Gamwell, Powers, 
Clifford S. Benson, Reedsport. 
Nellie P. Satchwell, Shedd. 
Cora Maecoon, Warrenton. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Loka W. Rigby, Moncks Corner. 

TENNESSEE, 

John F. Gaines, Gainesboro. 
Baltis L. Kemp, Adamsville. 
Beecher D. Phillips, Algood. 
John P. Gallaher, Ashland City. 
John L. Harris, Bethel Springs. 


Clara M. Caln, Bradford. 
Lena B. Tankersley, Chapel Hill, 
Jessie Reagan, Clifty. 
Lucile Brown, Cornersyille. 
Albert W. Layne, Dunlap. 
Lon McCaleb, Dyersburg. 
Charley M. Mount, Franklin. z 
Stephen H. Bedwell, Friendship. 
James T. Smith, Fountain City. 
John G. Seay, Germantown. 
Herod H. Jenkins, Hartsville. 
John J. Graham, Knoxville. 
Ernest C. Lowery, Leoma. 
Bassil G. Taylor, Mason. 
Edgar P. Stubblefield, Morrison. 
Joseph F. Morrow, Mountpleasant. 
A. Henderson Johnson, Newbern. 
Hugh G. Haworth, New Market. 
William S. Weatherly, Puryear. 
William E. Stone, Selmer. 
Wilbur Walker, Tiptonville. 
Cyrus L. Fairless, Trenton. 
TEXAS, 
Anderson J. Hixson, Abbott. 
Lindsey C. Payton, Abilene. 
Roberta G. Sterrett, Albany. 
Mack M. Pittman, Annona. 
Ernest E. Cornelius, Athens. 
Joel A. Reese, Ballinger. 
Defsy N. Garrard, Batson. 
Frederick W. Guffy, Belton. 
Edith M. Bursey, Brackettville. 
Harry N. Cook, Brady. 
Elizabeth A. Kirkpatrick, Bullard, 
William P. Lace, Burleson. 
Henry M. Budges, Campbell. 
Claude F. Riley, Canton. 
Winnie B. Carroll, Center. 
Josie D. Jackson, Center Point. 
Alfred A. Thomas, Chandler, 
John W. Tr'plitt, Cisco. 
Homer Glascoe, Clarendon. 
James L. Reed, Clarksville. 
Etta Varley, Collinsville, 
John M. Clark, Como. 
Owen D. Holleman, Corpus Christi. 
Wellington T. Cutler, Crockett. 
Chess W. Barr, Cross Plains. 
William A. Conner, Dawson. 
Robert H. Fenton, Denton. 
Wilson T. Lawler, Deport. 
Arno L. Wahrmund, Eagle Lake. 
Francis C. Elam, Edgewood. 
Theodore B. Newman, Fairfield, 
Charles H. Cmajdalka, Fayetteville. 
Charles W. Silliman, Ganado. 
James P. Hewitt, Giddings. 
Virgil G. Pritchett, Gladewater. 
Andrew J. Harrison, Goldthwaite. 
Emma J. Cleveland, Grand Prairie. 
William I. Rogers, Gunter. 
Eva Currie, Happy. 
James M. Everett, Hedley. 
Mamie B. Mustaine, Honey Grove. 
Allen M. Huddleston, Hubbard. 
John K. Seale, Hull. 
Maude L. Tucker, Idalou. 
Charles F. Adams, Jacksonville. 
Helen M. Peel, Jourdanton. 
David W. Thompson, Keltys. 
Charles E. Smith, Kerens. 
Annie D. Russell, Kilgore. 
Nicholas C. Nail, Krum. 
Helen C. Wallace, Kyle. 
John A. McFarland, Ladonia. 
James D. Dyer, Lamesa. 
Carl F. Kluge, Linden. 
Evans H. Angell, Longyiew. 
Maude W. Hoople, Lorenzo. 
William L. Evans, Lufkin. 
James E. Cook, Mart. 
August C. Koepsel, Mathis. 
William M. Owens, Memphis. 


1923. 


Harvey J. McKinzie, Midlothian. 
Arthur J. Thomas, Mineral Wells. 
Marion G. Hedrick, Mirando City. 
James M. Cottle, Moran, 

Helen Newton, Morgan. 

Wenzel K. Richter, Moulton. 
George T. Wood, Olney. 

Mildred Hughes, Onalaska. 
Hattie M. Culpepper, Palmer. 
Bessie Jackson, Paint Rock. 
Claud A. Minton, Pioneer. 
Jasper W. Blount, Quinlan. 
Homer G. Robinson, Quitman. 
Arthur N. Brown, jr., Richland. 
Elmer I. Wade, Rockdale. 

Gayle T. Snedecor, Rosenberg. 
Kelsey R. Dort, St. Jo. 

John M. Cape, San Marcos. 
Riley M. Foster, Saratoga. 
Henry L. Cullender, Seminary Hill, 
Grover C. Stephens, Sierra Blanca. 
Walter Kurz, Somerset. 

May Murray, Sonora. 

Nelson L. Yates, Stratford. 

Josie I. Coleman, Tehuacana. 
James I. Dunn, Tioga. 

Ralph D. Gilbert, Trinity. 

Vera Butler, Troup. 

John A. Emmitt, Tulia. 

Roscoe L. Garver, Van Alstyne. 
R. Emory Howle, Venus. 

Edward M. Tracy, Victoria. 
William G. McClain, Waxahachie. 
Alphonso S. Butler, Winona. 


WYOMING, 


Florence Hullett, Chugwater. 
Grace B. Morrow, Clearmont. 
C. Golden Welch, Cowley. 

Fred W. Smith, Glenrock. 

John T. Platt, Kemmerer. 
Alvah J. Macy, Moorcroft. 
Harry Fawcett, Neweastle. 
Harry R. Ellison, Parkerton. 
Conrad Johnson, Pine Bluffs. 
L. Roy Ness, Powell. 

John A. Stafford, Rock Springs. 
Robert E. Chittick, jr., Shoshoni. 


SENATE. 
Trrunspax, December 20, 1923. 


The Chaplain, Rey. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Father, we thank Thee for the season of the year which 
is now ours. We thank Thee for its hallowed associations and 
for all that it brings to us of joy and peace, and humbly be- 
seech of Thee that the peace that passeth all understanding 
may garrison each heart and life. As we separate for a time 
we beseech of Thee to each one that Thou wilt grant journeying 
mercies and that in the home circle there may be the greatest 
happiness, each contributing to the welfare of the other. The 
Lord bless all the homes of our loved country. Save us from 
dissension and sorrow, and be always with us, to the joy of 
Thy great name. We ask in Jesus’ name. Amen. 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 
day's proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Curtis and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and 
the Journal was approved. 

CLAIMS OF TWO NETHERLANDS SUBJECTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report regarding two claims presented 
by the Government of the Netherlands against the Goyernment 
of the United States for compensation for personal injuries 

tained by two Netherlands subjects, Arend Kamp and 

rancis Gort, while the U. S. S. Canibas was loading on May 1, 
1919, at Rotterdam. 
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I recommend that, in order to effect a settlement of these 
claims in accordance with the recommendation of the Secretary 
of State, the Congress, as an act of grace and without reference 
to the question of the legal liability of the United States in the 
premises, authorize an appropriation in the sum of $1,000, 
$500 of which is to be paid to Mr. Arend Kamp and $500 to be 
paid to Mr. Francis Gort. 


THe Warre House, December 20, 1923. 
TRANSACTIONS OF EMERGENCY FLEET CORPORATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chairman of the United States Shipping 
Board in to Senate resolution 388 (agreed to January 
4, 1923, submitted by Mr. KING), reporting the names of all of- 
cers and employees of the Emergency Fleet Corporation, together 
with a statement of the salaries or compensation paid to each, 
a list of all persons who have received passes or gratuitous 
transportation on vessels. operated by or for the account of 
Emergency Fleet Corporation, etc. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to a fact in reference to this report. This is a report 
made upon a resolution similar to many which we pass from 
day to day. I am reliably informed that it cost $50,000 to get 
up the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication and 
accompanying report will be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 


CALVIN COOLIDGE, 


REPORTS OF THE SERGEANT AT ARMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report 
of the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate on the sale since Decem- 
ber 5, 1922, of property condemned in accordance with law and 
the proceeds thereof deposited with the financial clerk of the 
Senate (S. Doc. No. 12), and also a report, made pursuant to law, 
giving a complete account of all property in his possession and 
in the Senate Office Building belonging to the Senate, as of 
December 3, 1923 (S. Doc. No. 13), which were ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed. 


SENATOR FROM TEXAS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate certain additional papers and books with respect to the 
election of a Senator from Texas and refers them to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

PETITIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate resolu- 
tions of the Sorosis Club of Fort Worth, Tex., favoring the 
participation of the United States in a permanent court of 
international justice so as to foster world peace, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present resolutions and communications 
from my State favoring the adherence of the United States to 
the Permanent Court of International Justice, which I ask 
may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee 


on Foreign Relations, 


There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the Record and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Resolutions as to the Permanent Court of International Justice. 

Whereas there is before the Senate of the United States a proposal 
that we adhere to the Permanent Court of International Justice re- 
cently set up by most of the great nations for the deciding of Issues 
which, unless judicially decided, might result in war; and 

Whereas all of our past history has committed us, both in theory 
and practice, to the peaceable settlement of international disputes, 


‘and it is our manifest duty to proceed further in this path; and 


Whereas the need and value of such a court have been admitted and 


asserted by Presidents McKinley, Roosevelt, Taft, Wilson, and Harding, 
and by other leading statesmen in all parties: Be it 


Resolved by the North Georgia Conference of the Methodist Episcopal 


Church, South, in session in Atlanta, Ga., November 21-26, 1923, That 
we respectfully request the Senate of the United States to adhere to 
the protocol now before that body, so that the United States shall be- 
come a participant in the Permanent Court of International Justice 
as provided in the optional clause of said protocol. 


That we instruct our secretary to send a copy of this resolution to 


the President of the Senate and one each to Senators W. J.-Harris 
and W. F. GEORGÐ, 


REMBERT C. SMITH. 
H. CLAY EMORY. 
J. H. Bakes, 
JohN S. CANDLER. 
[Nore.— The North Georgia Conference represents a constituency of 
140,000 members. H. C. Emory, secretary.) 
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ATLANTA LEAGUE oF WOMEN VOTERS, 
Atlanta, Ga., November 26, 1923. 


Senator Wu. J. Harris, 
Washington, D. 0. 
Dear Sin: We are inclosing herewith, for your information, resolu- 
tion passed at our last quarterly meeting. 


Very truly yours, 
Lradun or WOMEN VOTERS, 


Mrs. PAUL C. La BLANT, Secretary. 

Resolution passed by the Atlanta League of Women Voters at its 

quarterly meeting, November 19, 1923. 

Whereas both the Georgia and the Atlanta Leagues of Women Voters 
have previously taken a strong stand against war and expressed their 
belief that war prevention is the most important question before the 
world to-day, and 

Whereas the national league has gone on record as advocating the 
World Court as the next and first step in the campaign to abolisn war 
and is conducting a campaign under the slogan, Law, not war“: Be it 

Resolved, That the Atlanta League of Women Voters again reiterate 
its previous stand against war and go on record in favor of the World 
Court and of the campaign “ Law, not war” and that the secretary send 
a copy of this resolution to Senators Harris and Gronop, 


ATLANTA, GA., November 23, 1923. 
The Hon. WM. J. HARRIS, Senator from Georgia. 

Dear Mn. Senator: At the regular meeting of the Atlanta branch of 
the American Assoclation of University Women, on Wednesday, No- 
vember 21, the action of the national convention of our association, 
held in Portland, Oreg., last July, concerning participation in a court 
of international justice by our United States was unanimously indorsed 
by the branch. 

In furtherance of this movement for a world court we are bereby 
forwarding our indorsement to you, our Senator from Georgia. 


Very truly yours. 
7 zr z Mrs. E. K. LARGE, President. 


Mrs. Hanson W. Jones, Secretary. 
PHILATHEA CLASS, First BAPTIST CHURCH, 
Augusta, Ga., November 13, 1923. 
Hon. W. J. HARRIS, 
Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hargs : In representing the Philathea Class of the First 
Baptist Church, Augusta, Ga., I am voicing the hope in the hearts of 
the 125 earnest women that America will become a member of the 
World Court of Justice and take the forward place in this movement 
toward an advanced civilization. 

Remembering your many efforts to carry out the wishes of your 
constituency we are happy in knowing that you will lend your influ- 
ence to this end. 

Yours cordially, Miss Amm A. SHUNATE, 
Corresponding Secretary. 


SAVANNAH, GA., April 2, 1923. 
Senator W. J. HARRIS, 
Cedartown, Ga. 

Dean Sm: This society by resolution unanimously indorses the 
recommendation of the President to the Senate advocating participa- 
tion of the United States In the Permanent Court of International 
Justice at The Hague. 

We trust that this movement will finally prevail, and we beg to 
remain. 

Yours respectfully, 
Tun Taurin SISTERHOOD OF MICKVE ISRAEL. 
Per MATILDA EPSTEIN, Secretary. 


Younc Women’s CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION, 
Savannah, Ga., December 6, 1923. 
Hon, W. J. Harris, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: The board of directors of the Young Women's Christian 
Association of Savannah, Ga., are convinced that the United States 
should join the World Court, and we are writing to you to urge that 
you do all in your power to give the matter this direction. 

Yours very truly, 
Daisy STUBBS, 
Corresponding Secretary 
Young Women’s Ohristian Association. 


. AUGUSTA, GA., November 15, 1923. 
Hon. W. J. HARRIS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Senator: The Augusta branch of the American Association of Uni- 
versity Women urges that the United States become a member of the 
World Court. 


Respectfully yours, HELEN E. FRANK, Secretary. 


ELEERTON, GA., November 15, 1923. 
Senator Wa. J. HARRIS, 
Cedartown, Ga, 

My Dran SENATOR: The citizens of Elberton, Ga., assembled to ob- 
serve Armistice Day on Sunday afternoon, November 11, at the First 
Methodist Church, and passed the following resolution by an over- 
whelming majority : 

“ Resolved, That the United States should become a member of the 
World Court, in an effort to preserve the peace of the world and to help 
consummate those ideals for which our soldiers fought in the World 
War.” 

We trust, Mr. Senator, that you can see your way clear to guide our 
Nation in this direction. 

Yours very truly, Joun T. Dennis, Jr., 
Chairman Armistice Day Meeting. 


SHORTER COLLEGE, Romp, GA., 
November 14, 1923. 
Senator W. J. HARRIS, 
Sandersville, Ga. 

My Dear Senator Harris: The American Association of University 
Women last summer in the Portland convention passed a resolution in 
favor of the United States’ participation in the World Court. The 
Rome branch of this organization in its meeting November 8 unani- 
mously indorsed the national action, 

Not knowing your attitude on this question, the association has 
asked me to write you and express the hope that you can and will in 
the near future help to make the United States a member of the 
Permanent Court. 

Most sincerely yours, 
Miss Chara Lovise KBLLOGOG, President. 
Miss Louise Bowen, Secretary, 


ATLANTA SECTION, COUNCIL OF JEWISH WOMEN, 
Atlanta, Ga., November 20, 1923. 
Hon. W. J. HARRIS, 
Senator, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Hannis: The Atlanta Section, Council of Jewish Women, 
in accordance with the resolution at the triennial convention of Na- 
tional Council of Jewish Women, held at St. Louis this month, indorses 
the entrance of the United States into the World Court of Peace. 

Yours very respectfully, 
(Mrs. L. B.) Rosa G. CLARKE, 
Corresponding Secretary. 


Mr. WARREN presented resolutions of the directors of the 
Cheyenne (Wyo.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring adoption of 
the so-called Mellon income tax-reduction plan, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented resolutions of the board of direc- 
tors and the industrial committee of the Fort Smith (Ark.) 
Chamber of Commerce, favoring the continued operation of the 
transportation act of 1920, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Spindale, N. C., praying that the United States participate in 
the Permanent Court of International Justice, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WILLIS presented the petitions of M. W. Lawless and 
82 other employees of the Libbey-Owens Sheet Glass Co., of 
Toledo, and of Leopold Mambourg and 74 other employees of 
the Fairfield Sheet Glass Co., of Laneaster, both in the State 
of Ohio, praying for adoption of the so-called Mellon tax- 
reduction plan, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of Massachusetts, praying for adoption of the so-called 
Mellon tax-reduction plan, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Board of the New Jersey 
State Federation of Women’s Clubs, favoring the participation 
of the United States in the Permanent Court of International 
Justice, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions.. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Farrell, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 82) extending the time during which cer- 
tain domestic animals which have crossed the boundary line into 
foreign countries may be returned duty free, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
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BEPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE TO AUDIT AND CONTROL THE CONTINGENT 
EXPENSES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably 
without amendment several resolutions for the calendar. First 
I report Senate Resolution 69, authorizing the Committee on 
Commerce to hold hearings and employ a stenographer. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, that is a formal 
resolution such as has always been passed, authorizing hearings 
by a committee in a general way. I ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think under the agreement which we 
reached yesterday that we can do any such business, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Of course, if it is contrary to the 
agreement I would not ask it, but I thought it would be con- 
sidered as routine business. 

Mr. LODGE. I hardly think so myself. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Then I withdraw the request. 
I do not want to violate the agreement, 

Mr. BORAH. I do not want to violate the unanimous-consent 
agreement, but I did not suppose for a moment that this kind of 
business would be precluded or I should not have consented to 
it, because I am very anxious to get a similar resolution 
through. Was not the agreement entered into by unanimous 
consent on yesterday? 

Mr. LODGE. It was. 

Mr. BORAH. Then we can do this by unanimous consent. 
We can change a unanimous-consent agreement by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I call the attention of the 
Senator from Idaho to the agreement which was made yester- 
day that no business should be transacted except routine morn- 
ing business. I have no objection to the resolution, of course, 
but the point of the matter is that if we disregard the arrange- 
ment that was made, Senators who might want to object to 
other proposals for unanimous consent would be denied the 
opportunity of doing so through their reliance on the agreement 
made yesterday. 

Mr. BORAH. I shall not, of course, urge it under those cir- 
cumstances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution reported by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will go to the calendar. 

Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which were referred the 
following resolutions, reported them severally without amend- 
ment: 

A resolution (S. Res. 76) authorizing the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry to hold hearings and employ a stenogra- 
pher to report the same, etc.; 

A resolution (S. Res. 77) directing the Secretary of the 
Senate to pay to Elmer E. Burrows, son of Joseph A. Burrows, 
late a private of the Capitol police, a sum equal to six months’ 
pay, etc. ; 

A resolution (S. Res. 78) authorizing the Committee on the 
Judiciary to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, to employ a stenographer, and to sit during the sessions 
or recesses of the Senate; and 

A resolution (S. Res. 98) authorizing the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor to hold hearings during the Sixty-eighth Con- 
gress, 

BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 1548) to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An 
act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 4, 1923, as amended; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1549) to place Frank H. Ainsworth on the retired 
u = the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1550) granting an appropriation for the acquire- 
ment of a site and the erection thereon of a new marine hos- 
pital at San Francisco, Calif.; to the Committee on Public 

nildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 1551) granting an increase of pension to James 
Shelton Blankenship: to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1552) for the relief of Thomas G. Harris; and 

A bill (S. 1553) for the relief of Lincoln County, Oreg.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 1554) granting an increase of pension to Ralph 
Waite; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1555) granting a gratuity of $100 to officers and 
enlisted men of the Army whose names appear upon the Army 
and Navy medal of honor roll; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LENROOT: 

A bill (S. 1556) authorizing the Secretary of War to cause 
a preliminary examination and survey of Oconto Harbor, in 
the State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1557) to give military status and discharges to 
the members of the Russian Railway Service Corps, organized 
by the War Department, under authority of the President of 
the United States, for service during the war with Germany; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. McKINLEY (for Mr. MCCORMICK) : 

A bill (S. 1558) to establish the upper Mississippi River 
wild life and fish refuge; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 1559) to create the Inland Waterways Corporation 
for the purpose of carrying out the mandate and purpose of 
Congress as expressed in sections 201 and 500 of the transpor- 
tation act, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. JONES of New Mexico: 

A bill (8. 1560) granting a pension to Etta W. Cass; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1561) for the creation of a national monument in 
Montana, to be known as Battle of the Bear’s Paw; to the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 1562) for the relief of the Flathead Nation of 
Indians; and < 

A bill (S. 1563) to pay tuition of Indian children in public 
schools; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FERNALD: 

A bill (S. 1567) granting a pension to Carrie E. Croxford; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: 

A bill (S. 1568) for the relief of certain officers in the 
United States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1569) to compensate Lieut. L. D. Webb, United 
States Navy, for damages to household effects while being 
transported by Government conveyance; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. c 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 1570) granting a pension to Eliza M. Wells; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington : 

A bill (S. 1571) repealing certain provisions contained in 
the urgent deficiency act approved December 22, 1911, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 1572) for the relief of the New Jersey Shipbuild- 
ing & Dredging Co., of Bayonne, N. J.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BAYARD: 

A bill (S. 1573) for the relief of Samuel S. Weaver; to the 


| Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. EDGE: 

A bill (S. 1574) for the relief of John O’Neil; and 

A bill (S. 1575) for the relief of Hyman Wechsler; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1576) granting a pension to Annie H. Sines; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1577) authorizing the President to reappoint Maj. 
Adrian K. Polhemus, United States Army (retired), to the 
position and rank of major in the United States Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 1578) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Athens, McMinn County, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 1579) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Knoxville, Knox County, Tenn. ; 


A bill (8. 1580) to provide for the erection of a public build- 


ing at Dayton, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 1581) to provide for the erection of a publie build- 
ing at Kingsport, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1582) granting a pension to S. S. Fair; 

A bill (S. 1583) granting a pension to William A. Jordan; 
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A bill (S. 1584) granting an increase of pension to James 
White; and : 

A bill (S. 1585) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Dunaway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1586) to provide for the establishment of a dairy- 
ing and livestock experiment station at Gallatin, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 1587) to establish a sanctuary or sanctuaries for 
game animals and for birds and fish in the national forest res- 
ervation, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1588) to extend the market news service of the 
Department of Agriculture by telegraph to the States of Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Ten- 
nessee, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Florida; to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1589) authorizing the appointment of a deputy 
clerk of the United States district court for the northern divi- 
sion of the western district of Tennessee; S 

A bill (S. 1590) to amend an act approved March 4, 1915, 
abolishing the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims in certain 
cases involving claims against the United States for property 
destroyed or appropriated by the Federal Army during the 
Civil War; and 

A bill (S. 1591) to suppress the sale of pistols, revolvers, 
and other firearms of like form, size, and description, com- 
monly used in the commission of felonious homicides and 
assaults, and to provide punishment for violation of the pro- 
visions of the same; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1592) to establish an additional fish-cultural sta- 
tion in the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

A bill (S. 1593) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the State of Tennessee two brass cannons with carriages; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1594) for the relief of the trustees of Hobson 
Methodist Church, of Davidson County, Tenn.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1595) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to branch banks under the national bank act; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 1596) to regulate the sale of bonds, stocks, and 
other evidences of interest in or indebtedness of corporations 
or associations in interstate commerce, and to amend an act 
approved October 15, 1914, entitled “An act to supplement 
existing laws against unlawful restraints and monopolies, and 
for other purposes”; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. NORBECK: 

A bill (S. 1597) to provide for an emergency commission to 
promote a permanent system of self-supporting agriculture in 
regions adversely affected by the stimulation of wheat pro- 
duction during the war, and aggravated by many years of 
small yields and high-production costs of wheat; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1598) for the relief of homesteaders on the Fort 
Peck Indian Reservation, State of Montana; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Export Oil Corporation; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1600) to provide for an inheritance tax on tax- 
exempt securities; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A bill (S. 1601) granting a pension to John D. Thompson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 49) authorizing the President 
to require the United States Sugar Equalization Board (Inc.) 
to adjust a transaction relating to 8,500 tons of sugar im- 
ported from the Argentine Republic. : 

Mr EDGE. I request the reference of the joint resolution 
2 read to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, which 

ad a similar bill before it last year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred, 


RELIEF OF DISABLED VETERANS OF THE WORLD WAR. 


By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 1564) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
and modify the war risk insurance act,” approved March 4, 
1923 ; 


7 

A bill (S. 1565) to amend an act entitled “An act to amen 
and modify the war risk insurance act,” approved March 
1923; and 

A bill (S. 1566) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
and modify the war risk insurance act,” approved March 4, 
1923; to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Referring to the bills just 
introduced by me amending the war risk insurance act, from a 
reading of the bills it would be impossible to tell, without ex- 
amining the statutes previously -enacted, the scope of these 
measures. I have prepared a very brief memorandum showing 
what effect the passage of these bills would have upon present 
laws for the benefit of disabled veterans, and I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the memorandum was ordered to be 
printed in the Record, as follows: 


MEMORANDUM RELATING TO BILLS INTRODUCED IN THE INTEREST OF 
DISABLED VETERANS. 


The three bills introduced by me amending the war risk insurance 
act materially extend the present legislation dealing with compensa- 
tion and hospitalization of veterans of the World War. The bills are 
as follows: 

(1) A bill to permit all World War veterans suffering from neuro- 
psychiatric and tubercular diseases free hospitalization and treatment 
in Government hospitals. The present law permits hospitalization and 
treatment to only those World War veterans who can prove their dis- 
ability to be of service origin. Veterans of the Spanish-American War, 
the Philippine insurrection, and the Boxer rebellion are already by law 
entitled to receive hospitalization and treatment for tubercular or neu- 
ropsychiatric diseases regardless of their disability from these dis- 
eases being connected with service. This bill removes the present dis- 
crimination against World War veterans and gives them exactly the 
same rights as to hospitalization that veterans of former wars receive. 

(2) A bill to remove the stipulation in the present law that a vet- 
eran must be examined within three years from date of discharge by a 
Government physician or a legally qualified physician in order to avail 
himself of the artificial presumption that his disease is attributable to 
service when suffering from a neuropsychiatric or tubercular disease. 

Under the present law if a veteran is examined a day or more be- 
yond the three-year period he is not entitled to the presumption that 
his disease is of service origin even if the examining physician finds 
he was actually suffering from a neuropsychiatric or tubercular disease 
within three years from discharge. The bill presented by me makes 
the condition for compensation the actual existence of the disease 
within three years rather than the time of examination. 

(3) A bill to grant compensation in certain cases to dependents of 
decensed soldiers. Under the present law dependent mothers, fathers, 
and wives may recover compensation if a veteran died from injury 
suffered or disease contracted in line of duty. In case a veteran dies 
from tubercular or neuropsychiatric disease, dependents in order to 
receive compensation must prove service origin of the diseases. If, on 
the other hand, a veteran lives and was found to be suffering from 
either of these diseases within three years after discharge, he is pre- 
sumed to have contracted the disease in service and need not prove 
service origin. This presumption only applies to those who lived 
after the law was passed in 1921. Veterans who died from neuro- 
psychiatric or tubercular diseases within the three years following dis- 
charge, or their dependents, receive no benefit from the law of 1921. 
In other words, under the present law only veterans suffering with 
neuropsychiatric or tubercular disease who lived may receive compen- 
sation retroactive to the time of the existence of the disability. This 
bill would give compensation to dependents of veterans who died 
within three years after discharge from neuropsychiatric or tubercular 
diseases. It will provide monthly compensation for a large number of 
dependent mothers and wives in poor circumstances whose sons or 
husbands died of these diseases before the benefits of the Sweet bill, 
in 1921, were made effective. 


JURISDICTION OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. SHIELDS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to a proposed bill to amend certain sections of the 
Judicial Code relating to the Court of Claims, which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL PEACE. 


Mr. BORAH. I submit a resolution which I ask may lie on 
the table. 

The resolution (S. Res, 101) was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

Whereas war is the greatest existing menace to society, and has be- 
come so expensive and destructive that it not only causes the stupen- 
dous burdens of taxation now afflicting our people but threatens to 
engulf and destroy civilization; and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Whereas civilization has been marked in its upward trend out of 
barbarism into its present condition by the development of law and 
courts to supplant methods of violence and force; and 

Whereas the genius of civilization has discovered but two Wee 
of compelling the settlement of human disputes, namely, law and war, 
and therefore, in any plan for the compulsory settlement of interna- 
tional controversies, Wu must choose between war on the one hand and 
the process of law on che other; and 

Whereas war between nations has always been and still is a lawful 
institution, so that any nation may, with or without cause, declare war 
against any other nation and be strictly within its legal rights; and 

Whereas revolutionary war or wars of liberation are illegal and 
criminal, to wit: High treason, whereas, under existing international 
law, wars of aggression between nations are perfectly lawful; and 

Whereas the overwhelming moral sentiment of civilized people every- 
where is against the eruel and destructive institution of war; and 

Whereas all alliances, leagues, or plans which rely upon force as 
the ultimate power for the enforcement of peace carry the seeds either 
of their own destruction or of military dominancy to the utter sub- 
version of liberty and justice; and 

Whereas we must recognize the fact that resolutions or treaties out- 
lawing certain methods of killing will not be effective so long as war 
itself remains lawful; and that in international relations we must have, 
not rules and regulations of war but organic laws against war; and 

Whereas in our Constitutional Convention of 1787 it was success- 
fully contended by Madison and Hamilton that the use of force when 
applied to people collectively—that is, to States or nations—was un- 
sound in principle and would be tantamount to a declaration of war; 
and 

Whereas we have in our Federal Supreme Court a practical and ef- 
fective model for a real international court, as it bas specific jurisdic- 
tion to hear and decide controversies between our sovereign States; 
and 

Whereas our Supreme Court has exercised this e without 
resort to force, for 135 years, during which time scores of contro- 
yersies have been judicially and peaceably settled that might otherwise 
have led to war between the States, and thus furnishes a practical ex- 
emplar for the compulsory and pacific settlement of international con- 
troversies ; and 

Whereas an international arrangement of such judicial character 
would not shackle the independence or impair the sovereignty of any 
nation: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That it is the yiew of the Senate of the United States 
that war between nations should be outlawed as an institution or 
means for the settlement of international controversies by making it 
a public crime under the law of nations, and that every nation should 
be encouraged by solemn agreement or treaty to bind itself to indict 
and punish its own international war breeders or instigators and war 
profiteers under powers similar to those conferred upon our Congress 
under Article I, section 8, of our Federal Constitution, which clothes 
the Congress with the power “to define and punish offenses against 
the law of nations”; and be it 

Resolved further, That a code of international law of peace based 
upon equality and justice between nations, amplified and expanded 
and adapted and brought down to date should be created and adopted; 

Second. That a judicial substitute for war should be created (or, 
if existing in part, adapted and adjusted) in the form or nature of 
an international court, modeled on our Federal Supreme Court 
in its jurisdiction over controversies between our sovereign States, 
such court to possess affirmative Jurisdiction to hear and decide 
all purely international controversies, as defined by the code, or 
arising under treaties, and to have the same power for the en- 
forcement of its decrees as our Federal Supreme Court, namely, the 
respect of all enlightened nations for judgments resting upon open 
and fair investigations and impartial decisions and the compelling 
power of enlightened public opinion. 


PRACTICES IN THE PATENT OFFICE, 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
102), which was referred to the Committee on Patents: 

Whereas the League of American Inventors has continually publicly 
pointed out certain practices in the Patent Office detrimental to the 
public good; and 

Whereas, under the present Patent Office practice, foreigners may 
obtain letters patent within a few months subsequent to the filing of 
their applications, while it takes an American citizen on an average 
of several years to obtain a United States patent; and 

Whereas the applications of foreigners are given precedence over 
prior applications by United States citizens; and 

Whereas inventors are unduly delayed in the granting of their 
patents, due chiefly to the Patent Office procedure, which procedure 
is due to the influence of a certain group of patent solicitors; and 


Whereas these charges, if true, show that certain favoritism is 
being shown to certain firms of patent attorneys; and 

Whereas it is alleged that a certain group of patent attorneys dic- 
tate the policy of the Patent Office; and 

Whereas the Patent Office should be administered for the benefit 
of the public and the protection of inyentors, and not for securing 
business for certain privileged lawyers: Now therefore be It 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents of the Senate, or any 
subcommittee thereof, is authorized and directed to investigate the 
aforesaid charges and all matters concerning these alleged practices 
of favoritism, discrimination, and privileges; and to recommend 
effective measures to relieve the Patent Office from the influences 
detrimental to its proper conduct. The committee is authorized to 
administer oaths, to send for persons and papers, and to employ such 
clerical and professional assistance as may be necessary, payment 
therefor to be made out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon 
the order of the chairman of the committee. 


APPOINTMENT OF EX-SERVICE MEN AS POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. McKELLAR. I submit a resolution which I ask may lie 
on the table. 

The resolution (S. Res. 103) was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate at the earliest practicable moment (1) the names 
of all first, second, and third class postmasters appointed in the United 
States since March 4, 1921, who were appointed when there were ex- 
service men on the eligible list; (2) the names of all ex-service men 
appointed postmasters; and (3) the names of all ex-seryice men ap- 
pointed postmasters where they stood second or third on the eligible 
list, 

PRINTING OF REPORT ON AMMONIA AND NITROGEN. 


Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
104), which was referred to the Committee on Printing : 


Resolved, That 1,500 copies of the report of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture concerning ammonia, nitrogen, and nitrogenous materials manu- 
factured, imported, and used in the United States, transmitted to the 
Senate on April 8, 1918, in pursuance of S. Res. 137 of the first session 
of the Sixty-fifth Congress, be printed for the use of the Senate, 


TRANSPORTATION OF MEMBERS OF AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION TO 
LONDON. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I offer a resolution, which I 
ask may be read, and then, if I may do so under the unani- 
mous-consent agreement, I desire to ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 105), as follows: 


Resolved, That the United States Shipping Board be, and it is 
hereby, directed to inform the Senate whether the matter of trans- 
porting, some time during the coming year, members of the American 
Bar Association to London was taken up by the association, or any- 
one else in its behalf, with the Shipping Board or any of its repre- 
sentatives; and if so, what proposal or terms were offered by. the 
Shipping Board or its representatives for such transportation. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. If the resolution be routine 
business, I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the resolution, Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBINSON. What is the nature of the resolution? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The resolution simply calls for 
information from the Shipping Board as to whether anyone 
on behalf of the American Bar Association asked the Shipping 
Board for transportation facilities to London on an American 
vessel or made a proposal relative thereto, 

Mr. ROBINSON. I desire to make this statement: At the 
suggestion of the leader of the majority yesterday, which I 
thought a very proper one—and in which, so far as I know, 
other Senators concurred, so that Senators who desired to do 
so might have the opportunity of leaving the city—an agree- 
ment was entered into that no business whatever would be 
transacted to-day except routine morning business. I do not 
want any of us to be put in the attitude of objecting to indi- 
vidual requests. The requests which have been presented were 
all acceptable to me, and no suggestion has been made that I 
should not be glad to see agreed to. If, however, we enter 
into an agreement to permit Senators to leave the city under 
the impression that we are not going to transact business, wa 
must keep that agreement in good faith. So I give notice 


The Secretary will read the 
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now that I shall object to any request for unanimous consent 
to consider anything which is not within the agreement. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is a correct interpretation of 
the agreement. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to say merely a word. 
I stated when I presented the resolution that, if I might do so, 
I wanted to ask unanimous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration. I do not wish to violate the agreement. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Of course, the Senator may ask unanimous 
consent, but I do not think, having entered into the agreement, 
that he ought to put us in the atttiude of having to object to 
his request. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to say just a word fur- 
ther. I did not understand, when I gave my consent to the 
unanimous-consent agreement yesterday, that it shut ont mat- 
ters of this kind. I have always understood that such resolu- 
tions were routine morning business. Of course, if the resolu- 
tion is not routine morning business, then I do not wish to 
ask for its consideration any more than would the Senator 
from Arkansas. I appreciate the Senator’s attitude and I do 
not want to violate any unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Of course the Senator from Washington 
well understands what constitutes routine morning business. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Apparently, I did not. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The rule of the Senate provides as to that, 
and it does not include the consideration of any report or of 
any resolution or of any bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I understand 
more clearly now than I have ever before understood what 
routine morning business is, and, of course, I shall understand 
what action to take when a request of this kind for unanimous 
consent is again submitted. 

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, perhaps under the unanimous- 
consent agreement made by the Senate on yesterday we can 
not consider the resolution offered by the Senator from Wash- 
ington, but I am sorry that is the case, for the resolution is a 
very proper one. 

I was surprised to read In the newspapers this morning the 
statement that the American Bar Association had engaged 
passage to London on an English ship. While we are here 
trying to build up the American merchant marine for the great 
American Bar Association not to patronize our ships is almost 
unthinkable. Such action on their part seems to me to be 
very inconsiderate. The agent of the association or of the 
Shipping Board has evidently been asleep on his job, I am 
glad the Senator from Washington has offered his resolution, 
even though we shall be absent for two weeks before we can 
act on it. In the meantime, however, the resolution will 
bring the matter to the attention of the Shipping Board and 
of the public. 

Being a lawyer myself, I can speak with some freedom. I 
am surprised at this action, and I do not believe that members 
of the American Bar Association will allow the agreement to 
stand, if any such agreement has been made. Our people 
ought to patronize our ships if we expect to make this a ship- 
ping country such as we ought to have and to build up shipping 
here as we should. If enlightened people, particularly such as 
members of the bar association, do not patronize our ships, we 
might as well junk them and be done with it. 

I am heartily in favor of the resolution, and I do not believe 
any Senator will object to it. I hope it will be passed promptly 
upon the reconvening of the Senate. I do not want, however, 
to transgress any unanimous-consent agreement which we have 
made. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DIAL. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is entirely possible, perhaps, that the 
desired information can be had on the request of the Shipping 
Board. Probably the Senator can obtain the information with- 
out the action of the Senate by requesting the Shipping Board 
to furnish it. 

Mr. DIAL. I rather think so. I know of no one who would 
object to the merits of it, and I did not want it to go out that 
any Senator objected to our securing this information. I know 
the Senator from Arkansas would not oppose the resolution, 
I yield the floor. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina a question. 

Mr. DIAL. I will be very glad to answer the Senator if 
I 


can, 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
Chief Justice Taft, when he went over to Europe, did not 
likewise go on a British ship? 


Mr. DIAL. I do not remember the particular trip, but I 
know that a great many of our prominent officials prefer to 
travel on British ships. 

Mr. NORRIS. In defense of the American Bar Association, 
if it be true—and I am informed that it is true—that the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court when he went to Europe traveled 
on a British ship, I think it ought to be said that the American 
Bar Association certainly have a legitimate right to follow a 
precedent established by the Chief Justice of the highest court 
of the land. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I inquire of the Senator 
did he travel at Government expense? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; I do not think so. I do not think any 
of them went at Government expense. 

Mr. DIAL. The Chief Justice did not consult me about 
going. If he had, I would have dissented from his decision to 
ride on a British ship. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask the Senator whether 
the Chief Justice did not sail from Canada? My recollection 
is that he sailed from some port of Canada. 

Mr. DIAL. I have not kept up with the matter very closely, 
but if the Senator says that is true I do not question the state- 
ment at all. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for just a moment to make clear now for all time my 
attitude upon this matter. The resolution which the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Boram] presented is one which will unques- 
tionably pass when considered by the Senate. I have no ob- 
jection to it and I know of no other Senator who has objection 
to it. The resolution proposed by the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Jones] is in exactly the same attitude. But it has 
been a custom in the Senate to enter into agreements by unani- 
mous consent not to transact business other than the routine 
business on certain days, the purpose being to giye Senators 
who desire to do so perfect freedom to leave the city. Any 
Senator who left here last night or who is absent from the 
Senate this morning has a right to rely upon the agreement 
which Senators unanimously made yesterday, namely, that no 
advantage would be taken of their absence and that no busi- 
ness would be transacted in their absence. 

With that condition existing, it does not become me—and I 
am sure the Senator from Massachusetts occupies the same 
attitude—to undertake to pass upon what business other Sen- 
ators who are absent would not object to, and foreclose them 
from the opportunity of discussing and objecting to resolutions 
when presented. 

Mr. LODGE. I was merely going to say. that I have looked 
at the Recorp, and what the Senator says was especially stated 
by me as the purpose of the unanimous-consent agreement, 

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, if the Senator from Arkansas will 
yield to me, I will say that I do not disagree with him at all in 
the statement he has made. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand that. However, I want It 
understood now that not only is the rule being enforced this 
morning against Senators whose resolutions are not objection- 
able to me but if agreements like this are subsequently made 
they will be enforced to the letter. The Senate, of course, 
will have the option of not agreeing to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will say at this 
point that this may be morning business, but it Is not routine 
morning business, and therefore is not in order. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I think the position taken by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobak] and by the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Rosrnson] is entirely correct. I read 
from page 439 of the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings: 


Mr. Lopes. I was about to move to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, but before doing so I wish to ask unanimous consent 
that as a matter of convenience to a great many Senators it shall be 
understood that to-morrow when we meet there will be nothing trans- 
acted but routine morning business. I make that request. 


Some observations were made and the agreement was then 
entered into. 

The question now is, What is routine morning business? I 
remember to have heard at least one Senator, one of the ablest 
Senators who sits here, express some doubt as to what is 
routine morning business. Mr. President, there may he no 
doubt as to what is routine morning business. I will say 
that, in my opinion, it is composed simply of the presenta- 
tion of petitions and memorials, the introduction of bills, the 
presentation of reports, and the introduction of resolutions, 
concurrent, joint, and simple, and the matters of high privi- 
lege, such as the swearing in of a Senator. 
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It is shocking to hear that the American Bar Association, or 
any member thereof, would consider proceeding to Europe on a 
foreign ship if American ships were available. We can not, 
however, under the agreement consider the resolution asking for 
information without a violation of the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment made yesterday. Agreements must be kept if entered 
into; contracts ought to be considered carefully before they are 
executed. : 

Respecting the travel to Europe on foreign ships by American 
citizens, it comes with poor grace on the part of an American 
citizen, when we are making an effort to build up an American 
merchant marine, to proceed to Europe on other than an Ameri- 
ean ship. There were 22 or 23 Senators who went to Europe 
during the past summer, and they each and all voyaged on 
American ships. This at least is my information and I hope I 
am correctly informed. 

The American Bar Association stands for justice, for law 
and order, and for American ideals in government. The Ameri- 
can Bar Association should set a good example, as its members 
are leaders in America. The member of the American Bar 
Association who proceeds to Europe on other than an American 
ship will receive small consideration and will face a slim 
audience when he talks thereafter about our duty of main- 
taining the American merchant marine. Some members of 
chambers of commerce and boards of trade constantly write us 
and telegraph us, urging that we sustain an American merchant 
marine, and then as a rule they haunt the offices of foreign 
ships when it comes to negotiating for passage to Europe. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I think a great 
deal more has been accomplished than would have been if this 
resolution had passed in a perfunctory sort of way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution has been 
placed on the calendar. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. STERLING (for Mr. Corr) submitted the following 
resolution (S. Res. 106), which was referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration, or any subcommittee 
thereof, is authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send for 
persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words to report 
such hearings as may be had on any subject before said committee, the 
expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
any session or recess of the Senate. 


HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82) extending the time 
during which certain domestic animals which have crossed the 
boundary line into foreign countries may be returned duty 
free was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

INCOME-TAX ABUSES. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask permission to place in 
the Recorp an article by Mr. John D. Taylor, of Summerville, 
Ga., one of the leading manufacturers in Georgia and the 
South. Also, a letter from Mr. Taylor to me and the reply of 
Commissioner Blair. Mr. Taylor is a man who does big things 
without complaining and a man of character and integrity. 
There are many complaints among the people of Georgia on 
account of the methods of making out income-tax returns and 
the manner of collecting. 

I have the greatest confidence in Mr. Blair, who is conscien- 
tiously doing his very best to serve the people and the Govern- 
ment, just as his predecessors, Mr. Williams and Mr. Roper. 
I think the law should be changed in several particulars, and 
especially to prevent any injustices, 

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

INcoMp TAx ABUSES. 
(By John D. Taylor.) 
[Reprinted from the Atlanta Constitution, October 30, 1923.] 

There are some outrageous abuses of authority being inflicted upon 
the public by the Federal authorities having charge of the collection 
of the income and various other taxes which ought to be corrected, 
and tọ this end it occurs to me that the press of the country would 
render a great service by taking hold of the matter and expose the 
harassing methods used and the inconveniences and worries that a 
long-suffering and much-suffering public has endured uncomplainingly 
for a long time. Especially is this important at this time as the 


national election approaches. The party that is given control of the 
administration next time ought to be made to give evidence in advance 
that it will see to it that the payers of these taxes will have a least 
decent treatment and a square deal. 

If you will allow me space, I will give you some facts as to my own 
experience along this line, which no doubt many other business men 
in the country will recognize as similar to their own. My only reason 
for giving details of my own private business and personal affairs is 
to illustrate the exasperating treatment to which all business men have 
been or will sooner or later be subjected. 

Several years ago the people in and around this Httle village decided 
to build a small cotton mill, to be known as the Summerville Cotton 
Mills. No one had any large sum to put into the project, and we had 
to scour the earth to raise enough stock to start with. All the sub- 
scribers to stock were people of limited means, many of them being 
women, who, from their meager savings, took one or two shares. 


A HARD STRUGGLE. 


We raised enough money to build the mill building and make a small 
payment on the machinery, going in debt for the most of the machinery, 
and starting without a dollar of working capital, trusting to luck or 
Providence, one or both, to pull us through. Thus we began a high- 
vaulting career, treading constantly for several years on the crumbling 
brink of bankruptcy, but Providence or luck or hard work and agoniz- 
ing economy eventually brought us out all right. 

I have had the honor and the torture of being president and treas- 
urer of this institution from the first, and all the sleepless nights 
and loss of appetite that fall to the lot of a small man in a trying and 
responsible position—although it may be a small affair—were mine, 
unremittingly. 

I have given you the above facts or setting of the situation here 
to enable you to properly and adequately appraise the facts and figures 
that I shall hereinafter relate. 

Up to the time of the World War this mill had fairly good success 
and made reasonable returns upon the money invested, and incidentally 
was a great help to this section by furnishing a cotton market and 
paying good wages to a needy and deserving class of employees. 

During the flush time occasioned by the World War and the infla- 
tion of the post-war period we made a large amount of money—that is, 
considering the amount invested. Then came the income-tax collector 
and the excess-profit tax collector, and the capital-stock tax collector, 
and the collectors of every other sort of tax that the ingenuity of the 
human brain could invent. We were told that the war had brought 
flush times, which were the results of great expenditures (nothing was 
said about the waste) on the part of the Government, and that we 
ought all to be willing to give a large part of our earnings to our 
Government, that it might pay its debts. We all thought this was 
right and just and good; we were eager to pay our fart. 

This particular enterprise did not pay much income and excess 
profit tax until the year 1917. It did not haye much Income to pay 
on. But in 1917 T paid considerably over $20,000 income tax, besides 
capital-stock tax, State and county, school, town tax, ete. 

I found that no mere ordinary human being could make out a tax 
return and feel any degree of certainty that he had it within a thousand 
miles of correctness—Kinstein’s theory of relativity is A B C compared 
to the mazy labyrinth and jargon of these income-tax blanks, with all 
their notes and definitions and explanations. After standing on my 
head several days trying to get it right I gave it up as hopeless and 
sent for a self-styled expert and paid him $50 plus per day to make it 
out; I paid all the tax he said I owed and got my receipt in full for 
taxes that year. But this was by no means the end of it. 


POMPOUS INDIVIDUAL. 


In 1922, five years afterwards, there appeared here a very pompous 
individual. I at first mistook him for Caesar, because in my embar- 
rassment I must haye misunderstood him. I got only the impression: 
“So I will, so I command, stat pro ratione voluntas.“ I removed my 
hat, as was fitting and meek, but before I could get my shoes off I 
somewhat regained my poise and I finally divined that he was the whole 
United States epitomized, and backed up by both the Army and Navy, 
but I was not mistaken in my understanding that his “ wish must 
stand for the reason.” ' 

I do not know what his title was, but the English of it is, he had 
come to smell over my tax returns for 1917 any try to find some- 
thing wrong with it—these special.examiners never find anything right, 
If they could not find that a taxpayer was delinquent, or should find 
that he had overpaid, I do not doubt they would lose their jobs—at 
least, they evidently think they would. 

Another thing about this army of so-called accountants, or experts, 
or special examiners, that the Government has prowling around and 
nosing into everybody's business and sagely telling us how we ought 
to run affairs, no two of them eyer agree on the construction of any 
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law or ruling of the higher authorities or what is exempt or what is 
not exempt. One will tell you to fix it one way and the next one that 
comes along tells you the opposite. 

Well, he demanded every book, record, check, paper, voucher, etc., 
that I had. He got them, of course; otherwise I do not suppose I 
would be here now to tell the tale. 

He incubated for about a week and departed, speechless as a sphinx. 
He never intimated that anything was wrong or gave any opportunity 
to anyone to explain anything. 

Shortly afterwards I recelved the amazing statement that I stil 
owed $32,825.76 more taxes for the year 1917. This agent's bare state- 
ment, not even buttressed by a cheap oath, was taken as the absolute 
facts in the case. I was put on the defensive. Not only was the pre- 
sumption against me, but the case was closed against me. I stood 
condemned already. A forlorn hope of redress was held by graciously 
giving me a few days to show cause, if any I had, why I should not 
send in the additional little change of $32,000. The expert accountant 
I had was very ill, and I asked for a short extension of the time, and 
was finally granted the extension, but only on condition that I sign an 
unconditional waiver of the statute of limitation, thus giving the 
agents and investors all eternity to dig me up again as often as they 
see it—five or six years had not been enough. 


ANNUAL ORDEAL, 


Then there came the annual ordeal of making my return for 1918, and 
by a change in the date of my fiscal year I made another return for 
eight months of 1919. Again I had to call in the aid of my $50 expert. 
He made my returns out and told me to sign on the dotted line, which 
I did gladly and with singleness of heart, and by these returns for a 
period of one year and eight months I admitted that I owed the 
small sum of $248,234.50. I paid this small amount and was glad, 
delighted, that the mill was left and that I was left. 

Well, by and by, another expert came along and said my first 
ex—the $50 per—had made an crror and that I had paid too much 
taxes, and that if I would give him most of what he recovered he 

Would file a claim for a refund. 

I had somehow felt the inward moving of a shapeless and inexpressible 
doubt about the correctness of the proceedings that had relieved me 
of such a wad—and nothing but a “scrap of paper“ to show for it— 
but I had never heard in modern times of either the grave or a tax man 
giving up anything it or he had closed upon, and I frankly had no hope 
of ever getting a cent, and I told the expert to expert all he wanted to, 
So be went to work, and, mirabile dictu! he really did get back 
$15,215.59. 

Well, I knew now this matter was at last ended; I knew whatever 
else Gabriel's trumpet might resurrect, this skeleton would nover again 
come forth to haunt me. But how unwarranted and foolish I was in 
my feelings of false security! 

Here, a few days ago—four or five years afterwards—one of the 
ubiquitous agents came along and took full possession for a week or 
two and went silently away. A few days later I was solemnly m- 
formed that I was still due $90,309.63. 

Here was a concern, capitalized at $300,000, that for a period of 20 
months had paid practically a quarter of a million dollars tax, which 
the department at Washington had admitted was too much, and now, 
on the bare opinion and word of a little accountant, a figure juggler, 
I am to be mulet still further in the sum of over $90,000, which will 
make more than the capital stock in the mill, paid in taxes for 20 
months, 

THEN CAME DEFLATION, 


Another thing to be considered and that I get no consideration for is 
this fact—the balance sheet showing the earnings of the mill was 
largely made up of inventories, other than cash, and then began the 
deflation tyranny of the then head of the Federal reserve bank—hap- 
pily since removed—causing more financial loss to the Southern States 
than did the Civil War, and by reason of which a large percentage of 
the values were wrung out of those inventories. For instance, influ- 
enced by a superheat of patriotic zeal and the siren voice and suavity 
of the spielers who said that Liberty bonds were the cutest things ever 
and never could be worth less than par, I was moved to invest many 

thousands of the mill's money in these securities. Later, however, when 
I needed and had to have every cent available to pay subsequent taxes 
I found that I had to sell even these gold-lined Government obligations 
at a ruinous discount to get money to pay taxes, 100 cents in the dollar 
to that same Government whose obligations I was selling at a discount. 

Now, I could relate many other instances of similar outrageous treat- 
ment and high-handed, ruthless conduct by the tools of this iniquitous 
system, but it is unnecessary. 

Mine is only one of the many thousand cases of the like kind. 
Multiply me by many thousand and look at the plight of the business 
men of Georgia. Multiply me by many million, and you see what the 
business men of this whole country are up against. 


It Is not the payment of taxes that I complain of—I want to pay my 
taxes; I always have paid them—but I do not like to pay all I make 
for taxes and have to apologize to my stockholders because I have 
nothing for them, and then have these insolent, cormorant special ex- 
aminers, who can juggle figures and construe department rulings so as 
to show any result they want to reach, sit down periodically and just 
by a manipulation of figures Juggle me out of thousands and thousands 
more, 

NO END TO IT, 


And there seems to be no end to it. We are likely to be harassed 
periodically till time shall be no more. We are never secure. A man 
pays his taxes; he plans his business for the future and works along 
these plans, and in the dim distant future a special examiner comes 
along and says he owes thousands and thousands more, and his plans 
are all upset. 

The most shameful thing about it all is the bland, complacent, and 
nonchalant way the authorities make out their case against the tax- 
payer. The agent says you owe so much. The Government says, 
“Yes; you do; you unprofitable son of a gun, you owe it because our 
worthy said so. Pay that thou owest quick, or if you are such a knave 
as to deny that you owe it, or if you are such a fool as to think that 
you have any evidence that you do not owe it, come on up to Washing- 
ton and bring your high-priced accountants and lawyers and endure 
the law's delay and the continuous expense—we care nothing for the 
trouble and expense to you.“ 

Now, every time your taxes are raised, as mine have been, there is 
one of two things you must do, you can pay up and that ends it till 
the next go round, or you can get expensive experts and carry the fight 
to Washington and spend lots of time and money, and in the end most 
likely you will have to pay the utmost farthing that is claimed, with 
usury and maybe a few forfeitures or fines for your obstinacy and 
general cussedness, 

We have strange names for all these things here. We call these 
methods beautiful, free democratie methods. In Russia they call the 
same methods Bolshevism, and this infamous system here, just as in 
Russia, will do more than anything else to unsettle business, 

It suppresses aspiring manhood; it dwarfs individual endeavor: it 
penalizes thrift; it frowns on frugal industry; it strangles the young 
ambition in anyone who would attempt to start an enterprise that would 
create wealth and give aid and employment to needy men and women, 
and at the same time it puts a premium on indolence. It commends the 
sluggard and the drone as the objects of its tenderest care. It dis- 
courages the investment of capital in the productive arts and industries 
and squeezes it out of the arteries of trade, forcing it to seek invest- 
ment in the many nontaxable securities which our motherly Government 
has so abundantly provided. 

If this saturnalia of unrestrained extortion, with its inquisition and 
star-chamber methods, is to continue forever there is one little cotton 
mill in Georgia for sale. Perhaps I can get the taxgatherer to take it 
as part payment on tax account. It is humiliating to confess it, but 
an honest confession is always best. 

We Democrats saddled this infamy on the country and we Democrats 
ought to take it off, but it looks like we will have to look to the Re- 
publican Party for relief. 

For my part I do not care who gives the relief so it comes. A 
drowning man does not care who throws out the life line so he gets it. 
If the Democratic Party gets into power it will have to go in pledged 
to give relief, else it will not get in. If the Republican Party remains 
in power it will be on the same conditions, and I believe the Republican 
Party will give the relief. There are too many brains, too much justice, 
and too much interest at stake in that great party to allow it to turn 
a dent ear to the cry of-bleeding business. 

I believe that the country is safe in the hands of Mr. Coolidge. Mr. 
Blair, the head of the tax-collecting machinery, is a big man and a 
good man, and I believe that we can confidently look to him to 
ameliorize conditions so far as lies within his power. 

But in every election every candidate, from President down, ought to 
be made to pledge himself to use his utmost endeavor to rid the coun- 
try of this infamous iniquity. 


SUMMERVILLE, GA., November 28, 1923. 
Hon. W. J. HARRIS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Harris: Will you kindly give me information as to how 
the agents or inspectors that are going around over the country investi- 
gating people’s taxes are paid, whether a salary or commission on 
what they dig up? 

I have been informed that they are paid a salary but are classified 
“a, b, and c,” according to the amount of additional taxes they are 
able to turn in, and are paid salaries proportionate to the grade they 
make, 


I am very anxious to find this out and will not in any way draw 
your name into the matter but will thank you very much indecd to 
give me this information. If I can do anything fer you down this way 
let me know. t 

With kindest regarda, I am, 

Yours very truly, Jxo. D. TAYLOR. 


— 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
December 10, 1923. 
Hon. Wu. J. HARRIS, 
United States Senate. 

My Dran Senator: I have your memorandum of December 1 m- 
closing a letter signed by Jno. D. Taylor, of Summerville, Ga., in which 
he requests certain information concerning internal-revenue agents and 
inspectors. 

Income-tax agents and inspectors are paid salaries of $1,800 to 
$4,000 per year. The amount of salary depends upon previous business 
experience, ability, length of time in the service, and class and grade 
ef work which the employee performs. The average annual salary 
for all agents is $2,609. ‘They are not classified according to the 
amount of additional taxes they are able to turn in but are graded 
according to the class of work they are able to perform. For instance, 
some men are assigned to the investigation of individual income-tax 
returns, others with better training and ability are assigned to the 
examination of partnerships and corporations; the bigher-class agents 
are assigned to consolidated corporations and cases involving natural 
resources, questions of obsolescence, inyested capital, etc. Neither the 
efficiency rating nor the salary of an agent is dependent im any way 
upon the amount of additional tax that he reports. No commissions 
are paid to any agent or imapector on the amount of tax that he is able 
to discover. The Treasury Department appropriations contain a fund 
that may be expended by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for 
detecting violations of internal revenue laws, including the payment 
for information and detection of such violations. No reward can be 
paid to internal-revenue officers or to any person appointed or em- 
ployed in, or acting in connection with, the Internal Revenue Service. 
The Internal Revenue Bureau has tried in the past to discourage as 
much as possible the payment of rewards, for the reason that it ts 
felt that citizens of this country should be patriotic enough to dis- 
close any information which they may possess relative to the evasion 
of Federal taxes without claiming any reward for such information. 

Your letter from Mr. Taylor is herewith returned. 

Sincerely yours, 
D. H. Briain, Commissioner. 


SOVIET GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask wnanimous consent to 
have printed in parallel columns in the Recorp wirat the Presi- 
dent said the other day in his message about Russia and the 
letter of the Secretary of State which he sent to the Soviet 
Government of Russia, and which was printed in the papers 
yesterday morning. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if the 
statement from the State Department is the one appearing in 
the papers this morning? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; it is the one appearing yesterday morn- 
ing. It is the letter that he wrote to Chicherin. 

Mr. MOSES. If the Senator will permit me, in connection 
with the request that he is making, since the publication this 
morning of the statement from the Department of State I have 
received a great many inquiries at my office, and I understand 
that other Senators have, for the complete text, which I under- 
stand was not printed complete in the newspapers. After com- 
munication with the State Department I learned that the ocu- 
ment did not exist in printed form, but only in the mimeo- 
graphed form in which it was given to the press, and I should 
like to have the complete statement printed in parallel columns, 
as the Senator suggests, if we are talking about the same docu- 
ment. Or, if we are not talking about the same document 

Mr. NORRIS, Is the Senator talking about what appeared 
in the papers this morning? 

Mr. MOSES. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am not. 

Mr. MOSES. ‘Together with the statement given out yester- 
day, which reads: 


With respect to the telegram to President Coolidge from Chicherin 
öf December 16, the Secretary of State made the following statement 
in reply— 

And so forth. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is what I want to print in parallel 


columns with what the, President said about Russia in his 
message, 
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Mr. MOSES. Then will the Senator consent to modify his 
request for unanimous consent to include, following this 
parallel-column matter, the statement given out for release by 
the Department of State this morning, and for which inquiries 
have coma but no copies are available except the mimeographed 
copies 

Mr. NORRIS. And which is printed in the papers this 
morning? 

Mr. MOSES. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. That would follow the parallel columns? 

Mr. MOSES. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, since we are going to have 
printed in the Recorp the statement that was issued this morn- 
ing by the Secretary of State, I want to comment just a little 
upon that statement. It ought to be printed; and I expected to 
follow my request, if I had not been interrupted, by having 
printed the statement that came from the office of the Secre- 
tary of State this morning. It really gives the reasons for his 
letter to Chicherin that was printed in the papers yesterday, 
It gives the evidence upon which the Department of State 
based its action in sending the letter of yesterday. I will have 
printed the statement as given to me by the Senator from 
New Hampshire instead of taking that statement from the 
newspapers; but the summing up of that statement appears 
in the morning press, and I want to make a few comments on 
it as I proceed. y 

This evidence of the Department of State, upon which they 
based the letter of yesterday refusing to have anything to do 
with the Russian Government, was furnished to the Depart- 
ment of State by the Department of Justice and gathered, 
it is presumed, by the numerous detectives and sleuths that 
they have all over the country; in faet, all over the world. 
They gave to the Secretary of State not the evidence for the 
Secretary of State to draw a conclusion from himself, but 
they gave, as will be seen from a reading of the statement, 
their own conclusions; and upon those conclusions, the Secre- 
tary having them in his possession when he wrote that letter, 
he acted and wrote the letter. 

It might be well to say that in all the history of diplomatic 
correspondence, from the dawn of civilization down to the 
present time, there never has been so blunt a letter written, 
avoiding even all pretense of courtesy, as that one. I doubt 
whether you can find anywhere in the history of our Govern- 
ment any letter that compares with it. I mention that only as 
a fact, because it may be that we had better throw off these 
deceiving and deceptive sentences that surround much of our 
diplomacy and come out frankly and fairly, right to the point, 
as it seems the Secretary did in this case, but at least it can 
be safely said that it stands without a precedent in the history 
of our Government. It is not even courteous. It is very 
bluntly discourteous, and leaves, I think, no possibility of 
doing anything that we might think might have been done in 
a diplomatic way after we had heard or read what the Presi- 
dent said about Russia. But this conclusion of evidence in the 
Department of State, upon which it is all based and founded, 
is summed up as follows: 


For more intensive revolutionary work— 


I ought to say that the Department of State gathered some- 
where a sort of proclamation by the Communist Party of Rus- 
sia that they were about to overthrow the Government of the 
United States and to put the red flag over the Capitol, and 
they secured somewhere—perhaps in the air; I do not know 
where; they do not say where—a statement from the head of 
the communist party as to what those fellows were going to do 
with our Government in a short time, and how they were 
going to do it. We ought to consider, also, that during all the 
time since the war the newspapers have been filled—some 
people have been unkind enough to say it was propaganda— 
with statements that the Soviet Government was about to fail. 

We read, week after week and day after day, that the next 
day they would be able to announce that the Soviet Govern- 
ment had gone to pieces; and the very newspaper that carries 
this statement that comes from the Department of Justice con- 
tains on another page an account of an incipient revolution 
taking place against the Soviet Gevernment over in Russia. So 
it seems te me we ought to consider, before we get seared about 
our Government being overthrown, that if all these things that 
we have seen in the papers are within a thousand miles of 
being true, there is probably not as much danger of these fel- 
lows overthrowing our Government and sticking up the red flag 
here as they would have us believe. So we ought to consider in 
that light, it seems to me, the statement that comes from the 
Department of Justice. 
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This is what they heard. Their conclusions are in quotation 
murks from what the head of the Communist Party had an- 
nounced was their program, and that is what scared the Secre- 
tary of State. This is what they heard: 


For more intensive revolutionary work we suggest 


These are the fellows over in Russia talking as to how they 
are going to capture us— 
we suggest that the following instructions be adhered to: 

1. All the activity of the party must at the present time be directed 
among the workers of the large industries, such as the railroad work- 
ers, miners, weavers, steel workers, and similar workers engaged in the 
principal industries of the United States, 

2. Among these workers in the factories, mills, plantations, clubs, 
ete., there must be organized units of 10. 


I think several years ago I heard something about “ blocks of 
five.” I think that was in Indiana. That raised quite a con- 
sternation. These fellows have improved on it. It is going to 
be blocks of ten.” 


The head of this unit of ten must, in so far as possible, be an old, 
trusted member of the party, who must once a week, together with his 
ten, study the communist program and other revolutionary literature. 

3. These units of ten must be organized by occupation and nation- 
ality. 

4. The head of the unit must know intimately each individual mem- 
ber of his ten—his character, habits, the degree of his revolutionism, 
etc., and report everything direct to the central committee of the party. 


The central committee of the party, as I understand, is over 
in Russia. If these units of ten are sufficiently numerous in 
the United States to endanger the stability of our Government 
there must necessarily be several millions of them, and if they 
all communicate to the executive committee everything they 
do in these blocks of ten the mails will be blocked and the poor 
executive committee will require 10 or 15 years to go through 
the documents that will go over to them and keep them in- 
formed, not only in a general way but as to what every 10 
individuals are doing in the United States to overthrow the 
Government. 

5. Each of these units of 10 must have their own fighting unit of 
not less than 3 men— 


So that in these groups of 10 there must be a subgroup of 
8 who are fighters to carry on the real fighting that must take 
place— 


who are appointed by the leader of the unit, with the approval of the 
central committee of the party. 


He would have to send the names over to Russia and get 
back an approval before he would dare make the appointments, 
and, of course, those fellows in Russia might have to take a 
little time to find out whether or not these three men were 
just the kind of fellows that they wanted as fighting men in 
these units, and if there were several million of them it would 
take them several days before they could intelligently act on 
the report. 


The members of the fighting unit, in addition to all other matters, 
must once a week be given instructions in shooting and receive some 
instruction in pioneer work—sapper work, 


So that once a week these fellows are going to shoot, and 
again I say if they are sufficient in number—and, of course, 
the Secretary must believe they must be very numerous in 
order to endanger the life of our country—there will be a good 
deal of shooting going on every week. If these fellows all 
over the country get out the guns and go to shooting, it will 
not be safe for any of us to be on the street; and since they 
will not all shoot on the same day, it is fair to say that they 
would be shooting every day; some would, anyway. 


6. All the unit leaders of each district must meet once every two 
months to discuss the progress of their work and their plans for 
further activities in the presence of a member of the central com- 
mittee of the party. 


This is going to take some time, too. 


We are firmly convinced that work in the direction designated by 
ns will give enormous results in the sense of preparing thousands of 
new propagandists, future leaders of the military forces of the party, 
and faithful fighters during the social revolution. 

With reference to the organization by the W. P. A.— 


I am not just sure what that means. It might mean the 
Western Passenger Association, for all I know— 


of the Federated Farmer-Labor Party, the Communist International 
expresses its complete satisfaction and its approval to the central 
committee of the party for its boldness and taet in putting this idea 
into effect. We hope that the party will, step by step, conquer 
(embrace) the proletarian forces of America and in the not distant 
future raise the red flag over the White House. 


That is the conclusion of the statement, which in itself is 
the conclusion of the Department of Justice sent to the Depart- 
ment of State. So now we have it all. We know where the 
danger Is. We know what is going to happen. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to ask the Senator If he knows 
when this message which the Department of Justice received 
was taken over the wires? 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know. 

Mr. WHEELER. I was wondering whether It was received 
before the President delivered his message to Congress or since 
that time. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not even know that. 

Mr. WHEELER. Because my understanding is that the mat- 
ter set forth in this last message to be published was given out 
by an organization in New York some weeks before the Presi- 
dent delivered his message. I was wondering if the Senator 
had any information upon that subject. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; I have not, 

Mr. STERLING, Mr. President—— 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. STERLING. The Senator characterized what he just 
read as the conclusion of the Department of Justice. On its 
face it does not purport to be a conclusion of the Department 
of Justice, but it reads as though it were the propaganda it- 


self. 

Mr. NORRIS. Indeed, that is right. It is nevertheless a 
conclusion of the Department of Justice, that this is their 
propaganda, and they set it out in quotation marks, This is 
what we have learned they are going to do.” There is no evi- 
dence submitted. 

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator does not mean that. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I do. 

Mr. LENROOT. He means what they would aim to try to 
do, but not any conclusion that they will be successful in 
doing it. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is a difference that is absolutely of no 
importance. I will accept the Senator’s version of it—what 
they will try to do. It does not make any difference to me. 

Mr. LENROOT. Is it the Senator's position, then, that an- 
other government should be recognized if it tries to overthrow 
our Government, but shall not be successful, and should not 
be recognized only if we conclude that it would be successful in 
its attempt? 

Mr. NORRIS. In the first place, not a scintilla of evidence 
has yet been produced to show that the Government of Russia 
has made any such proposition or is trying to make any such 
proposition. If the Department of Justice had submitted to the 
Department of State the evidence they had obtained about this 
statement, and the Department of State would submit the evi- 
dence to the country, we could draw our own conclusions. Cer- 
tainly the Secretary of State could not be blamed for refusing 
to recognize a government engaged in an attempt to overthrow 
our Government, but if he bases his refusal on such grounds, 
he should have some evidence on which to stand and should 
not defend his action on the conduct of men not in authority in 
the Russian Government. He should go farther and give us 
the facts as to the source of this alleged program. Foolish as it 
is on its face, it probably originated in the dream or wish of 
some unscrupulous detective who knew just what was expected 
of him. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Has the so-called Government of Russia 
disavowed that statement? 

Mr. NORRIS. Not that I know of. It has not yet had a 
chance. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Does the Senator deny that it has been 
issued? 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Why discuss it, then? 

Mr. NORRIS. Because I want to. I know nothing except 
what the Department of State has said, and they have offered 
no evidence to sustain their statement. It may have been based 
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on information brought in by one of the various detectives of 
the Department of the Justice. It may be propaganda only, to 
pave the way for another crusade for deportations by which 
thousands and thousands of innocent people will be arrested 
and without warrant, without any proceedings in law, taken 
away from their families, their friends, and their homes, without 
even notice as to where they are going, and pushed into ships 
and deported to a foreign country. That is what it may mean. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator says that the so-called 
Government of Russia has not disavowed that statement? 

Mr. NORRIS. This has just been issued this morning. We 
ought to give them until noon at least to have an opportunity to 
disavow it. It may be that they will pay no attention to it; I 
do not know. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Nebraska will permit me, answering the questien of the Senator 
from California, I read a dispatch to the effect that the Gov- 
ernment of Russia had disavowed it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Of course those who believe in this method 
of propagandizing the American people will not accept a dis- 
avowal. If Lenin appeared in person and said it was not true. 


they would still say that it is true nevertheless, because these 


detectives have found it somewhere. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 8 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will not the Senator admit that the very 
first words of the statement he is discussing give us the facts 
from the State Department's view with relation to the connec- 
tion between the party issuing the statement and the Soviet 
Government of Russia? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; and I am informed that those facts are 
absolutely without foundation. Even if the statement were true, 
it would not justify the action that has been taken. But if it be 
true just as it is stated, it goes far enough to show that a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party is a member of one of the soviet 
organizations. I presume we have found in many a trial that 
some man arrested for murder was an active member of the 
Republican Party, but nobody would think on that account that 
the Republican Party was liable for murder. I presume that 
every man connected with the party in Russia mentioned here, 
in some way or other, as an abiding citizen or as an official, is 
connected with the Soviet Government either as an officer or 
citizen; but that does not make any difference. That does not 
prove anything. 

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator from Nebraska then would 
have the country take his denial as settling that the State 
Department is wrong in this statement. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is the construction the Senator from 
Wisconsin can put on it if he wants to. I have no fear of it 
and care nothing about it. However, it is absolutely unjustified. 
I am saying that there has been no evidence produced to show 
that there is any truth in this so-called claim that the Russian 
Government is engaged in a conspiracy to overthrow our Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. BORAH. If there were a date attached to this, the 
thing would explode itself. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, it only calls to mind that 
while sometimes there are a good many technicalities about our 
jurisprudence, the only safe thing for us to do is to follow the 
old common law when we are trying anybody and not jump at 
conclusions without evidence. If this were a trial in a justice 
of the peace court, and the State Department undertook to 
offer that statement in evidence, it would be rejected upon 
objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I would like to ask the 
Senator if he entertains the same view as does the Secretary of 
State, and if propaganda were carried on against this Govern- 
ment by the Soviet Government would it have any effect upon 
any considerable number of the people of this country? 

Mr. NORRIS. If it were true that there were people in Rus- 
sia carrying on propaganda, that would not make any difference, 
it seems to me, on the question of whether the American Gov- 
ernment ought to recognize the existing Government in Russia. 
Propaganda was carried on in America from the British Gov- 
ernment, and propaganda was carried on by the French Gov- 
ernment, and in a recent appropriation bill in the Chamber ot 
Deputies in France, I think it was, a large item was included 
the express purpose of which was to pay for carrying on 
propaganda. 


Mr. CARAWAY, Was anything included to pay the interest 
on the debt? 

Mr. NORRIS. That is a propaganda the object of which is 
to free them of the necessity of paying the interest on the debt, 
or the debt itself. But nobody thinks of our withdrawing our 
recognition of the French Government. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator wish to have it inferred 
that the French Government is carrying on a propaganda for 
the destruction of the institutions of this country? 

Mr. NORRIS. No; but it is propaganda. The principle is 
just the same. If there is propaganda in an effert to secure 
control of our Government by having us surrender our right to 
the collection of several billion dollars in money, and other 
propaganda goes further and undertakes to start a movement 
that will eventually result, if they can carry it out, in the over- 
throw of the Government, there is only a difference in degree. 
The principle at stake is just the same in both. 

But there is not a man who can look this thing squarely in 
the face, it seems to me, who will be afraid or who believes in 
his heart that there is any danger of anybody of any conse- 
quence trying to overthrow our Government. Lou will find an 
anarchist here and an anarchist there in America. You will 
find them all over the world. They are in every country. Some 
of them are peaceful. Some of them believe in overthrowing 
gevernments only by peaceful means. Some believe in over- 
throwing governments by murder, by war. 5 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr, STERLING. A moment ago the Senator intimated that 
this might be the propaganda of individuals. Suppose it 
should be developed that these individuals, in spreading the 
propaganda, had the approval of the Government in doing it. 
Would that make any difference in the situation? 

Mr. NORRIS. Suppose the Soviet Government had an army 
of 10,000,000 men and a navy of 20,000 ships, and sent them 
all over here and commenced to shoot at our ports, You can 
suppose anything you want to. That, of course, would make a 
difference. 

Mr. STERLING. I am not supposing this out of the empty 
air altogether. I am supposing it because it has been asserted 
and reasserted that that is the fact. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; and it was reasserted by our own 
officials under the last administration, under the palmy days 
of Palmer, that there was an organization in this country com- 
posed of aliens who were going to overthrow our Government, 
and he spent several million dollars of our money going out to 
arrest a whole lot of foreigners and deporting them. We sent 
a ship load across the water, and the official who passed on 
most of those cases has said over his own signature, in writing, 
that in all of the thousands of arrests that were made there 
were only a very few cases, as I remember it, at least a very 
small number, where there was anything in any way that 
showed a criminal nature in any of the fellows who were ar- 
rested, and there were five or six thousand arrested. 

Yet, all at once all over the country a lot of sleuths, detec- 
tives, some of them high-class men, some of them ex-conyicts, 
some of them who had been themselyes found guilty before 
juries, were out ferreting out the evidence, and at a signal 
from Washington they made a raid all over the country, from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific, upon clubs, residences, amusement 
halls, and restaurants, and arrested everybody in sight without 
warrant. They filled the jails of the cities. They put those 
people in chains. They handcuffed them. They put shackles 
on their feet, and thus shackled and thus handeuffed, carried 
them hundreds of miles from their homes without permitting 
them to speak to anybody, without the knowledge of their wives 
or their children that they had been taken away, and hustled 
them, when the jails were filled, into other public buildings, 
where they were herded like cattle, worse than the farmer 
when he ships to market, would herd his own hogs—most of 
them without a warrant, many of them held incommunicado 
pags some of them for weeks. They arrested everybody in 
sight. 

Why, Mr. President, I have heen told by a man who watched 
the raids that they arrested in many of those places every man 
who had any whiskers. If the Department of Justice, now un- 
der Daugherty, are going to make that kind of raids, they ought 
at least to give the Secretary of State notice before they make 
them. [Laughter.] It would be a real calamity if such a thing 
took place, if our most illustrious and able leader on this side 
of the aisle should be walking down Pennsylvania Avenue arm 
in arm with the great Secretary of State, secure, supposedly, in 
the protection of the Constitution of the United States over 
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their liberty and their persons, that a lot of these sleuths com- 
ing from all parts of the country should capture them and, 
without permitting them even to call their friends, their fami- 
lies, or their attorneys, rush them on board a ship and deport 
them to some foreign country like Russia just because they 
had whiskers. 

That is not an exaggerated example. Things worse than that 
have happened, and before they happened the newspapers were 
filled for days with things just like this emanating from the 
State Department, paving the way to fix the public mind and 
create a sentiment against those people. 

I read a statement from the official who passed on most of 
these cases. He said that in the thousands of arrests which 
were made at that time at the hundreds of homes and halls and 
clubrooms that were searched they only found three or four 
revolvers, and one of those was an old rusty thing that would 
not shoot, while the others were unloaded. When they searched 
the theater they found three or four old muskets that had been 
used in times past in some local theatrical performance and 
thrown away in the rubbish. They did not find any ammuni- 
tion. They did claim for a while that they had found two 
bombs. They brought them to the Department of Justice and 
put them in a pail of water, where they were on exhibition, but 
hefore anybody examined them to see whether they were bombs 
or innocent pieces of iron they disappeared and have never been 
heard of since, so this official said. 

What a calamity it would have been and what an awful 
eatastrophe they saved the country from when they protected 
us from men who would have wielded those three or four re- 
volvers and those three or four muskets. They undoubtedly 
would have established the red flag over the Capitol. 

Mr. President, more anarchists are made around the marble- 
top desks of bureau chiefs than are made out in the world. If 
we want to hold out that this is a free country, if we want to 
teach the ignorant people who have been in this country so 
long and who unfortunately can not yet speak the English lan- 
guage and who are not American citizens—if we want to teach 
them the principles of liberty we can not do it by putting hand- 
cuffs on their wrists and shackles on their feet and separating 
them from their families and from their homes in a way that 
is a disgrace to civilization wherever it occurs. If we believe 
in the protection of the citizen, if we believe in the protection 
of people whether they are citizens or not, we can not afford to 
countenance, it seems to me, this kind of conduct on the part 
of our officials at least. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no thought of discuss- 
ing at this time the question which the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Norris] has been discussing so elaborately. At a future 
day I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to say something 
upon the subject and upon what has been stated by the Secre- 
tary of State. I think I am not mistaken in saying that I 
shall be able to produce some evidence which will deserve the 
attention of the Senate, and it can be neither sneered nor 
laughed away. 

All I wish to call attention to now is the opening statement 
made by the Senator from Nebraska that no such blunt dis- 
patch had ever been written. Diplomatie history is rather a 
large field, and universal affirmatives are almost as dangerous 
as universal negatives, but I was reminded of a dispatch writ- 
ten by a Secretary of State of this country who was in his 
day considered to be a very able man and a very good lawyer. 
It was addressed to the chargé d'affaires of His Majesty, the 
Emperor of Austria, the Chevalier Hulsemann. Remember, he 
was the representative of Austria. I am only going to read a 
single phrase, because we are speaking of blunt statements, 
It is Mr. Daniel Webster whom I am quoting. He quoted sev- 
eral declarations by his late Austrian Majesty, Francis I, and 
said: 

The Government of the United States heard these denunciations of 
its fundamental principles without remonstrance or the disturbance of 
its equanimity. 


This was 30 years go. 

Then comes a sentence which I think may be described as 
blunt when it is remembered that it was addressed to a repre- 
sentative of the Emperor of Austria, and of course was a dis- 
patch which went at once to Vienna. Mr. Webster continued: 


The power of this Republic, at the present moment, ts spread over 
a region one of the richest and most fertile on the globe, and of an 
extent in comparison with which the possessions of the House of 
Hapsburg are but as a patch upon the earth’s surface, 


I think when we come to look at diplomatic correspondence 
that may be said to be a blunt statement. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Massachusetts will recall— 
of course, he knows better than I—the circumstances under 
which Mr. Webster made this expression, 

Mr. LODGE. I perfectly recall them. 

Mr. BORAH. The expression was based upon the implied 
threat of the Emperor of Austria that if the agent of the 
American President, who was being sent into Austria, was 
found in the Austrian confines he would be arrested, tried, and 
executed as a spy. Mr. Webster said in effect, because it is a 
long message—— 

Mr. LODGE. It is a long dispatch. 

Mr. BORAH. And a very delightful one to read. 

Mr. LODGE. Very. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. Webster said, in effect, that if the repre- 
sentatives of this Government were thus treated, all the powers 
of this great Government which he was picturing would be 
called into action for the purpose of vindicating the rights 
of and giving protection to American citizens, 

Mr. LODGE. He did. 

Mr. BORAH. I think that is really a little different from 
the present situation, 

Mr. LODGE. I could not distinguish from it. What I did 
say was that when it is said that the language which Mr. 
Hughes used was language such as had never been used before 
in diplomatic correspondence it was going too far. Some 
things justify bluntness. I think Mr. Hughes was justified in 
his bluntness. 

Mr. BORAH. That makes two. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; and it will make a great many more than 
two before we have finished. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know about that. 
Anywax, I am glad to have the Senator's views. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to make just an observation or 
two. There have been some 18 or 20 charges made against the 
Soviet Government in the way of its promulgating or sending 
out propaganda in this country during the last five years. 
Now, it Is conceded that a large portion of those charges were 
founded upon facts or supposed facts which upon investiga- 
tion were found to be without authority upon the part of the 
Soviet Government. 

The Secretary of State has now said that he has in his pos- 
session evidence which discloses the purpose of the Soviet Gov- 
ernment through its agents to put the red flag over the White 
House, and that the Department of Justice is in possession 
of the facts; that they have been certified to and indorsed by 
the Department of Justice as being authentic. In other words, 
the charge is made that the enemies of this Government in 
Russia, cooperating with people in this country, are seeking 
to organize different units or different blocks of individuals 
for the purpose of bringing on revolution, overthrowing the 
Government, and raising the red flag in place of the Stars and 
Stripes. That is the purport of the statement, 

Then I ask, Mr. President, in all candor, what is the Depart- 
ment of Justice doing? Why are not the men who are co- 
operating with our foreign enemies, the agents and the repre- 
sentatives of them in this country, arrested, indicted, convicted, 
and sent to the electric chair, without benefit of clergy? 


We shall see. 


Mr. LODGE. It is not a capital crime, is it? 

Mr. BORAH. Treason would be, would it not? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. If that is not treason, what is it? 

Mr. LODGE. They are not citizens, are they? 

Mr. BORAH. Who? 

Mr. LODGE. The persons engaged in this work. 

Mr. BORAH. No; not all of them, perhaps, but we could 


deport those who are not and hang the balance. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that might be a good thing. 

Mr. BORAH. But I ask In all seriousness, why is the De- 
partment of Justice wholly inactive about the matter? It has 
been asserted over and over again for the last two years in 
these articles that the evidence is here, that it is in the posses- 
sion of the Department of Justice, and yet the Department of 
Justice takes no step in regard to it. The only step taken 
resulted in the fact, as the judge presiding said, that out of all 
who were arrested less than 1 per cent were justly arrested. 


I say, therefore, that if the Department of Justice does not 
think it is justified in proceeding with criminal action, if the 
Secretary of State or the Department of Justice will send the 
names of those parties to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, if they will send the evidence or any part of the evi- 
dence, or if they will give the chairman of that committee any 
clew whatever to the source of this activity or to the people 
in this country who are disloyal to the Government and are 
cooperating with foreign enemies, I will promise an open in- 
vestigation in which there will be no possible escape from the 
facts. I will disclose every fact and circumstance available to 
expose the enemy abroad and the traitor at home. 

* Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think that the question of 
recognition of the Soviet Government should depend upon the 
success of their propaganda here? 

Mr. BORAH. No. What I claim is that it does not exist. 
I do not believe that the Soviet Republic is responsible for this 
miserable stuff which is being circulated. If I did I would take 
a different course from what is being taken. 

Mr. LENROOT, It may not exist here, but if the Soviet 
Government is responsible for the propaganda that has been 
sent out, is not that a material element which the State De- 
partment decides? 

Mr. BORAH. That is not what the State Department said, 
however, that is not all that department said. 

Mr. LENROOT. I think it is. 

Mr, BORAH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. If the State 
Department has any evidence of activity upon the part of our 
citizens, certainly either the Department of Justice or some one 
else ought to expose who they are. I understand the charge 
that they are communicating with agents in this country. 

Mr. LENROOT. But if there be no activity and, they have 
done this thing, should they be recognized? 

Mr. BORAH. How can they do this thing without having 
some agency? How are they going to put a red flag over the 
White House without somebody there to raise it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LENROOT. No one has said, neither the State Depart- 
ment or the Department of Justice, that they will put a red 
flag over the White House; but, if the statement be true, that 
is what they would like to do and are trying to do. 

Mr. BORAH. How does the Senator contemplate that they 
are going to try to do it without anybody in this country to 
assist? 

Mr, LENROOT. That is not necessary; but if that is the 
purpose of another Government, whether it has one single 
individual here who tries to put it into effect, that Government 
ought not to be recognized by us as a member of the family of 
nations. 

Mr, BORAH. If the Senator will bring to the Committee 
on Education and Labor proof that parties representing the 
Soviet Government have made an effort during the last three 
years to overthrow this Government, so far as the Senator from 
Idaho is concerned, he will withdraw his support for the 
recognition of the Russian Government. I do not propose to 
be bound by hearsay or by irresponsible individuals or mere 
printed matter thrown out loosely here and there. 

Mr. LENROOT, Again I think the Senator entirely mis- 
apprehends the position. If it be established that the Com- 
munist International is a part and parcel of the Russian 
Government, and the Russian Government is responsible for its 
action, and if it be established that it has sent to the United 
States such a communication as has been published, the case 
is made against the recognition of the Russian Government. 

Mr. BORAH., Very well, I will go further. Then I chal- 
lenge the Senator from Wisconsin to bring to this committee 
any evidence that the Soviet Government has sent such a com- 
munication, either directly or through any agency of the Soviet 
Government. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator from Idaho say that the 
statement given out this morning is no evidence upon that 
subject? 

Mr. BORAH. I am not to be brought into conflict with the 
Secretary of State. I make my own statement. 

Mr. LENROOT. I prefer to believe, until it is shown to the 
contrary, that the statement made by the State Department is 

true; and the burden of proof is not upon them to go further. 

Mr. BORAH. I am not asking the Senator from Wisconsin 
to believe me; far from that. I am asking the Senator from 
Wisconsin or anybody else to present any probative facts that 
these things which are set out are true. I am asking for any 
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legal evidence or any evidence that the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin would accept as probative evidence that that is true; and I 
submit, Mr. President, that in my opinion it will not be forth- 
coming. If I am mistaken, I will be glad to admit it. But we 
have been the victims of propaganda in this country to such a 
marked extent that I want facts, 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator confine that to the point of 
showing the connection of the Soviet Government with the un- 
doubted publications in the newspapers and with propaganda? 
There is no question about that evidence. It abounds. 

Mr. BORAH. What I undertake to say is that the Soviet 
Government, neither directly nor indirectly, in my opinion, for 
the last three years has in any way couzjtenanced or urged or 
promulgated or indorsed or connived at any attempt to over- 
throw the American Government. 

Mr. LODGE. Or any other government? 

Mr. BORAH. Oh, no; I understand that they have sought 
to build up opposition to other governments, and there is every 
reason why they should. France sent over munitions and 
financed an army to invade Russia for the purpose of over- 
throwing the Russian Government England invaded Russia 
for the purpose of overthrowing the Russian Government. It 
is perfectly natural that the Soviet Government should have 
counteracted such activities in any way that it could; and I 
presume has done so. I do not know about that; but I do say, 
after very thorough investigation and after an examination the 
best that I have been able to make, that in my opinion during 
the last three years the Soviet Government has not connived at 
any effort to propagandize this country for the purpose of over- 
throwing the Government. I have made the best and most 
thorough investigation it has been possible for me to make. I 
have sought to get facts. I am stating my opinion now, and 
ask for facts, and if I am in error I will have, I trust, the 
courage to admit it. But I never felt more sincerely of the 
soundness of my position where controyerted facts were ine 
volved. 

Mr. LODGE. I wanted to get the Senator to state, as he 
now has, exactly what the point is. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; that is what I say. Now, so far as the 
Third Internationale is concerned, the citizens or nationals of 
56 different nations are members of it. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not familiar with their numbers, They 
sound the same as the league. 

Mr. BORAH. Well, I presume, then, the Senator would 
doubt it if it sounds the same as the league; but I can assure 
the Senator that that is the evidence which they themselves 
put out. We are, however, doing business all the time, we are 
making treaties, and we are dealing with nations whose citi- 
zens are members of the Third International. We have sup- 
plied some of those-members ourselves. The Third Interna- 
tional is a wholly different institution from the Soviet Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, absolutely. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes, 

Mr. LODGE. But it is supposed to have control largely of 
the Soviet Government and to be allied with it. 

Mr. BORAH. That is the supposition. Now, let us have 
the facts in regard to it. 

Mr, LODGE. I shall try to give the Senator the facts, but 
I am not going to do that this morning. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator from Idaho think that 
the statement in the official organ of the Soviet Government, 
made evidently on official authority, and quoted this morning, 
is any evidence of the community between the communist 
internationale and the Soviet Government? 

Mr. BORAH. There was a time immediately after the 
revolution when that relationship may have existed; but I 
have confined my statement to-day to the last three years, and 
I have done so for the reason that my information is based 
upon investigation. There was a time immediately after the 
revolution when the relationship of certain parties to the Third 
International might be considered as establishing a relation- 
ship for which the Russian Government would be responsible. 

Mr. LENROOT. Has the Senator from Idaho any evidence 
of the severance of that relationship? 

Mr. BORAH. I have what I consider evidence of that fact. 
Indeed, I can not say the relationship actually existed at any 
time. 

Mr. LENROOT. 
has it? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know, but it is available to the 
country, including the Senator from Wisconsin, in the same 
way I got it. 


It has not been given to the country, 
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Mr. LENROOT. I shall be glad to be informed. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President à 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Idaho yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to make an inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Idaho. That Senator has introduced a resolution 
on this subject, which, as I understand, has been referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I desire to ask 
whether or not the whole subject will not be considered by 
that committee and all the connections of these various 
agencies and their activities in this country and abroad 
necessarily be gone into fully by that committee in the con- 
sideration of that resolution? 

I do not know what the purpose is in that connection, but 
it would seem, if the Senator presses that resolution, that such 
an inquiry would necessarily have to be made. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not know, of course, what 
the committee will see fit to do. I know what the Committee 
on Education and Labor is ready to do. We are ready to help 
Attorney General Daugherty. If he feels, should he call a 
grand jury, the result would be such as to make his department 
absurd when the investigation was finally concluded, I would 
be perfectly willing to take the onus of the investigation; and 
it would be open; it would be where everyone could tell what 
was going on. 

Mr. LODGE. The point of the Senator now, as I understand, 
is that there is nothing that justifies the action taken or the 
note written by the Seeretary of State? 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator mean yesterday's note? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I mean the note recently written, which 
has just appeared. Is not that the point which is involved? I 
am not undertaking to try the Department of Justice. The 
point that is involved is whether the Secretary of State was 
justified in what he said in the note, which the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Noknis] has asked to have printed. 

Mr. BORAH. The point is whether or not the Secretary of 
State has facts justifying the conclusion which he has reached 
that the Soviet Government is engaged in activities against 
our Government, to overthrow our Government. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; that is the point involved. I mean the 
whole history of the Soviet Government is not involved. That 
would take us some time. 

Mr. BORAH. The whole history of that Government is not 
involved; and yet I presume, if a date had been put upon this, 
the Senator would see that much of it is involved. The gentle- 
man who is mentioned here as the author of this propaganda 
has not been connected, as I have been informed this morning 
by two parties, American citizens, with the Soviet Government 
for two years. 

Mr. LODGE. I dare say; I am not familiar with all the 
activities of the Soviet Government. 

Mr. BORAH. I make that statement myself. I am informed 
by two Americans who have been over there lately and who are 
acquainted with the situation that he has not been connected 
with the Soviet Government for two years. I say, therefore, 
that, to a certain extent, the history of.the Soviet Government 
is involved, and I am willing to go back three years. It will 
be remembered that we had one investigation here with respect 
to the activities of the Soviet Government. 

Mr. LODGE. When? 

Mr. BORAH. When Martens was being investigated. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Judiciary Committee went into that 
and took some nine volumes of testimony. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; and in those nine volumes of testimony 
there is no evidence of any money being expended here for that 
purpose, or of activity upon the part of any individual in 
regard to it. There is no evidence that there was any organi- 
zation or any conspiracy existing for that purpose. So we 
should stop on the hither side of that investigation and take 
that as the date from which we should make further investiga- 


tion. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I think there were two in- 
vestigations, one by the Judiciary Committee and one by a 
special committee, of which the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate], as I recall, was chairman, and at which Martens 
appeared. I have some recollection to the effect that there was 
evidence of money being spent in this country. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BORAH. I have gone through the hearings lately, and 
I am unable to find it. 

Mr. OVERMAN, I was not on that committee. I was on the 
other. 


Mr. BORAH. It is a very voluminous affair, and, of course, 
a man might not see it all, but I have gone through it pretty 
thoroughly, but, of course, could not read it in detail, 

Mr. President, I conclude by saying that I am very anxious 
to investigate this matter. 

Mr. LODGE. So am I. 

Mr. BORAH. And I am very anxious that it shall be im 
vestigated in the open. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator from Massachusetts is not 
now prepared to introduce a resolution to go to his committee 
to provide for an investigation in this matter, I shall ask per- 
8 to have it done by the Committee on Education and 

or. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator has already had such a resolu- 
tion referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, has he 
not? 

Mr. BORAH. No; it is on the table. It is safer there. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator is a member of the committee 
and ought to know. 

Mr. BORAH. But if the Senator from Massachusetts will 
take up the subject before the Committee on Foreign Relations 
I will not, of course, press my suggestion. 

Mr. LODGE. I propose to take the subject up not only be- 
fore the Committee on Foreign Relations but personally. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator propose to have the com- 
mittee investigate it? = 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr, BORAH. Very well; that is fine. 

Mr. LODGE. I have not the resolution before me at this 
moment, but I suppose it includes the subject which we hava 
been discussing. If not, I should like to have it included. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I should like to 
inquire of the Senator from Massachusetts if there is pending 
a resolution looking to an investigation by the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee? 

Mr. LODGE. I thought such a resolution had gone to our 
committee, but the Senator from Idaho tells me it is on tha 
table. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. To what resolution does the Sena- 
tor from Idaho refer? 

Mr. BORAH. I have not introduced any resolution provid- 
ing for an investigation. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I thought he had. 

Mr. BORAH. I introduced a resolution with reference to 
the recognition of the Soviet Government. 

Mr. LODGE. That question is involved more than anything 
else. 
Mr. BORAH. It will be necessary to have some provision in 
addition to what the resolution already carries if we were going 
to have an investigation. The resolution to which I refer is 
simply a statement to the effect that the Senate of the United 
Sates favors the recognition of the Soviet Government; that is 
all there is to it. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senate can not recognize that Government, 
of course; it can only express an opinion in regard to its recog- 
nition. 

Mr. BORAH. That is all I ask the Senate to do. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator if the resolution which he has already submitted is not 
the proper one under which to proceed. It might be offensive 
perhaps to the Soviet Government if we should directly under- 
take to investigate them. We have, however, a right to recog- 
nize them or not to recognize them, and the resolution of the 
Senator as to recognition would involve a full investigation and 
one which we would be justified in making. The chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations says he favors an investi- 
gation, and it seems to me that the resolution ought to go to 
that committee. With the Senator from Idaho, in whom we 
have the utmost confidence as a thorough investigator, and the 
Secretary of State making contrary statements, it occurs to ma 
that it would be proper for the Committee on Foreign Relations 
to invéstigate the subject under the resolution which has been 
proposed. 

I should oppose any resolution to investigate the Soviet Gov- 
ernment of Russia. What have we got to do with the internal 


affairs of Russia, except so far as recognition is concerned? It 


seems to me the proper resolution is the resolution which the 
Senator has submitted, involving the recognition of the Soviet 
Government of Russia, and then the proper procedure would be 
to investigate as to whether conditions are such that we ought 


er" 
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or ought not to recognize it. Such an investigation would be 
confined to the rights which we have, and it would not be an 
investigation of the Soviet Government. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think the resolution affords a 
sufficient basis on which to found an investigation; and if the 
Senator will have it referred to the committee, I will be glad 
to ask the committee to consider it. 

Mr, BORAH. Then I ask that the resolution now on the 
table which refers to the recognition of the Soviet Government 
of Russia may be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is, 
Will the Senate consent to the request of the Senator from 
Nebraska? If there is no objection, the matter presented by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be printed in the Recorp, as re- 


quested by him. 
The matter referred to is as 


[Extract from address of Presi- 
dent Coolidge to Congress, De- 
eember 6, 1923.] 

RUSSIA, 


Our diplomatic relations, lately 
so largely interrupted, are now 
being resumed, but Russia pre- 
sents notable difficulties. We 
have every desire to see that 
great people, who are our tradi- 
tional friends, restored to their 
position among the nations of the 
earth. We have relieved their 
pitiable destitution with an enor- 
mous charity. Our Government 
offers no objection to the carry- 
ing on of commerce by our citi- 
zens with the people of Russia. 
Our Government does not propose, 
however, to enter into relations 
with another régime which re- 
fuses to recognize the sanctity of 
international obligations. I do 
not propose to barter away for 
the privilege of trade any of the 
cherished rights of humanity. I 
do not propose to make merchan- 
dise of any American principles. 
These rights and principles must 
go wherever the sanctions of our 
Government go. 

But while the favor of America 
is not for sale, I am willing to 
make very large concessions for 
the purpose of rescuing the peo- 
ple of Russia, Already encourag- 
ing evidences of returning to the 
ancient ways of society can be 
detected. But more are needed, 
Whenever there appears any dis- 
position to compensate our citi- 
zens who were despoiled, and to 
recognize that debt contracted 
with our Government, not by the 
Czar but by the newly formed Re- 
public of Russia; whenever the 
active spirit of enmity to our in- 
stitutions is abated; whenever 
there appear works meet for re- 
pentance; our country ought to 
be the first to go to the economic 
and moral rescue of Russia. We 
have every desire to help and no 
desire toinjure. We hope the time 
is near at hand when we can act, 


follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATR, 
December 18, 1923. 


STATEMENT, 


With respect to the telegram 
to President Coolidge from Chi- 
cherin of December 16, the Sec- 
retary of State to-day i-ade the 
following statement in reply: 

“There would seem to be at 
this time no reason for negotia- 
tions. The American Govern- 
ment, as the President said in his 
message to the Congress, is not 
proposing to barter away its prin- 
ciples. It the soviet authorities 
are ready to restore the confis- 
cated property of American citi- 
zens or make effective compensa- 
tion, they can do so. If the 
soviet authorities are ready to 
repeal their decree repudiating 
Russia's obligations to this coun- 
try and appropriately recognize 
them, they can do so. It re- 
quires no conference or negotia- 
tions to accomplish these results, 
which can and should be achieved 
at Moscow as evidence of good 
faith. The American Govern- 
ment has not incurred liabilities 
to Russia or repudiated obliga- 
tions. Most serious is the con- 
tinued propaganda to overthrow 
the institutions of this country. 
This Government can enter into 
no negotiations until these efforts 
directed from Moscow are aban- 
doned.” 

The United States consul at 
Reval will deliver this statement 
to the soviet representative at 
that place for communication to 
Chicherin, 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
December 19, 1923. 


The Department of State made public to-day the text of instructions 


given by Zinoviev, president of the Communist International and presi- 
dent of the Petrograd Soviet, to the Workers Party of America, the 
communist organization in the United States. The Department of Jus- 
tice has assured the Department of State of the authenticity of these 
instructions, The Communist International, with headquarters at Mos- 


cow, is the organ of the Communist Party for international propaganda, 
The soviet régime in Russia is the organ of the Communist Party for 
the governing of Russia. As Steklov, member of the Russian Com- 
munist Party and of the All-Russian Central Executive Committee and 
editor of the Izvestia, official organ of the soviet régime, has stated In 
this official paper: 

“The close organic and spiritual connection between the Soviet Re- 
public and the Communist International can not be doubted, And even 
if this connection had not been admitted many times by both sides, it 
would be clear to everybody as an established fact. * * * This con- 
nection is not merely of a spiritual but also of a material and palpable 
character, * The mutual solidarity of the soviet republics and 
the Communist International is an accomplished fact. In the same 
degree as the existence and the stability of Soviet Russia are of impor- 
tance to the Third International, the strengthening and the development 
of the Communist International is of great moment to Soviet Russia.” 


INSTRUCTIONS. 


“The Communist International notes with great satisfaction that 
the work of the Workers’ Party of America for the past year has been 
expressed in a satisfactory broad and real revolutionary work. Par- 
ticularly pleasing to us is the fact that all dissenstons existing up to 
the present time in the ranks of the party have finally been liquidated, 
and we hope that the Workers Party of America, the advance guard 
of the revolutionary proletariat of the United States of North America, 
will now more successfully conduct its revolutionary work among the 
millions of American proletarlans. 

“For more intensive revolutionary work we suggest that the follows 
ing instructions be adhered to: 

1. All the activity of the party must at the present time be 
directed among the workers of the large industries, such as the rail- 
road workers, miners, weavers, steel workers, and similar workers 
engaged in the principal industries of the United States. 

2. Among these workers in the factories, mills, plantations, clubs, 
etc., there must be organized units of ten. The head of this unit of ten 
must in so far as possible be an old trusted member of the party, who 
Must once a week, together with his ten, study the communist program 
and other revolutionary literature. 

“3. These units of ten must be organized by occupation and na- 
tionality. 

4. The head of the unit must know intimately each individual mem- 
ber of his ten—his character, habits, the degree of his reyolutionism, 
ete., and report everything direct to the central committee of the 
party. f 

“5. Each of these units of ten must have their own fighting unit of 
not less than three men, who are appointed by the leader of the unit 
with the approval of the central committee of the party. The members 
of the fighting unit, in addition to all other matters, must once a week 
be given instructions in shooting and receive some instruction in pioneer 
work (sapper work). 

“6. All the unit leaders of each district must meet once every two 
months to discuss the progress of their work and their plans for further 
activities in the presence of a member of the central committee of the 
party. 

“We are firmly convinced that work in the direction designated by 
us will give enormous results in the sense of preparing thousands of 
new propagandists, future leaders of the military forces of the party, 
and faithful fighters during the social revolution. 

“With reference to the organization by the Workers Party of 
America of the Federated Farmer-Labor Party, the Communist Interna- 
tional expresses its complete satisfaction and its approval to the cen- 
tral committee of the party for its boldness and tact in putting this 
idea into effect. We hope that the party will step by step conquer 
(embrace) the proletarian forces of America and in the not distant 
future raise the red flag over the White House.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Will the Senator from Idaho 


again state his request? 

Mr. BORAH. I ask that the resolution with reference to the 
recognition of the Government of Russia be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 50) sub- 
mitted by Mr. Bonan on the 11th instant was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States favors the recoguition 
of the present Soviet Government of Russia. 


ACHIEVEMENTS OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY, 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not know just what 
the status is, The morning hour is not yet over. I merely want 
to occupy five or six minutes of the Senate’s time. I do not want 
to lose my right to do that under the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 


Mr. HARRISON. 
adjourn? 

Mr. LODGE. No; I was going to move an executive session. 
Nothing ean be done in executive session except to refer mes- 
sages of the President and receive reports to go on the calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to have a heart-to-heart talk 
in public with the Senator before the Senate goes into execu- 
tive session, occupying the Senate’s time only a few moments. 
: Me LODGE. Will there be time enough for me to go to 
uncli? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi yield to me? I merely wish to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts a question. 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I read in the papers some rather interest- 
ing matter this morning, and I want to know on what day 
the Senate is to have a bill to give Muscle Shoals to Mr. 
Ford. 

Mr. LODGE. That day has not been settled yet. We leave 
it to the Senator's party which supports It. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I just felt certain that the Senator would 
be introducing such a bill. 

Mr, LODGE. Whenever I introduce it, the Senator may ex- 
pect it to pass. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, it is the usual custom, in 
the closing days of the year, for an accounting to be made. 
Before we take this adjournment for the holidays I desire to 
offer to the country in behalf of the Senate an accounting of 
the achievements of the Republican Party for the past 12 
months. 

During the last session of Congress the Senate was occupied 
in the consideration of a very nefarious measure proposed and 
urged by the administration known as the ship subsidy bill. 
It occupied the time of the Senate almost to the exclusion of 
all other business. We appealed to the leaders on the other 
side to lay aside that bill so that something might be done in 
behalf of the farmer, and other progressive legislation en- 
acted, but you frittered away the time, and nothing was ac- 
complished during that whole session of Congress. We ad- 
journed, and along about four or five months ago, when the 
present President, Calvin Coolidge, took the reins of govern- 
ment, the papers were full that an extra session of Congress 
might be called. It was due to the distressed condition of the 
farmers of the West. We had heard of the returns from the 
Minnesota election; we had heard by radio and read in the 
papers of the distressing situation presented by the distin- 
guished Senator from Kansas [Mr. Capper], the next Repub- 
lican nominee for Vice President; so we were led to believe 
and did believe that the farmers in the West were in a de- 
plorable plight, and that Congress should be Immediately re- 
convened so that some legislation beneficial to them might 
be enacted. However, we read in the papers along in the early 
fall or late summer that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopar] had been to the White House, and that some other 
leaders of the Republican Party had conferred with the Presi- 
dent, advising him against calling an extra session of Congress. 

I do not know upon what basis that advice was given. Per- 
haps they realized that if Congress should convene there 
would be so many various elements within the Republican 
Party that nothing could be done. It may be that the Senator 
had the far vision, which he always possesses, of knowing 
that he never would be able to reconcile the differences within 
his party and even elect a chairman of the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee. But, whatever motive may have prompted 
him, the papers said that he advised the President against 
calling an extra session of Congress, and notwithstanding the 
deplorable situation that confronted the farmers of the country 
the extra session of Congress was not called. 

We met on the 3d day of December. We are now just get- 
ting ready to go into executive session to confirm the nomina- 
tion of some forty-two odd postmasters in Virginia, and one 
or two in Massachusetts, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator is always accurate. 
Of course, under the unanimous-consent agreement, we can not 
confirm anything. 

Mr. HARRISON. I beg the Senator's pardon. Then we are 
to go into executive session and do nothing, as we have been 
doing in every other executive session and every other session 
of the Senate that has been held since the 3d day of December, 
and then we are to adjourn over until the 3d day of January. 
It has been practically nine months since the 4th dar of 
March, when the last Congress adjourned. There was plenty 


Is the Senator getting ready to move to 
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of time during the summer for the leaders of the Republican Party 
to get together and arrive at a program and determine upon 
some policies so that they might organize here and put them 
through at an early day; but nothing has been done during 
these three weeks, notwithstanding the President of the United 
States came to the Congress and asked you to get to work and 
do certain things. Now I am going to refresh your memories, 
just briefly, as to what your new President asked you te do, 
and which you have ignored up until this hour. 

Here are some of the suggestions he made. 

Take the matter of tax reduction. The Secretary of the 
Treasury had sent in his recommendation asking, of course, 
a very large reduction upon the surtaxes on the incomes of the 
rich and a very small reduction upon the numerous small in- 
come taxes. > 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Mississippi yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. HARRISON. -I do. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Does the Senator favor our hurrying up 
and getting that done? 

Mr. HARRISON. No. I am just talking about the Senator's 
colleagues, not himself, because he is in thorough sympathy 
with us over here in trying to push through a proper tax- 
reduction measure; but it matters not how much he presses or 
uses his dominating influence with his brethren over there, he 
can not accomplish anything. 

The President indorsed the Mellon proposal for tax reduction. 
I shall not discuss the details, but the President sald that the 
Congress should take it up immediately and do something with 
it. Now, to show the plight you are in, here is the distinguished 
new chairman of the Finance Committee, Mr. Sstoor, all power- 
ful in the Senate, who takes a different position from that of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and that of the President. That is to 
say, in the last statement I saw that he had issued he took a 
different position. He may have changed now. The party lash 
may have been applied, and he may have changed his position; 
but in the last statement that I saw that the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Utah had issued he said that he did not think it was 
wise for Congress to take up the matter of tax reduction at 
this time. He doubtless knew, wise as he has shown himself to 
be in the past, that if he brought out such a bill he would lose 
control of it on the floor of the Senate, and we would go beyond 
what he and the President and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and probably the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
IMr. Loner], wanted us to do, and so the Senator from Utah 
does not agree with the Secretary of the Treasury and the Presi- 
dent on this tax-reduction plan. Now, of course, the country 
remains befuddled and confused as to what the policy of the 
administration is in respect to tax reduction. 

Now, let us see about the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and whether or not he agrees with his President in the 
proposals that the President made to the Congress on the 4th 
day of December. 

The President, in his memorable message, which he had kept 
concealed for three or four months and did not take the coun- 
try into his confidence about, finally spoke, and spoke coura- 
geously, and told the country how he stood on most questions, 
and one of them was that he was for entering the league World 
Court. I think I saw two or three Senators on the other side 
faint when he said it. The Senator from Massachusetts does 
not agree with his distinguished fellow citizen from Massachu- 
setts with respect to that proposal. Indeed, if I am right in my 
understanding from what I have read in the papers, the Senator 
from Massachusetts wants to constructa world court of his own, 
free from any reservations that he might have to draw. So 
what are the people of the country to do? How are they to 
know what your administration stands for or what you will do 
in carrying out the policies with respect to foreign affairs or 
to domestic questions? 

The President in his message advocated a reduction of rail- 
road rates, and yet the Senate majority obstructs the election 
of a chairman of the Interstate Commerce Committee, and 
holds up that matter, when the President in his message said 
in burning words that— 

This should be ordered at once by the Congress. 


Yet you have taken ballot after ballot and you can not get 
together among yourselyes to select even a chairman of that 
committee, and to show your impotency with respect to ft 
you propose to adjourn and leave these private Pullman cars 
filling up the terminal at the Union Station, delaying train 
schedules, cars which have brought the presidents or high offi- 
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cials of the railroads here to lobby with respeet to the selec- 
tion of a chairman of the Interstate Commerce Committee, 

How ean the country have any confidence in you. How can 
they expect you to do business, or carry out any policy, when 
you can not agree amongst yourselves about the chairmanship 
of even one committee? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRISON. I was not alluding to the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa, because he has been thoroughly progres- 
sive in this matter. We know exactly how he stands. He has 
divorced himself from the association of his colleagues on the 
other side, and he has come over here and voted for a real 
Progressive Democrat—having more confidence in his Demo- 
cratic colleague than he has in the Republicans over thare. I 
congratulate the Senator in his wisdom as well as independ- 
ence of aetion. Now I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I fail to see that Sena- 
tors on the other side of the Chamber have agreed. A Senator 
over there prevented us from being efficient and effective. 

Mr. HARRISON. With but one exception we have agreed, 
Of course, some of us were very sorry that it was not unani- 
mous. It was unanimous, may I say, for some six or eight 
ballots, and only In one instance has there been a desertion. 

Another thing the President in his message urged Congress 

to take up and consider was the question of restrictive: immi- 
gation. Yet the chairman of the Immigration Committee of 
the Senate has not yet called a meeting of that committee to 
consider that very important question in all of its phases and 
carry out the recommendations of the President with respect 
to it. 

Another proposition the President specifieally asked the Con- 
gress to take up and deal with was the question of leasing 
Muscle Shoals. You have done nothing about that. The Presi- 
dent cited the necessity for cheap fertilizer. He said that the 
farmers were entitled to cheap fertilizer. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Yet Congress has done nothing toward 
giving them cheaper fertilizer or toward carrying out the 
recommendation of the President to lease Muscle Shoals. It 
may be, may I say to my friend from Iowa and to the country, 
that after the revelations of yesterday, we may now get some 
action. I hope so. Now I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BROOKHART. That was what I referred to. We have 
aecomplished something, We have gotten the support of Henry 
Ford. 

Mr. HARRISON. If it wiil make secure the development 
at Muscle Shoals and insure the lease to Ford, then for one T 
am willing to trade. 

Mr. President, I have called the attention of the Senate to 
these specific proposals, about which nothing has been done. 
There is confusion here. For nine months the American 
people have waited for relief, and it is indeed a more tangled 
web. They are absolutely losing confidence in you, and you 
propose now with this sterile reeord to take two weeks off 
as u holiday. j 

Let me give you this piece of advice. Do not go back to 
your States and spend this Christmas. The people back there 
are going to try to spend a joyous Christmas. Do not go there 
and by your presence make it impossible Stay away from 
them. You will make your Christmas, as well as theirs, 
miserable. 

If you remain in Washington, let me plead with you, do 
not carry all your trouble to the White House and burden the 
President with it. Let him spend as happy a Christmas as 
possible. If he can not be merry this Christmas over what you 
have done and how you have treated him, as well as the 
Amerienn people, let it at least be a restful Christmas for 
him. 

Personally, of course, I wish you all a merry Christmas. 
T fear, though, Santa Claus will not be very good to you. You 
do not deserve it. 

Mr. LODGE and Mr. BROOKHART addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I desire to make a few remarks before 
we pass to the executive session. 

There is much truth in what the Senator from Mississippi 
has said by way of criticism of our side of the Chamber, but 
tlirough all of this turmoil and dissent I fail to see any con- 
crete program presented by the Senator and his colleagues on 
the other side. I have seen nothing developed here from his 


crowd as to how they will stand on the tax-reduction propo- 
sition. They have presented no plan for reducing freight 
rates. They have talked, but they have presented no plan for 
the relief of the farmer. There is no need of hurry now, 
because the erops of corn and wheat and oats and cotton have 
gone into the hands of the speculators; and there have been 
foreclosures of mortgages and sheriffs’ sales, and that sort of 
thing, and speed now would have principally the effect of 
helping the speculators and not the men who produce the crops. 

So, before I want to submit to all of this criticism, I want 
to ask, Where are the concrete propositions coming from our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, after the election, when the 
Republican Party suffered such disaster as a result of the atti- 
tude of the farmers of the West, and because of the failure of 
that party to afford some relief, the administration became 
suddenly, for the first time, very much interested in farm 
relief legislation. The President began to held conferences. with 
farmers throughout the country for the purpose of determining 
what legislation could be had to relieve their distress. There 
was, I think, some talk of a special session because of the 
urgency of such relief legislation. 

It was said that the administration and the representatives 
of agriculture of the West were going to formulate a plan either 
for a special session or for the regular session. It was deter- 
mined, however, that there would be no special session, but the 
farmers were given to understand that when Congress met their 
complaints would be given. thorough consideration and that 
there would be action for their relief. 

Now the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Brookwartr], who was 
prominent in connection with those demands upon the adminis- 
tration, after the Congress has been in session for three weeks 
and the committee having in charge this legislation has prob- 
ably not even so much as held a meeting, unless it was for the 
purpose of reporting some nomination that some Republican 
who had been appointed to offiee might be confirmed in his re- 
ward, twits this side of the Chamber with not having presented 
to the other side of the Chamber, responsible as it is for legis- 
lation, some constructive measure for the relief of the farmers 
of the country. 

That is a very remarkable proposition. Where does the 
burden for relief rest? What party in this country has the 
power of giving congressional relief? The minority has net the 
burden. The minority has not the power. The majority have 
charge of the committees. They have their chairmen, they have 
a majority. and they ought at least to call the committees to- 
gether and give us notice. that they have found themselves 
utterly incapable of dealing with this situation and call upon 
us to come to the rescue of the farmers of the country. That 
has not been done. 

Again, Mr. President, the railroad situation is one that be- 
came very much involved in connection with farm relief legis- 
lation. It was alleged on their part that much of their trouble 
grew out of the excessive freight rates which had been applied 
as the result of the so-called Esch-Cummins Act, which had 
become an offense in the nostrils of the agricultural interests 
of the country, and which they were demanding should either 
be repealed or modified so as to protect their interests against 
the exploitations of the railroads. 4 

The Interstate Commerce Committee has no chairman. but 
that committee can meet, and if this legislation were as urgent 
as the country was led to believe by the action of the Presi- 
dent during the recess of Congress, that committee should at 
least have held sessions in order to inaugurate investigations 
and to lay the foundation and pave the way for relief legisla- 
tion. Yet if that committee has met, I have had no knowledge 
of it. 

If anything. has been done by any committee of this body 
intrusted with legislation upon important matters, if anything 
has been done by any of these committees even in the form of 
a. gesture to relieye the farm situation or any other distressed 
situation in this country, I have not heard of it. It is the most 
remarkable situation, taken as a whole, that has ever been pre- 
sented to the American people. I do not reeall, since I have 
been a Member. of the Senate, when the committees of the Sen- 
ate have refused utterly and failed utterly to function for three 
weeks in the face of a great public demand for action. It does 
require some explanation, and the explanation that is now given 
is that this side of the Chamber has not presented any con- 
struction measures for the relief of the country or for the 
relief of the distressed industries of the country. 

During these three long weeks, these anxious: weeks; during 
which the people of the country, have had their hands to their 
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ears listening for some action in their behalf, the only thing 
about which the majority party in this body has been diligent, 
speedy, active, is the matter of getting Republicans appointed 
to jobs confirmed in those positions. If the committees have 
been doing anything I would be glad to hear it. I issued the 
challenge yesterday and the answer came that one resolution 
had been passed which concerned the appointment of a doctor 
in some department here, and another resolution had been 
offered and objection made to it upon the ground that it was 
unconstitutional because it was an attempt upon the part of 
the Senate to inaugurate legislation for the purpose of raising 
revenue. 

That is the catalogue of accomplishments. That is not only 
a catalogue of accomplishments in this body but that is a 
catalogue of the accomplishments in the committees. Not a 
single hearing has been inaugurated and not a single bill taken 
up for consideration in the committees, not a single hearing 
upon an important question for three long weeks, in the face of 
a situation so remarkable and so urgent that the President of 
the United States was even considering the necessity and the 
wisdom of calling a special session to deal with those questions. 
And now Congress is to recess for two weeks! 

Speaking through the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOK- 
HART}, the representative of one of the interests that was so 
urgently demanding action, it is said that we on this side of 
the Chamber have not only offered no constructive legislation 
to relieve the farmers, but that we have not even offered a con- 
structive plan with reference to the reduction of taxation. 

Mr. President, in the first place, it is not our office to do it. 
In the second place, the reduction of taxation through a 
change in our revenue laws is a matter with which we are 
incompetent to deal until the House has acted. I do not com- 
plain of the Finance Committee that it has not met or taken 
up the matter, because the Finance Committee has no authority 
to act in the premises until the House has acted. 

l take it that the regular Republican organization in this 
body has what it would call a constructive plan for the reduc- 
tion of taxation. That plan is contained in the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the President of the United 
States. That plan embodies the ideas of the Secretary of the 
Treasury with reference to how taxes should be reduced, 

Mr. President, at the last session, when we were considering 
the revenue bill, I think the Republican Party was sufficiently 
admonished that the high rates of taxation which they were 
imposing upon the people of the country were unnecessary, 
eyen from the standpoint of the revenue requirements of the 
Government; that they were not necessary in order to raise 
sufficient money to defray the expenses of the Government; 
that the rates of taxes would result in extracting from the 
pockets of the people of the country more money than was 
necessary to run the Government; and that that was an inde- 
fensible thing to do. 

Congress has the right to impose upon the people of the 
country all the taxation that is necessary to defray the ordi- 
nary expenses of the Government, but it is an offense and a 
crime against the American people to impose upon them taxes 
so high that they are required to pay into the Treasury of the 
United States more money than is necessary to pay the ex- 
penses of the Government. The Republican Party were warned 
that bill would do it. Notwithstanding that, they enacted it 
into law, and now the Secretary of the Treasury has notified 
the country that the result has been just what we predicted 
it would be—the extraction from the pockets of the people of 
over $300,000,000 that was not needed to defray the expenses 
of the Government. Of course, if that be true—and I assume 
it is true—the people of the country are entitled to a speedy 
return of that money; and, so far as those on this side of the 
Chamber are concerned, we do not propose to offer any ob- 
stacles to the speedy return of the money. It is not our money. 
It is the people’s money, and we have unlawfully taken it out 
of their pockets. We owe it to them to return it at the first 
possible opportunity. The Democratic side of the Chamber 
will cooperate with Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
in speedy action to reduce the taxes to the extent of returning 
to the people the money that was thus improperly taken from 
them. 

But, Mr. President, whether we will return it exactly to suit 
the Secretary of the Treasury or not, or exactly to suit the 
President of the United States or not, is another question. 
The ideas of the Secretary of the Treasury upon taxes are not 
new. We have known what they were ever since the last 
revenue bill was being considered. When that bill was before 
the Congress the Secretary of the Treasury obtruded himself, 


if I may be purdoned the use of that word, upon the Congress 


in presenting his views. His fundamental idea was—and the 
bill that was framed and sent to the Congress showed it—to 
reduce to a minimum the taxes upon the incomes of the small 
income earners of the country and to reduce to the extent of 
50 per cent the income taxes imposed upon the profits of men 
who owned more than a million dollars of this world’s goods, 
A little insignificant reduction in taxes was made upon incomes 
below $68,000. 

Sixty-eight thousand dollars is the income, at the ordinary 
rate of interest, upon a million dollars’ investment. The man 
who did not possess the income that ordinarily accrues from 
a million dollars should haye, according to the desire of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, an insignificant reduction in his 
taxes, while the men who constituted the millionaire class, 
many of whom had multiplied their millions by one, two, and 
ten by a process of profiteering during the war, were to have 
their taxes reduced 50 per cent. 

Mr, MOSES. Mr. President 

Mr. SIMMONS. Or, at least, according to the Secretary's 
first letter, more than that. He proposed to reduce it from 
a maximum of 65 per cent to a maximum of 25 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Carolina yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the Senator will wait just a few 
moments. 

Mr. MOSES. I merely wish to ask the Senator a question, 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. 

Mr. MOSES. I was much interested as to those men who 
had multiplied their millions by one, five, or ten during the 
war, and I wished to ask the Senator who was in complete 
control of every branch of the Government during the war? 

Mr. SIMMONS, Oh, the question of how profiteering was 
carried on in this country by the industries has nothing to do 
with who was in power. That same profiteering is being 
carried on to-day in peace times, There is nearly as much 
profiteering in this country to-day as there was in 1917, 1918, 
1919, and 1920. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President 

Mr. SIMMONS. There is just as much reason why the in- 
comes growing out of profiteering upon the consumers of the 
country should pay a part of the burden of taxation and a part 
of the coincident expenses of the war which we have with us 
to-day, as we had with us while the war was in progress, as 
there was during the war. 

I have no more patience with peace-time profiteering than 
I have with war-time profiteering. I think the peace-time 
profiteer should pay as large a part of the taxes of the country 
as the war-time profiteers were required to pay. 

Mr. MOSES. May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. 

Mr. MOSES. Does the Senator know of any cost-plus con- 
tracts now in operation, and does the Senator know who origi- 
nated and put cost-plus contracts into operation? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator knows that the profiteering 
that is going on now is just about as great as it was when we 
had the cost-plus method he speaks about. Those cost-plus 
methods were generally inaugurated by a lot of Republicans 
whom the Democratic administration put in charge of certain 
departments of this Government. 

Mr. MOSES. It is the first time I ever heard that any Re- 
publicans were permitted to have a look-in during the eight 
years of Mr. Wilson’s administration. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Everybody in the country knows that the 
men who were selected to manage the great public affairs of 
the country, who dealt with things of this sort, were non- 
partisan during the war, and that there were more Repub- 
licans here working for the Government on the dollar-a-year 
hasis than there were Democrats, and that there were more 
Republicans in charge of those large functions during the war 
than there were Democrats. 

Mr. MOSES. May I ask the Senator if that was not because 
they did not have intelligent persons to handle the business? 

Mr. SIMMONS. But that is foreign to the subject I am 
discussing. The point I am making is that we have the 
profiteer with us yet; that the profiteer makes his earnings out 
of the consumers of the country; that the profiteer ought to 
pay these big taxes now as well as during the war. The 
Secretary of the Treasury wanted to relieve them at that time, 
while not offering any substantial relief to the small man, 

The committee of the House responded, but not to the full 
extent that he desired. They did not cut the taxes on the in- 
comes of the millionaires and the profiteers to 25 per cent, as 
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he suggested, but they did cut them down to 32 per cent. That 
measure was referred to the Senate Committee on Finance 
with the rate fixed at 32 per cent, and my recollection is the 
committee reported it out with an amendment making it 40 
per cent, and upon the floor of the Senate it was raised upon 
my motion to 50 per cent. 

We were able to do that, not because that part of this 
Chamber represented by the Republican “regulars” desired it, 
but because enough of the progressives on the other side of the 
Chamber cooperated with us to force it through. Likewise when 
the matter came up in conference a rate of 50 per cent was 
retained in the House. By a direct vote upon that question, 
forced by the friends of fair taxation in that body, that rate 
was sustained. 

Mr. President, the country has not yet forgotten how the 
administration was chagrined at that action; how the leaders 
of the Republican Party, especially in the other House, were 
chagrined at that action. The country has not forgotten how 
the great financial and industrial interests of the country, which 
were making such enormous profits and enjoying such great 
incomes, became disgusted and disgruntled and soured and how, 
as the press told us, because of the fact that they had not 
obtained a reduction in their taxes, as they thought they had 
been assured would be granted them, they threatened to wash 
their hands off the Republican Party and intimated that the 
Republican Party need not expect any further contributions 
from them for campaign purposes. The country has not for- 
gotten that in the House of Representatives Mr. Mondell, I 
believe, then the leader of the majority in that body,. practically 
apologized to the country upon the floor of the House, as I 
remember, for the failure upon the part of the Republican 
Party to relieve, as the Secretavy of the Treasury desired and 
as the administration desired, the great wealth of this country 
from its proper contribution te the expenses of the Government, 
including the war expenses. The administration practically 
apologized, and there was an apology from the Republican 
Party throughout the country to the big interests for this mis- 
carriage, this failure to carry out what they regarded as the 
assurances they had received that their income taxes were to be 
cut down. 

In view of all of this, the Secretary of the Treasury now 
takes advantage of the fact that there is a powerful element in 
this country in favor of a bonus and the fact that there is about 
$300,000,000 in the Treasury which the Republican Party ex- 
tracted out of the people when it was not needed for govern- 
mental purposes and to the return of which they are entitled 
the Secretary of the Treasury takes advantage of that to issue 
a statement that he has all of this money in the Treasury which 
belongs to the people, which his party has improperly extracted 
from their pockets, which ought to be returned to the people, 
and that it can not be returned to them if bonus legislation be 
insisted upon. 

Mr. President, the Secretary of the Treasury makes that 
threat with the manifest purpose of influencing action upon this 
great question in the interest of the very men who are demand- 
ing that big incomes be relieved from taxation and whe are 
likewise opposerl to the bonus. It is another effort to satisfy 
them. That is the element in this country which chiefly opposes 
a bonus; that is the element in this country which is largely 
responsible for the propaganda against a bonus. It is the very 
element that is demanding that its taxes be cut to the bone 
that is opposing the bonus. Mr. Mellon proposes to satisfy that 
element. It is recalcitrant; it is dissatisfied with the Repub- 
lican Party because it has not relieved them as to their two 
demands—no bonus and lower taxes upon their big ineomes, 
That relief the Republican Party was expected to grant them 
just as soon as it came into power. They had been promised 
that relief but they did not get it, and they were dissatisfied. 
They made their dissatisfaction felt, and the administration 
practically apologized to them. Now, Mr. President, they think 
is the opportune time to strike, and to strike both at the bonus 
and at the high income-tax rates, 

I do not speak except for myself, but I do speak as the 
ranking minority member of the Finance Committee, and I 
want to say that I will cooperate with you gentlemen, and I 
think the Democrats upon that committee and the Democrats 
in this Chamber will cooperate with you in reducing and re- 
pealing some of the most obnoxious miscellaneous taxes. They 
ought to be repealed or heavily reduced. They are not needed. 
I am anxious that they should be taken off the statute books so 
far as we can do so with safety to the Government, but no 
further, of course. We on this side of the Chamber are ready 
to cooperate with you in the reduction of taxes upon the lower 


incomes, We demanded that when the present law was passed; 
we sought it; we offered amendments to bring it about; but we 
were frustrated. There were some little concessions made to 
us, but nothing like those we demanded. The lower incomes 
are now being overtaxed and the taxes upon them need to be 
reduced. I am in favor of taking advantage of this opportunity 
to reduce them. 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
North Carolina will permit me to interrupt him at that point—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Carolina yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I desire to say that when we on this 
side of the Chamber were making the effort to have the taxes 
reduced upon the lower incomes there was no more earnest 
opponent to our proposition than was Mr. Mellon. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Of course not, and I have so stated. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. We argued at that time that the 
taxes on such incomes could be reduced, but Mr. Mellon then 
insisted that they could not be. If he had consented to our 
part of the program, all there is of virtue in his present pro- 
gram, to wit, the reduction of taxes upon the lower incomes, 
would have been a law a year ago. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I went over that before the Senator from 
Missouri came into the Chamber. That is absolutely true. 

Mr. President, when it comes to the question of reducing 
the taxes upon the big incomes of this country, upon the 
millionaire and the profiteer—and I use the word “ millionaire” 
not opprobriously but for the purpose of characterization—I 
wish to say that I for myself do not feel that the taxes ought 
to be very materially reduced upon such incomes. Se long as 
profiteering is going on in this country, as it is now going on 
continually, so long as the people who are demanding this 
reduction are making enormous fortunes out of the consumers 
of this country, fortunes year by year that are incredible, with 
their enormous dividends, with their tremendous expansion 
without encroachment upon their capital, all as a result of 
profiteering upon the people, keeping the prices of products up 
to the war standard, mercilessly preying upon the poor people 
of the country, upon the farmer, who, being without organiza- 
tion, has not been able to raise his prices at all, and who has 
seen those prices drop until they are in many instances below 
the cost of production—preying upon this great class whose 
earning capacity has been dissipated, preying upon the laborer, 
upon the clerk, upon the man trying to live upon his salary 
und unable to increase his income, preying upon them by the 
imposition of prices that in some instances are many times in 
excess of the cost of production, that are unjustified and un- 
warranted, more unjustified and unwarranted than they were 
in war time—so long as that is going on in this country, Mr. 
President, I am utterly opposed to exempting those receiving 
the higher incomes from a heavy burden in connection with 
the payment of the expenses of the Government. 

Cooperate with-you in order that the people may get back 
the money you have filched from their pockets unnecessarily; 
yes. Cooperate with you in reducing the taxes on little in- 
comes and on miscellaneous items; yes. They need not be 
there; the present large surplus shows that they need not be 
there. Cooperate with you in reducing the tax upon small 
incomes; yes. But, Mr. President, when it comes to the mil- 
lionaire line of incomes, then you will have to show me some 
better reason than the fact that the Republican Party has 
pledged the possessors of such incomes to take off these taxes 
and the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury, representing 
the Republican Party and representing one of the greatest 
trusts—aye, not one but 25 or 30 of the great trusts of this 


. country—wants it done, first, in order that the boanus may be 


killed, and, second, in order that the profiteers and millionaires 
may be relieved. 

Mr. President, I wish to say one word more. I criticized 
yesterday and again this morning the delay of the Republican 
majority in this Chamber in begnning work in the preparation 
of legislation upon which this body may act. I did that, Mr. 
President, not only because we owe it to the people speedily to ` 
give them relief in certain directions demanded by them, and 
not only because I thought the delay was indefensible and that 
the country had the right to be advised of the lethargy and in- 
difference and inactivity ef the majority party in this Congress, 
but, I did it for another reason. I apprehend that there may be 
a disposition on the part of the Republican Party in this Con- 
gress to delay action upon the vital question of railroad rates, 
the vital question of the bonus, and the vital question of the 
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reduction of taxation. There may be—and I apprehend there 
is—a disposition, if possible, to fritter away the time of the 
Congress, to tie up this matter and tie up that matter, to dead- 
lock this matter and deadlock that matter, in order that there 
may be no action upon these important questions until after 
the next campaign is over. 

Let them act; let them defeat the bonus if they want to, and 
then take the consequences; let them take 50 per cent off of 
the present rates against the incomes of the millionaires and 
profiteers in this country and take the consequences; let them 
pass that millionaire legislation before election and take the 
consequences; let them defeat the bonus and take the conse- 
quences. I do not care which end of the dilemma they take, 
whether it is defeat or whether it is victory along those lines; 
they will have to answer to the country. 

For that reason I wanted, if I could, to spur up action here 
in the Senate, because I want action upon every one of these 
questions. I want the American people to understand exactly 
where the Democratic Party stands upon every one of these 
questions. I want them to understand that the Democratic 
Party stands for a bonus. I want them to understand that the 
Democratic Party stands against untaxing—for it practically 
amounts to that—the millionaires and the profiteers in this 
country, and I want them to understand that the Democratic 
Party stands against the exorbitant, exploiting, unnecessary 
freight charges that are being imposed upon the people of this 
country, to sucn an extent that one section of the country can 
not possibly trade with another section of the country, to such 
an extent that the freight upon many products to the distant 
markets to which they have to be sent, even when they are sold 
to the domestic market, is equal and sometimes more than equal 
to the price received for the product itself. 

I want action, Mr. President, and I shall insist upon action, 
speedy action; and I want to say to the chairman of the Fi- 
nance Committee—who is, I think, a very reasonable man, and 
who, I think, has the interests of his country at heart—that so 
far as I am concerned, and I believe I speak for the other mem- 
bers of the minority on the Finance Committee, we are going to 
place no obstacle in the way of bringing the question of a re- 
duction in taxes speedily before the Senate. We are going to 
vote to take off these taxes, but we are not going to vote to take 
them off in the way that Mr. Mellon and the millionaires and 
profiteers of this country want them taken off. We are offering 
no impediments. We do not want any hearings; or, if it is 
found that any are necessary, we want them to be as brief as 
possible. 

We do not want any long discussion in the committee. We 
are ready to bring the measure here and have the discussion 
upon the floor of the Senate. So far as I am concerned, 
within a week after the bill goes into the Finance Committee's 
hands, I am willing that it shall be back here upon our desks 
in order that we may discuss it and vote upon it without 
any dilatory debate at all, Let the country know where we 
stand. Let us have no more camouflage, Mr. President. 

Mr. President, I beg the pardon of the Senate for occupying 
so much of its time, I should not have done so but for the 
fact that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. BrookHart] indulged 
in the reflections upon this side of the Chamber that he did. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF PROPAGANDA, 


Mr. REED of Misscuri. Out of order, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to submit a resolution and ask that it be read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses, because it 
involves the expenditure of money. 

The resolution (S. Res. 107) was read and referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five, two of whom shall 
represent the Republican Party in the Senate, two of whom shall 
represent the Democratic Party in the Senate, and one of whom shall 
represent the Farmer-Labor Party in the Senate, shall be forthwith 
appointed by the President pro tempore of the Senate, and said com- 
mittee is hereby authorized and directed immediately to investigate 
and report to the Senate whether there is any organized effort being 
made to control public opinion and the action of Congress upon legis- 
lative matters through propaganda or by the use of money, by ad- 
yertising, or by the control of publicity, and especially to inquire 
what, if any, such methods are being employed to control the action 
of Congress upon reyenue measures, and whether or not the profiteers 
of the war are now contributing to defeat the soldiers’ adjusted com- 
pensation bill by money or influence, and what, If any, such influences 
are being employed either by American citizens or the representatives 


of foreign governments or foreign institutions to control Se Sect the 
foreign or domestic policies of the United States. 

Bald committee ts authorized to send for or subpœna persons, books, 
and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a 
cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words to report such hearings, 
and that sald committee shall report the evidence and its conclusion 
to the Senate as early as is reasonably possible. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, on Monday of this week I intro- 
duced a bill (S. 1887), which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. I request that it be transferred to the Committee on 
Claims. The bill was before the Committee on Claims at the 
last session, and a subcommittee was appointed to consider it 
and a hearing given, and I think the bill was reported out. 

I understand that most of the war-risk insurance legislation 
has been sent to the Committee on Finance. I should not have 
the slightest objection to this bill going to that committee; 
but inasmuch as the work has apparently been done in this case, 
I think it would expedite the matter if the Committee on Claims 
considered the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to know the title of the bill. 

Mr. EDGE. The bill is Senate bill 1387, to provide for pay- 
ment of the amount of a war-risk insurance policy to a bene- 
ficlary designated by Capt. John W. Loveland, jr., deceased. 
A hearing was given on the bill last year by a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Claims, and it is my recollection that the bill 
was reported favorably. I have not the slightest objection to 
the Committee on Finance considering the bill; but, inasmuch 
as this work has been done, it seems to me we are only dupli- 
cating it to have a subcommittee of the Committee on Finance 
have another hearing on the subject. 

Mr. SMOOT. Under the circumstances, Mr. President, I have 
no objection to the transfer of the bill from the Finance Com- 
mittee to the Claims Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill 
to which reference is made will be referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and the Committee on Finance will be discharged 
from its consideration. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I have a similar request as 
to Senate bill 821, to encourage the development of the agri- 
cultural resources of the United States through Federal and 
State cooperation, giving preference in the matter of employ- 
ment and the establishment of rural homes to those who have 
served with the military and naval forces of the United States, 
introduced on December 10, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and which appertains more 
particularly to the subject of reclamation. I ask that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry be discharged from its con- 
sideration, and that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Reclamation and Irrigation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


AMENDMENT OF FARM LOAN ACT. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I wish to submit just a 
few observations on one subject which has been alluded to 
here in the discussion this morning, and I propose later on to 
go into it more in detail. 

Our friends on the other side have regaled the country with 
the great number of instances in which they have sought to 
show their regard for and benefit the farmers of the country, 
They have tried to claim that they have passed this measure 
and the other legislation, and done this and done that in the 
interest of agriculture. I think it important just now to point 
out very briefly specific instances in which those in the ma- 
jority who have been claiming to be the friends of agriculture 
and serving the interests of the farmers of the country have 
absolutely imposed upon them and inflicted additional injuries 
and hardships upon and thrown obstacles in the way of the 
agricultural interests. 

I simply want to refer to the great financial system estab- 
lished under a Democratic administration for the benefit of 
agriculture, Frankly, openly, plainly, it was stated at the 
time that it was the purpose to establish a system peculiarly 
for and to meet the needs of agriculture. Our financial sys- 
tem then existing was purely a commercial system, and there 
was no provision under that system whereby the needs of agri- 
culture could be met upon terms and on a basis that would be 
adequate to accommodate the requirements of the farmer; so 
we established, under what is known as the farm loan act, this 
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great system. Under that system nearly $775,311,855—a little 
more than that, in fact—have been found for farmers and 
loaned to them through the Federal land banks at the rate of 
5 and 53 per cent per annum; 83 25.663.461 more have been 
found and loaned to farmers under that system also through 
the joint-stock land bank; so that over a billion dollars have 
been furnished the farmers of this country under that great 
system established by the farm loan act in 1916, on practically 
their own terms and at rates of interest not exceeding 5 or 5} 
per cent. 

What has happened? In the first place, these selfish inter- 
ests, the farm mortgage bankérs’ associations in the Northwest, 
undertook to destroy that act by attacking its constitutionality. 
For some 18 months they paralyzed the system; but the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, when the case reached them, 
held that the act was constitutional in all its features and 
upheld it and sustained it. Very well. 

‘The majority in control of both Houses of Congress at the 
last session demonstrated their sincerity in reference to their 
claims as friends of the farmer by doing this: First, they in- 
creased the membership of the Farm Loan Board from four to 
seven. That was an unnecessary addition to the expenses of 
the system, and you will see how that bears upon the farmer, 
because a little later on they proceeded to saddle that whole 
expense upon the borrowing farmers of the country. Instead 
of increasing the membership of that board, they should have 
decreased it to not exceeding three. They do not need seven 
members on the Farm Loan Board. They ought never to have 
seven members on the Farm Loan Board, each receiving a 
salary of $10,000 a year; but our friends insisted upon that, 
und they passed the bill which provides for that increase of 
the Farm Loan Board to seven members, each getting $10,000 
a year, What has been the result? The result has been that 
the board has been organized on the basis of selecting presi- 
dents of farm-land oanks in different parts of the country to 
be members of that board, the presidents of those banks hav- 
ing been appointed by the board previously, and the former 
farm loan commissioner of the board is now drawing $25,000 
a year as counsel and fiscal agent under the provisions of this 
law, approved March 4, 1923. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNary in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will yield just a moment, 
I saw somewhere a statement that the dut’es now performed 
by Mr. Lobdell, who has been appointed general counsel of 
the board, are precisely the same duties that he performed 
when he was acting as chairman of the board. Can the Sena- 
tor tell us whether or not that is correct? 

Mr. FLETCHER. ‘There is no reason why they should not 

be the same, They employ a syndicate to sell the bonds. 
They pay commissions to the syndicate just the same. There 
is no reason why the board should not handle that whole 
proposition, it seems to me, without any additional expense. 
But what have they done further? Under this act, which you 
insisted in both Houses of Congress should be passed, and it 
has passed and become the law, it is provided that the en- 
tire expenses of this bureau should be borne by the system 
itself; that is, by the borrowing farmers. Before that the 
expenses of the Farm Loan Board, they constituting a bureau 
in the Treasury Department, were borne by the Government 
itself, just as the expenses of the bureau of the Comptroller of 
the Currency and the Federal Reserve Board are borne. Will 
any Senator on the other side rise in his place and propose 
that the national banks of this country shall pay the salaries 
ot the Comptroller of the Currency and all the officers and 
assistants under him, comprising all the expenses of that 
bureau? Let us see if they will. Will you offer to have the 
Federal reserve banks pay the salaries and expenses of the 
Federal Reserve Board? You dare not. 

The expenses of the Comptroller of the Currency and that 
bureau of the Government are paid by the Government. Like- 
wise the salaries and expenses of the Federal Reserve Board 
are so met. Here was a bureau of the Goyernment—the Farm 
Loan Bureau. Why should not those expenses be paid by the 
Government precisely as it pays the expenses of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency and his office and those of the Federal 
Reserve Board? No; you say: This system was established 
for the benefit of the farmers. They must pay for it“; and 
so you proceed by law to change the original act whereby the 


Government pays the expenses of the board, so that all these 
expenses are now paid by the borrowing farmers themselves. 

That is another expense you put upon them. That amounts 
to $332,000 a year—some little expense. You have, therefore, 
increased the membership of the Farm Loan Board, adding to 
the costs of that system. The result has been an increase all 
along the line in expenses, including a fiscal agent at $25,000 
a year, and you have provided that all the expenses of the 
bureau, over $300,000, shall be paid*by the system and not by 
the Government. This is in addition to the salaries and ex- 
penses of the Federal land banks, heretofore borne by the 
borrowing stockholders. For the 12-month period ending No- 
vember 30, 1923, the total of those salaries and expenses, none 
borne by the Government, amounted to $2,825,592.94. 

What have you done more than that? You propose now to 
pass a constitutional amendment to provide a means whereby 
the exemption from all taxation allowed these farm-loan bonds 
shall be taken away from them. In other words, the provision 
in the original act to the effect that these bonds shall be exempt 
from all taxation is to be repealed, and you propose to tax the 
farneloan bonds. That would be the ultimate effect and result 
of the proposed constitutional amendment. 

I do not want to detain the Senate now, but I can show, and 
I propose to do it at a later time, when there is a better oppor- 
tunity to do it, that whole plan originated with the Farm Mort- 
gage Bankers’ Association, enemies of this system, with whom 
they were in competition in the West. I can proye that, I 
think, beyond any question, and I propose to show that the 
whole scheme and plan of this constitutional amendment with 
reference to tax-exempt securities originated with the Farm 
Mortgage Bankers’ Association, and that the purpose of that 
association was to destroy the tax-exempt feature of farm-loan 
bonds. 

When that is accomplished, what will be the result? At this 
time $200,000.000 a year is being loaned to farmers under this 
system, according to the statement of the Farm Loan Board 
itself. They ought to loan $400,000,000 a year. There is de- 
mand for it, There is no reason why they should not furnish 
that accommodation. There is demand for more than that, and 
they ought to loan at least $400,000,000 a year, but they are 
loaning $200,000,000, as they say in their statement. 

What would it mean if we should destroy the tax-exempt 
feature of these bonds? It would mean an increase in the 
interest of from 1 to 2 per cent on all those loans, perhaps as 
much as 2 per cent. I have not seen any estimate of less than 
1 per cent. What does that mean? It means an increase of 
interest to the borrowing farmers of this country of $2,000,000 
a year on the loans made to them hereafter. 

It is estimated that there are to-day $8,000,000,000 of loans 
outstanding on farms of the country. Then what does that 
proposal further niean? It means an increase of 1 per cent on 
the interest those farmers will pay, because the minute you 
destroy the tax-exempt feature of farm-loan bonds you raise 
interest rates, not only as to loans made under the farm loan 
act hereafter but the interest rates will be raised throughout 
the whole country on these loans. You will raise the rate of 
interest these farmers are paying on $8,000,000,000 1 per cent, 
which means $80,000,000 a year. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I think the Senator will find that the 
amount is $11,000,000,000. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Very well. Then $110,000,000 instead of 
$80,000,000 a year will be added to the interest the farmers 
of this country must pay. 

That is the way you have been friends of the farmers of the 
country. You have crippled an institution which was created 
for their benefit, and you have imposed these additional burdens 
upon their system. You have increased the expenses of that 
system and the salaries and the compensation paid to the 
various officers and agents. You put that all upon the system, 
whereas the expenses of that bureau were formerly borne by 
the Government, just as the expenses of the office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency are borne by it. You now pro- 
pose to destroy the tax-exempt feature of the bonds, and you 
will thereby increase the interest that the farmers will pay 
under that system by $2,000,000 a year, and the interest rates 
will go up throughout the country so that vou will add to 
their interest payments $110,000,000 on the renewals of, the 
mortgages now outstanding. 

The present interest on loans made by other agencies than the 
Federal farm-loan system have had to meet the competition 
of the farm-loan system. ‘That system is the pacemaker in 
the matter of interest rates for farmers. If it has to pay a 
higher rate upon its bonds then it will have to charge the 
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farmer a correspondingly higher rate, and all farmers who 
borrow, regardless of where they borrow, will have to pay a 
corresponding increase. So it is entirely fair to say there will 
be an added burden of 1 per cent, $80,000,000 to $110,000,000, 
in interest which the farmers of America will have to pay if 
the constitutional amendment now proposed is adopted. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think the Senator is mis- 
taken, because the interest on that $11,000,000,000 of loans is 
not tax exempt to-day. It will make no difference at all with 
those loans if the tax-exempt privileges are repealed. It will 
perhaps make a difference, as the Senator has said, in the 
amount that is loaned by the Federal farm loan bank of 
$200,000,000 a year, but as far as the $11,000,000,000 is con- 
cerned, or the $8,000,000,000, as the case may be, the interest on 
that is not tax exempt, and any act repealing the tax-exempt 
Privilege would haye no effect whatever on those loans. 

Mr, FLETCHER. Let me remind the Senator that a good 
many of those loans come from tax-exempt money, from mutual 
savings banks, from mutual life insurance companies, the funds 
of charitable and educational institutions, trust companies. 
and the like. But those loans are not made to run foréver. 
They are not made for any long term. They are made for 
from three to five years, and when they expire they have to be 
renewed. The result of this proposition will be to raise the 
interest rates on all those loans now outstanding. 

There is no commercial market for farm mortgages placed 
by these private concerns in which those mortgages are not 
at the present time legally and completely exempt from all 
Federal and State taxes. The principal sources of money 
supplied to the farm-mortgage brokers are, as I have stated, 
mutual savings banks, mutual insurance companies, funds of 
charitable and educational associations; and in most States 
farm mortgages held by individuals, trust companies, and 
bankers are not declared for taxation. 

Mr. MOSES. Does the Senator maintain that deposits in 
savings banks and the investments of insurance companies are 
not now taxable? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Not one dollar of the money that comes 
from this source and is lent by members of the Farm Mort- 
gage Bankers’ Association is or will be subject to taxation. 

Mr. MOSES. They certainly are, Mr. President, in my 
State. Every dollar that is deposited in a savings bank is 
under tax by the State. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The savings-bank deposits which are ex- 
empt under the Government laws will have to be exempt under 
the State laws if you make this reciprocal arrangement, as is 
proposed under this amendment. 

Mr. MOSES. I do not follow the Senator to that conclu- 
sion. It can not be. 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘They are not exempt under any law of the 
United States or any State law. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is really immaterial to this discussion. 
Even where, under the law, the mortgage and the income 
thereof are liable to tax, the farm-mortgage bankers and 
brokers always write into the mortgage itself a clause by 
which the farmer who borrows the money obligates himself to 
pay any tax that may be imposed. The proposed amendment 
would make all securities taxable. That is the point. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator was correct in his statement that 
only loans hereafter made would be affected, because no amend- 
ment of the Constitution could be retroactive. It would only 
prevent the issuing of tax-exempt securities hereafter by joint- 
stock land banks and Federal land banks after the amend- 
ment had been agreed to by three-fourths of the States of the 
Union. I do not believe that will happen very quickly, 
although I would like very much to have it happen. 

Mr. FLETCHER. My contention is that the interest rates have 
been reduced not only on mortgages placed by the Federal land 
banks but the effect of this law has been to reduce interest 
rates on all mortgages on farms, and that effect has extended 
to commercial transactions as well throughout the country. 
The interest rates have gone down and nobody has been hurt 
by it. The banks have been prosperous. The banks can not 
complain, They were at first opposed to this law, because they 
recognized that the effect would be to reduce interest rates. 
But business has been developed and increased as a result of 
the operation of the law, and that, of course, helps everybody. 
In addition to that, the banks have been relieved of long-term 
loans, and they can take care of their more profitable transac- 
tions, where they turn over their money in 30, 60, and 90 days. 

I have already mentioned why it may be asserted that the 
loans outstanding now, which have already been made, falling 


due, will be renewed at a higher rate of interest if the amend- 
ment referred to and recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury should be adopted. The ground usually urged for this 
proposition is that the counties, States, municipalities, and so 
forth, are getting too extravagant; that they need to be 
checked up; that they need to be told from Washington that 
they can not issue their State bonds or municipal bonds, or 
county bonds tax free, because they are wasting their money. 
It is proposed to say, “ Lou must economize. You look to us 
here and we will tell you how to economize. We will advise 
you how to refrain from waste you are indulging in now.” 

In other words, the Federal Government will undertake 
through the powers given by such constitutional amendment to 
check up the States and counties and cities and municipalities 
and teach them how to economize, how to be thrifty, and how 
to avoid waste. Think of that. “Angels and ministers of grace, 
defend us!“ The States, the counties, and the cities must 
look to Washington for instruction to economy in the adminis- 
tration of their affairs. 

But you have done another thing that is even worse, per- 
haps, than these I have mentioned. Under this amendment to 
the farm loan act, approved March 4, 1922, you have taken 
from the people who own these banks control over the banks 
and their operation. You have amended the original act, which 
provided that the directors of the Federal land banks should be 
composed of nine members, three appointed by the Farm Loan 
Board and six elected by the National Farm Loan Association. 
That would have given the National Farm Loan Association 
control over the directors of the Federal land banks. You have 
taken that entirely away from them and you have vested the 
control over the Federal land banks, the whole system, in the 
Farm Loan Board here in Washington. I would like to have 
you point to a single institution, private, public, or otherwise, 
where the stockholders of the institution have no control over 
the management of its affairs except this one system, created 
for the benefit of the farmers of this country, established in the 
interest of sound and healthy agriculture, it becomes the one 
instance where a law has been passed by the majority, these 
self-styled friends of the farmers, which takes from the stock- 
holders, the farmers themselves, all control over the manage- 
ment of the affairs of that bank. You have intrusted it en- 
tirely to a board located here in Washington, giving minority 
representation to the stockholders only. This board, here in 
Washington, is the controlling, regulating, and directing power, 
They fix the salaries and compensation of all officers and direc- 
tors of the banks also. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield 

Mr. SMOOT. Can the Senator point to one single institu- 
tion outside of the farmers’ organizations and the joint-stock 
land banks where the Government becomes responsible for the 
money where it is advanced at n certain rate of interest and 
where all the interest is tax exempt? Is there any other insti- 
tution in the United States that has that privilege? Does the 
Senator feel that the Government of the United States, being 
morally responsible for all of the loans and any losses that may 
occur, should not have at least a voice in saying how that money 
should be expended or invested? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I answer the Senator very frankly. The 
Government of the United States is not legally responsible for 
the payment of the bonds or obligations issued under the 
system. 

Mr. SMOOT. Does not the Senator believe that if anything 
should ever happen that they would be defaulted the Govern- 
ment of the United States would be asked to make good to the 
bondholders? 

Mr. FLETCHER, I could not say whether they would or 
not. 

Mr. SMOOT. Does not the Senator believe they would? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do not think so. 

Mr. SMOOT. And morally would not the Government of the 
United States be bound to do it? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think morally the Government of the 
United States ought to see the system through. 7 

Mr. SMOOT. That is why they would be morally bound to 
do it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. But that is different from any legal re- 
sponsibility or obligation for the bonds. These are not Govern- 
ment bonds. The Government does not guarantee the bonds. 
The Government does not issue the bonds. They are not Gov- 
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ernment obligations at all. Morally, yes, the Government 
ought to back them up, and that is why I was perfectly willing, 
in considering the original measure, to provide that three of 
the directors in each one of the 12 Federal land banks should 
be named by the Federal Farm Loan Board—three of them in 
each one of the banks to be named at all times. I would not 
have done it upon any other basis. I did that because the Gov- 
ernment ought to stand behind the system morally, yes, and 
support it and stand back of it, but that did not provide that 
the Government should absolutely name every officer and con- 
trol the operation of the whole system from top to bottom. 
The stockholders have the poor privilege of naming a minority, 
as the matter works out, of the directors for each land bank, 
although they own the stock and have mortgaged their homes 
and obligated themselves to pay installments and are interested 
in the dividends and the success of the banks. 

The stockholders in the land banks are the borrowing farmers 
of the country. The Government does not to-day own any of 
the stock in many of the banks and very little of the stock in 
others of the banks. The Government originally put up a part 
of the capital—$9,000,000, as I recall—to start the system, but 
that stock has been paid back gradually under the plans out- 
lined and provided for in the act, so that the stockholders in 
the banks are the borrowers composing the National Farm 
Loan Associations throughout the country. They ought to have 
control over the operation of the banks. 

I am perfectly willing to give permanently and for all time 
representation of the Farm Loan Board, and thereby of the 
Government, if you please, on the directorate of the banks, and 
therefore the original act provided for three directors to be 
named at all times by the Federal Farm Loan Board. But here 
the control of every one of the Federal farm-loan banks has 
been taken out of the hands of the farmers and vested in a 
board with headquarters here in Washington, with the right to 
operate as they please. The whole control of that system has 
been put in the hands of seven men here in Washington, and 
they have been empowered to name presidents and officers of 
the banks and a majority of the directors of all the banks 

‘throughout the country, as well as appraisers, examiners, regis- 

ters, and what not, and thereby has been established a machine 
which, if utilized politically, would be the most powerful ever 
conceived by man, as it may be, if administered properly, the 
most, beneficent and stupendous financial system yet devised, 
serving the farmers of the country to an extent unlimited and 
unexcelled. 

There has been put into the hands of this board a power 
which can crush agriculture, by which they can reward their 
friends, make loans where they like and deny them where they 
like, and which can be used for political control of the most 
insidious and dangerous character. That is what has been done 
by the amendment, by the act of March 4, 1923, amending the 
farm loan act. It is an outrage upon the farmers of the country. 
It is a reflection upon their intelligence, upon their honesty, and 
upon their integrity. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 

Mr. OWEN. I was chairman of the committee that framed 
and put through the farm loan act originally. While the moral 
responsibility of the Government was recognized, as the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Smoor] bas pointed out, it was believed at that 
time that the responsibility could be safeguarded by putting the 
organization under a farm-loan board, giving membership to the 
Government on the board and relying then upon the directing 
power of the board itself. It has gradually expanded until the 
other aspects, under which it was contemplated that the organ- 
ization would be built from the bottom up as well as from the 
top down as a coherent whole, have gradually been changed, 
probably by the ambition of the board to exereise complete 
control, until the organization of the farmers and their parti- 
cipation, at least in the direction, has now apparently ceased. 

I myself had thought it was better to have the system so 
established that it would be strong from top to bottom and from 
bottom to top, so that the two forces which are responsible in 
the matter should cooperate harmoniously. It now has ap- 
parently been brought to a point where all the power is con- 
centrated in the Government, and we have a centralization of 
power now which I think is not probably for the best interests 
of the system. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I do not care to go further 
ino the matter at this time. In fact, = had not supposed 1 


would speak this much to-day, but I wanted to call attention to 
the situation. I want the country to understand that the alleged 
friends of the farmers of the country have demonstrate! that 
friendship by putting the expenses of the burean on the farmers, 
whereas heretofore the expenses of the farm loan board were 
paid by the Government, like those of the Comptroller of the 
Currency. They have added three men to the farm loan board 
and $30,000 a year in salaries. They have made it possible to 
provide for a fiscal agent at $25,000 per year. They have taken 
control of the whole system and placed it right in Washington 
in the hands of this bureau, so that they can sit here and dictate 
what is to go on in every Federal land bank throughout the 
country. Then these so-called friends to the farmers have 
proposed to destroy the exempt feature of the farm-loan bond, 
which would raise the interest rate the farmers must pay 
throughout the country on $200,000,000 a year that is now being 
loaned to them, and which ought to be $400,000,000 at least, and 
the result would be the raising of interest rates on all loans 
outstanding with the farmers of the country, which would mean 
at least 1 per cent, or $110,000,000 more. 

Having called attention to these matters, I leave the subject 
for the present. 


ADJUSTED COMPENSATION FOR WORLD WAR VETERANS, 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I voted for the soldiers’ 
bonus bill in the last Congress, when it passed by an enor- 
mous majority, and it only failed to become a law by reason of 
the fact that it was vetoed by the President and there were not 
quite enough votes in the Senate to pass it over his veto. 

My information is that in-the late eleccion, with the question 
before the people in almost every State and in every congres- 
sional district, enough changes were made in both House and 
Senate to insure the passage of the bonus bill over the veto 
of the President, should President Coolidge decide to follow 
President Harding in vetoing it. Notwithstanding what he 
said about it in his recent message, I sincerely hope he will 
not veto it. 

Mr. President, when the late war came on our Government 
drafted the boys, made no contract with them then, but simply 
took their services and told them it would pay them $30 a 
month, $15 of which was to be allotted to dependent relatives 
and $6 a month of which was to be used to pay insurance, leav- 
ing the average boy $9, or about 30 cents a day, and his keep. 
For this 30 cents a day the boy not only gave his entire serv- 
ice but took three very unusual risks, any one of which was 
actually worth more than 30 cents a day. 

First was the risk of being concentrated in camps, where 
they were made exceedingly subject to disease. More boys 
died in camp than died in battle, and this is always so where 
a large number of persons are congregated together for any 
length of time. 

Next the boys for that 30 cents a day were subjected to 
transportation across German submarine-infested seas 3,000 
miles to the scene of the fight. This was an unusual danger 
and was in itself worth more than 30 cents a day. 

Third, when they got to France they went to battle, which 
was worth more than 30 cents a day. I doubt if any one of 
us would have voluntarily taken any one of these three risks 
at 30 cents a day if we could with honor have avoided it. 

Indeed, that 30 cents a day was very inadequate pay for what 
these soldiers had to undergo, to say nothing at all of their 
fighting for their country. On a question of merit thei: pay 
should be readjusted because they certainly did a wonderful 
work. It is a question of simple justice in the payment of a 
debt due these boys by the Government. 

Many contend, however, that to pay the boys more would be 
“to commercialize their patriotism.” I am sure, however. on 
second thought, any thoughtful person will abandon this srgu- 
ment. Such argument condemns practically the entire Ameiican 
people, because all classes of our citizens, railroads, banks. 
farmers, merchants, workmen of all kind, got the highest pay 
in all their history, and perhaps in the history of the werld. 
So, if every one were deprived of what he gained during the 
war on the theory that it was “commercializing their patriot- 
ism,” you can easily see where it would lead to. We would 
have to take away all profits made in the war. The truth is, 
all those who remained behind made the greatest profits in 
their history. Merchants, farmers, laborers, corporations of 
every kind, all made marvelous profits and these profits came 
directly from what these boys did in the war; and they made 
only 80 cents a day, while those who remained behind made 
these enormous profits. When you refuse to pay the boys what 
is their just due, are you at the same time to take away the 
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profits of all those who during the war “ commercialized their 
patriotism”? Unless you do you can not be consistent. 

I saw in some newspaper some time ago where it was esti- 
mated that 23,000 millionaires, some 200,000 half millionuires, 
and maybe twice as many quarter millionaires were created by 
the war. These boys were getting 80 cents a day while this 
was going on back home. Remember that these men back bome 
would never have made such profits but for the work of these 
boys. 

Again, Congress has fixed the precedent of readjusted pay in 
three notable cases. During the war the Government took over 
the railroads. It took them over, very differently, however, 
from the way it took over the boys. It fixed the pay of the 
boys without saying a y ed to the boys or giving the boys any 
voice in what their pay should be; but when it took over the 
railroads it conferred with the officers of the railroads and 
agreed upon a fixed rental price and this rental price 
produced one of the largest incomes the railroads had ever 
made up to that time. When the war was over, however. the 
railroads came to the Congress and wanted a readjustment of 
their pay, saying they had not been paid enough, and Congress 
readjusted the pay of the railroads and gave them sums aggre- 
gating about $2,000,000,000 additional. No newspaper then said 
anything about “the railroads commercializing their patriot- 
ism.” My sense of justice tells me that if it was right ic re- 
adjust the war pay of the railroads that got so much, it is also 
equally right to readjust the pay of the boys who got so little, 
but who did so much. 

Again, the Government made contracts with all those who 
supplied the Government with war materials during the war. 
These material men charged such enormous prices that they 
became commonly known in the country as war profiteers. 
The prices agreed upon were tremendous, but when the war 
was over these material men came forward and said their 
business had been cut off suddenly—notwithstanding such a 
contingency had been provided for in their contracts—and 
that they were going to lose great profits unless the Congress 
readjusted their pay. The Congress did readjust their pay. 
and paid them a total readjusted pay of something like 
$700,000,000 in addition to what they had already received. 
When the pay of the war profiteers was readjusted and in- 
creased no complaint was made by newspapers or others that 
these material men were “commercializing their patriotism.” 
If these material men were entitled to readjusted pay, then 
certainly it seems to me the boys who got 30 cents a day 
should have their pay readjusted. My sense of fairness tells 
me that this is true, and I am sure when it is considered 
carefully thoughtful people will be led to the same conclusion. 

Again, the Government from the beginning of the war has 
been paying to all its civilian employees with some minor 
exceptions a war bonus of $240 a year in addition to their 
regular salaries, It is paying these civilian employees that 
ndditional bonus at the present time. Not a protest has ever 
urisen against the Government paying these civilian employees 
this bonus, amounting perhaps to hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars up to this time, and indeed, Members of Congress are 
daily receiving urgent appeals to increase the amounts paid 
civilian employees, Is it quite fair for the Government to 
pay a bonus to the civilian employees who took no risk and not 
pay a bonus to the soldiers who took all the risk? Up to date 
eaeh civilian employee has received an aggregate bonus of 
nearly $1,500, and yet it is not proposed to pay the soldiers 
but $500 each. 

Besides all this, the United States, after the war was over, 
loaned huge sums to Great Britain, France, Italy, Belgium. 
and perhaps other European countries, out of which each of 
these countries paid to their soldiers a bonus. In other words, 
the United States Government has put itself in this remark- 
able attitude, that it has furnished the money to pay bonuses 
to the soldiers of other nations, but it declines to pay a bonus 
to its own soldiers, I am sure that this fact will not commend 
itself to anyone as being fair to our own soldiers. 

It is claimed that the $500 that will be paid is not large 
enough to be of any real value to the boys. I don't know how 
others were reared, whether in riches or in poverty, but I 
can remember when as a boy $500 would have meant fabulous 
wealth to me and would have enabled me to have obtained the 
start that I had to obtain by manual labor. 

If the Government actually owes every boy a readjusted 
pay of $500, it should pay it to him regardless of what the 
boy may do with it. If you owe me anything, it is no excuse 
for you not paying it that I might squander the money after 
I collected it. 
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It is next argued that it will increase the burden of taxa- 
tion. Of course, it must be paid out of taxation, but there is no 
earthly reason why we should increase the tax burdens of the 
people. On the contrary, we should lower them. We should 
reduce our Army to what it was before the war, and it was 
quite large enough then, and the saving would be amply suffi- 
cient to pay the bonus as provided in the law that was passed 
by the Congress the last time, the average yearly payment 
upon which will amount to less than $100,000,000. Great 
Britain, with a much more expensive domain to protect, now 
has a standing army of only about 80,000 men. We could build 
less battleships per year, and that would pay the bonus, and it 
is exceedingly doubtful whether the battleships are now proper 
methods of defense, 

The amount that we collect from Great Britain annually 
wili amply take care of this bonus. France and Italy are also 
amply able to pay the interest on their debts to us, and if bur 
Debt Funding Commission would but do its duty und make a 
settlement with these nations, collecting the interest, this inter- 
est would largely more than pay the bonus. France is the most 
prosperous people in the world to-day, and there is not u sein- 
tilla of reason why she should not be required to pay the 
interest. 

One of the reasons given by President Harding in vetoing the 
bonus bill was that the present revenue of the Government was 
not sufficient, and yet during the very year in which he said 
the revenue was not suflicient to pay out the first $100,000,000 
installment on the bonus, the excess of revenues over expendi- 
tures, according to Seeretary Mellon, is in the neighborhood of 

If newspaper accounts are correct, there seems to be almost, 
if not quite, enough stolen and wasted in the Veterans’ Bureau 
during this administration to pay the bonus. 

There is no reason whatsoever why the bonus bill may not 
be passed, and at the same time the taxes be reduced. All we 
have to do is to exercise proper economy. 

I expect not only to vote for the bonus but to vote for a 
decrease in income taxes paid by persons whose incomes range 
between $1,000 and $10,000, and possibly a reasonable decrease - 
in taxes on incomes ranging from $10.000 to $30,000, but above 
that sum I see no reason in cutting the taxes at this time. We 
can do what I am here outlining and take off the nuisance taxes 
and stil! have ample to pay the bonus. 

In this position there is nothing inimical to the sick, wounded, 
and disabled soldiers, I have uniformly voted for every relief 
measure for the disabled soldiers. I think every other Mem- 
ber of the House and Senate has done the same thing, and it 
goes without saying they will continne to do so. There can not 
be a difference of opinion about wounded or disabled soldiers, 
and their prior right of just treatment from the Government, 
No issue can be made of a question about which everyone is 
agreed. 

Again it will be recalled that in my primary campaign in Ten- 
nessee my opponent, Capt. G. T. Fitzhugh, announced himself 
as unqualifiedly against the bonus bill and vigorously attacked 
me for voting for it, so that the issue of bonus or no bonus was 
fairly and squarely, openly and vigorously placed before the 
Democratic voters of Tennessee. By a majority of almost 60,- 
000 the Democratic voters decided in my favor, and therefore I 
am in the attitude of having a direct mandate from the majority 
of the Democrats of Tennessee on this subject. 

Again it will be recalled that our Republican friends nomi- 
nated the Hon. Newell Sanders as a candidate for the Senate 
against me in the regular election, and in like manner Mr. 
Sanders made the soldiers’ bonus probably his leading issue, 
declaring time and again that he would vote against it if elected, 
and I declaring I would vote for it if elected. With this one of 
the paramount issues in the campaign I was elected by a ma- 
jority of upwards of 82,000, and thus it is seen that there can 
be no controversy about my duty in the premises, namely, to 
obey the instructions of the majority of the voters of Tennessee 
to vote for the bonus. 


AMENDMENT OF FARM LOAN ACT. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the senior Senator from Florida 
[Mr. FLercuer] has left the Chamber, and I desire to answer 
some of his remarks, but it is late in the day and I think the 
American people fully recognize that the exhibition of last 
evening and to-day involves nothing more nor less than the 
making of political remarks. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I reassure the Senator from 
Utah to the extent of saying that the people of the country are 
too busy doing Christmas shopping to pay any attention to what 
is going on here this afternoon? 
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Mr. SMOOT. But the remarks which I am going to make are 
for the Recorp, All the questions which have been discussed 
will come up before the Senate at the proper time. I merely 
desire to say, however, that if the Democratie Party had been 
in power at this session of Congress there would not have been 
any more legislation enacted before the Christmas holidays than 
has been enacted by the Republican Party. In order to prove 
that assertion all Senators have got to do is to examine the 
Ryconp of the sessions when the Democratic Party came into 
power in 1912 and 1916, from which they will see what business 
was transacted immediately preceding the Christmas holiday 
recesses which were then taken. 

Mr. President, there have been some statements made here 
to-day which I think ought to be answered, although proposi- 
tions advanced can not be successfully maintained because they 
misrepresent existing conditions. Since the joint-stock land 
banks were created by act of Congress I have never spoken 
before an audience calling attention to the privileges granted 
to individuals in this country under that law but there has been 
a favorable response immediately against the Injustice of the 
act. 

What right have we to say to any man in the United States, 
“You and four of your friends may organize a joint-stock land 
bank; you and your friends may put $1,000,000 capital into 
it; you and your friends may control it; and the Government 
of the United States authorizes you to sell tax-exempt securi- 
ties to the amount of fifteen times $1,000,000, or $15,000,000”? 
The interest received from those $15,000,000 of bonds is tax free, 
and so men with large incomes who invest in such bonds are 
enabled altogether to avoid paying taxes, There is a practice 
going on in the United States to-day that ought to be stopped 
just as soon as Congress can enact a law for that purpose, for 
to-day a man can borrow $10,000,000 and purchase $10,000,000 
worth of tax-exempt securities, the interest upon which, at 5 
per cent, is $500,000 per annum. He can deduct the $500,000 
interest he pays on the loan from his income from any other 
source and pays no tax upon it. Therefore he can have an 
income of $500,000 from taxable items and never pay a cent 
of taxes to the Government of the United States. 

ey WHEELER. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sen- 
ator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Utah yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. I quite agree that a tax-exempt measure 
should be passed; but I should like to ask the Senator what is 
going to become of the tax-exempt securities that are now 
held by the people who have invested their millions of dollars 
in tax-exempt securities? Will not the passage of such a law 
immediately raise enormously the value of those securities 
which these men have? 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator from Montana under- 
stands that Congress has not the power to pass any law that 
would be retroactive as to the interest from tax-exempt securi- 
ties; but I do believe that Congress can limit the amount 
which can be deducted from income from all other sources by 
the deduction of tax-exempt securities. I think Congress has 
that power. and I think it ought to enact a law authorizing 
that just as quickly as possible. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator is chairman of the Finance 
Committee and no doubt has given a great deal of study to 
these subjects. Has the Senator investigated the question to 
determine whether or not it is competent for the Congress to 


` tax securities that are exempt from taxation during the life- 


time of the owner in the form of an estate tax higher than 
other securities of similar character which have borne their 
share of taxation during the lifetime of the original owner? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have asked some of the best 
nttorneys in the United States to furnish me their opinions as 
to whether or not that can be done. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will say to the Senator from Utah that 
there does not appear to my mind to be any question about the 
legality of such a tax, The Supreme Court of the United States 
has held that it is entirely competent, in the case of bonds 
which during the lifetime of a decedent are exempt from all 
forms of taxation, to tax them under the inheritance tax higher 
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than similar bonds which have been taxed during the lifetime 
of the decedent. So that a part of the object to be attained 
in amending the Constitution of the United States under the 
so-called tax-exempt amendment can be accomplished by an 
act of Congress, if the Congress sees fit to pass such an act. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator what 
I started to say: That I think 90 per cent of the opinions that 
have been rendered to me claim that Congress can do just what 
the Senator has stated they can do. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What I am interested to know is, how can 
there be any difference of opinion upon the subject when the 
Supreme Court of the United States has sustained the prin- 
ciple, and there are no decisions to the contrary? 

Mr: SMOOT. The Senator asked me the question, and I am 
answering it just as it was asked. I think perhaps 10 per cent 
of the opinions that were rendered said that even that could 
not be done; but I have no doubt but that we can limit the 
amount of deduction of interest from tax-exempt securities that 
can be taken by way of credit on an income on which a tax is 
to be imposed. I was discussing the question of joint-stock 
land banks, and I asked by what reason or justice should Con- 
gress grant to a man, with four members of his own family, if 
he wants them, or four friends, the privilege of issuing bonds 
to the extent of fifteen times the amount of money that he 
invests in the joint-stock land banks and the interest on all of 
such bonds be tax exempt? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Utah yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I intend at some early time in 
the future to discuss this question of tax-exempt securities; 
but I think a wrong impression may go out from the remarks 
which the Senator is making now unless at least a word be 
said. ; 

Under the provision with reference to joint-stock land banks 
the rate of interest which the joint-stock land banks may 
charge to the farmers of the country is limited. The limit 
under existing conditions enables the farmers to get money 
cheaper than they could otherwise obtain it. The result of it 
is that while the purchaser of those tax-exempt securities ob- 
tains the privilege of tax exemption, he pays for it. He pays 
what you may call a tax. He does not pay it to the Govern- 
ment, but he pays it to the farmers who borrow the money. 
The same thing may be said with respect to the tax-exempt 
securities of States and municipalities. The man with the 
large income does not escape payment for that, but he pays 
more for the securities with the exemption than he would pay 
for the sume securities without the exemption. The result is 
that the State or the municipality capitalizes the tax-exempt 
feature and gets the benefit from it. When you consider the 
effect of taxes by States and municipalities to-day you will 
find that there is a burden upon the people of this country 
which ought to be relieved; and if through this method we can 
get cheaper money for the States and municipalities, if we 
can get cheaper money for the farmers of this country, give 
them a direct benefit, and relieve them of a part of the bur- 
den of government, I say that we should do it; and it is no 
éxcuse to come in here and say that the man of large means 
is escaping taxation by any such process. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if I may proceed now for just 
a few minutes, I will conclude; but, simply to answer the 
Senator from New Mexico, I want to call his attention to the 
fact that all of what he claims could have been done with the 
Federal farm banks. This power need not have been given to 
individuals. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr, President, pardon me just 
a word. I overlooked referring to that. The provision regard- 
ing these stock banks was made to meet a situation, and that 
was the very cumbrous method by which the farm-loan bank 
could reach the farmers of the country through associations, 
and the stock banks were provided for in order that they 
might deal with the individuals where the individuals were 
not so circumstanced that they could readily form associations 
and deal directly with the Federal farm bank. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator may say what the object of it was, 
but what is the result? The joint-stock land banks are operat- 
ing in exactly the same territory that the Federal farm banks 
are operating in; they are in direct competition with them; 
and I have not any doubt but that the Federal farm bank 
would have loaned the money that has been loaned by the joint- 
stock land banks. If the American people knew the circum- 
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stances, I do not believe that they would approve of granting 
to any individuals in the United States that great power. 


I have been in favor of the Federal farm-loan bank. I voted 
for the bill when it was under consideration in the Senate. I 
called attention then to the joint-stock land bank proyision, 
and, if I remember correctly, it was inserted when the bill was 
before the Senate, and these was mighty little discussion of it. 
The only objection that I have had to he whole sysem, if we are 
going to have any further tax-exempt securities, is to the power 
that has been conferred upon individuals through the organiza- 
tion of joint-stock lund banks. 

Of course, the question of politics will be before this body 
from the time we meet « the 3d day of January until the 
time the session closes. I do not know what time that will be, 
but in every presidential election it is the same. I thought it 
was rather strange last night when the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. STantxy] stood upon the floor and criticized severely 
the Esch-Cummins law, and at the same time I knew that he 
voted for the bill; and not only did he vote for it, but there 
were 13 Democrats who voted for it, and there were 8 Republi- 
cans who voted against it. Talk about a party measure! 

Again, the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] is trying to 
charge the Republican Party with taking the control of these 
Federal farm-lonn banks out of the hands of the farmer and 
putting it in the hands of the Government. What act was it 
that did it? Why, it was the Lever-Glass Act. What act was 
it that limited the amount to be loaned each year to $200,- 
000,000? It was the Leyer-Glass Act. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I do not quite catch what 
the Senator is driving at. 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘I will read the law to the Senator, if he does 
not cateh it, 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator talks about limiting the loans. 
They are not limited at all. 

Mr. SMOOT. They are limited until the $200,000,000 is paid 
back. 

Mr. FLETCHER. That is merely an advance made by the 
Government. 

Mr. SMOOT. I know it is an advance, and there is an obli- 
gation in the law as to how it shall be administered until it is 
paid back, which will be in 33 years. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Oh, yes; but that has nothing to do with 
the loans. 

Mr. SMOOT. That has everything to do with them. That 
is the power that was given; and this is the first time I have 
seen the senior Senator from Florida turn a political critic on 
the basis of legislation the origin of which he must have known 
but took good care not to state, for if he had done so his 
criticism would have been charged to his own party. I think 
he is one of the safest and soundest men in this Chamber, and 
I was surprised at his statements to-day. 

Mr. President, the Republican Party will act. The Finance 
Committee, when it has a reyenue bill before it, will never 
cease considering it from the time it comes before it until it 
passes or is defeated in this body. The Senator from North 
Carolina knows that under the Constitution revenue acts must 
originate in the House of Representatives. When he was 
chairman of the Committee on Finance did he call the com- 
mittee together before the Christmas holidays? No; he did 
not, for there was no necessity for it. 

I admire a Democrat who will take advantage politically of 
a thing he knows or feels in his heart to be wrong. I have 
no objection to that; but I think that the time of the Senate 
should be taken up by Senators calling attention to facts, rather 
than making predictions as to what will take place some time 
in the future. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that there was an agreement that no business should be trans- 
acted except routine morning business. 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand that. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not think the Senator should ask the 
Senate to transact executive business. 

Mr. CURTIS, I thought that we would have a right to refer 
certain nominations; but I withdraw the motion for an execu- 
tive session, and move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 3 o'clock and 
47 minutes) adjourned, the adjournment being, under the 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses, until Thursday, 

January 3, 1924, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspary, December 20, 1923. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Almighty God, once more we are in the foreglow of the 
advent season. Holy night; silent night; heaven’s angels are 
keeping their watch of wondering love. Already we hear the 
echo of their proclamation saying, “Glory to God in the high- 
est, peace on earth, good will toward men!” O may this 
decree continue to resound throughout the world until all men 
shall know that all glory in heaven and earth belongeth unto 
Him! So meek yet so high; so glorious in humility and yet 
so sublime in divinity! O God, so abide with us that our 
souls may conform to the teachings of Jesus, the Savior of 
men. So change the hearts and minds of men that they shall 
never again engage in the awful spectacle of war. May Thy 
peace rule in all hearts and Thy truth in all governments. 
May we be generous and put some window of happiness in 
some human tenement. As we separate for a little time, may 
Thy blessings of love be with all officers, the Representatives, 
and the pages. Dwell in gladness about every hearthstone, 
make every pathway happy, and brighten all skies with the 
radiance of Thy presence, and Thine shall be the praise and 
the honor and the glory forever. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 
Mr. JoHNson, a Representative from the fourth district 
of Kentucky, appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath preseribed by law. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for one minute, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to announce that 
the Committee on Rules of the House will hold hearings rela- 
tive to the proposed changes of the rules. They will continue 
those hearings as long as any Member desires to be heard. We 
would be pleased to have all Members desiring to be heard 
before the Christmas holidays make their wishes known this 
afternoon. After the hearings are adjourned we will start 
again Friday morning, January 4, and continue the hearings 
as long as individual Members desire to appear before the 
committee. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the reference of H. R. 2716, amending paragraph” 
20 of section 24 of the Judicial Code, introduced by Mr. Jost, 
of Missouri, be changed from the Committee on Ways and 
Means to the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is right in 
his desire for a change of reference. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE, 


Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for one hour at the conclusion of the reading 
of the Journal on January 4 on the subject of Russia and her 
recognition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that after the reading of the Journal and the transae- 
tion of routine business on Friday, January 4, he be permitted 
to address the House for one hour on Russia and her recogni- 
tion. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON, Reserving the right to object, may I ask the 
gentleman from Maine whether or not in his speech he will take 
issue with Secretary Hughes on that subject? 

Mr, BEEDY. I can not say with whom I may take issue, 
whether it is Secretary Hughes or anybody else. 

Mr. BLANTON. I thought that the Secretary ought to have 
somebody prepared to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BEEDY. I think the Secretary can protect himself, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 
Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 45 minutes on Thursday, January 3, on 
the so-called Sterling-Towner education bill. 


* 


1923. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


463 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 45 minutes on Janu- 
ary 3 on the Sterling-Towner education bill. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. TREADWAY. That will not interfere with privileges 
already granted? 

The SPEAKER. No; it will follow those remarks to which 
consent has already been given. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a bill and concurrent 
resolution of the following titles, in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 794. An act to equip the United States penitentiary, Leaven- 
worth, Kans., for the manufacture of supplies for the use of the 
Government, for the compensation of prisoners for their labor, 
and for other purposes. 

Senate Concurrent Resolution 2, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee to consist of five Senators, to be appointed by 
the President pro tempore of the Senate, and seven Members of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House, 
is hereby authorized to investigate the problem of a 9-foot channel in 
the waterway from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, and the 
problem of the navigability of the Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri 
Rivers. 

For the purposes of this resolution the committee Is authorized to 
hold hearings, to sit during the sessions or recesses of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress at such times and places, to employ such clerical and other 
assistants as it may deem advisable. The committee is further au- 
thorized to send for persons and papers; to require by subpena or 
otherwise the attendance of witnesses, the production of books, papers, 
and documents; to administer oaths; and to take testimony, as it may 
deem advisable. The cost of stenographie service to report such bear- 
ings shall not be in excess of 25 cents per hundred words. The ex- 
penses of the committee, which shall be limited to $10,000, shall be 
paid, one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate and one-half 
from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives: Provided, 
That Senate Resolution No. 411, agreed to January 25, 1923, be, and 
the same hereby is, discontinued in force. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


Senate Resolution 86. 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives be notified of the election 
of George A. Sanderson, of Illinois, as Secretary of the Senate. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution, in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested: 

House Concurrent Resolution 7. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That when the two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 20, 1923, 
they stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, Thursday, January 3, 
1924. 

COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. CURRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on the Territories may be allowed to sit during the 
recess of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on the Territories may be al- 
lowed to sit during the recess. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp a nonpartisan 
article on the scientific political training for the Presidency. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the article referred 
to. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. About how long is the article? 

Mr. LINEBERGER. The article is not unduly long. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas, I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects, 


PERSONNEL CLASSIFICATION BOARD. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of House Resolution No. 78, re- 
ported favorably from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 78. 

Resolved, That the Personne! Classification Board, created by “An act 
to provide for the classification of civilian positions within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and in the field services,” approved March 4, 1923, be, 
and is hereby, directed to transmit to the House of Representatives tha 
following information: 

A complete copy of the minutes of said Personnel Classification 
Board from its organization to the date hereof. 

Copies of all papers referred to in sald minutes or relating to actions 
of said board. 

Copies of all letters, circulars, or communications sent out by sald 
board. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
think we should have a little explanation of that to see just 
how far it goes before we grant the request. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman reserve 
his objection for a moment in order that I may state what 
the object of the resolution of inquiry is? It is merely an in- 
quiry to ascertain facts for the use of the House. 

Mr. BLANTON. I think probably we have been pretty well 
advised in respect to the matter through the Washington press. 
I have been watching the matter through the press for the last 
two or three months, 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Of course, the gentleman may get the in- 
formation upon which he acts officially through the news- 


papers—— 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, only to a certain extent. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I think we ought to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, I withdraw the objection for 
the present. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend in the Rrconb a brief paper entitled“ The Gauge Problem 
for Interchangeable Ordnance Matériel,” prepared by Maj. J. O. 
Johnson, the chief of the gauge section of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment. It is written in nontechnical language so that a layman 
can understand it, and I believe will be very helpful to the 
Members of the House, especially in the consideration of the 
Army appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted by the 
House I here insert a paper prepared by Maj. John O. Johnson, 
chief of the gauge section in the Ordnance Department, on 
the very important subject of gauges. There is no one better 
qualified to speak on this subject. Major Johnson has had an 
unusual and unique experience in connection with gauges and 
ordnance matériel. Thoroughly trained in the processes of 
metal manufacture and familiar with the use of gauges, he 
was well equipped to render a most important service during 
the World War. At first with the munitions board of Canada 
and later as an officer in our own Ordnance Department, he 
did notable work until the war ended. The gauge problem, 
however, did not end with the war, but only entered into 
another phase of the problem. A gauge section was established 
in the Ordnance Department and Major Johnson was placed in 
charge of it. His statement of this problem in the paper here 
printed demonstrates that the work is in good hands. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

THE GAUGE PROBLEM FOR INTERCHANGEARLE ORDNANCE MATÉRIEL. 


The gauge problem has a great many ramifications that I shall not 
attempt to discuss in this paper as it would take too long. I shall try 
to cover only the high spots and basic principles of gauges in relation to 
interchangeability and economic quantity production of ordnance ma- 
tériel and the several reasons why it is highly necessary, as far as 
possible, to provide for gauges while the matter of time is not such an 
important factor. i 

It was the experience of the Ordnance Department during the last 
war that delays in getting into quantity production were very largely 
due to the impossibility of securing proper gauges for controlling the 
accuracy of manufacture as well as determining the conformity of 
manufactured matériel to specifications governing its inspection for ac- 
ceptance. This situation arose from the fact that at the outbreak of 
war there was not in the whole United States anything Hke the num- 
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ber of gauge designers, gauge makers, or shops equipped to manufacture 
the gauges required in the highly accurate interchangeable manufacture 
made necessary by the munitions program. I might say here, that the 
same conditions exist to-day, for at the present time there are only a 
few dependable gauge manufacturers in the country. 

The main reason for the scarcity of gauge makers is that it is a 
highly specialized art requiring long training and experience, also an 
extensive knowledge of the manufacture of interchangeable work, and 
the various processes of operations and machining; a thorough under- 
standing of the theory as well as practice of tolerances and allowances 
and the exercising of sound judgment in its application, so that the 
manufacturer may have as large a working range as possible and yet 
be sure that the finished article will function as intended and will be 
interchangeable within the prescribed limits. It is natural that the 
number of men with these qualifications is limited and always will be. 

The vital importance of having immediately available at the out- 
break of war sufficient gauges to permit an early start on the manu- 
facture of various ordnance matériel has not only been recognized by 
the Ordnance Department but also by Congress by inserting in the 
national defense act, Public Document 85, of Sixty-fourth Congress, 
House bill 12766, on page 56, section 123, the following: 

“Procurement of gauges, dies, jigs, etc., necessary for manufac- 
ture of arms, etc, The Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to prepare or cause to be prepared, to purchase or other- 
wise procure, such gauges, dies, jigs, tools, fixtures, and other special 
aids and appliances, including specifications and detailed drawings, 
as may be necessary for the immediate manufacture, by the Govern- 
ment and by private manufacturers, of arms, ammunition, and special 
equipment necessary to arm and equip the land forces likely to be 
required by the United States in time of war: Provided, That in the 
expenditure of any sums appropriated to carry out the purposes of this 
section the existing laws prescribing competition in the procurement of 
supplies by purchase shall not govern, whenever in the opinion of the 
Secretary of War such action will be for the best interest of the 
public service.” 

The bill referred to was introduced by Mr. TSsox, of Connecticut, 
and was inserted as section 128 of the national defense act upon his 
insistence. 

You are naturally curious to know what hag been done to solve 
this problem since the World War up to the present time. The first 
problem was to collect all gauges that belonged to the Ordnance De- 
partment from the settlement of claims on war contracts, These gauges 
being scattered about the country in commercial and Government- 
owned plants were gathered into the respective manufacturing arsenals 
where the matériel pertaining to these gauges was manufactured. 
They had to be first inspected and tied up to the various components 
to which they belonged, this being a very difficult task on account of a 
great percentage being manufactured to the contractor's drawings. 
In a great many instances the gauges were made up without either 
ordnance drawing or contractor's drawings, simply to penciled sketches, 
making identification a very difficult task. 

A gauge laboratory was established in each of the arsenals, equipped 
with up-to-date facilities, and as far as possible, trained personnel. 
This work is now practically completed, and the gauge section of the 
Ordnance Department bas at the present time at these various labora- 
tories approximately half a million gauges for various ordnance ma- 
tériel, all checked as to accuracy of dimensions and tied up to com- 
ponents as near correct as possible, a card being made out on each 
gauge covering the following information: Location of gauge; drawing 
number; component drawing number; type of gauge; gauge function, 
or where gauge is to be used, and on component to be used; identifica- 
tion number; latest revision of gauge drawing; latest reyision of com- 
ponent drawing and symbol; also approximate value of gauge. 

Gauges, after being checked for accuracy, are slushed with grease, 
wrapped in moistureproof paper, and put away in proper rack, bin, 
and tray ready for issue at any time. The exact location of each 
gauge in storage is also given on the gauge record card, and when a 
gauge is taken out of storage to be used this is marked on gauge card. 
After the gauge has been used and returned again to the gauge labora- 
tory it is checked once more for accuracy. before being replaced in stor- 
age and marked on the gauge card as returned to original place. 

The net result from this work is that the Ordnance Department, 
through the gauge section, is able to furnish at any time the informa- 
tion as to what gauges are on hand, the condition of each gauge, and its 
exact location, In case of an emergency, where quick expansion would 
be imperative, complete sets of gauges, as far as we have them, on each 
component can be selected and distributed to the Government inspector 
at the contractor’s plant, which would tide them over until more 
gauges could be made. By this method the contractor would be ready 
to begin work as soon as his machines and equipment are arranged 
and would save considerable time in getting Into quantity production. 

The surplus measuring tools accumulated from war contracts are 
being stored at Frankford Arsenal. A separate vault was built in 
the gauge laboratory to take care of these instruments, These instru- 
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ments have been checked as to accuracy, given identification numbers, 
as well as marked ordnance property, and are being properly stored 
and taken care of. The same as is the case with gauges, they are ready 
for issue to the various ordnance establishments, A complete inven- 
tory is kept of these measuring instruments. 

From time to time the gauge section is called upon to scrap gauges 
from obsolete ordnance matériel and also gauges that have passed their 
usefulness as to dimensions and changes in design. The gauges referred 
to are given to the tool room of the arsenals where they are located. 
The tool room can, with slight changes, make the majority of these 
gauges over for working gauges, or gauges used for experimental pur- 
poses, saving considerable expense and time. 

There are three kinds of gauges. First, there are master checks, 
which are sometimes confused with master gauges. The difference is 
that master gauges are simply a reference set of gauges made as close 
as it is possible to the dimensions prescribed without any allowance for 
wear, as they are to be used for reference only. This close work 
naturally makes them very expensive, and takes a long time to manu- 
facture. As they serve no other purpose but reference in case of dispute 
with the contractor, it is thought advisable to dispense with them, as 
the accuracy of commercial measuring instruments made to-day and the 
use to which they can be put have improved so much in the last few 
years that in almost every case they answer the same purpose as master 
sets of gauges. 

Master checks, on the other hand, are highly necessary and are used 
extensively on irregular surfaces, such as screw threads, etc., where 
measuring instruments can not determine the accuracy of a gauge. 
They are usually the mating part of the gauge to be made or the op- 
posite. The gauge manufacturer must make the master check before 
the gauge can be manufactured or finished. The master checks are 
also used by the gauge checker for acceptance or rejection of gauges 
from the gauge manufacturer, and also for checking gauges while in 
use, determining when the gauge is worn out, and, in case of adjustable 
gauges, for resetting. These checks have to be made very accurately, 
are expensive, and take a long time to manufacture, 

Inspection gauges are the gauges used by the Government inspector, 
and are his standard over which matériel is accepted or rejected, and 
upon such acceptance or rejection the contractor receives his pay for 
work passed. It seems necessary, therefore, that the Government fur- 
nish these gauges and checks for determining their accuracy while in 
use. Inspection gauges are made close to total tolerance prescribed, 
consistent with small allowance inside of tolerance to allow these 
gauges to wear up to the extreme limit on the component. Inspection 
gauges are checked periodically by Government gauge checkers carry- 
ing the necessary measuring instruments and checks for that purpose, 
the gauge checkers determining when the inspection gauges have passed 
their, usefulness. 

Working gauges are the contractor’s gauges and are standards over 
which his work is passed before coming to the Government inspectors. 
These gauges are used anywhere in the plant where the contractor 
sees fit and are under his entire jurisdiction. They are usually fur- 
nished by the contractor himself. Working gauges are, in most cases, 
of the same design as inspection gauges. It is customary on working 
gauges to haye a small allowance inside the inspection gauges, thus 
preventing rejection by the Government inspector, saving the Gov- 
ernment both time and expense by rejection of doubtful material, also 
incidently saving the contractor by not making unnecessary scrap in 
both material and labor, and this has a tendency to make for better 
workmanship. The allowance inside inspection gauges also gives the 
contractor more wear on his gauges, which makes his gauge problem 
more economical, The allowance taken inside inspecting gauges is left 
to the contractor’s own discretion. It is customary, if possible, to allow 
10 per cent of total tolerance, There are a number of cases, however, 
where this can not be done owing to small tolerance prescribed. The 
quantity and quality, upkeep, and checking of these gauges is entirely 
up to the contractor, as they are his tools used by his own workmen. 
These gauges should not be furnished by the Government. 

Where the manufacture of ordnance matériel is confined to our 
own arsenals the working and operating gauges become quite a problem, 
having in mind such artciles as the .85-caliber Springfield rifle; .45- 
caliber automatic pistol; .80-caliber automatic rifle, model 1918; 
Browning machine gun water-cooled model, 1917; 75-millimeter gun 
and recuperator; 155-millimeter howitzer and recuperator, ete, This 
more than doubles our gauge problem, as there are a number of inter- 
mediate operation and working gauges of different designs not used in 
the inspection of the finished product. For instance, for a unit of 
gauges for the Springfield rifle it takes 1,263 gauges of different designs, 
for .45 automatic pistol it takes 995, for .30-caliber automatic rifle 
it takes 1,918, for the Browning machine gun, model 1917, it takes 
2,262, for 75-millimeter gun recuperator it takes 597, and for the 155- 
millimeter gun and recuperator it takes 571. This will give you an 
idea of the number of designs to be laid down on these few items, 
Other ordnance matériel from the .22-caliber bullet to the 16-inch rail- 
way mount all have more or less gauges. 
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You may readily see the amount of work and thought that will 
have to be spent on this important problem facing the Ordnance De- 
partment in their preparedness program. : 

The work of the gauge section for the immediate future will be 
confined largely to completing gauge lists and designs for all divisional 
equipment, and, so far as funds will permit, to complete sets or units 
of gauges for this equipment according to production schedule laid down 
in the 1923 war plans. 

The war-time organization of the gauge section proposed in 1923 war 
plans, including master checks and inspection gauges only, is outlined 
in a chart prepared by the gauge section, which may be briefly ex- 
plained In words as follows: 

Main office in Washington, divided into three sections. 

Section 1, design of gauges: This section is responsible for all draw- 
ings and designs pertaining to gauges, all drawings before distribution 
to be signed by the chief of the gauge section. The design section must 
also keep in close touch with the various divisions in order to keep up 
with the changes in designs and see that gauge drawings are up to the 
last revision of component. 

Section 2, procurement: This section receiyes requests from district 
offices as to requirement and directions for distribution of gauges, 
places orders for master checks and inspection gauges with the gauge 
manufacturers, designates one of the gauge laboratories to inspect these 
gauges, either locally or at the gauge manufacturer's plant, keeping in 
close touch with the gauge laboratories, and also sees that these inspec- 
tions are carried out in the most efficlent and economical manner 
consistent with the saving of time. Also sees that gauges, after their 
acceptance by the gauge laboratory, are distributed to their respective 
places. This office is responsible for all gauges from the time orders 
are pisted until gauges have reached either the district office or the 
contractor where they are to be used. 

Section 3, administration: This section receives and distributes all 
information, technical or otherwise, and all other duties incident to 
the administration of this section, such as accountability, personnel, ete. 

A gauge laboratory has been organized at each arsenal handling the 
class of gauges pertaining to the matériel manufactured at that arsenal. 
These laboratories have been working for the last four years and 
results are yery satisfactory. They are laid out with all necessary 
tools and equipment for quick expansion, which will be necessary in the 
time of war. The duties of these laboratories are, when orders for 
the manufacture of gauges are placed by the Washington office one of 
these laboratories will be designated to arrange for the inspection of 
these gauges, either locally or at the gauge manufacturer’s plant. The 
gauge laboratories are responsible for the acceptance or rejection of 
the gauges. When gauges have been inspected the results are sent to 
the Washington office where the accountability is carried. The labora- 
tories will then distribute the gauges either to the district offices or 
direct to the contractor's plants upon request and under direction 
of the district office through the procurement section. 

As soon as an emergency arises a gauge supervisor should be imme- 
diately installed in each district office with a sufficient number of 
gauge checkers to take care of Government gauges for ordnance matériel 
manufactured in their respective districts. This method was used in 
the last war and worked out very satisfactorily. This part of the 
district office organization should be unden direct supervision of the 
Washington office. The reason for the centralized authority of this 
product is that this matériel is of the most difficult technical nature 
und requires highly specialized, technically trained personnel, and there 
is not at present available in the country or by the nature of the 
business—probably never will be—enough of this class of men to 
enable the Ordnance Department to set up more than one real good 
organization of this nature. Another reason is that gauges are the 
Government inspector's standards over which ordnance matériel is 
accepted or rejected, and upon such acceptance or rejection the Gov- 
ernment pays the contractor. It may be readily seen that there can 
be no division of authority, as this would lead to endless disputes and 
confusion. 

The procurement of Government gauges should emanate from the 
Washington office, and could be distributed to the gauge manufacturers 
from there to a better advantage, both as to saving of time and at 
considerably less expense, as they would be segregated, and as far as 
practicable secured in quantities. Each gauge plant requires a number 
of master checks and special tools to manufacture gauges, and with the 
proper segregation from one source less quantity of these checks and 
tools would be required, a saving both of time and expense. 

Immediately upon an emergency the gauge laboratories located at 
each manufacturing arsenal would become a school of instruction for 
gauge checkers, and the district offices would be furnished with trained 
personnel from these laboratories. In this way they would all check 
the gauges under the same method, which would eliminate confusion in 
gauge checking. 

The Ordnance Department has at present about 500,000 gauges for all 
classes of ordnance matériel, approximately worth $35,000,000. Organ- 
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ized as laid down in the chart it would mean centralized procurement 
and decentralized distribution through the gauge laboratories, 

The Government should furnish the civillan contractor with inspec- 
tion gauges used by our own inspectors for the acceptance of finished 
material, for following reasons: 

First. We haye to check these gauges and be responsible for their ac- 
curacy. In so doing we have to furnish checks which, in many in- 
stances, are the most expensive part and have to be made before the 
gauge itself can be made. 

Second. We could place orders to better advantage by using larger 
quantities; could segregate and place them where we could get better 
delivery and better quality and price, as price on gauges is largely 
governed by the quantity of gauges made of the same kind and at the 
same time. Usually there are several special tools to be made before 
the manufacture of the gauge, which cost as much as the gauge itself, 
and it may be readily seen by this alone there would be considerable 
saving effected both in time and money by avoiding duplication in the 
manufacture of these tools. Our master checks haye to be made for 
checking gauges; these same checks could then be used by the gauge 
manufacturer, which would insure better and more uniform gauges, as 
well as saving in time. 

Third. It would avoid disputes and friction with contractor, also 
eliminate excuses by him that he could not secure gauges. 

Fourth. We would be in a position to know when contract is let 
and would immediately take steps to secure quantity of gauges sufficient 
to cover contract. 

Fifth. Our source of information would be far better as regards 
who could make certain kind of gauges to best advantage and give 
best delivery, and with Government pressure would be better able to 
control gauge-manufacturing facilities. 

Sixth. It would also prevent the contractors bidding against each 
other and paying a premium to gauge manufacturers for quick de- 
liveries. 

Seventh. By furnishing our own inspection gauges and checking them 
all ourselves at our own establishment, which has been fitted up to 
take care of this work with the latest up-to-date methods and a 
trained personnel, insures uniformity and distribution to the best 
advantage. 

Eighth. Instead of this being an added expense to the Government, 
it would tend to be a saving, as the furnishing of gauges would be taken 
into consideration when contract is let. 

Ninth. It would give us uniform designs of gauges which would be 
considered from an economic standpoint in manufacture and per- 
formance, and would give us a more uniform gauging practice, having 
the whole program in mind, while the contractor is only concerned with 
his own Individual problem. 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp by inserting therein an article by the former 
floor leader of the House, Mr. Mondell, which appeared in the 
Review of Reviews. The subject is “ What is the matter with 


Congress?“ 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does Mr. Mondell answer the 
question? 

Mr. TILSON. I think that he has answered it to his own 


satisfaction and in a way that will be comforting, at least, to 
Members of the House. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I presume that is also a nonpartisan 
article? 

Mr. TILSON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, Mr. Speaker, I should like to inauire 
of the gentleman whether the article deals with what was the 
matter with Congress when Mr. Mondell was here, or with 
what is the matter with Congress at the present time? 

Mr. TILSON. It deals with many criticisms made against the 
way that Congress does its business. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. TILSON. I hope that the gentleman from Texas will 
not object. I think that he would welcome it if he would 
examine the article. 

Mr. BLANTON. I think those criticisms should come from 
Members of Congress themselves and not from the outside. 

Mr. TILSON. He is answering the criticisms of those on the 
outside. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, it appears that the article 
referred to has been published in a periodical, and I have no 
objection to the request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. McCLINTIC. I object for the present. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. SCHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the following cases, which I send to the desk and ask 
to have read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Edward D. Bartlett (H. R. 7784) Sixty-seventh Congress, first zesslon. 
Committee on Claims. 

Mary A. Sims (II. R. 13086), Invalid Pensions, Sixty-seventh Con- 
gress, third session. 

Cora Marlette (H. R. 12931), Invalid Pensions, Sixty-seventa Con- 
gress, third session. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

PORTO RICAN COMMISSIONER, 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the rule provides that the 
Commissioner from Porto Rieo shall be assigned to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, That matter was overlooked in 
making up the committee. I move the assignment of Mr. 
Davina, the Porto Rican Commissioner, to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, a yacancy exists upon the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws. I move the election 
of Mr. Franx R. Rem, of Minois, to that committee, 

The motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, through a mistake 17 
Members were assigned to the Committee on the Census: The 
rule provides for only 16. The majority put 10 Members on 
the committee and the minority 7. After consultation with the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner}, he sees no objection to 
the committee being made 17 instead of 16. I ask unanimous 
consent that paragraph 50 of Rule X be so amended as to 
change the figures “16" to “17.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman 
takes his seat may I ask him a question? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas, A number of gentlemen on this side 
of the House are very much interested to know when the pro- 
posed committee on the Veterans’ Bureau will be appointed. 
I understand that the Republican conference agreed to that 
committee. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the 
Committee on Rules is giving attention to that matter now. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. And the gentleman from Ohio has 
no information as to the time when that committee will be 
appointed? 

Mr, LONGWORTH. I have no information on that subject. 


REENTEY OF CERTAIN DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged resolu- 
tion from the Committee on Ways and Means which I send 
to the Clerk and ask to have read and move the adoption of 
the committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Joint Resolution 82. 

ResoWwed, ete., That the time during which certain domestic animals 
and their offspring which have crossed the boundary line into for- 
eign countries for temporary pasturage purposes may be returned to 
the United States duty free as provided in joint resolution approved 
March 4, 1923, entitled “ Joint resolution permitting the entry free of 
duty of certain domestic animals which have crossed the boundary 
into foreign countries," be, and it hereby Js, extended so as to permit 
reentry, duty free at any time prior to December 31. 1924, of any 
such domestic animals and the offspring thereof, including therein 
any such domestic animals and their offspring which have so strayed 
or been driven or transported across the boundary line since March 
1, 1928. Any duties that may have been paid on any such domestic 
animals and offspring thereof returned to the United States after the 
expiration of one year from date of crossing the boundary line and 
before the date of approval of this resolution shall be refunded by the 
Sceretary of the Treasury, and the necessary moneys to make such 
refunds are hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 


Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert: 

That despite the provisions of the third paragraph of paragraph 
1506 of Title II of the tariff act of 1922 horses, mules, asses, cattle, 
sheep, goats, and other domestic animals which heretofore have 
strayed across the boundary line into any foreign country or been 
driven across such boundary line by the owner for temporary pastur- 
age purposes only, or which may so stray or be driven before May 1, 
1024, shall, together with their offspring, be admitted free of duty, 
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77. CC d AR E regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, if 
brought back to the United States at any time before December 31, 1924. 
Sxc. 2. Any duties paid on any such domestic animals and off- 
spring thereof returned to the United States after March 1, 1923, 
and before the enactment of this resolution shall be refunded by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the necessary moneys to make such 
refunds are hereby authorized to be appropriated. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this resolution be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent that this resolution be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this resolution 
is to extend the resolution formerly passed by Congress to 
accommodate the growers of cattle and other domestic animals 
in Arizona, New Mexico, and western Texas. It arises out of 
the necessity of finding grazing range for those animals, Be- 
cause of the drought in these sections they were allowed under 
the previous resolution to go into Mexico and return within a 
period of 12 months and return without payment of duty. The 
drought has unexpectedly continued, and the range on this side 
of the line is insufficient to accommodate the animals and pre-. 
serve their lives. That is the side of the private interests. 
There is a public interest in this also. The War Finance Corpo- 
ration has made very large loans on these cattle, having made 
loans, we were informed, on some 30,000 of them. ‘These cattle 
loans were made when the price of cattle was much higher 
than it is now, and if the resolution is not extended, the Gov- 
ernment, through the War Finance Corporation, is in danger of 
having its security impaired or possibly in some cases entirely 
destroyed. They are now waiting to come across the border 
under contract for sale—and which were to have been deliv- 
ered on the 18th of this month—some 2,000 cattle. The War 
Finance Corporation has addressed a letter to the Committee 
on Ways and Means earnestly urging that this extension be 
granted. The Committee on Ways and Means heard the rep- 
resentative of the War Finance Corporation, and the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Hupsreru] and the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. Haypen]. We are convinced that both the private inter- 
ests and public interest will be best subserved by the passage 
of this resolution on account of this emergency. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I.desire to be heard on the sub- 
ject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, this relief, of course, ought to 
be granted to these cattlemen. Under the provision of exist- 
ing law which permits them to take their cattle for grazing 
purposes and to keep them there for eight months large numbers 
of cattle have been taken over into Mexico. The ranges there 
have been practically depopulated of cattle by the war and 
there has been plenty of grazing there and no grass at all for 
feeding in New Mexico, and perhaps in other sections. The 
trouble about the matter is that under the Underwood tariff law 
it was possible for cattle owners at any time to take their 
cattle across and graze them and then bring them back, and it 
was also possible to bring fo the corn-growing sections of the 
Middle West and the Corn Belt even Mexican and Canadian 
cattle for the purpose of feeding. In other words, it gave 
the Corn Belt farmer an opportunity to get their raw material 
wherever they pleased and purchase their finished product at a 
cheaper price perhaps than they had been able to produce. 
Under that law cattle and domestic animals reached prices not 
heard of before. Now we are without much information on 
this subject. 

Mr. Mondell, of the War Finance Corporation, was not able 
to give us definite information. Nobody seems to know how 
many cattle are now in Mexico, being taken over under the 
eight-month provision of the present tariff law. The number of 
cattle has been estimated all the way from 32,000 to 250,000 
eattle still in Mexico belonging to American owners. Some 
have been there for two or three years, nobody knows how long 
some have been there nor what the increase amounts to. Hew- 
ever, the War Finance Corporation have loaned a large amount 
of money on some of the cattle. Nobody seems to know how 
much. Even Mr. Mondell, of the War Finance Corporation, did 
not know. In all probability as much as $7,000,000 has been 
loaned by the War Finance Corporation on these cattle. Now, I 
have no objection to this resolution except it does not go far 
enough, and I desire to propose this amendment, if this is a 
chance to do it, to strike out at the end of the committee amend- 
ment—and I regret that there is no printed copy; of course, the 
committee amendment is a new resolution—to strike out the 
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words “ before December 31, 1924.“ at the end of section 1 of 
the committee amendment. If this amendment is adopted, then 
it would be possible for the owners of cattle on the border 
States to take them across at any time for the purpose of graz- 
ing and bring them back at any time. I submit my amendment 
meets the situation. Now, the present tariff law has been ex- 
tended before to enable them to bring the cattle back, but they 
have not brought them back in the limit of time, and this pres- 
ent resolution extends the time until December 31, 1924; ex- 
tends it for a year. Now, the effect of my amendment striking 
out those last four words of this section will be to permit the 
return of those cattle at any time or of any cattle taken over by 
American owners under the existing law—permit them to bring 
them back at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IIIInois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. RAINEY offers an amendment to the committee amendment as 
follows: At the end of section 1 of the committee amendment strike out 
the words “ before December 31, 1924.“ 


The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I really do not think 
that the gentleman from Illinois or anybody else on the floor 
here would seriously think that that sort of an amendment 
should prevail. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The cattlemen themselves do not ask 
for that. They ask only for time to get their herds together 
and bring them back. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The effect of this amendment would 
make the whole thing work very unfairly. I do not want to 
prolong the discussion at this time, but the cattlemen and the 
people of Texas do not want it, and the effect, I believe, would 
be simply to make a pernicious exception and set a precedent 
that nobody would want to follow hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment, offered by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
IIAWIEVI. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the resolution. 

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Haypren, a motion to reconsider the 
vote whereby the joint resolution was passed was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up several privileged 
reports from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up 
certain resolutions from the Committee on Accounts, which the 
Clerk will report. A 

C. R. ENGLAND. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 30. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of 
-the House, to C. H. England the sum of $266.66, being the amount 
received by him per month as clerk to the late Hon. Claude Kitchin at 
the time of his death. 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? d 

Mr. MACGREGOR. Yes. 

Mr. SNELL. Is that the usual resolution in such cases? 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Yes. These resolutions with reference to 
pay of clerks to Members who have died are the usual resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. SNELL. They always receive that one month's back 
pay? 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Yes. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. HAHN AND MARY CLARK. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York submits 
another resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 32. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
Is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of 
the House, to George W. Hahn the sum of $186.66 and to Mary Clark 
the sum of $120, being the amounts received by them per month as 
clerks to the late Hon. James V. Ganly at the time of his death. 


Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
NELLY MOUNTJOY AND W. Y. HUMPHREYS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an- 
other resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 33. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to Nelly Mountjoy the sum of $206.66 and to W. Y. 
Humphreys the sum of $100, being the amounts received by them as 
clerks to the late Hon. Benjamin G. Humphreys at the time of his 
death. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
BLANCHE d. REYNOLDS, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an- 
other resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as fellows: 


House Resolution 36. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to Blanche G. Reynolds, the sum of $186.66, being the 
amount received by her per month as clerk to the late Hon. J. M. C. 
Smith at the time of his death. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
KENNETH MURPHY AND DORSEY T. MURPHY, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers 
another resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 37. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent 
fund of the House, to Kenneth Murphy the sum of $228.33 and to 
Dorsey T. Murphy the sum of $78.33, being the amount received by 
them per month as clerks to the late Hon. J. R. Tyson at the time 
of his death, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. ý 

EUGENE J. HOLLAND AND JEREMIAH P. HOLLAND. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers 
another resolution, which the Olerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 38. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent 
fund of the House, to Eugene J. Holland the sum of $186.66 and to 
Jeremiah P. Holland the sum of $120, being the amount received by 


them per month as clerks to the late Hon, John W. Rainey at the 
time of his death, 


The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to, 


HARRY FAY LANDON AND LEOTA W. LANDON, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an- 
other resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 39. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund 
of the House to Harry Fay Landon the sum of $186.66 and to Leota 
W. Landon the sum of $120, being the amount received by them per 
month as clerks to the late Hon. Luther W. Mott at the time of his 
death, July, 1923. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to, 
E. M. M’CULLOUGH AND THEDA MILLER. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an- 
other resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 84. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to E. M. McCullough the sum of $206.66 and to Theda 
Miller the sum of $100, being the amount received by them per month 
as clerks to the late Hon. L. E. Sawyer et the time of his death, May 
5, 1923. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. : 

The resolution was agreed to. 

JOE W. MORRIS AND MARGUERITE FREE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an- 
other resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 87. 


Resolved, That the Clerk of tbe House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to Joe W. Morris the sum of $186.66 and to Marguerite 
Free the sum of $120, being the amounts received by them per month 
as clerks to the late Hon. James C. Cantrill at the time of his death. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an- 
other resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: y 
House Resolution 44, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means Is authorized to 
sit during the sessions and recesses of the present Congress; to employ 
such expert, clerical, and stenographic services, and to gather such 
information, through Government agents or otherwise, as to it may 
seem fit, in connection with the consideration and preparation of bills 
for the revision of the present tariff law and of other revenue legis- 
lation; to purchase such books and to have such printing and binding 
done as it shall require, in addition to requiring the attendance of the 
committee stenographers ; and to incur such other expenses as may be 
deemed necossary by the committee. All expenses of the committee 
+ Incurred for any such purposes shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House on the usual vouchers submitted by the chairman of 
the committee and approved by the Committee on Accounts, 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a few minutes. I 
want to submit that the Ways and Means Committee is an 
agency of the House of Representatives, just the same as any 
other committee, and when we authorize that committee to go 
to the expense of getting informatien concerning matters affect- 
ing the country at large, that information is just as much the 
property of the other Members of Congress, and should be just 
as accessible to them, as it is to and is the property of that 
small coterie of the committee. I should like to ask the new 
chairman of that committee whether he will assure Members 
of Congress that they will have the benefit of all the informa- 
tion his committee seeks and obtains? I happen to remember 
that in the last Congress a little coterie of the Ways and Means 
Committee—not the Ways and Means Committee itself, but just 
a few members of it—put into action the machinery of this 
Government to obtain for them private information on what 
was known as the American-valuation proposition. When that 
information was obtained, and was printed in the Government 
Printing Office at the instance of this little coterie of the Ways 
and Means Committee, it was then buried within the bosoms 
of that coterie. They did not give even the rest of the com- 
mittee, their own colleagues, the benefit of that information, 
much less the membership of Congress. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I hope the gentleman does not include 
me in that. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, the gentleman was a member of that 
coterie, 

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Was “the gentleman from Iowa” ? 
Well, this is the first time I have heard of any such thing, so 
that I can not specify as to the accuracy of it. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will look into the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD for July 14, 1921, he will find that I placed 


in that Rxconn that very print from the Government Printing 
Office, which I happened to obtain, containing that private 
coterie information on the American-valuation clause, which 
the leaders of the majority members of the Ways and Means 
Committee had had printed, and some members of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means told me that the minority members of 
the committee had no knowledge of it whatever; that it had 
not been submitted to them by the committee at all. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Well, if the gentleman means that the 
Republican members sat by themselves and framed the tariff 
bill, using such information as they collected for that purpose, 
the gentleman is correct. We did not call in Democratic mem- 
bers to help frame a Republican tariff bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. I just wanted to call the attention of the 
membership of the House to the fact that all such information 
ought to be accessible to the whole membership of Congress and 
not merely to a few. [Cries of Vote!“ “Vote! "] 

x The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
on. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CLERK, COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an- 
other resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 88. 

Resolved, That the minority of the Committee on Ways and Means 
be allowed an annual clerk, to be appointed by the ranking minority 
member of said committee, who shall receive a salary at the rate of 
$2,500 per annum from December 3, 1923, the same to be paid in 
monthly installments out of the contingent fund of the House until 
otherwise provided by law. 


The Clerk read the committee amendments, as follows: 


Line 1, strike out the words “minority of the” after the first word 
“the.” 

Line 2, after the word “Means,” insert the words “of the Sixty- 
eighth Congress.” 

Line 2, after the word “ allowed,” strike out the words an annual” 
and insert the word “ a.” 

Line 8, at the beginning of the line and before the word “ the,” 
insert the words “and to be subject to the direction of.” 

Line 6, after the word “ House,” strike out the words in lines 6 
and 7 “ until otherwise provided by law,” so that the resolution will 
read: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means of the Sixty- 
eighth Congress be allowed a clerk, to be appointed by and to be sub- 
Ject to the direction of the ranking minority member of sald committee, 
who shall receive a salary at the rate of $2,500 per annum from 
December 3, 1923, the same to be paid in monthly installments out of 
the contingent fund of the House.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendments, 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the resolution as 
amended, ` 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ATTENDANT FOR THE LADIES’ RECEPTION ROOM. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an- 
other resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 46. 

Nesotved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to appoint an attendant for the ladies“ 
reception room of the House of Representatives during the Sixty-elghth 
Congress, at the rate of $100 per month, beginning on the 3d day of 
December, 1928, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


EXAMINATION AND SURVEY OF DOG RIVER, ALA. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. MCDUFFIE]. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
call up House bill 8770, which deals with an amendment to the 
last rivers and harbors act. It involves a preliminery examl- 
nation and survey of a little inlet to Mobile Bay. According 
to the wording of the last act it does not cover 2 or 3 addi- 
tional miles which probably, through a misunderstanding, 
have already been surveyed by the district engineer. This 


act in effect simply permits the engineers to make a report on 
a complete project. It does not involve any additional ex- 
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penditure whatsoever, and I can conceive of no objection to 
this bill. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Yes. 

Mr. BEGG. Has this resolution been on the calendar or 
been reported out of committee? 

Mr. MCDUFFIE. Yes; reported to-day, sir. 

Mr. BEGG. I would like to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. Speaker, does not that violate the rules of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considered that question. As 
the House is aware, since the adoption of the Unanimous Con- 
sent Calendar, the Chair has been very careful not to recog- 
nize unanimous consents, with certain exceptions. Bridge bills, 
perhaps, furnish the best example, and matters that are local 
in their application, as well as bills to which the Chair thought 
there could be no objection. The Chair was informed that this 
bill simply sought to correct an error in the last rivers and 
harbors act. Another consideration is that there must be some 
emergency. The Chair was told there was an emergency in 
this instance, and that unless this bill was passed immediately 
the engineers could not report it in this year’s report, as was 
originally intended by the rivers and harbors act. The Chair 
thought that brought it within the exception and that the 
House would undoubtedly think it only fair that it should be 
passed. But, of course, any gentleman can object. , 

Mr. BEGG. In view of the statement the Speaker has made. 
I shall not object. The Speaker takes the responsibility for 
the consideration of that kind of bill; yet it does seem to me, 
unless it.is a bridge bill or something of that kind, the House 
membersnip ought to have the opportunity of at least one day 
in which to find out what is coming up. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. J have stated what is in the bill; and that 
is all that is in the bill, I may say to the gentleman. 

Mr. BEGG. I do not question the gentleman's statement, 
and I shaH not object. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MCDUFFIE. Certainly. 

Mr. SNELL. As I understand the gentleman's statement, 
this project was adopted in the last rivers and harbors act? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. No, sir; there has been no project 
adopted, This is simply a preliminary examination and sur- 
vey to be made by the War Department. 

Mr. SNELL, But the preliminary examination and survey 
wes adopted at that time? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Yes, sir; part of it was. If I understand 
what the gentleman means, the last rivers and harbors act 
carried an item dealing with this particular project. The 
project has not been adopted, but the survey has been made 
of the project contemplated as a whole. 

Mr. SNELL. And there was simply a mistake in the print 
covering the whole project? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. If I understand the gentleman, this is Just 
to permit the engineers to make the report, is it not? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. They can not report the project as a 
whole without this authority. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. This will not undertake to legalize 
something that has not been legalized before, as I understand 
the gentleman; that is, the engineer did not exceed his au- 
thority in making these additional surveys? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. No; I would not say he did. 

Mr, ROSENBLOOM. Or is this done to legalize the doing of 
that additional work beyond the authority the bill carried? 

Mr. McDUFFIB. In one sense it might be taken that way; 
but, in fact, it is simply granting authority for an extension 
of the survey as indicated in the act of 1922. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. Then the engineer exceeded his au- 
thority under the original bill. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I do not think it would be right to say 
he exceeded his authority. The authority was given as to a 
part of the project, but the language of the bill itself failed to 
cover the whole project. This involves a distance of only 2 or 3 
miles of a little inlet. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. Will the passage of this bill legalize 
the additional work that he did? That is what I am trying 
to get at : 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Yes; it legalizes the additional work he 
did, of course. I thought you were inquiring about his ex- 
ceeding his authority. There was a time when the extension 
or amendment of a preliminary survey could be authorized by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Since that time, rather 
since March, 1913, the action of the whole Congress is neces- 
sury in order to amend or extend a survey authorized by the 
Congress. For this reason this bill comes from the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors to-day with a favorable report. 


Mr. ROSENBLOOM. Yes. If he did not exceed his author- 
ity, why is it necessary to legalize what he did by the passage 
of this resolution. 

Mr. McDUFFI®. There was in fact a misunderstanding as 
to what language the act should have carried and this simply 
extends the survey on up the river a short distance from its 
mouth. The Chief of Engineers informed me this action would 
be necessary before the department could report on the survey 
of the whole project. A preliminary survey, of course, in this 
case has cost nothing. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. I believe I shall have to object until 
we have an opportunity to look into the matter further. 

Mr. McDUFFIB. I sincerely hope the gentleman will not 
object. It could bring about no controversy whatever. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. Except there is a great tendency to go 
ahead and do these things that are not authorized and then 
rely on coming into Congress and having them authorized after 
they are done. Now, that is one of the things I think ought to 
be stopped. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I will say to the gentleman I thoroughly 
agree with him as to his general proposition, but it can not and 
does not apply to the Chief of Engineers or his department in 
this case. I sincerely hope he will not object. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. I have received assurances in addition 
to those of the gentleman and I will withdraw my objections. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause an examination and survey to be 
made of Dog River, Ala., from the Louisville & Nashville Railroad 
bridge to the mouth of said river, including a connection with the 
Mobile Ship Channel, 


With the following committee amendment: 


“Strike out all matter after the enacting clause and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“That the provision In section 12 of the river and harbor act ap- 
proved September 22, 1922, providing for a preliminary examination 
and survey of ‘Channel from the mouth of Dog River, Ala., to the 
ship channel in Mobile Bay,’ is hereby amended to read as follows: 
»Dog River, Ala., from the Louisville & Nashville Railroad bridge to 
the mouth of said river, including a channel in connection with the 
Mobile Bay Ship Chaunel.““ 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read ‘a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp a letter which I wrote to Louis L. 
Needler, president Grant County Farm Bureau, Marion, Ind., 
touching farm legislation and other public questions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing 
a letter touching farm legislation and other public questions. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I could not hear what the unani- 
mous request was. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I object until I hear what the re- 
quest is. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp a letter which I recently wrote to Louis 
L. Needler, president of the Grant County Farm Bureau, touch- 
ing farm legislation and other public questions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman withhold 
his objection a moment? 

Mr. SNELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This is the gentleman’s own 
letter. 

Mr. SNELL. I did not understand that at all. I did not 
know it was the gentleman’s own letter. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It is a letter which the gentle- 
man himself wrote. 

Mr. SNELL. I did not so understand, and I do not object. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted me, I here 
insert in the Record a letter which I wrote to Louis L. Needler, 
president Grant County Farm Bureau, touching farm legisla- 
tion and other public questions, 
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The letter is as follows: 
FARM LEGISLATION, - 
NOVEMBER 28, 1923. 
Mr. Louis L. NEEDLER, 
President Grant County Farm Bureau, 
205 Hirst National Bank Building, Marion, Ind. 

DEAR Mu. NEEDLER: Your letter receiyed, and in answer to your 
questions will say: 

1. Congress should carefully consider the whole question relating to 
the condition of the wheat growers and other farmers of the country, 
and some legislation to bring permanent relief should be enacted with- 
out delay. I am not committed as yet to any of the proposed plans, 
but shall reserve my judgment until the whole case is presented. 

2. I have not fully made up my mind as to Muscle Shoals. I am 
inclined to believe it should be operated for the benefit of agriculture, 
in furnishing fertilizer at a fair price to the farmers, I would prefer 
that the Government try this out first before leasing it to anyone. 
However, the Goyernment should never surrender it as a means of 
national defense, and hence never go further than lease it to anyone, 
reserving the right to take control of it at any time. 

3. 1 am in favor of the “truth in fabrics bill.“ The people are 
entitled to know what they are buying with their hard-earned money. 
I would favor going further and provide some way of giving the people 
information from time to time as to the cost of production of all man- 
ufactured goods, machinery, and other articles. 

4. The immigration question is a vital one to our country just at 
this time. We have enough foreign propaganda threatening our form 
of government at present, Then we have so many young American 
boys and girls who must soon become the heads of homes and familles 
and take our places in the task of perpetuating our Government and 
our institutions that I am in favor of giving them a chance first 
before looking elsewhere in other countries. It is important to the 
future of our country that the American boys and girls retain the 
ownership of our farms. Farm life must be made more profitable and 
attractive. Rather than lower the bars of foreign immigration at 
present I would raise them higher, with careful selection before they 
embark, until we can better determine what would be best for our 
country. I would also prefer giving the American laboring man in 
the mill, factory, on the railroad, and all other lines of employment 
a trial before importing others from foreign lands. It should be 
noted that some of the big interests which have been profitecring off 
of the farmers and other people are clamoring loudest for letting 
down the bars. Further consideration of the question may prove that 
a limited number of farm and domestic laborers would be a good thing. 

5. There must be some relief in some way from the present high 
freight rates, which are partly the cause of the present condition of 
the farmers. Congress should consider this question and provide some 
solution as soon as is possible. The railroad question is closely related 
to the coal question. The people must be able to get coal at reason- 
able prices, and the Government must see that this is brought about 
in some way. 

6. Cooperative marketing is a necessity for the American farmers. 
The States should enact legislation for that purpose, and the farmers 
of the country must organize in order to carry it out. Organization 
is one of the first steps to be taken in any plan of permanent relief 
for them, Congress should carefully consider the question and en- 
courage it in every way possible within its powers. I hope the Grant 
County Farm Bureau will grow in influence and power. 

Thanking you for your kindness in calling my attention to these 
questions, I remain, 

Sincerely yours, 
SAMUEL E. Cook. 
EDWARD J. REILLY AND DANIEL F. SHEA. 

Mr, MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the pay of 
clerks of deceased Members, the resolution which I introduced 
with reference to the clerks of the lamented Daniel J. Riordan 
did not come back from the printer. I ask unanimous consent 
that the clerks of Mr. Riordan, Edward J. Reilly for $186.66 
and Dennis F. Shea for $120, be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it comes within 
the jurisdiction of the Chair to recognize the gentleman to 
make such a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Has not the gentleman a copy 
of the resolution? 

Mr. MacGREGOR. No; it did not come back. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman can ar- 
range that before the House adjourns. 

Mr. MacGREGOR,. Very well. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for seven minutes out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for seven minutes out of order. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, 
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PROGRESSIVE REPUBLICANS. 


Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, I dislike to come before you the very first time ask- 
ing a favor, but I am going to ask you to grant me the favor 
of permitting me to speak largely in the newspaper way. 

Mr. Speaker, I trust 1 may meet the quick pardon of all my 
seniors in service here if I shall with my first utterance in this 
Hall express views at variance with the sentiment and the domi- 
nant note in the address of my distinguished friend [Mr. 
RAINEY] the gentleman from Illinois, who on last Monday after- 
noon loosed the vials of his wrath upon the devoted heads of 
those gentlemen on the other side who are justly aligned 
under the designation of progressive Republicans. Instantly, 
I assert that the sentiment expressed by the honorable gentle- 
man was not and is not my sentiment. With the personal 
opinion of the gentleman it is not my province to deal. But the 
country will regard his words as the expression of the Demo- 
cratic minority in this House, and fairly so, if none shall gain- 
say them, because of the fact that the gentleman has been com- 
missioned to wear and bear the proud title of chairman of the 
Democratic caucus in this House. While wearing that title, 
and while addressing himself to problems of party policy, it 
follows that his words must, unless protested, be expressive 
of the views of that political minority of which he is one of the 
generals here and now in command. Yielding first place to 
none in admiration of the vast ability of my caucus chairman 
in the arts of statecraft, beholding in him a master coiner of 
sibilant sentences, still I dare not by silence give seeming in- 
dorsement to his Ingalls-like excoriation of those progressive 
Republicans who have endeavored to pave the way toward 
progressive goals to be accomplished under liberalizing of the 
illiberal rules of procedure under which this House is now 
hobbled. 

One week ugo these same progressive Republicans who are 
now consigned to the hottest corner of tradition’s hottest politi- 
cal hell by my distinguished caucus chairman were so worthy 
as to win from the spokesmen for the minority in this House the 
warmest terms of affection. Mightily we of the minority sought 
through our own leaders a marriage with and to those same 
progressive Republicans who now have been so scathingly 
spurned by our caucus chairman. Why the changed conditions? 
Why has our yesterday love oozed, giving place to to-day’s 
implacable enmity? [Laughter.] If the black-eyed houris 
from Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Illinois were altogether lovely 
as of yesterday, why are they not still lovely as of to-day? 
[Laughter and applause.] In the weakness of my newness in 
this House I am altogether unable to understand the trans- 
formation. With the cadence of our own hot kisses of affection 
upon the cheek of the listed leader of the progressive Repub- 
licans still reverberating sweetly through the Capitol Chambers, 
my caucus leader comes to tell me that the progressive cheek 
to which but yesterday he pressed a wanton lip is now a thing 
unclean. [Laughter and applause.] I love my caucus leader, 
but I can not love his style of love-making, It is so uncertain 
in its tenure. [Laughter.] 

The trouble with my distinguished caucus chairman lies in 
the fact that he does not and can not understand, neither com- 
prehend, the progressive Republicans. In those Wisconsin and 
Minnesota progressive Republicans I behold the bravest of the 
brave. I have seen them again and again bare their breasts to 
that cruelest of all javelins, javelins from the hands of political 
party commanders; nor did they wince nor falter nor obey when 
commanded to get their progressive hind legs inside the reac- 
tionary Republican traces attached to the reactionary band 
wagon. [Laughter.] I witnessed the instant and always perse- 
cution of those Wisconsin and Minnesota progressive Repub- 
licans during all the days of the World War. I saw them haled 
before the councils of defense, organized and officered sometimes 
by professional profiteering patriots, but even there they neither 
stuttered nor,stammered. And now for me to indorse by my 
silence the brilliant excoriation of those brave men by my own 
beloved caucus chairman—I can not, and I shall not. And now, 
speaking to the faces of my progressive Republican friends on 
the other side of the aisle—where none of them belong—I beg 
you to believe that on this side are many who wear the Demo- 
cratic name who will gladly welcome you as friends and brothers 
in the task of working for the welfare of our common country by 
the enactment of that type of progressive legislation in favor of 
which we haye mutually proclaimed. And I here express belief 
that before this session shall have closed we will get together 
and fight together for the common weal, bravely resisting alike 
the threats and blandishments of any who shall attempt to work 
within this Chamber the will of the reactionaries within or 
without these walls, 
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And what must be the damage to the Democratic nominee for 
President in the 1924 election if this attack upon our progres- 
sive Republican friends shall be permitted to be regarded as the 
heart sentiment of the Democratic membership in the Congress? 
If this attack shall be regarded as the sentiment of the Demo- 
cratic side of the Congress, then it will be equivalent to ham- 
stringing the Democratic nominee for President before ever he 
can get started in the race. It must not be so regarded, and it 
shall not be so regarded. My splendid caucus chairman should 
read once again the political record of the years and there 
discover the solemn fact that the only national Democratic 
victories in 80 years have been won by the aid of progressive 
Republicans at times when the Republican Party became so 
obnoxiously reactionary that the progressive element in that 
party turned temporarily to the Democratie Party for relief. 
In this hour the national Republican organization is so damnably 
reactionary that millions of progressive Republicans will come 
next year to the aid of the Democratic nominee, provided we 
shall present a nominee sufficiently progressive to win progres- 
sive Republican votes. Shall we welcome progressive Repub- 
licans to our aid in the presidential contest next year? Speak- 
ing for all progressive Democrats on this side of the House, I 
bid my progressive Republican friends in or out of Congress to 
feel and believe that they will be welcomed with open and 
thankful arms if they shall in 1924 come up to the help of their 
progressive Democratic brothers in the contest between the 
common herd on the one side and the intrenched reactionary 
hosts on the other side. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, that is all the speech that is in me now, but if 
I shall discover more of it I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. Reserving the right to object—and I 
will not object if the gentleman will permit a weather predic- 
tion for the Sixty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Weather? Will it be damp or 
dry? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. My prediction is that it will be 
“Rainey” but windy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. The gentleman has my unani- 
mous consent. r 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 


PRESIDENT COOLIDGE’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for 10 minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, there is perhaps no question in 
the mind of anyone to-day that the message of President 
Coolidge addressed to this Congress was popular and met with 
the general approval of more people in the United States than 
any other document of its kind in recent years. I do not mean 
that every person in the United States agreed with everything 
that President Coolidge said, but I do not believe that Henry 
Ford exaggerates when he says that 90 per cent of the people 
of the United States to-day have confidence in the President’s 
administration and are satisfied that our Government is in safe 
hands. I believe that it is a fact that to the people not engagea 
in partisan politics as a major part of their business, President 
Coolidge is entirely satisfactory as a Chief Executive. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Congress—and we on this side of the Chamber—could not 

expect all of the gentlemen across the aisle to share the senti- 
ments of the American people to-day with reference to our 
President. It has been suggested to me that some one ought 
to make reference to and answer the speech of the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Rarnzy], who so viciously at- 
tacked the Republican Party on the floor of this House the 
other day. 
Jo the older Members of the House no answer to this out- 
break would be expected or thought of. He criticized the party 
of which we are members because we tolerated within the party 
men of different views. Our friend from Illinois had a great 
speech in 1916, no doubt. Fortified as he is by his delightful 
and commanding appearance, one has only to use his own 
imagination a little to see the House go down when our friend 
from Illinois, with the same pose that he had before this House 
the other morning, exclaim to his audience, Peace with honoh. 
He kept us out of wah!” 


In fact, it is a matter of common knowledge among those 
knowing our friend the best that he learned to sing that tune 
so well that he has been somewhat handicapped in public life 
since the words of the song were made obsolete, but he still has 
the tune and the pose and the grace and that commanding 
presence, so he has written himself some new words, “ Ten 
thousand broken promises,” and with the same old pose and 
the same old tune he is going to sing that. The only change 
now will be instead of Peace with honoh, He kept us out 
of wah!” it will be “ Ten thousand broken promises.” 

Query: Are there 10,000 broken promises? The Republican 
Party did promise the country that we would, to the best of 
our ability, remedy and cure the wrongs and injustices perpe- 
trated upon the American people through eight years of Demo- 
cratic misrule. Since the inauguration of President Harding, 
March 4, 1921, thousands upon thousands of those evils have 
been cured. Is it possible that there are 10,000 left? If so, 
there is nothing for the Congress to do but to buckle down, 
and though the undertaking may seem a mammoth one—they 
had eight years in which to perpetrate the wrongs—let us do 
our best to cure them in four. 

We may get some help from men on the other side of the 
aisle. The Democratic candidate for United States Sem tor 
from Michigan in 1918 is talking very nice now. There will be 
those, however, like our friend from Illinois, that will have 
nothing to sing but the partisan song, but remember that, 
though the words have changed in the song, it is the same old 
tune, 

Think how statesmanlike it was for him the other day to 
predict that we would recess for the holidays. He had helped 
to obstruct the organization of the House at every possible 
opportunity, and then wanted the country to understand that 
the very day we organized the committees there ought to 
be bills ready for the consideration of the House, when every 
man on both sides of the Chamber knew that there was only 
one thing to do and that was to recess until some committee 
had something ready for consideration. In the meantime he 
cit serye on his committee to obstruct to the best of his 
ability. 

Maybe there are 10,000 things left in the path of waste, ex- 
travagance, and misrule that we should cure. Our committees 
are at work, and with the advent of the new year work will be 
ready for the Congress. Let us hope that that work will be 
to reduce. Let us reduce as far as possible the tax burdens of 
the country; let us reduce the prohibitive freight rates; and 
let us reduce the 10,000—or whatever it is—wrongs still in 
existence, as referred to by the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois. 

I wish you all, including my friend from Dlinois, a merry 
Christmas and happy New Year. [Applause.] 

EDWARD REILLY AND DENNIS F. SHEA. 


Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privi- 
leged resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution 98. 


. Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent 
fund of the House, to Edward J. Reilly the sum of $186.66 and to 
Dennis F. Shea the sum of $120, being the amounts received by them 
as clerks to the late Hon. Daniel J. Riordan at the time of his death. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
TREATMENT OF EX-SERVICE MEN. 


Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for seven minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent to address the House for seven minutes, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, the night before last a number 
of us attended an address at the Central High School by Sen- 
ater Macnus JonHNsoN, advocating a soldiers’ bonus, or, as he 
prefers to call it, the readjusted compensation bill. What- 
ever might have been the personal opinions that Members had 
in regard to the merits of that bill, I think we will all agree 
that the speech was candid and straightforward, fearless and 
manly in expression; but the gentleman who introduced the 
Senator indulged in some remarks that seemed to me to be 
very unjust to this Congress and unjust to the American 
people. The speech seemed to me to have a tone of severe 
eriticism of the American people and severe criticism of this 
Congress, and charged that we have been unappreciative and 
unjust in our attitude toward the ex-service men. 

If you will excuse a personal remark, I thnk I have a good 
reason to be peculiarly tender in my sentiments toward the 
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ex- service men. I had five sons in the service, and I come from 
a little village of about 500 population, from which village eight 
bovs made the supreme sacrifice in that war. Therefore I am 
always in favor of what I believe to be really best for the ex- 
service men. 

Our President in his address the other day spoke of the fact 
that we now have 9,500 vacant beds in the hospitals, and sug- 
gested that the-hospitals be opened to all ex-service men or all 
former soldiers of all the wars, and this Congress applauded 
the suggestion. If we have built hospitals enough already to 
have 9,500 vacant beds and have a number of hospitals yet 
unfinished, it seems to me very clear that we have not pursued 
a narrow policy toward the ex-service men in so far as care 
for the disabled is concerned. 

I ask permission now to include in these remarks a paragraph 
or two from the extension of my remarks published a few days 
ago in the Concresstonan Recorp. In speaking of the ex- 
service men, I say: 

Of course, the Nation is willing to do for these men to the limit of 
its capacity. That is its traditional and well-founded attitude toward 
men who have taken up arms in its defense. 


I want to emphasize what I next said, because the speech of 
Introduction to which I referred seemed to me to indicate that 
the Congress and the people haye been miserly and unapprecia- 
tive in dealing with the ex-service men. I continued in those 
remarks as follows: 

And we have not been miserly with these men. Any man who says 
that we have speaks from a lack of understanding and a lack of in- 
formation. Of course, there have been failures both in administration 
and in legislation, and there have been individual cases where soldier 
boys have becn unable to get what was both morally and legally due 
them. Wherever human affairs are administered on a large scale these 
things happen, sometimes innocently, sometimes because somebody gets 
into a position of public trust who thinks more of himself than he 
does of the trust. 


That was written before I heard the speech to which I am 
now replying. I then went on: 


But up to date Congress has appropriated for the care and compensa- 
tion of World War veterans $2,250,000,000—$102 for every family in 
the country. 


[At this point there was an interruption from the gallery 
of the House.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
it is a violation of the rules of the House for people in the gal- 
lery to interrupt a Member of Congress while addressing the 
House. I submit a remark just came from the gallery in re- 
spect to who got the money. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
of order that an occupant of the gallery in addressing any re- 
marks to Members on the floor is out of order. The Chair, of 
course, admonishes the people in the gallery that they are here 
by the courtesy of the House and that it is quite beyond their 
province to interrupt the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, I did not quite catch the ques- 
tion from the gallery, and it did not interrupt me very much at 
the time. To continue with what I said in the speech to which 
I have referred: 


One-fourth of this amount has been paid to veterans as compensation 
with no strings tied to it, A considerable portion of the remainder has 
been spent in treatment for disabilities incurred in line of duty. 

During the current year, for all our soldier relief activities, we have 
spent $22.50 for every family in the country. We have in operation 46 
hospitals for ex-service men and will soon have in operation 20 more. 
Eight hundred and ninety thousand men, more than one out of every 
five who were in the service, have received some kind of disability ald. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired. y 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 


RESPECT TO THE LATE PRESIDENT HARDING. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURTON. I rise simply to request that the committee 
chosen to form plans for a token of respect to the late President 
Harding remain in the Chamber immediately after the adjourn- 
ment of the House, 


COPIES OF BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to address the House for a few minutes in order to bring 
to the attention of the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. LonewortH] 
a matter which I think must be of interest to the House, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for two or three minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I find that an insuf- 
ficient number of public bills and resolutions are being printed. 
The number does not meet the requirements of the Members. 
Perhaps no Member claims that he reads every bill and every 
resolution that is introduced. But, nevertheless, some of us 
like to keep a file and at least look at every one that is offered. 
At this time, under the present practice, the printing is limited 
to 500 copies of a public bill, which is only slightly in excess of 
the number of the Members of the House, to 885 copies of public 
joint resolutions, and to 100 copies of public House resolutions. 
We not only desire, as individuals, to secure copies for our- 
selves—at least each one of us should wish to do so and I 
know that some of us do—but we frequently have applications 
from outside for copies. I think that my friend, Mr. Lonc- 
WorTH, who so largely directs the proceedings of the House. 
might find some way to see to it, even if it calls for a little 
further expenditure of money, that there shail be a greater 
number of copies printed, so that Members may be able to ob- 
tain the copies they need. I have been more embarrassed ut the 
beginning of this Congress than ever before. I have sent my 
secretary over to the document room and I have been unable 
to get copies of bills. I am even unable to get copies of resolu- 
tions proposing constitutional amendments. What a remarkable 
situation that is! The Members of the House are charged with 
the duty of legislating, and that involves, of course, the duty 
of keeping up with the measures presented as far as we can, 
and yet we are not able to know what measures are actually 
offered. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH. I think the searcity of copies of bills, about 
which the gentleman complains, is not because a sufficient num- 
ber was not printed but because the bills were introduced in 
such great quantity that they have, not been able to get them 
recorded and put into print. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Of course, as my friend knows, 
there is nothing more valuable than the facts, and in order to 
get at the exact fact I went to that thoroughly informed man, 
Mr. Grayson, who is in charge of the document room of the 
House, and I have based my statement upon the informa- 
tion he gave me, and I am helpless unless something is done, 
and many other Members of the House will find themselves 
helpless. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If the gentleman has yielded 
the floor, I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed for one 
minute. : 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Of course my only purpose, Mr. 
Speaker, is to bring this matter to the attention of the House, 
and particularly to those more intimately connected with it than 
I, and have them tell us what the situation is and if it needs 
correction how it shall be corrected. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the statements 
made by the gentleman from Virginia are quite correct. The 
Joint Committee on Printing does not have powers in excess of 
the law, and a number of years ago, 12 or 15 years ago, the 
number of bills and of resolutions to be printed were fixed by 
law. The number is less than 500. However, on public bills, 
chairmen of committees may order an additional number, and 
they usually keep in tonch with that well-informed man, Mr. 
Grayson, and enough bills are printed to take care of the mem- 
bership of the House and some outside calls, The House om: 
mittee on Printing at this time is at work on a plan which will 
give a larger number of public bills and which will, we hope, 
eliminate what might be termed the waste in bills for claims, 
bills for pensions, bills for bridges, and so forth. Such bills 
are not necessary for the whole membership of the House and 
Senate. We are trying hard to bring that about. From time 
to time an exhaustive printing bill has been brought out, 
but we have never been able to pass it through both Houses. 
I think in a short time we will have to appeur before the 
House with two or three small resolutions in order to get 
relief. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Of course, the comparatively im- 
material bills to which the gentleman his referred may be le 
in a category by themselves, but it does seem to me we could, 
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pass a joint resolution to provide for the printing of a larger 
number of bills than now. 

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. I have a resolution to that 
effect which will be ready in a short time, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will get the 
present rules why Mr. Grayson can order additional copies of 
a bill where it has been exhausted. That is under the present 
rule. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Grayson tells me I can not 
get copies freely, and I know he is just as anxious as I am that 
we shall no longer be embarrassed. 

Mr. BLANTON. He has the authority now to order addi- 
tional copies where they are exhausted. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. No; I think the gentleman—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I think that is perhaps under 
the order of the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. MooRRE of Virginia. But the truth is as I have stated 
it, und my friend admits that the supply is not sufficient now 
to enable us to secure the number of copies desired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I would like to say further 
it is the desire of the House Committee on Printing and Joint 
Committee on Printing that Members of the House and Senate 
shall have all the tools in the way of printing which are really 
needed. They are simply trying to avoid extravagances and 
that is all. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I think the poorest economy in the 
world is trying to economize in that direction. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair lays before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT——-COMPENSATION FOR INJURIES 
TO AREND KAMP AND FRANCIS GORT, 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report regarding two claims presented 
by the Government of the Netherlands against the Goyern- 
ment of the United States for compensation for personal in- 
juries sustained by two Netherlands subjects, Arend Kamp 
and Francis Gort, while the U. S. S. Canibas was loading on 
May 1, 1919, at Rotterdam. 

I recommend that, in order to effect a settlement of these 
claims in accordance with the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of State, the Congress, as an act of grace and without 
reference to the question of the legal liability of the United 
States in the premises, authorize an appropriation in the sum 
of $1,000, $500 of which is to be paid to Mr, Arend Kamp and 
$500 to be paid to Mr. Francis Gort. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


Tue Warre House, December 20, 1923. 


The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 


SENATE BILL AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill and concurrent 
resolution of the titles following were taken from the Speak- 
er's table and referred to their appropriate committees as in- 
dicated below : 

S. 794. An act to „equip the United States penitentiary, 
Leavenworth, Kans., for the manufacture of supplies for the 
use of the Government, for the compensation of prisoners for 
their labor, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Senate Concurrent Resolution 2. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That a joint committee to consist of five Senators, to be appointed by 
the President pro tempore of the Senate, and seven Members of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House, 
is hereby authorized to investigate the problem of a 9-foot channel in 
the waterway from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, and the 
problem of the navigability of the Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri 
Rivers. 

For the purposes of this resolution the committee is authorized to 
held hearings, to sit during the sessions or recesses of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress at such times and places, to employ such clerical and other 
assistants as it may deem advisable. The committee is further au- 
thorized to send for persons and papers; to require by subpœna or 
otherwise the attendance of witnesses, the production of books, papers, 
and documents; to administer oaths; and to take testimony, as it may 
deem advisable. The cost of stenographic service to report such hear- 
ings shall not be In excess of 25 cents per hundred words. The ex- 
penses of the committee, which shall be limited to $10,000, shall be 
paid, one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate and one-half 


from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives: Provided, 
That Senate Resolution No. 411, agreed to January 26, 1928, be, and 
the same hereby is, discontinued in force and effect. 


To the Committee on Rules. 


WITHDRAWAT. OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. HuppLeston was granted leave to 
withdraw proofs in support of following private bills intro- 
duced in the Sixty-seventh Congress, no adverse report having 
heretofore been made thereon, to wit: H. R. 6085, for relief of 
heirs of William Woods; H. R. 8915, granting pension to Wil- 
liam Lanier; H. R. 11311, granting increase of pension to Mrs. 
1 J. Tyler; and H. R. 12907, granting pension to Carrie XI. 

son. 5 


COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION. 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I noticed the chairman of the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization made an an- 
nouncement last Monday to the effect that that committee would 
sit during the Christmas recess. Now I notice also that in 
answer to a question as to whether or not the chairman pro- 
posed to dispose of legislation he said that the sitting would 
be for the purpose of getting statistics and would be pre- 
liminary. I would just like to ask the chairman of that com- 
mittee whether it is his purpose to hold any hearings after the 
holiday recess? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not see the chairman of that 
committee present, but doubtless the gentleman can get that in- 
formation from him. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, the chairman was in here a mo- 
ment ago, and I will state to the gentleman that the committee 
voted yesterday to hold hearings on the 26th, 27th, 28th, 29th, 
and 30th of this month and send out public notice to everybody 
saying they might be heard, said hearings to commence at 10 
o'clock the day after Christmas. 

Mr. CELLER. May I suggest that I would like to have the 
consent of the committee to present a number of people who 
are interested in that question? 

SEVERAL Mempers Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make that arrangement 
with the chairman of the committee when the House adjourns. 
The chairman of the committee does not seem to be present. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF ANSORGE V. WELLER. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a com- 
munication from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting the contested-election case of Martin C. Ansorge 
v. Royal H. Weller, from the twenty-first district, State of 
New York, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CUnnk's OFFICA, 
Washington, D. C., December 18, 1923. 
Tun SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sm: I have the honor to lay before the House of Representatives the 
contest for a seat in the House of Representatives for the Sixty-eighth 
Congress of the United States for the twenty-first district, State of 
New York, Martin C. Ansorge v. Royal H. Weller, notice of which 
has been filed in the office of the Clerk of the House, and also trans- 
mit herewith original testimony, papers, and documents relating 
thereto. 

In compliance with the act approved March 2, 1887, entitled “An 
act relating to contested-election cases,” the Clerk has opened and 
printed the testimony in the aboye case, and such portions of the testi- 
mony as the parties in interest agreed upon or as seemed proper to the 
Clerk, after giving the requisite notices, have been printed and indexed, 
together with the notices of contest, and the answers thereto and 
origina] papers and exhibits have been sealed up and are ready to be 
laid before the Committee on Elections. 

Two copies of the printed testimony in the aforesald case have been 
mailed to the contestant and thé same number to the contestee. The 
briefs when prepared will be laid before the Committee on Elections 
to which the case shall be referred. 

Yours respectfully, Wu. TYLER PAGE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Elections No. 
1 and ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF CLARK V. MOORE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House a 
communication from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting the contested-election case of Don H. Clark v. 
R. Lee Moore, from the first district, State of Georgia, which 
the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CLERE’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., December 18, 1923. 
The SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sm: I have the honor to lay before the House of Representatives 
the contest for a seat in the House of Representatives for the Sixty- 
eighth Congress of the United States for the first district, State of 
Georgia, Don H. Clark v. R. Lee Moore, notice of which has been filed 
in the office of the Clerk of the House, and also transmit herewith 
original testimony, papers, and documents relating thereto, 

In compliance with the act approved March 2, 1887, entitled “An act 
relating to contested-election cases,” the Clerk has opened and printed 
the testimony In the above case, and such portions of the testimony 
as the parties in interest agreed upon or as seemed proper to the Clerk, 
after giving the requisite notices, have been printed and indexed, to- 
gether with the notices of contest, and the answers thereto, and origi- 
nal papers and exhibits have been sealed up and are ready to be laid 
before the Committee on Elections, 

Two copies of the printed testimony in the aforesaid case have been 
mailed to the contestant and the same number to the contestee. The 
briefs when prepared will be laid before the Committee on Elections 
to which the case shall be referred. 

Yours respectfully, 
Wm. TYLER Pace, 
Olerk of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER, Referred to the Committee on Elections No. 
2 and ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF CHANDLER V. BLOOM. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House a com- 
munication from the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
transmitting the contested-election case of Walter M. Chandler 
v. Sol Bloom, from the nineteenth district, State of New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE Of REPRESENTATIVES, 
CLERK’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 18, 1923. 
The SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

SIR; I have the honor to lay before the House of Representatives 
the contest for n seat in the House of Representatives for the Sixty- 
eighth Congress of the United States for the nineteenth district, State 
of New York, Walter M. Chandler v. Sol Bloom, notice of which has 
been filed in the office of the Clerk of the House, and also transmit 
herewith original testimony, papers, and “-cuments relating thereto. 

In compliance with the act approved March 2, 1887, entitled “An 
act relating to contested-election cases,” the Clerk has opened and 
printed the testimony In the above case, and such portions of the 
testimony as the parties in interest agreed upon or as seemed proper 
to the Clerk, after giving the requisite notices, have been printed and 
indexed, together with the notices of contest, and the answers thereto, 
and original papers and exhibits have been sealed up and are ready to 
be laid before the Committee on Elections. 

Two copies of the printed testimony in the aforesaid case have been 
mailed to the contestant and the same number to the contestee. The 
briefs when prepared will be laid before the Committee on Elections to 
which the case shall be referred. 

Very respectfully, 
Wu. TYLER Paces, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 


The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Elections 
No. 8 and ordered to be printed. 

FILLING VACANCY ON THE COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, there are three vacancies 
on the Committee on Flood Control. I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. UNDERHILL] may 
be assigned to the first one. à 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. UNDER- 
HILL] may be assigned to the vacancy on Flood Control. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, 

RECESS. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the 
resolution just passed in relation to cattle coming in free of 
duty over the southern border has not yet been acted upun by 
the Senate, and of course it has had no opportunity to pe en- 
grossed. I understand it is very important that that resolu- 
tion be passed to-day. I do not desire to keep the House in 
session a long time. I therefore ask unanimous consent that 


the Speaker be authorized to sign the enrolled House joint 
resolution after the session adjourns. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the Speaker be authorized to sign the enrolled 
resolution referred to when the House adjourns. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Reserving the right to object, 
Mr. Speaker, I wonder if that can be done by unanimous con- 
sent. It seems to me that if the gentleman would ask unani- 
mous consent for a recess that would meet the requirements. 
I do not want to put the Speaker to any trouble about it, but 
I do not recall consent ever having been given to sign one of 
these resolutions except during the House session. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have had no opportunity to examine 
the precedents myself, but the parliamentary expert seemed to 
think that was a proper procedure, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware that it has ever been 
done. The Chair understands that in another place it is often 
done, but that would be no precedent for this body. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I would not want to be guided 
by what is done in another place. I do not want to be tenacious 
about the matter, but I think it is not good practice. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not good practice. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I would not want to insist, if any gen- 
tleman has serious doubts about it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that we might 
take a recess for a couple of hours, when it would not be neces- 
sary for anybody to be here except the Chair. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the House stand in recess, subject to the call of the Chair. 

Mr. BLANTON. It should be to a definite hour. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. In view of the fact that no Members 
will probably be present at that time, may I ask unanimous con- 
sent to address the House for about four minutes? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to address the House for four minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention 
very briefly to the contrast in conditions prevailing on this side 
and on the other side of the Capitol, 

We are completely and permanently organized for the rest 
of this Congress. We are prepared to go ahead and do busi- 
ness. We are going ahead and doing business now. A number 
of very important committees are holding sessions and con- 
ducting hearings and framing most important bills. The Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, I understand, is now considering 
the questior. of reduced taxation, in which everyone is inter- 
ested. The Committee on Appropriations, through its subeom- 
mittees, is preparing a number of appropriation bills, and I 
understand that as early as the 7th of January, the Monday 
after we return here from the holiday recess, one of the great 
appropriation bills will be ready, and other bills will follow 
in rapid succession. 

A number of other committees, among them the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization, are also engaged on the 
framework of most important legislation. We are prepared 
now to accomplish and can accomplish more, I have no doubt, 
by adjourning over the holidays, taking a substantially long 
adjournment, than if we would shorten- that recess, for the 
reason that members of these committees will not be compelled 
to be on the floor to the disadvantage of their committee work. 

A far different situation exists in another body. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. What is the trouble? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am not cware of what is the exact 
trouble, but it certainly is not of our making; and I can not 
help thinking, when I contemplate the situation, of a story as 
old as the hills, perhaps, but which seems to be apropos to this 
ease, A cousin of a farmer who had lived all his life in a 
city was visiting the farm on an occasion and was shown over 
it, and his farmer cousin explained to him his daily duties, 
After a long day they sat on the porch and the city cousin 
said to the country cousin, “I understand how you are in- 
terested in your day's work. From morning until night you 
are doing something interesting, but what do you do after it 
is all over? I should think you would be bored to death.” 
“Oh,” he said, “no; I am not bored. After I get through with 
my supper I come out on the porch and set down, and some- 
times I set and think, but mostly I just set.“ [Laughter and 
applause.] 

Now, gentlemen, I have no criticism to make of any branch 
of this Government, least of all the Chamber on the other side 
of the Capitol, and I am rather glad that the situation exists, 
because it makes more clear the opportunity we now have to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


475 


put the House in the position in which it used to be and ought 
to be, the premier of the two legislative branches of this Gov- 
ernment. [Applause.] 

The opportunity is here, and I think that if we will forget 
some of the little personal things which sometimes interest us, 
and if the two great parties on each side of the aisle will play 
as little practical politics as possible, we can go ahead in this 
session and do the business of the people so greatly to their 
satisfaction that it will be admitted that from now on the 
House of Representatives is the real theater for the translation 
into legislation of the hopes and the desires of the people of 
America. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the House 
stand in recess until 4 o’clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loxe- 
wortH] asks unanimous consent that the House stand in recess 
until 4 o'clock p. m. 3 

There was no objection; and accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 
49 minutes p. m.) the House stood in recess until 4 o'clock 
p. m. 

AFTER RECESS. 


The recess hating expired, at 4 o'clock p. m. the House was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


“ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the object for which I 
asked a recess of the House can not be accomplished for the 
reason that another body is in a condition of inability to do 
business at the present time. I therefore move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 1 
minute p. m), in accordance with the concurrent resolution, 
the House adjourned until Thursday, January 3, 1924, at 12 
o'clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. X 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows : 

194. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Deer Island Slough, Oreg. ; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

195. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Mississippi River at Dallas City, III.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

196. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Huntington Harbor, N. Y.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

197. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Port Clinton Harbor, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

198. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation providing for sundry matters 
affecting the Naval Establishment; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

190. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting a report for the month of November, 
1923, showing the condition of railroad equipment and the 
related information indicated in Senate Resolution 438, so far 
as such information is available; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

200. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
a draft of proposed legislation to authorize the disposition of 
lands no longer needed and the acquisition of other lands 
required for naval purposes; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

201. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft 
of proposed legislation approving the action of the Secretary 
of War in directing the issue and the issuance of quartermaster 
stores to the value of $7,563.15, and in directing the payment 
of $985.12 for transportation of such stores, for the relief 
of sufferers from the cyclone at La Grange and at West Point, 
Ga., in March, 1920; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

202. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Black Walnut Harbor, Md.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

203. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of New Bedford and Fairhaven Harbor, Mass.; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


204. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Tallahatchie and Coldwater Rivers, Miss., and 
the tributaries of these rivers, with a view to devising plans 
for flood protection; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

205. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Pocahunt Creek, N. C.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

206. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Wilson Harbor, N. X.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

207. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary 
examination and survey of the Columbia River from The Dalles, 
Oreg., to Vancouver, Wash.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

208. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Piscataway Creek, Va.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

209: A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy submitting an estimate of appropriation in the sum of 
$6,316.74 to pay claims which he has adjusted under the provi- 
sions of the act of December 28, 1922 (42 Stat. 1066), and which 
require an appropriation for their payment (H. Doe. No. 119); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

210. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Toledo Harbor, Ohio; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

211. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exam- 
ination and survey of Illinois River and tributaries with a view 
to controlling the seepage from the Illinois and Mississippi 
Canal and to opening Bureau Creek under said canal; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

212. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exam- 
ination of Bayou Bienvenue, La.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

213. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exam- 
ination of Wanchese Harbor, Roanoke Island, N. C.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

214. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
1&tter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Blackwater Bay and River, Fla.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, 

215. A letter from the chairman of the War Finance Corpora- 
tion, transmitting sixth annual report of the War Finance Cor- 
poration for the year ended November 30, 1923; to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. LITTLE: Committee on Revision of the Laws. H. R. 12. 
To consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the general and 
permanent laws of the United States in force December 2, 1923; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2). Referred to the House 
Calendar, 

Mr. KNUTSON: Committee on Pensions. H. R. 74. To ex- 
tend the benefits of certain pension laws to the officers, sailors, 
and marines on board the U. S. S. Maine when that vessel was 
wrecked in the harbor of Habana, February 15, 1898, and to 
their widows and dependent relatives; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 3). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2256) granting a pension to Sophia Hubbard; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2732) granting a pension to Thomas H. Goodge;: 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 4082) for the relief of the dis- 
tressed and starving people of Germany; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 4083) to provide for the ar- 
rest and punishment of aliens who unlawfully enter the United 
States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 4084) to authorize a system of 
standardization of public buildings in cities the postal receipts 
of which have reached stated amounts, and to authorize con- 
struction when the business of the Government justifies same; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 4085) to fix standards for 
hampers, round-stave baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and 
vegetables, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 4086) providing for sundry 
matters affecting the Naval Establishment of the United States; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVILA: A bill (H. R. 4087) to amend and reenact 
sections 20, 22, and 50 of the act of March 2, 1917, entitled “An 
act to provide a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other 
purposes“; to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 4088) to establish the upper 
Mississippi River wild life and fish refuge; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. = 

Ry Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 4089) to regulate im- 
migration and insure the use of the English language by those 
admitted to the United States; to the Committee on Immi- 
grutlon and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4090) to provide for the deportation of 
certain undesirable aliens; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WELLER: A bill (H. R. 4091) to amend an act 
entitled “An act te amend and modify the war risk insurance 
act.” approved March 4, 1923; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4092) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend and modify the war risk insurance act,” approved March 
4, 1923; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4093) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend and modify the war risk insurance act,” approved March 
4, 1923; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 4094) to repeal the 
stamp tax on drafts, checks, notes, conveyances, ete.; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. = 

By Mr. BARBOUR: A bill (H. R. 4095) to add certain lands 
te the Sequoia National Park, Calif., and to change the name of 
said park to the Roosevelt-Sequoia National Park; to the Com- 
mittee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 4096) to amend section 5138 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to the 


amount of capital steck required by national banking associa- | 


tions; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 4097) to authorize the 
disposition of lands no longer needed, and the acquisition of 
other lands required, for naval purposes; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. i 

By Mr. BOX: A bill (H. R. 4098) to limit the immigration of 
aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 4099) to amend paragraph 
(1) of subdivision (a) of section 800 of the revenue act of 1921 
so as to repeal the admission tax where the amount paid for 
admission is 50 cents or less; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4100) providing an allowance for main- 
tenance of equipment of rural carriers; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 4101) to repeal the excise 
tax on cigar or cigarette holders, pipes, humidors, and smoking 
stands; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 4102) to amend the na- 
tional prohibition act, to provide for a bureau of prohibition 
in the Treasury Department, and to define its powers and 
duties; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 4108) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
and Mexican Wars, and to certain widows, former widows, 
minor children, and helpless children of said soldiers and sail- 
ors, and to widows of the War of 1812, and to certain Indian 


war veterans and widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4104) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to prevent the extermination of fur- 
bearing animals in Alaska,” etc.; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 4105) to create 
an additional judge in the district of South Dakota; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 4106) to amend the Fordney- 
McCumber Tariff Act by placing calcium arsenate on the free 
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 4107) for the protection of 
persons employed on railway express cars, railway baggage 
cars, and combination railway express-baggage cars, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 4108) for the 
relief of the Flathead Nation of Indians; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKSTEIN: A bill (H. R. 4109) to authorize 
mothers of deceased World War veterans buried in Europe to 
visit the graves of their sons at the expense of the United 
States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 4110) to amend section 
1042 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
poor convicts sentenced and imprisoned for fines; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4111) to amend the first paragraph of 
section 29, title 2, chapter 85, first session, Sixty-sixth Congress, 
relating to punishment for illegal manufacture and sale of 
liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 4112) to establish a 
bureau for the scientific study of international peace and war 
conditions and to show ways in which the United States can 
cooperate with other nations in achieving and preserving 
world peace; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4113) to amend the interstate commerce 
act, as amended; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4114) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Colorado River near Lee Ferry, 
Ariz.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4115) to extend to Indians the State laws 
governing marriage and divorce and the social crimes herein 
enumerated; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4116) to authorize appropriations for the 
survey, construction, and maintenance of highways on or 
anes to untaxed Indian lands; to the Committee on Indian 

‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4117) authorizing an appropriation for 
the construction of a road within the Fort Apache Indian Res- 
ervation, Ariz., and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 4118) conferring juris- 
diction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, consider, 
and adjudicate claims which the Cherokee Indians may have 
against the United States, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4119) to amend the 
national prohibition act, to create Federal local-option dis- 
pie and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. HILL of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4120) granting 
the consent of Congress to the Greater Wenatchee irrigation 
district to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Columbia River; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. JARRETT: A bill (H. R. 4121) to extend the pro- 
visions of certain laws to the Territory of Hawaii; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. KINDRED: A bill (H. R. 4122) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to revive, with amendments, an act to incor- 
porate the Medical Society of the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved July 7, 1838, as amended; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 4123) to readjust ‘the com- 
pensation of postmasters and reclassify and readjust the sal- 
aries and compensation of employees in the Postal Service; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4124) to amend an net 
entitled “An act to revise and equalize rates of pensions to 
certain soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Civil War and the 
war with Mexico, to certain widows, including widows of the 
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War of 1812, former widows, dependent parents, and children 
of such soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to certain Army 
nurses, and granting pensions and increase of pensions in 
certain cases,” approved May 1, 1920; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, = 

By Mr. LILLY: A bill (H. R. 4125) for the establishment 
of a United States industrial home for women at Glenray, 
Summers County, W. Va.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4126) to amend the tariff act of 1922 by 
placing sugar on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 4127) to amend the immi- 
gration laws by exempting from quota of limitations wives, 
parents, children, brothers, and sisters, together with accom- 
panying wives, husbands, and children of aliens, of citizens 
who served in armed forces of the United States during the 
World War and who possess honorable discharge therefrom ; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 4128) to provide for two 
additional district judges for the eastern district of Michigan; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 4129) to amend the act 
establishing Farm Loan Bureau; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4130) to provide a loan td pay delin- 
quent interest due from any borrowing members of any national 
farm-loan association; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bil! (H. R. 4131) to regulate the num- 
ber of midshipmen at the United States Naval Academy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affeirs. 

By Mr. MILLER of Washington: A bill H. R. 4132) to re- 
strict the transmission of firearms through the United States 
mails, and providing penalty for violation thereof; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. MAGEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4138) to 
amend section 301 of the war risk insurance act as amended; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4184) to pro- 
mote the general welfare by gathering information respecting 
the ownership, production, distribution, costs, sales, and profits 
in the coal industry, and by publication of same, and to recog- 
nize and declare coal and its production and distribution 
charged with public interest and use, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4135) to amend Subdivision (II) of section 
20 of the interstate commerce act as amended; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mrs. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 4136) granting pensions to 
certain members of the former Life Saving Service; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4137) to impose a tax on 
the privilege of issuing stock dividends; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4138) to amend Title III of the revenue 
act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O’CONNELL of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 4139) to 
extend the limitations of time upon the issuance of medals of 
honor, distinguished service crosses, and distinguished service 
medals to persons who served in the Army or Navy of the 
United States during the World War; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON; A bill (H. R. 4140) making an appro- 
priation for the improvement of Salem River, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, REECE: A bill (H. R. 4141) to protect the public 
against deceit and unfair prices resulting from the presence of 
other than leather, wool, and silk in clothing and articles of 
apparel purporting to be made of said material; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ` 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 4142) to establish and main- 
tain a fish-hatching and fish-culture station in Texas County, 
State of Missouri; to the Conimittee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. x 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4143) to extend the provisions of the pen- 
sion act of May 11, 1912, to the officers and enlisted men of all 
State militias and other State organizations that rendered 
service to the Union cause during the Civil War for a period of 
90 days or more, and providing pensions for their widows, 
minor children, and dependent parents, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 4144) amending section 13 
of the act approved December 23, 1913, known as the Federal 
reserve act, as amended by the act approved March 3, 1915 (38 
Stats. ch. 93, p. 958); act approved September 7, 1916 (89 


Stats. ch. 461, p. 752); act approved June 21, 1917 (40 Stats. 
ch. 32, p. 232); to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4145) to provide for a more equitable dis- 
tribution of the earnings of Federal reserve banks; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 4146) to prohibit the collec- 
tion of a surcharge for the transportation of persons or baggage 
in connection with the payment for parlor or sleeping car 
accommodations; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SEGER: A bill (H. R. 4147) granting transportation 
on United States transports and vessels of the United States 
Shipping Board to gold-star mothers and representatives of 
World War yeterans’ associations without profit and at mini- 
mum cost; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 4148) to modify and 
amend the mining laws in their application to the Territory 
of Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 4149) to provide that the 
United States of America shall build warehouses in con- 
Junction with the several States, and in cooperation with duly 
and legally organized farmers’ cooperative associations in 
said States, for the storage of farm products not perishable, 
for the insurance of said products while in storage, for 
Government loans on warehouse receipts, providing penalties 
for the violation of this act, making an appropriation there- 
for, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4150) to provide 
for an Inheritance tax on tax-exempt securities; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4151) to pro- 
vide for the conservation and protection of fish in Alaskan 
waters, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4152) to provide for the deportation of 
certain undesirable aliens; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4153) to authorize and direct the ac- 
ceptance of the offer of Henry Ford to purchase Muscle Shoals; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 4154) to extend the pro- 
visions of the pension act of May 11, 1912, and subsequent acts 
amendatory thereof to the Enrolled Missouri Militia and other 
militia organizations of the State of Missouri that cooperated 
with the military or naval forces of the United States in sup- 
pressing the War of the Rebellion who served 90 days or more, 
and providing pensions for their widows, minor children, and 
dependent parents, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 4155) to provide 
for the conservation and protection of fish in Alaskan waters; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. STEVENSON: A bill (H. R. 4156) to fix compensa- 
tion of officers of the National Army who incurred disability 
while in the service; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. STENGLE: A bill (H. R. 4157) amending section 
8830, chapter 1, title 46 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States: to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 4158) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to enter into a contract with the 
Elephant Butte irrigation district of New Mexico and the El 
Paso County water improvement district No. 1 of Texas, for 
the carrying out of the provisions of the treaty of January 16, 
1907, between the United States of America and the United 
States of Mexico, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 4159) to provide for an 
emergency commission to promote a permanent system of self- 
supporting agriculture in regions adversely affected by the 
stimulation of wheat production during the war, and aggra- 
vated by many years of small yields and high production costs 
of wheat; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 4160) to create the Inland 
waterways corporation for the purpose of carrying out the 
mandate and purpose of Congress as expressed in sections 201 
and 500 of the transportation act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 4161) authorizing 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to acquire necessary rights 
of way across private lands, by purchase or condemnation pro- 
ceedings, needed in constructing a spillway and drainage ditch 
to lower and maintain the level of Lake Andes, in South Da- 
kota; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 4162) to extend the present 
law granting allowances to dependent kindred of those who lost 
their lives in the World War to 1926; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: A bill (H. R. 4163) to amend section 2 
of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act ap- 
proved July 31. 1894: to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4164) to establish a free 
guide service for the Capitol Building; to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. DALLINGER (by request): A bill (H. R. 4165) to 
amend sections 1, 3, and 6 of an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the promotion of vocational rehabilitation of persons dis- 
abled in industry or otherwise and their return to civil employ- 
ment”; to the Committee on Education, 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4166) to create a board 
of chiropractic examiners and to regulate the practice of chiro- 
practic, and to provide penalties for violation of this act, and 
to prohibit the practice of any other mode or system under the 
name of chiropractic; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. X 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4167) to amend in certain par- 
ticulars the national defense act of June 3, 1916, as amended ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 4168) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to punish the unlawful breaking of seals of railroad 
cars containing interstate or foreign shipments, the unlawful 
entering of such cars, the stealing of freight and express pack- 
ages or baggage or articles in process of transportation in inter- 
state shipment, and the felonious asportation of such freight 
or express packages or baggage or articles therefrom into an- 
other district of the United States, and the felonious posses- 
sion or reception of the same,” approved February 13, 1913 
(37 Stats. p. 670); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOYLE: A bill (H. R. 4169) making eligible for re- 
tirement under certuin conditions officers of the United States 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, other than officers of the regular 
forces, who incurred physical disability in line of duty while 
in the service of the United States during war; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 4170) for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building at Lexington, 
Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4171) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Wakefield, Mass.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KINDRED: A bill (H. R. 4172) for the purchase of 
a site for the erection thereon of a public building at Far 
Rockaway, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. ROACH: A bill (H. R. 4178) for the erection of a 
Federal post-office building at the city of Eldon, Mo.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 4174) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a publie building thereon 
at Pembina, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 4175) providing for a 
site and public building for a post office at Fairfield, Ala.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NELSON of Maine: A bill (H. R. 4176) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Pittsfield, Me.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for the 
construction of a Federal building at Spartanburg, S. C.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 4178) for the erection of a 
Federal building at Mountain Grove, Wright County, Mo.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4179) for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing at Lebanon, Laclede County, Mo.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 4180) granting the 
consent of Congress to the State of South Dakota for the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River between Wal- 
worth County and Corson County, S. Dak.; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4181) granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River between Brule County and Lyman 
County, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4182) 
authorizing the city of Ludington, Mason County, Mich., to 


construct a bridge across the Pere Marquette River; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SWOOPE: A bill (H. R. 4183) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a publie building at Houtzlale, 
Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOGAN: A bill (H. R. 4184) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to erect a monument at Parris Island, near 
Port Royal, S. C., to mark the site of Charles Fort, built to 
defend the first French settlement in the United States; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4185) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon in the city of Whitewater, County of Wal- 
worth, State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4186) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon in the city 
of Oconomowoc, county of Waukesha, State of Wisconsin; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LARSON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4187) to 
legalize a bridge across the St. Louis River in Carlton County, 
State of Minnesota; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 4188) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and for the erection of a public 
building thereon at Canton, S. Dak.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4189) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and for the erection of a public building thereon at 
Flandreau, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. REED of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4190) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
Stuttgart, Arkansas County, Ark.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEERY: A bill (H. R. 4191) for the construction of 
a public building at Marion, Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4192) for the construction of a public 
building at Tazewell, Va.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 4193) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a post-office building at 
Dillon, Mont.; to the Committee on Public “Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HILL of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4194) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a post- 
office building at Deer Park, State of Washington; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Greunds. 

By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4195) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Hays, county seat of 
Ellis County, Kans., and appropriating money therefor; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4196) to provide for the erection of a Fed- 
eral building at Norton, county seat of Norton County, Kans., 
and appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McREYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 4197) to provide for 
the acquisition of a site and the erection of a public building at 
MeMinnville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4198) increasing the limit of cost of a pub- 
lic building and site at Athens, McMinn County, Tenn.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. REED of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4199) for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at England, 
Lonoke County, Ark. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: A bill (H. R. 4200) to provide for the 
cleaning of the exterior of the post-office building at Cincinnati, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 4201) granting allowances for 
rent, fuel, light, and equipment to postmasters of the fourth 
class, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 4202) to amend section 
5908, United States Compiled Statutes, 1916 (Revised Statutes, 
sec, 8186, as amended by act of March 1, 1879, ch. 125, sec. 8, 
and act of March 4, 1913, ch. 166); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 4275) authorizing the Ponca 
Tribe of Indians, residing in the States of Oklahoma and Ne- 
braska, to submit claims to the Court of Claims; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 4319) authorizing the con- 
veyance of certain land to the city of Miles City, State of Mon- 
tana, for park purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 
102) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States fixing the com- 
mencement of the terms of President and Vice President and 
Members of Congress, and fixing the time of the assembling of 
Congress; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 104) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States fixing the com- 
mencement of the terms of Members of Congress; to the Com- 
mittee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. MAGES of New York: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
105) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States empowering the President to veto any item or items of a 
bill making or authorizing an appropriation while approving 
55 other portions of the bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
dielary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 106) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUCE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 107) in relation to 
a monument to commemorate the services and sacrifices of the 
women of the United States of America, its insular possessions, 
and the District of Columbia in the World War; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 108) pro- 
posing an amendment to section 7, Article I, of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, permitting the President of the United 
States to disapprove any item or appropriation of any bill 
passed by Congress; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McLEOD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 109) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 110) creating 
a commission to prepare plans for and to erect a memorial to 
the memory of Champ Clark; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
111) authorizing the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas City to 
invest its funds in the construction of a building for its branch 
at Omaha, Nebr.; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 112) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to donate and grant 
certain buildings in Alaska to the Loyal Order of Moose; to 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 113) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate and grant certain buildings in Alaska 
to the Roman Catholic Missionary Society; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Resolution (H. Res, 100) authorizing 
the Doorkeeper to appoint an additional page; to the Committee 
on Accounts, 

By Mr. FREAR: Resolution (H. Res. 101) to investigate 
charges credited to and alleged against Governor General Wood; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Resolution (H. Res. 102) to amend 
Rules X and XI; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: -Resolution (H. Res. 108) to amend 
Rules X and XI; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SMITH: Resolution (H. Res. 104) to amend section 
34, Rules X and XI of the rules of the House of Representa- 
tives; to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. STENGLE: Resolution (H. Res. 105) asking the 
Comptroller General for certain information concerning the 
Publle Printer; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DEMPSEY: Resolution (H. Res. 106) to amend Rules 
X and XI; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Resolution (H. Res. 107) providing 
for an investigation of the fisheries conditions in Alaska; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr, LUCE: Resolution (H. Res. 108) amending the rules 
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 109) amending the rules of the 
House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: Resolution (H. Res. 110) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney General to furnish 
certain information to the House of Representatives concerning 
the activities and propaganda of the Russian Soviet Govern- 


ment in conjunction with the Workers’ Party of America; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANK: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Oklahoma, urging Congress and the Director of the United 
States Veterans’ Bureau, on the subject of the hospitalization 
of Oklahoma’s disabled war veterans; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pension 
to Caroline Pulaski; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4204) for the relief of the estate of A. W. 
Fisher; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A Dill (H. R. 4205) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Boggs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4206) granting a pension to Sella Osborn; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 4207) granting an increase of 
pension to Clarence E. West; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 4208) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rebecca McCollum; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4209) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Carman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 4210) for the relief of the 
Atlantic & Caribbean Steam Navigation Co.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 4211) granting an increase of 
pension to Barbara Groesch; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BIXLER: A bill (H. R. 4212) for the relief of tha 
estate of Henry Seip, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOIES: A bill (H. R. 4213) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the town of Cherokee, Iowa, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4214) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Onawa, Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4215) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Rock Rapids, Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4216) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Sac City, Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4217) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Sioux City, Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4218) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Le Mars, Iowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4219) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Storm Lake, State of Iowa, cue German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4220) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Spirit Lake, State of Iowa, one German 
eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4221) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Sibley, State of Iowa, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4222) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Orange City, State of Iowa, one German cannon or 
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4223) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Ida Grove, State of Iowa, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4224) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Spencer, State of Iowa, one German cannon 
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4225) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to Primghar, State of Iowa, one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4226) granting 
a pension to Victoria Eager; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4227) granting an increase of pension to 
Hyram Colwell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANFIELD A bill (H. R. 4228) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza A. Crumb; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 4229) for the relief of the 
next of kin of Edgar ©. Bryon; to the Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 4230) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVILA: A bill (H. R. 4231) for the relief of Maj. 
Daniel Rodriguez, United States Army, retired; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 4232) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Hiram, State of Ohio, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4233) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Wellington, State of Ohio, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4234) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Oberlin, State of Ohio, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4235) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Medina, State of Ohio, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4236) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Wadsworth, State of Ohio, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4287) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Amherst, State of Ohio, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4238) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Kent, State of Ohio, one German cannon 
or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4239) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Ravenna, State of Ohio, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4240) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Barberton, State of Ohio, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4241) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Kenmore, State of Ohio, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4242) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Cuyahoga Falls, State of Ohio, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4243) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lorain, State of Ohio, two German can- 
nons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4244) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Elyria, State of Ohio, two German can- 
nons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4245) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Akron, State of Ohio, five German can- 
nons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4246) granting 
an increase of pension to Claude A. Holder; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 4247) for the relief of 
Joshua Cavins; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4248) for the 
relief of Thomas Jefferson Shropshire; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOYLE: A bill (H. R. 4249) for the relief of John 
Hamill; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EAGAN: A bill (H. R. 4250) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Secaucus, State of New 
Jersey, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4251) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of West Hoboken, State of New Jersey, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4252) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the township of North Bergen, State of New Jersey, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4253) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Guttenberg, State of New Jersey, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4254) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of West New York, State of New Jersey, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4255) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Union, State of New Jersey, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4256) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the township of Weehawken, State of New Jersey, one 


pernan cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4257) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hoboken, State of New Jersey, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4258) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Jersey City, State of New Jersey, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 3 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 4259) granting a 
pension to Henry Buck; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 4260) for the relief of 
Irene Brand; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 4261) providing a survey of 
Hudson River at New York with a view to deepening the 
chunnel for navigation through Haverstraw Bay; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4262) for the relief of the New Jersey 
Shipbuilding & Dredging Co., of Bayonne, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 4263) granting an Increase of 
pension to Ruth James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4264) granting a pension to William T. 
Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Sheridan Me- 
Daniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 4266) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Inman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4267) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Kirkland, State of Illinois, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4268) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sycamore, State of Illinois, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4269) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Sandwich, State of Illinois, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4270) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Genoa, State of Illinois, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4271) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Ransom, State of Illinois, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4272) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Belvidere, State of IIlinols, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4273) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Mendota, State of Illinois, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4274) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Goodell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A Dill (H. R. 4276) providing for the 
examination and survey of Nantucket Harbor, Mass.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4277) for the relief of Frederick D. W. 
Baldwin; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4278) providing for the examination and 
survey of Edgartown Harbor, Mass.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 4279) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Farlee; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By the SPEAKER: A bill (H. R. 4280) for the relief of 
the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Northampton, Muss. ; 
to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. GLATFELTER: A bill (H. R. 4281) for the relief of 
Emory K. Eichelberger; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 4282) granting an increase 
of pension to John J. Powers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4283) grant- 
ing a pension to Ke-wuck-oo-lah-la-shar, known as Ruling His 
Sun; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 4284) for the relief of 
the parents of Francisco Gamboa, deceased; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4285) for the relief of Jessie Taylor; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4286) for the relief of the First State 
Bank, of Kerrville, Kerr County, State of Texas; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4287) for the relief of Awbrey Coal & 
Coke Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4288) granting a pension to T. B. Brumley; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4289) granting a pension to Ben C. Robin- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of W. F. Payne; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4291) granting a pension to Cicero C. 
Patton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4292) granting a pension to Virginia 
Singleton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4298) for the relief of Benito Viscaina and 
Maria Viscaina; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4294) for the relief of Casimira Mendoza; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 4295) granting a pension to 
Etta Bush; to the Committee on I.valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS: A bill (H. R. 4296) for the relief of 
Don G. Owens; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 4297) granting a pension to 
Henry F. Hoffman; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 4298) 
granting permission to Maj, Fred T. Cruse, United States Army, 
to accept the decoration of the Spanish Order of Military Merit 
of Alfonso XIII; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (II. R. 4299) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles E. Caplinger; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) granting a pension to Christina 
Forsyth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4301) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret A. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4802) granting a pension to Flora Rus- 
sell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 4303) for the relief of George 
F. Newhart, Clyde Hahn, and David McCormick; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 4304) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to certain towns in North Carolina 
German cannons or fieldpieces, with their accompaniments; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 4805) granting a pension 
to Laura A. Granger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINCHELOE; A bill (H. R. 4806) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Madisonville, State 
of Kentucky, two German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4807) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Dixon, State of Kentucky, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Owensboro, State of Kentucky, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4309) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Hopkinsville, State of Kentucky, two 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4810) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Henderson, State of Kentucky, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4311) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Uniontown, State of Kentucky, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldplece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4312) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Hawesville, State of Kentucky, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4313) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Jefferson Davis Home Association two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4314) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Sturgis, State of Kentucky, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4815) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Morganfield, State of Kentucky, two Ger- 
man cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4816) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Calhoun, State of Kentucky, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINDRED; A bill (H. R. 4317) granting a pension 
to Melvin C. Hoff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LARSON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4318) for the 
relief of Edward S. Scheibe; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 4320) authorizing the 
appropriation of $10,000 for the erection of a monument at 
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Rome, Ga., in honor of Pyt. Charles W. Graves; to the Commit - 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 4321) authorizing the 
President to appoint Leo P. Quinn to the position and rank of 
major in the United States Army and immediately retire him 
with the rank and pay held by him at the time of his dis- 
charge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4322) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Lear; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4323) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Temple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 4324) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Dobner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4325) 
for the relief of Lyman D. Drake, jr.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MCREYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 4826) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Etowah, McMinn 
County, Tenn., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Gom- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4327) granting a pension to Jackson B. 
Lea; to the Committe on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4328) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Winchester, Franklin County, Tenn., 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4829) granting a pension to William A. 
Jordan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4330) granting a pension to Robert King; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4331) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to the town of McMinnville, State of Tennessee, two 
condemned bronze or brass cannons or fieldpieces and suitable 
outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 4332) granting a pension to 
Forrest L. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGEH of New York: A bill (H. R. 4333) granting 
a pension to Mary ©. Sherman Frank; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4334) granting a pension to John J. 
McNally ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4335) donating 
one captured German cannon or field gun and carriage to each 
of the cities of Warsaw, Springfield, Hermitage, Fayette, Lex- 
ington, Sedalia, Bolivar, and Marshall, State of Missouri, for 
decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4836) granting a pension to Alexander 
Surrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4837) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4338) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Logan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 4339) granting a pension 
to Josephine W. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4840) granting a pension to Mary E. Hamp- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4341) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Ponts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4342) granting an increase of pension to 
Rhoda A. Savage; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4343) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Lamar, State of Missouri, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4344) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Cassville, State of Missouri, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4845) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Pineville, State of Missouri, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4346) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Nevada, State of Missouri, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4347) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Mount Vernon, State of Missouri, two 
German cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4348) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Carthage, State of Missouri, four Ger- 
men ranno or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4349) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Aurora, State of Missouri, two Ger- 
yn cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4350) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Neosho, State of Missouri, two Ger- 
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4351) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Joplin, State of Missouri, four German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4352) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to Webb City, State of Missouri, two German cannons 
or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Monett, State of Missouri, two German 
cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 4354) granting an increase of 
pension to Oscar A. Badder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4355) granting an increase of pension to 
Rosalia A. Laudo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MICHAELSON: A bill (H. R. 4356) for the relief of 
Peter C. King; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4357) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Donlevy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4358) granting a pension to Alice E. 
Deitrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4359) for the relief of G. W. Halleman; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MICHENER: A bill (H. R. 4360) for the relief of 
Carl B. De Forest; to the Committee om Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4361) authorizing 
the purchase of the William Barnes collection of lepidoptera ; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 4862) to reimburse James J. 
Burns, jr., for damages to touring car by Government-owned 
motor truck; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON of Maine: A bill (H. R. 4363) granting a pen- 
sion to William L, Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4364) granting an increase of pension to 
Alma C. Walker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4865) for the 
relief of John Regan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4366) granting the consent of Congress to 
the Great Northern Railway Co., a corporation, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mrs. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of Jacob 
Kristinus Johanson; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4368) for the relief of Mary Curtin; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4369) granting an increase of pension to 
George Bingham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4370) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Braunagel; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4871) for the relief of Harry J. Dabel; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4372) for the relief of Horatio S. Turrell, 
alias Horatio Seaward; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN: A bill (H. R. 4373) for the relief of Clo- 
tilda Freund; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O’CONNEEL of New York: A bill (H. R. 4374) for 
the relief of the American Surety Co. of New York; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 4375) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Sheedy; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4376) granting an Increase 
of pension to John C. Lane; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4377) for the relief of Samuel H. McAlex- 
ander; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEERY: A bill (H. R. 4378) granting a pension to 
Rebecca A. Montgomery; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 4379) authorizing the See- 
retary of War to donate to the city of Ellwood City, State of 
Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4380) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of New Castle, State of Pennsylvania, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4381) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Butler, State of Pennsylvania, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4382) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Beaver, State of Pennsylvania, one 
2 cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military, 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to 
Rachel Slaten; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4384) granting an inerease of pension to 
Sarah Pelham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4383) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie E. Matthews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4386) granting an increase of pension to 
Lissa J. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROACH: A bill (H. R. 4387) granting a pension to 
Irena E. Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS of New Hampshire: A bill (II. R. 4388) 
granting an increase of pension to Edmund J. Gosselin; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 4389) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Shook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 4390) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Steelville, State of Missouri, 
a German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Lebanon, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4392) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Vienna, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (II. R. 4398) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


donate to the city of Rola, State of Missouri, one German 
eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4394) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Houston, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4393) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Waynesville, State of Missouri, one 
9 8 5 cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4396) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Eminence, State of Missouri, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4397) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Marshfield, State of Missouri, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4398). authorizing the Seeretary of War 
to donate to the city of Salem, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4399) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Hartville, State of Missouri, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4400) authorizing the Seeretary of War 
to donate to the city of Buffalo, State of Missouri, one Ger- 
man eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4401) granting a pension to Angeline M. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 4402) providing for the 
examination and survey of the harbor in Morehead City, N. C., 
with a view to extending the main channel of Bogue Sound and 
widening the channel in front of the wharves so as to provide 
a turning basin of adequate area; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 5 

Also, 2 bill (IH. R. 4403) providing for the examination and 
survey of Neuse River, N. C., from New Bern to Smithfield; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 4404) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. Leavitt; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4405) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. Shull; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITHWICK: A bill (EL R. 4406) for the relief of 
Hattie Tolbert; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 4407) granting a pension to 
Martin Flint; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: A bin (H. R. 4408) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Langley; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 4409) granting a pension to 
Allan George MacArthur ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4410) for the relief of Arthur L. Hecykell; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. SWOOPE: A bill (H. R. 4411) granting a pension to 
Margaret Heilman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4412) granting 
a pension to Charles F. Bobo; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4413) granting 
a pension to Mary M. Gunter; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bin (H. R. 4414) granting a pension 
to Amelia C. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 4415) granting a pension to 
A. C. Raymond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 4416) granting a pension 
to Nancy Sterritt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 4417) granting a pen- 
sion to Carrie E. Doane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 4418) for the relief of the 
Masons’ Annuity; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4419) for the relief of the widow of Ed 
Estes; to the Committee on Claims. 

ty Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 4420) granting a pension to 
Amanda L. Evans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4421) granting a pension to Minnie E. 
Shipler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 4422) for the relief of 
Naucy E. Mason; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4423) granting a 
pension to Harriett Hout; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 4424) granting a 
pension to Dennis J. Callahan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4425) for the 
relief of Ben M. Ellis; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4426) granting 
an increase of pension to Nancy L, Myers; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 4427) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna M. Carroll; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4428) granting a pension to William Gar- 
nett, otherwise known as Billie Hunter; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4429) granting 
a pension to Cordelia Bench; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4430) granting a pension to Nancy A. Gor- 
don; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4431) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Grubb: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 4432) for the relief of Jennie 
Kingston; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4483) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Reilly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 4434) for the relief of 
R. H. Keene; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 4435) to amend the United 
States Judicial Code to insure full enjoyment of the constitu- 
tional right of freedom of worship or religious belief or con- 
viction of faith; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 99) to increase the 
salary of Charles A. Howard for services as carpenter of the 
House Office Building; to the Committee 8 Accounts. 

By Mr. BEEDY: Resolution (H. Res. 111) that the Com- 
mittee on Mileage be allowed a session clerk to be appointed 
by the chairman of said committee, who shall receive a salary 
at the rate of $125 per month from December 3, 1923, until the 
end of the first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress; to the 
Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. SCHALL: Resolution (H. Res. 112) to investigate 
William R. Jones and Jackson B. Sells individually ənd as 
members of the firm of Jones & Baker, alleged’ bankrupts; to 
the Committee on Rules. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

275. By the SPEAKER (by request): Resolution of the So- 
rosis Club of Fort Worth, urging the United States join the 
proposed Court of International Justice; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

276. Also (by request), petition of the Niagara Emery Mills 
(Inc.), Lockport, N. V., favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduc- 
tion; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

277. Also (by request), petition of City Council of the city of 
Chicago, favoring an amendment to the Volstead Act to permit 


the sale of light wines and beer; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

278. Also (by request), petition of City Council of the city 
of Chicago, protesting against the enactment of any legislation 
affecting the sovereign rights of the States of this Union; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

279. Also (by request), petition of the Civil War Revenue 
Cotton Tax Claimants, urging Congress to assume jurisdiction 
of the subject matter and judicially determine the equities 
claimed to exist in favor of these claimants to the Civil War 
revenue cotton tax on raw cotton collected during years 1862 
to 1868, inclusive, amounting to $68,072,388.99; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

280. Also (by request), petition of Hugene H. Niedringhaus, 
Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduction; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

i 281. Also (by request), petition of Carl A. Jones, president 
Coca-Cola Bottling Works, Bristol, Va., favoring the Mellon 
plan of tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

282. Also (by request), petition of Albert Grobstein, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduction; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

283. Also (by request), petition of John Theiss, Pittsburgh, 
Pa., favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduction; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

284. Also (by request), petition of Reginald L. Reese, Chev- 
rolet Motor Co., North Tarrytown, N. Y., favoring the Mellon 
plan of tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

285. Also (by request), petition of Old Colony Alliance of the 
Women’s Home Missionary, Massachusetts, urging the enact- 
ment of a Federal child law, the enforcement of the Volstead 
Act, and the Dyer antilynching bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

286. Also (by request), petition of Bay Ridge Council, As- 
sociation for the Recognition of the Irish Republic, that the 
United States demand the release of prisoners in Lrish prisons; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

287. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of Central Union Label Coun- 
cil of Greater New York, favoring new reclassification up to 
8 per annum; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

rvice, 

288. Also, petition of the New York Counties Registered 
Nurses’ Association, District 13, urging graduates be placed in 
the professional list; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

289. Also, petition of board of managers, Children's Hos- 
pital, asking that nurses be put in the professional list; to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

290. Also, petition of the Bronx Board of Trade, Third 
Avenue, One hundred and thirty-seventh Street, and Lincoln 
Avenue, New York, N. Y.. favoring the Mellon plan of tax re- 
duction; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

291. Also, petition of New York Electrical League, favoring 
the Mellon plan of tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

292, Also, petition of the Harlem Board of Commerce, of 
New York, favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduction; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

293. By Mr. BRIGGS: Petition of Texas Women’s Missionary 
Society, Conroe Auxiliary, urging the adoption of child-labor 
amendment to the Constitution; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

294. Also, petition adopted by the Texas Women’s Missionary 
Society, favoring amending the Constitution prohibiting child 
labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

295. Also, petition from ladies of Livingston, Tex., urging the 
adoption of child-labor amendment to the Federal Constitu- 
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

296. By Mr. BURTON: Resolution adopted by the Northern 
Ohio Group of the Investment Bankers Association of America, 
commending the masterly handling of the finances of the Goy- 
ernment by the Secretary of the Treasury, and as strongly 
favoring the plan for the reduction of Federal taxes which he 
has proposed, and also favoring the utmost that can be done 
for wounded and disabled veterans of the World War, but 
opposed to any bonus or adjusted compensation measure under 
which payments would be made to all ex-service men; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

297. Also, petition from employees of the Ohio Electric & 
Controller Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the proposed plan 
of Secretary Mellon for the reduction of Federal taxes and 
opposing any bonus to ex-service men; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

298. Also, resolution from Marine Corps Post, No. 309, Ameri- 
can Legion, of Cleveland, Ohio, urging a speedy passage of the 
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u for adjusted compensation ; to the Committee on Ways and 
eans, 

299. By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: Petition of postal em- 
ployees of Brookings, S. Dak., urging increase of salary for post- 
office clerks and cther employees; to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

800. Also, petition of members of the chamber of commerce, 
city of Vermilion, S. Dak., urging immediate provision be made 
for a post-office building; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

301. By Mr. CURRY: Resolution of Calistoga District Cham- 
ber, of Calistoga, Calif., protesting against any change in the 
transportation act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

302. Also, petition of postal employees of Napa post office, 
Calif., providing for an increase of salary for post-office clerks 
and carriers; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

503. Also, resolution of the Chambers of Commerce of Vallejo 
and Napa, Calif., protesting against any change in the trans- 
portation act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

804. By Mr. PORTER: Petition of Samuel A. Davis, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduction; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

305. By Mr. DOYLE: Petition of the Chicago Association of 
Credit Men, favoring a reduction of taxes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. i 

806. By Mr. FENN: Resolutions of Morgan G. Bulkeley 
Camp, No. 54, Sons of Veterans, Forestville, Conn., favoring 
increased pensions for the veterans of the Civil War and their 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

807. By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of citizens of Middle- 
town, Ohio, against letting down the immigration bars; te the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

808. By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of sundry citizens of IIlinols, 
favoring the plan of Secretary Mellon for reduction of Federal 
taxation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

809. By Mr. KINDRED: Resolution of 27,000 veterans and 
their relatives of New York County, favoring adjusted compen- 
sation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

310. By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of Niagara Lodge, No. 
830, International Association of Machinists, Buffalo, N. Y.. pro- 
testing against the penalty imposed upon the Hon. Charles L. 
Craig by Federal Judge Julius M. Mayer; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

811. Also, petition of International Association of Bridge and 
Structural Iron Workers, Local No. 6, Buffalo, N. X., protesting 
against the power held by Federal judges; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

312. By Mr. MOONEY: Petition of Cleveland Independent 
Aid Society, protesting against further restriction of the immi- 
gration law; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

313. By Mr. O’CONNELL of New York: Petition of Kings 
County Council, Veterans of Foreign Wars, New York, urging 
the investigation in the case of William Cunningham, a prisoner 
confined in the United States penitentiary, Leavenworth, Kans, ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

314. By Mr. RAINEY: Resolution of the City Council of East 
St. Louis, opposed to the proposed northeast approach to the 
St. Louis Municipal Free Bridge; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

815. Also, resolution of the Scott County Women's Clubs, 
Illinois, favoring preservation of General Grant's camp grounds; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

816. By Mr. RAKER: Petition from the protest committee, 
Theo. W. Mayer, chairman, requesting the United States to aid 
in bringing about normal conditions in Europe, and especially 
Germany; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

317. Also, petition from the City Council of the city of Chi- 
cago, resolution protesting against legislation affecting rights of 
the States; from City Council of the city of Chicago, resolution 
in favor of amending the eighteenth amendment; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

318. Also, petition from the Fresno County Chamber of Com- 
merce, resolution stating no changes should be made in the 
conditions operating under the transportation act of 1920; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

319. Also, petition from San Joaquin Light & Power Corpo- 
ration, Los Angeles, Calif., in re tax reduction and soldiers’ 
bonus; from Midway Gas Co., Los Angeles, Calif., in re tax 
reduction and soldiers’ bonus; from Southern California Gas 
Co., Los Angeles, Calif., in re tax reduction and soldiers’ bonus; 
from Midland Counties Public Service Corporation, Los Angeles, 


Calif., in re tax reduction and soldiers’ bonus; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 3 

820. Also, petition from Wilgus Manufacturing Co., Los An- 
geles, Calif., in re tax reduction; from Security Trust Co., 
Bakersfield, Calif., in re tax reduction and soldiers“ bonus; from 
General Motors Corporation, New York City, in re tax reduc- 
tion; from the Holt Manufacturing Co., Stockton, Calif, in re 
tax reduction; from Coast Fishing Co. (Inc.), Wilmington, 
Calif., in re tax reduction; from Real Estate Board of New 
York in re tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

321. By Mr. RAINEY: “tesolutions of the Prairie Club, Chi- 
cago, III., urging preservation of our national parks; to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

822. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of Chamber of Commerce, 
Jamestown, N. Dak., in favor of abolishing the telegraph and 
telephone tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

323. By Mr. VARE: Petition of Philadelphia Chamber of 
Commerce, in favor of Chinese indemnity bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

324. By Mr. WATRES: Petition of residents and voters in 
Scranton and vicinity, indorsing the Mellon plan of tax re- 
duction ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

825. By Mr. YOUNG: Resolution adopted by the Home Mis- 
slonary Society of Wimbledon, N. Dak., praying for the en- 
actment of child-labor legislation; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

326. Also, resolution adopted by northwestern group of the 
North Dakota Bankers’ Association at Minot, N. Dak.. on De- 
cember 6, urging an increased tariff on wheat and flax and 
asking that a governmental agency be created to handle the 
export surplus; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


SENATE. 
Trrunspax, January 3, 1924. 


The Chaplain, Rey. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Lord, Thou hast been our dwelling place in all generations. 
Before the mountains were formed or ever the earth had its 
being, Thou hast been from everlasting to everlasting God. 
We recognize Thy changelessness amidst earth’s changings and 
we come to Thee to thank Thee for the many, many favors 
from Thy hands. Surely goodness and mercy have been our 
portion and have followed us all the days of our lives. 

And now entering upon another year with its responsibill- 
ties, its opportunities, its possibilities, we humbly ask for Thy 
guidance. Help us in the midst of problems. Direct our 
paths, and give unto us the certainty of going in the right 
direction constantly in line with Thine own glory and for the 
good of our Nation, We humbly ask in Jesus Christ's name. 
Amen. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read 
the Journal of the proceedings of the last legislative session. 
On request of Mr. Lopce and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, De- 
cember 20, 1923, was dispensed with and the Journal was 
approved. 
SOVIET GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that, 
with the permission of the Senate, I shall address the Senate 
on Monday next immediately on the conclusion of the routine 
morning business in regard to the recognition of the Russian 
Government. 


_LAWS AND RESOLUTIONS OF THE PHILIPPINE LEGISLATURE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


As required by section 19 of the act of Congress approved 
August 29, 1916, entitled “An act to declare the purpose of 
the people of the United States as to the future political status 
of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more 
autonomous government for those Islands,“ I transmit here- 
with a set of laws and resolutions passed by the Sixth Philip- 
pine Legislature during its first session, from October 27, 1922, 
to February 8. 1923, inclusive, and its special session, from 
February 14, 1923, to February 24, 1923, inclusive. 
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There is transmitted, also, a copy of act No. 8059, which 
was passed by the Fifth Philippine Legislature at its third 
session, and which became effective on September 16, 1923. 

These acts and resolutions have not previously been trans- 
mitted to Congress, and it is therefore recommended that they 
be printed as public documents, as heretofore. 

CAEVIN COOLIDGE. 

Tue Warre House, January 8, 1924. 

CLAIM FOR SEARCH FOR THE BODY OF ADMIRAL JOHN PAUL JONES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in 
Telation to a claim presented by the Government of France 
against this Government on account of losses sustained by a 
French citizen in connection with the search for the body of 
Admiral John Paul Jones, which was undertaken by Gen. 
Horace Porter, farmerly American ambassador to France, and 
I recommend that an appropriation be made to effect a settle- 
ment of this claim in accordance with the recommendation of 
the Secretary of State. 

I may state that the claim was brought to the attention of 
Congress in messages from the President dated June 4, 1918, 
July 21, 1919, and July 11, 1921, which are printed respectively 
in Senate Document No. 231, Sixty-fifth Congress, second ses- 
sion; in House Document No. 156, Sixty-sixth Congress, first 
session; and in House Document No. 101, Sixty-seventh Con- 
gress, first session. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


THe Warre Hovse, January 3, 1924. 


[Nore: Report accompanied similar message to the House of 
Representatives. 


THE SWEDISH FISHING BOAT “LILLY.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in 
relation to a claim presented by the Government of Sweden 
against the Government of the United States on account of the 
sinking of the Swedish fishing boat Lilly by the United States 
Army transport Antigone off the coast of Denmark on March 23, 
1920, and I recommend that an appropriation be made to effect 
a settlement of this claim in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of State. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe WITTE House, January 3, 1924. 


[Nore: Report accompanied similar message to the House of 
Representatives. 


OPEN MARKET PURCHASES BY THE PANAMA ANAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals: 


The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith for consideration 
by the Congress a letter from the Secretary of War, with a 
memorandum from the chief of the Washington office of the 
Panama Canal, dated December 17, 1923, and a draft of a bill 
granting the Panama Canal special authority in the matter of 
making open market purchases. 

I recommend the passage of the bill as requested by the 
Panama Canal. 

Respectfully, : 
CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PANAMA RAILROAD CO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Interoceanic Canals: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
seventy-fourth annual report of the board of directors of the 
Panama Railroad Co. for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1923. 


CALVIN COOLIDGE, 
THE Wuire HOUSE, January 3, 1924. 


NOBEL PEACE PRIZE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore lald before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary, of State transmitting for the 
information of the Senate a copy of the circular issued by the 
Nobel Committee of the Norwegian Parliament respecting the 
proposal of candidates for the Nobel Peace Prize to be dis- 
tributed December 10, 1924, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


RENTALS OF PROPERTIES IN EXTENSION OF CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the extension of the Capl- 
tol Grounds and receipts. from rentals for the period December 1, 
1922, to and including November 30, 1923, on certain properties 
on New Jersey Avenue, B Street NW., C Street NW., and Arthur 
Place NW., in the District of Columbia, rented under the juris- 
diction of the Secretary of the Interior, etc., which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

THE RECLAMATION FUND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore Iaid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Comptroller General of the United States 
reporting, pursuant to law, relative to augmenting the reclama- 
tion fund by crediting thereto repayments by water users, etc., 
of reclamation-project costs which Include increase of com- 
pensation appropriated from moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, etc., which was referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

SETTLEMENT OF SHIPPING BOARD CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the ehairman of the United States Shipping 
Board, transmitting, pursuant to section 12 of the suits in ad- 
miralty act, a report of arbitration awards of settiements of 
claims agreed to since the previous session of Congress by the 
United States Shipping Board and/or the United States Ship- 
ping Board Emergency Fleet Corporation, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

TYPEWRITERS, ETC., IN THE VETERANS’ BUREAU. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report 
of the Director of the United States Veterans’ Bureau, sub- 
mitted pursuant to law, of typewriters and other labor-saving 
machines purchased in exchange during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1923, from the appropriations “ Medical and hospital 
services,” “Salaries and expenses,” and “ Vocational rehabili- 
tation,” which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant elerk of the Court of Claims 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a certified copy of the findings 
of fact and opinion of the court in the cause of William H. H. 
Hart against the United States, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

REPORT OF THE CHESAPEAKE AND POTOMAG TELEPHONE CO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report, 
submitted pursuant to law, of the Chesapeake & Potomac Tele- 
phone Co. for the year 1923, which was referred to the Com- 
mitttee on the District of Columbia. 


POLISH PEOPLE OF HAMTRAMCK, MICH, 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, there was a brief editorial 
published in the Chicago Tribune December 24, 1923, relative to 
the subject of immigration. I ask that it may be printed in the 
Recorp. 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


BAMTRaAMCK. 


Hamtramck, a city of 60,000 inhabitants, situated within the limits 
of Detroit, is making a bid for fame. At a recent mass meeting of its 
residents demands were voiced for Polish rule,” evacuation of the 
State police, and removal of all but Polish people from the community. 
A Judge of the Federal court was harshly criticized for an attack on the 
local liquor situation, and a local justice was booed into silence when 
he attempted to speak in English in defense of the Federal court. He 
was told that only the Polish tongue should be heard. 

That reveals a situation which can not be overlooked. The persons. 
responsible for that meeting and ita actions are not American in 
thought, spirit, or practice, whether they are naturalized citizens or 
not. Either something within themselves or something in America has 
prevented them from becoming American and has kept them Poles at 
heart. It reveals a grave menace to American institutions and demo- 
cratic government, 
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It is not a theory but a fact. The question is how to correct it. 


The normal processes of time would do so if allowed to operate. Inter- 
marriage with Americans or other races in America, the growing use 
of a common language, the influence of the public schools and of 
American social customs upon the rising generation would eventu- 
ally break up any such racial consciousness and solidarity. But no 
such Influences have operated effectively upon those responsible for the 
demonstration cited. 

That is unfortunate but true. It is also unfortunate but true that 
resentment of this situation, expressed in the ordinary American atti- 
tude toward the Poles, or toward Italians, Greeks, Aslaties, and to a 
lesser extent toward Germans, Scandinavians, Irish, or British, tends to 
drive these people still more closely together. That is deplorable. But 
it does not justify ignoring the fact that an alien-minded community 
of 60,000 souls, established in one of our greatest industrial cities, 
violently resents the use of the American language and Government 
under American laws. That is a danger which must be understood if 
the present Congress is to take essential action toward eliminating such 
danger. 

Time and associations will correct in future generations the evils now 
apparent in this community. But neither time nor associations will 
correct the present evil. That can be done only by further restricting 
the influx of aliens which has been so great as to build up such com- 
munities in the present generation. Even if the next generation is 
Americanized the benefit will be comparatively slight if we develop 
more such communities of new alien immigrants. What we need is 
time to absorb those we have without the handicap of adding more 
unassimilable at the same time, 

It happens that the Poles of Hamtramck are the inspiration of this 
discussion. That is incidental. The same thought applies to Italian, 
Greek, Asiatic, or other racially conscious colonies of alien-minded 
peoples, Wherever located throughout the United States. 


ATTEMPT BY COMMUNISTS TO SEIZE THE AMERICAN LABOR 
MOVEMENT. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask that the pamphlet which 
I hold in my hand may be printed as a Senate document. It is 
a series of six articles prepared by the United Mine Workers 
of America and published in the newspapers of the United 
States on the subject of “Attempt by Communists to Seize the 
American Labor Movement.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears 
none, and the pamphlet will be printed as a Senate document, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate resolu- 
tions adopted by the board of managers of the Delaware & Hud- 
son Co., at New York, N. Y., favoring adoption of the so-called 
Mellon tax-reduction plan, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. * 

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the 
board of directors and executive committee of the National 
Retail Coal Merchants’ Association, at Washington, D. C., 
favoring adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the 
Life Underwriters’ Association of New York, favoring adop- 
tion of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also laid before the Senate communications and resolu- 
tions of the Honolulu Inter-Church Federation and Council, 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, Central Union Church, sundry 
members of the faculty of the University of Hawaii, and sundry 
citizens, all of Honolulu, Hawaii, favoring participation of the 
United States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate resolutions of the Filipino 
Club, of Washington, D. C., protesting against the administra- 
tion of the Philippines and favoring prompt and complete inde- 
pendence therefor, which were referred to the Committee on 
Territories and Insular Possessions. 

Mr. STERLING. I present a resolution adopted by the 
Parents and Teachers’ Association of the Washington Public 
School, of Huron, S. Dak., favoring an amendment to the Con- 
stitution authorizing Congress to enact Icgislation relative to 
child labor. I ask that this resolution be printed in the RECORD 
without the names and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ary. 

There being no objection, the resolution, without the names, 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


Be it resolved, That the Parents and Teachers’ Association of the 
Washington Public School, of Huron, S. Dak., at its regular meeting 
held Tuesday, December 11, 1923, petition the Congress of the United 


States now in session to pass a law amending the Constitution of the 
United States of America whereby the Congress of the United States 
shall be empowered to regulate the employment of minor children up 
to age 16 and the working hours of such minor children. 


Mr. ROBINSON presented a resolution adopted by the Ar- 
kansas Hotel Men's Association at Little Rock, Ark., favoring 
the adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of rural letter carriers of the sev- 
eral counties of the State of Arkansas, praying for the passage 
of the so-called rural letter carriers’ equipment allowance bill, 
meai were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 

He also presented a communication by Reginald L. Redcliffe, 
of Chicago, III., discussing the immigration problem and stat- 
ing that citizenship should be granted only after a reasonable 
assurance as to the honor, loyalty, and integrity of the appli- 
cant, etc., which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the World Re- 
lations’ Committee of the Minneapolis (Minn.) Council of 
Churches, favoring the participation of the United States in 
the Permanent Court of International Justice, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES of Washington presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of the State of Washington, praying an amendment to 
the Constitution regulating child labor, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. N 

Mr. HARRELD presented the following concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of Oklahoma, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 


Engrossed House Concurrent Resolution 4, R. A. Singletary (by re- 
quest), memorlalizing the Congress of the United States as to its 
policy relative to the Officers’ Reserve Corps, a citizen's component 
of the Army of the United States, as created by the national defense 
act of June 4, 1920. 


Whereas the Congress of the United States, by the enactment of the 
national defense act of June 4, 1920, created the Officers’ Reserve 
Corps, a citizen's component of the Army of the United States; and 

Whereas said Reserve Corps is a most economical and democratic 
peace-time establisment, and in time of national emergency would be 
of the greatest value to the Government; and 

Whereas said Reserve Corps has within its ranks in Oklahoma more 
than fifteen hundred of the business and professional men of this State 
whose patriotic services costs the Government nothing; and 

Whereas the continuance of the headquarters of the various adminis- 
trative units of said corps, as provided by the past and present policy 
of the War Department, is vitally essential to the welfare of said corps: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the ninth 
legislature in extraordinary session assembled, That it is the consensus 
of opinion of this legislature that the Congress of the United States 
should continue its present policy toward and support of the Officers’ 
Reserve Corps, and more particularly that a sufficient appropriation be 
allowed by the present Congress to allow the continuance of the head- 
quarters for the various administrative units under the plan now in 
force; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be duly enrolled and for- 
warded to the Secretary of War and each Member of Congress from 
the State of Oklahoma. 

Adopted by the house of representatives this the 7th day of Decem- 
ber, 1923. 

W. D. McBee, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Adopted by the senate this the 7th day of December, 1923. 

TOM ANGLIN, 
President of the Senate. 

Correctly enrolled. 

JoHN M. BELL, 
Chairman of Committee on Engrossing and Enrolling. 


Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Wichita, Kans., praying for adoption of the so-called Mellon 
tax-reduction plan, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Adult Mission 
Study Class of the First Baptist Church of Ottawa, Kans., 
favoring an amendment to the Constitution regulating child 
labor, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the congregation 
of the Evangelical Church of Newton, Kans., favoring the par- 
ticipation of the United States in the Permanent Court of 
International Justice, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD presented a resolution of the Kiwanis Club 
of Laredo, Tex., favoring the passage of a national draft act 
in time of peace which will call all necessary men to the colors 
upon the declaration by Congress of an existing emergency, 
and also draft all material resources, industrial organizations, 
labor, and capital necessary for the termination of the existing 
emergency, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Ie also presented a resolution adopted by the Sorosis Olub 
of Fort Worth, Tex., favoring the participation of the United 
States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE presented resolutions adopted by the 
Sacramento Realtors’ Association, of Sacramento, and the 
Stockton Chamber of Commerce, of Stockton, both in the State 
of California, favoring adoption of the so-called Mellon tax- 
reduction plan, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the 
Chesterfield Square Methodist Episcopal Church, of Los An- 
geles, Calif., praying that the United States participate in the 
Permanent Court of International Justice, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the 
Woman's Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Church 
of Wintersburg, Calif., praying an amendment to the Consti- 
tution regulating child labor, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the South Ante- 
lope Valley Chamber of Commerce, of Palmdale, Calif., favor- 
ing a revision of the immigration laws, which were referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chambers of 
Commerce of Antioch, Calistoga District, Corona, Eastern 
Contra Costa County, Fullerton, Fresno County, Los Angeles, 
Long Beach, Madera, Napa, Orange Community, Patterson, 
Redlands, Sacramento, San Bernardino, San Rafael, San Pedro, 
Santa Ana, Oxnard, and Visalia, all in the State of California, 
opposing any action by Congress tending to modify or change 
the transportation act of 1920, which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at the fifty-sixth 
Fruit Growers and Farmers’ Convention of the State of Cali- 
fornia, held at Santa Ana, Calif., December 6 and 7, 1923, 
protesting against enactment of legislation tending to lower or 
remove the tariff duties now existing on agricultural or horti- 
cultural products, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a letter from E. P. Minner, post adjutant, 
conveying the action by resolution of San Bernardino Post, No. 
14, American Legion, of San Bernardino, Calif., favoring the 
passage of legislation establishing Armistice Day as a national 
holiday and closing the United States post office in proper ob- 
servance of the day, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the United States 
Spanish War Veterans of California at the twentieth annual 
convention held at Riverside, Calif., favoring the passage of 
legislation to secure necessary changes in the system of manag- 
ing the national soldiers’ homes, which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a letter in the nature of a petition of Mrs. 
George H. Martin, secretary of the Woman’s Civil League, of 
Pasadena, Calif., praying for the conservation of the upper 
Mississippi River bottom lands and that they be taken over 
by the Federal Government as a national preserve, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Greenwich; sundry citizens of South Norwalk, Canton, and 
Stamford; the City Savings Bank of Bridgeport; sundry auto- 
motive dealers of New Haven and vicinity; the Americaniza- 
tion Committee of New Haven; and of the Fairfield County 
Master Plumbers’ Assoctation of Sound Beach, all in the State 
of Connecticut, praying for adoption of the so-called Mellon 
tax-reduction plan, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Norwalk Real 
Estate Board, of Norwalk, and the Middletown Chamber of 
Commerce, both in the State of Connecticut, favoring adop- 
tion of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of A. C. Latham Camp, No. 19, 
of Mystic; of Col. Edward Anderson Camp, No. 30, of Danielson; 


of Charles L. Russell Camp, No, 26, of Derby; of Wadhams 
Camp, No. 49, of Waterbury; of Jared R. Avery Camp, No. 20, 


of New London; of Wadhams Post, No. 49, of Waterbury; of 
Wm. B. Wooster Camp, No. 25, of Ansonia; of Morgan G. 
Bulkeley Camp, No. 54, of Forestville; and of Horatio G. 
Wright Camp, No. 33, of Clinton, all Sons of Veterans, United 
States of America, in the State of Connecticut, favoring the en- 
actment of legislation providing a pension of $72 per month for 
Civil War veterans and $50 per month for their widows, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WILLIS presented the petitions of A. C. Russell and 97 
other citizens of Ashtabula, of A. H. Binns and 77 other citizens 
of Cleveland, and of Mrs. Frances D. McConnell and 41 other 
citizens of Kent, all in the State of Ohio, praying that the 


-United States participate in the Permanent Court of Interna- 


tional Justice, which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Harry C. Queen and 12 
other veterans of the World War, citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction 
plan and opposing the granting of adjusted compensation to ex- 
service men, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry employees of the 
American Bottle Co., of Toledo, Ohio, praying for adoption of 
the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance, 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. DIAL, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 384) to authorize the building of a bridge 
across Waccamaw River in South Carolina near the North 
Carolina State line, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 13) thereon. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON POST OFFICES AND POST ROADS. 


Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favorably 
sundry resolutions authorizing certain committees to hold hear- 
ings. They are in the usual form and identical with several 
resolutions already adopted. I ask unanimous consent for their 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read tha 
first resolution, 

Senate Resolution No. 66, submitted by Mr. Srertrne Decem- 
ber 15, 1923, was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents 
per 100 words to report such hearings as may be had in connec- 
tion with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING, 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
Senate Resolution No. 87, submitted by Mr. Opp December 
18, 1923, reported it favorably without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-cighth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oatha, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 
100 words to report such hearings as may be had in connection with 
any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
‘Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Senate 
Resolution 88, submitted by Mr. Lodge December 18, 1923, re- 
ported it favorably without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized, during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress, to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer caths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 
words to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate. 


. 
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HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
Senate Resolution 89, submitted by Mr. McLean December 18, 
1923, reported it favorably without amendment, and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
eighth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not to exceed 25 cents 
per 100 words to report such hearings as may be had in connection 
with any subject that may be pending before said committee, the ex- 
penses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 106, submitted by Mr. Corr December 20, 1923, 
reported it favorably without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved; That the Committee on Immigration, or any subcommittee 
thereof, is authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send for 
persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words to report 
such hearings as may be had on any subject before said committee, the 
expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
any session or recess of the Senate. 


BELLE DICKINSON. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 91, submitted by Mr. Perper December 18, 1923, 
reported it favorably without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Belle Dickinson, widow of Milton L. 
Dickinson, late a private of the Capitol police, a sum equal to six 
months’ compensation at the rate he was receiving by law at the time 
of his death; said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses 
and all other allowances. 5 


SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. La For- 
LETTE} is present, and I ask that the oath may be administered 
to him at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials of the Sena- 
tor elect from Wisconsin have been received and filed, and he 
will present himself at the desk to receive the oath of office. 

Mr. La Fotierre was escorted to the Vice President's desk by 
Mr. Lenroor, and the oath prescribed by law was administered 
to him. 

PRINTING OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA LAWS. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 65, submitted by Mr. Moses December 15, 1923, 
reported it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. MOSES. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the resolution just reported. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it hereby is, 
authorized to have the laws of Congress relating to the District of 
Columbia and the laws of former municipal governments in said Dis- 
trict which are still in force recompiled, indexed, and annotated in 
codified form to and including March 4, 1923, the expense of same, not 
to exceed $1,000, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


INGHAM G. MACK. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 74, submitted by Mr. Moses December 17, 1923, 
reported it favorably with an amendment. 

Mr. MOSES. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the resolution. j 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to know whether it is limited to the 
present Congress or to this session. 

Mr. MOSES. ‘To the session. 

Mr. KEYES. There is an amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee which limits it to the session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ASHURST. Let it be read. 


The reading clerk read the resolution, which had been re- 
ported with an amendment to strike out “ until otherwise pro- 
vided by law” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ during the 
first session of the Sixty-eighth Congress,” so as to make the 
resolution read: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to employ Ingham G. Mack as a 
messenger in the marble room of the Senate, to be paid at the rate 
of $1,000 per annum from the contingent fund of the Senate, during 
the first session of the Sixty-cighth Congress. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM TEXAS, 


Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favorably 
without amendment Senate Resolution 97, authorizing an in- 
vestigation of alleged unlawful practices in the election of a 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. SPENCER. The resolution, which came originally from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, is practically ver- 
batim the resolution which the Senate adopted in connection 
with the Newberry contest. I ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution for information. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 


Whereas charges of excessive and illegal expenditures of money and 
of unlawful practices have been made in connection with the primary 
nomination and the election of a Senator from the State of Texas, 
which election was held on the 7th day of November, 1922: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to 
investigate the said charges and countercharges, if any, of excessive 
and illegal expenditures of money and of unlawful practices in con. 
nection with the said election of a Senator from the State of Texas, 
including the proceedings for the nomination of candidates at the 
primary heretofore held, and to take possession of the ballots, poll 
lists, registration lists, tally lists, and all other documents and records 
relating to the said primary nomination and election; and the Sergeant 
at Arms of the Senate and his deputies and assistants be, and they 
are hereby, instructed to carry out the directions of the said Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcommittee thereof, in 
that behalf; and that the said Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
or any subcommittee thereof, be, and it Is hereby, directed to proceed 
with all convenient speed to take all necessary steps for the preserya- 
tion of the said ballots, poll lists, registration lists, tally lists, and 
other documents, and to recount the said ballots, and to take and 
preserve all evidence as to the various matters alleged in the said 
charges and countercharges and any answers hereafter filed, and of 
any alleged fraud, irregularity, and excessive or illegal expenditures of 
money, and of any unlawful practices in the said election and primary, 
and as to the intimidation of voters or other facts affecting the result 
of said election. 

Resolved further, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
or any subcommittee thereof, be authorized to sit during the sessions 
of the Senate and during any recess of the Senate, or of the Congress, 
and to hold its sessions at such place or places as it shall deem most 
convenient for the purposes of the investigation; and to have full 
power to subpena parties and witnesses, and to require the production 
of all papers, books, and documents, and other evidence relating to the 
said investigation ; and to employ clerks and other necessary assistants, 
and stenographers (at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per 100 words), to 
take and make a record of all evidence taken and received by the com- 
mittee; and to keep a record of its proceedings; and to have such evi- 
dence, records, and other matter required by the committee printed. 

Resolved further, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate and his 
deputies and assistants are hereby required to attend the said Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcommittee thereof, and to 
execute its directions; that the chairman or any member of the com- 
mittee be, and is hereby, empowered to administer oaths; that each of 
the parties to the said contest be entitled to representatives and attor- 
neys at the recount and the taking of evidence; that all disputed bal- 
lots and records be preserved so that final action may be had thereon 
by the full committee and the Senate; that the committee may appoint 
subcommittees of one or more members to represent the tommittee at 
the various places in the making of the recount and the taking of evi- 
dence, and the committee may appolnt such supervisors of the recount 
as it may deem best; and that the committee may adopt and enforce 
such rules and regulations for the conduct of the recount and the tak- 
ing of evidence as it may deem wise, not inconsistent with this reso- 
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lution; and that the committee shall report to the Senate as early as 
may be, and from time to time, if it deems best, submit all the testi- 
mony and the result of the recount and of the investigation. 

Resolved further, That the expenses incurred in the carrying out of 
these resolutions shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 
upon vouchers ordered by the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, 
and approyed by the chairman of the committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, as I understand the resolution, 
the investigation proposed by it is confined to the question of 
expenditures in the election? 

Mr, SPENCER. As the resolution is drawn, the investiga- 
tion is not confined solely to expenditures, but covers excessive 
expenditures and any other illegal practices which may have 
occurred in the election. Those are the two general subjects 
which are embraced in the proposed investigation. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Does the resolution include both the 
primary and the general election? 

Mr. SPENCER. It includes both the primary and general 
election. 

Mr. BORAH. Then, do I understand that under the terms 
of the resolution the committee could go into any question 
which, in the judgment of the committee, was deemed relevant 
to the question of the Senator’s right to his seat? 

Mr. SPENCER. As to that the Senator from Idaho would be 
better informed perhaps than would I, but I should say from 
the reading of the resolution that the committee would be per- 
fectly justified in investigating any charges which might be 
made or any countercharges which might be made that might 
be based either upon excessive expenditures or other illegal 
practices. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if I were the Senator who was 
being investigated, I should feel that I would have the right 
which is ordinarily given to a man who is under investigation ; 
that is, to know concerning what I was going to be investigated 
about. The resolution is very plain as to the question of ex- 
penditures, but beyond that it opens a field that no one can 
be informed concerning until the committee proceeds to the in- 
vestigation. I think the resolution is very widely and loosely 
drawn. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I think perhaps it might be 
fair to say—and I am sure the Senator from Idaho will ap- 
preciate the situation—that the committee does not know what 
these charges are; at least, the chairman of the committee does 
not. There are voluminous papers which have been filed with 
the committee. What the charges of illegal practices are or 
what illegal practices are alleged I do not know, and the com- 
mittee does not know. How could the resolution be drawn dif- 
ferently than to permit the investigation of any charges or 
countercharges based upon illegal practices? The practice 
must be illegal or they could not be investigated. The resolu- 
tion is drawn in the usual form. 

Mr. BORAH. Have specific charges been filed here against 
the sitting Senator? 

Mr. SPENCER. A mass of papers, which I say to the Senator 
would take many days to read, have been filed, but neither the 
committee nor its chairman have as yet gone through them 
carefully. From a casual examination of them, I should say 
they are mainly based upon excessive expenditures. However, 
counsel upon both sides have informed the chairman of the 
committee that there will be illegal practices complained of 
which will need investigation. The committee, of course, ought 
to have the authority to investigate any alleged illegal prac- 
tices; but no practices except illegal practices could be inves- 
tigated under the terms of the resolution. How the resolution 
could embrace less, I can not see. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr, President, I do not rise to object to 
the consideration of the resolution, but I wish to say that I 
had supposed before a Senator was put on trial, so to spek, as 
to his qualifications for membership in this body, somebody 
ought to make some charges against him; it ought to be 
alleged, it seems to me, that his election was invalid for certain 
reasons. I am not familiar with the practice of the Senate in 
such matters, but I agree with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Boran], if I understand his contention, that if anybody claims 
a Senator was illegally elected he ought to state the grounds for 
the claim; he ought to specify in what the illegality consists. 

It would seem to me, upon a casual listening to the terms of 
the resolution, that the committee is proposed to be authorized 
to inquire into what anybody may in the future come along and 
allege was an illegal practice. I am not prepared to speak upon 
the question technically, but I have always supposed that where 


a man was accused of any act he ought to be definitely informed 
of what the accusations consist, and ought not to be summoned 
before a tribunal which might be authorized to investigate what- 
ever may in the future be alleged to have occurred illegally, 
I am, therefore, somewhat in doubt from what the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Spencer] has stated whether there is any paper 
on file before the Committee on Privileges and Elections or in 
the archives of the Senate which specifies what the charges are. 
The Senator from Missouri states that there are bundles of 
papers before the committee which the committee has not had 
time to examine. It may be that amongst them there Is some 
paper that demands that the election of the Senator be inves- 
tigated because of certain acts alleged to be illegal for which he 
is responsible; but I am not clear that the Senator himself 
knows whether or not there are any charges filed or whether 
there are simply voluminous letters and documents before the 
committee. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
to inquire whether any resolution has been offered either in 
this body or in the committee respecting the matter? Upon 
what has the jurisdiction of the committee been based to enter 
upon the proposed inquiry at all? Is there any resolution 
pending? 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. The Senator of course is aware that a 
resolution is now pending authorizing the investigation. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I understand that. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I am not a member of the committee, 
and am ignorant of the whole matter. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The resolution merely authorizes an in- 
vestigation ; but what is the basis of the proposed investigation? 

Mr. BRANDEGER. I do not know; but I assume that some 
papers have been presented to the Senate in connection with 
this case which have been referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I should like to inquire if 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections has considered the 
question whether such charges have been made as would justify 
the committee in entering upon an investigation? 

Mr. SPENCER. As a basis of presenting this resolution 
there was filed at the last Congress a notice of contest, making 
general charges of illegal practices and of excessive expendi- 
tures. The charges are voluminous. The committee has ex- 
amined none of them carefully, and the very purpose of this 
resolution is to give the committee the authority from the 
Senate to examine those charges. During the present Con- 
gress those charges, which had been filed and laid upon the 
table, were by the President of the Senate presented to the 
Senate and by him referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, where they now are. It is to look into those charges 
and into that contest which has been filed that this resolution 
is introduced. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I speak of this 
matter in the light of some 10 years’ experience as a member 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I agree that 
that committee, unless it departs from procedure that it has 
always observed during that period at least—and, I think, 
throughout its history—would put no man on trial, would 
enter upon no inquiry whatever as to whether one who has 
presented a certificate is entitled to it and entitled to a seat 
in this body until specific charges are filed affecting the valid- 
ity of his election. So charges will, of course, be presented; 
but it would be idle to think of incorporating those charges 
in this resolution authorizing an investigation. A man who 
comes here with a certificate duly executed is prima facie 
entitled to a seat in this body, and anyone who contests his 
right to that seat must, of course, file with the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections charges touching the validity of his 
election, and that committee will be limited in its inquiry, as 
a matter of course, to the charges that are thus filed before it 
for investigation. That committee can not proceed to incur 
expense in the investigation which is suggested by the charges 
without authority from this body. The pending resolution pro- 
poses to authorize the committee to incur such expenditures as 
may be necessary and to follow up and inquire into the charges 
which may be filed. That is the purport of the resolution, as 
I understand, 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the resolution, however, does 
specifically and definitely refer to one charge, namely, the 
illegal expenditure of money in the election, and then it seems 
to include by general statement any other charge that may 
come along. 

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Any other charge that may be 
made, 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. It occurs to me that, if it was easy to 
make a charge with reference to expenditures, those making 
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that charge, if they had in their mind other charges, could just 
as well have said so. Of course, if the committee has a rule 
of procedure and a method of arriving at definite charres, and 
so forth, I have not anything further to say. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I will say to the Senator that I 
have never known the committee to investigate a matter of 
this character except upon specific charges filed and of which 
the sitting Member has had due notice, 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator a question regarding that suggestion. Can the com- 
mittee act merely upon general that may come up 
without any notice to the sitting Member? I ask the question 
for information, as I have just come into the Chamber. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The procedure of the committee— 
and I speak from experience—approximates as closely to a 
judicial procedure, to a judicial inquiry, as to the right of one 
to hold office, as circumstances will admit. 

Mr. SHIELDS. And it is proper that it should. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It is entirely proper that it should, 
so that if an irrelevant matter is sought to be introduced the 
sitting Member would have a right to move to strike it out and 
confine the procedure to matters relevant to the inquiry and 
thus narrow the whole investigation to bear legitimately upon 
the question of the legality of the election. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire, 
does the committee require a bill of particulars? 

Mr. SHIELDS. No investigation or expenditure should be 
authorized except upon specific charges of which the seated 
Member has notice. It would be outrageous to proceed in the 
dark against him when he had no notice whatever of the 
charge made. It would be unprecedented, unfair, and unknown 
to the forms of law of this country and every principle of 
justice. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I understand the resolution to au- 
thorize the expenditure of money for the investigation of such 
charges as have been or may be made. 

Mr, ROBINSON. Mr. President, the language of the resolu- 
tion, if the Senator will permit me, is: 


That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to investi- 
gate the said charges and countercharges, if any, of excessive and 
illegal expenditures of money— 


And so forth. So that the resolution, I think, limits the com- 
mittee to the investigation of the charges that are filed. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that 
before the Senate a resolution of this nature could be made 
much more definite than this one is made. As I understand, it 
does not follow, because this resolution recites only two 
charges, and one of them is quite general in its nature, that the 
committee will not follow the ordinary procedure that would 
govern a court in making the investigation. If a charge is 
made before the committee that is too general, and -not suffi- 
ciently specific, it will always be in order, as I understand, for 
the party charged to make a motion requiring the other party 
to make his charge more definite, more specific, before any 
evidence is taken. ‘That would be a preliminary step. The 
committee would pass on that motion. 

It is quite evident that the Senate can not pass on the vari- 
ous preliminary and other motions that may come up in this 
investigation, but the committee can. It not only can, but it 
will be required if such motions are made to take action and 
confine the investigation to a legitimate course, 

Moreover, we are Informed by the chairman of the committee 
that this resolution Is a copy of preceding resolutions under 
which very extensive investigations have been made, and as 
far as I know no abuse of any discretion placed in the com- 
mittee’s hands has been even charged in any preceding investi- 
gation. If we undertook here to require before the Senate a 
charge sufficiently specific of any illegal matter that it is 
claimed ought to be investigated we would be in an almost end- 
less debate and discussion of matters of procedure that it seems 
to me the committee ought to pass on and ought to have juris- 
diction over. If any investigation is to be had we ought to 
make the resolution sufficiently general so that the committee 
will not be confined to a particular course that can not be fore- 
seen, perhaps, before the investigation commences or is partially 
finished. 

I think what has been stated by the Senator from Idaho 
and the Senator from Connecticut has been perfectly proper. 
There must be such definite charges made; but, as I understand, 
the court where they must be made and where they must be 
passed on is the committee. It would be practically an im- 
possibility for the Senate to take up such matters as that 
unless they did not care to do anything else but decide that one 
proposition. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from Montana whether it is the custom of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections to prepare a bill of par- 
ticulars and serve it on the Senator whose seat is contested, 
50 that he may know what the charges against him are and be 
prepared to defend himself? I know that in a court, when 
charges in the nature of a omnium gatherum like this are pre- 
ferred, the defendant is entitled to know what the charges 
are, so that he can defend himself, and due notice must be 
given him. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am not able to refer to any par- 
ticular case upon which I could speak concerning the practice 
of the committee; but I have stated heretofore that the prac- 
tice of the committee conforms as nearly as the circumstances 
will permit to a contest in court, and if in a procceding in 
court a bill of particulars would be appropriate it would be 
quite appropriate to ask for a bill of particulars before the 
committee. In any case, however, whether it takes the form 
of a bill of particulars or a more specific allegation of the 
averments made, the seated Member is entitled to definite in- 
formation concerning the charges made against him. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I am very well satisfied 
with our committee. We have a very able committee of law- 
yers who practice in court. I think they will require that a 
bill of particulars shall be filed, so that the Senator may know 
what he is charged with and be able to prepare his defense. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I think perhaps the lan- 
guage that the Senator from Idaho had in mind is in the latter 
part of the paragraph defining the powers of the committee and 
giving instructions to it. It appears to authorize the com- 
mittee, on its own motion, to make an investigation of a number 
of matters— 


alleged in the said charges and countercharges and any answers here- 
after filed, and of any alleged frand, irregularity, and excessive or 
illegal expenditures of money, and of any unlawful practices in the said 
election and primary, and as to the intimidation of voters or other 
facts affecting the result of said election. 


Apparently, the investigation is not confined to the charges 
filed. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me say to the Senator, if he 
will pardon me, that it occurs to me that the word “ alleged” 
there meets the requirements. That, of course, means some 
formal charge. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Perhaps so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has heard no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, {t seems to me that if this 
resolution is in the usual form now is a good time to require 
such resolutions to state specifically hereafter just what 
charges are made against the Senator whose right to sit here 
is challenged. It seems to me that any Senator whose seat 
is in question is entitled to know just what the charges against 
him are, and that the resolution ought to set out— 


Whereas it is alleged that so-and-so has been done, that money has 
been lavishly and corruptly used— 


And so forth, so that the Senate will know what the investi- 
gation is to cover, and the Senator involved will know what he 
is called upon to answer. 

I have no objection to the investigation, and I am sure the 
Senator from Texas has no objection whatever to it; but he is 
entitled to know in detail just what the charges against him 
are, so that he will know what he is expected to meet. 

It seems to me, as the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] 
has said, that this resolution is entirely too indefinite. It ought 
to set out specifically that in a primary held in the State of 
Texas at a certain time certain things were done. 

It may be that when the committee meets somebody will 
make out a bill of particulars and present a copy of it to the 
Senator from Texas. He is certainly entitled to that. I should 
like to ask the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Spencer] in what 
particular does this resolution differ from the other resolutions 
that have been introduced in contested cases in the past? 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, let me answer the Senator 
from Alabama and make myself clear so that the Senate may 
understand the situation as I answer. I have no concern ex- 
cept that the Senate shall clearly understand the situation. 

The committee had no charges. The committee is the court to 
investigate charges that may be filed and that have been filed. 
All that the resolution does is to give to the committee au- 
thority to investigate the charges or countercharges that have 
been made. It is verbatim the resolution which the Senate 
adopted in the Newberry contest, with the single exception that 
„registered lists —Which one of the counsel from Texas said 
was the name by which those lists were called in Texas—were 
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added to “poll lists,“ and “countercharges” were inserted 
“or any countercharges — mere verbal changes. Except for 
those two insignificant verbal changes the whole resolution is 
verbatim the resolution adopted in the Newberry case. It starts 
out with precisely the first sentence with which the Senator from 
Alabama thinks it ought to start, namely: 

Whereas charges of excessive and illegal expenditures of money aud 
of unlawful practices have been made. 


Charges have been made. Of course those charges never will 
be sustained unless they are specific. Of course no man will 
have to answer before the committee any charge of which he is 
not fully apprised. That Is the purpose of the court. The 
charges can not be made in their detail until the court is as- 
sembled to hear them. The committee can not investigate those 
charges until the Senate say: We have sent to you these 
charges, and now we authorize you to investigate them,” and 
that is all that this resolution does. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator if it 
is his purpose to serve on the Senator from ‘Texas a list of the 
specific charges made against him before this investigation is 
commenced? 

Mr. SPENCER. Why, of course; if the Senator from Texas 
desires it. As a matter of fact, the counsel for the Senator from 
Texas as well as the counsel for the other side have been in 
constant consultation with suggestions, and there will be a meet- 
ing of the subcommittee, if convenient to the subcommittee, that 
will take up with the counsel the whole course of procedure to 
determine what we ought to do and how we ought to do It, 
Nothing will be done, nothing ought to be done, that is not 
perfectly understood by both sides. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator is chairman. of 
the committee, and I should like to ask him why his committee 
has not gone through these papers sufliciently to inform them- 
selves as to just what the charges are so that they could reduce 
those charges to writing and put them in the resolution so that 
we would know and the Senator from Texas would know exactly 
what they are going to do? 

Mr. SPENCER. Why, Mr. President, all that the committee 
could do it has done—that is, to find that there are before it 
charges of excessive expenditure and other illegal practices. 
Some of those charges may be withdrawn; others may be added. 
No court can look into specific charges until the court is au- 
thorized to investigate them. Certainly the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections—and I speak only for one member of it— 
does not court work, does not want to do anything more than it 
has to do. The Senate has sent to the committee a case, and 
it is to give the committee the authority to investigate that case 
that this resolution has been introduced. We had a full meet- 
ing of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. They recom- 
mended this resolution, and then, under our rules, it went to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. They bring it back with a favorable report. It is 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, with the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, who is the chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, that he will see to it that the charges 
are made and notice given to the Senator from Texas before 
the investigation is commenced, I shall not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
question now is upon agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Senate this morning has 
passed quite a number of formal resolutions reported from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. Before the Senate adjourned a couple of weeks ago, 
I introduced a resolution in reference to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry similar to those which have been 
passed relating to other committees. I am informed by a mem- 
ber of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate that they reported that resolution favor- 
ably just before the Senate adjourned. It was not acted on, 
but of course, under the rule, went to the calendar. I now ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion (S. Res. 76) authorizing the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry to hold hearings and employ a stenographer to report 
the same, and so forth, which is a resolution similar to those 
passed in regard to other committees of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was read, considered, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, is authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send for 


persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words to re- 
port such hearings as may be had on any subject before said committee, 
the expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
any session or recess of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I make a simi- 
lar request with reference to Senate Resolution 69, authorizing 
the Committee on Commerce to hold hearings and employ a 
stenographer to report the same. It is the same form of reso- 
Intion as that just passed. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It simply provides for reporting hearings 
of the committee? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. And for the committee to make 
investigations, to have documents printed, and so forth. It is 
the usual resolution. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It authorizes no particular inyestigation? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; it does not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was read, considered, 
and agreed to, as follows: 8 


That the Committee on Commerce, or any subcommittee thereof, be, 
and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress to send for 
persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a 
stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words to re- 
port such bearings as may be had in connection with any subject which 
may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any 
subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the 
Senate. 


FOX RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. LADD. Mr. President, I report back from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce sundry bills relating to the construction of 
bridges, which have the approval of the War Department, and 
for which I shall ask immediate consideration. 

First, I report back favorably without amendment from the 
Committee on Commerce the bill (S. 1539) extending the time 
for the construction of a bridge across Fox River by the city 
of Aurora, DL, and granting the consent of Congress to the 
removal of an existing dam and to its replacement with a new 
structure, and I submit a report (No. 11) thereon. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the times for commencing and completing 
the construction of a bridge authorized by an act of Congress approved 
February 15, 1923, to be built by the city of Aurora, Kane County, 
III., across the west branch of the Fox River, are hereby extended 
three and five years, respectively, from the date of approval hereof. 

Sec. 2. That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the 
remoyal of the dam now existing in the west branch of Fox River 
near Main Street, in said city, and its replacement with a new dam 
approximately a distance of 165 feet northerly of and upstream from 
the site of said present dam: Provided, That the work shall not be 
commenced until the plans therefor have been approved by the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, and by the Secretary of 
War: Provided further, That the actual construction of the dam 
is commenced within three years and completed within five years 
from the date of approval hereof, 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


TUG FORK BRIDGE, WEST VIRGINTA. 


Mr. LADD. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 1374) to au- 
thorize the Norfolk & Western Railway to construct a bridge 
across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near a point 
about a mile and a half west of Williamson, Mingo County, 
W. Va., and near the mouth of Turkey Creek, Pike County, 
Ky., and I submit a report (No. 10) thereon. I ask for the 
immediate consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Norfolk & Western Railway Co., a 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Virginia and 
authorized to do business in the State of West Virginia and to 
possess and operate a railway in Kentucky, its successors and assigns, 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and 
operate, a bridge and approaches thereto across the Tug Fork of 
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the Big Sandy River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation 
at or near a point about a mile and a half west of Williamson, Mingo 
County, W. Va., and near the mouth of Turkey Creek, Pike County, 
Ky., where the said Tug Forb, forms the boundary line between the 
States of West Virginia and Kentucky, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters, approved March 28, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. LADD. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 1868) granting 
the consent of Congress to the State of South Dakota for the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River between 
Walworth County and Corson County. S. Dak., and I submit a 
report (No. 9) thereon, I ask for the immediate consideration 
of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the State of South Dakota to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at a point 
suitable to the interests of navigation between Walworth County and 
Corson County, S. Dak., in Accordance with the provisions of an act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Src, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. LADD. From the Committee on Commerce I report back 
favorably with amendments the bill (S. 801) granting the 
consent of Congress to the construction, maintenance, and 
operation by the Valley Transfer Railway Co., its successors 
and assigns, of a rallroad bridge across the Mississippi River 
between Hennepin and Ramsey Counties, Minn., and I submit 
a report (No. 6) thereon. I ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 6, after the word 
“bridge,” to insert the word “and”; and, on line 6, after the 
word just inserted, to strike out the words “suitable for rail- 
way purposes” and insert “approaches thereto,” so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the Valley Transfer Railway Co., a corporation organized and 
existing under the laws of Minnesota, its successors and assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Mississippi River between Hennepin and Ramsey Counties, Minn., 
at a point suitable to the interests of navigation and near where the 
line between the city of Minneapolis and the Fort Snelling Military 
Reservation, extended, would cross said river, in accordance with the 
provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved, 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I should not like 
to ralse any objection to the present consideration of an ordi- 
nary and usual bridge bill; but just a few moments ago we 
passed a bill extending the time for the construction of a bridge 
across the Fox River, which, judging from this distance, is not 
the ordinary bridge bill at all, but is a bill of some considerable 
length and apparently with some conditions attached. The 
bill now under consideration seems to be of the same character. 
I inquire of the Senator from North Dakota if there is any 
such urgency about these measures as should prompt us to act 
in this summary manner on them rather than have them go to 
the calendar and be considered in the usual way? 

Mr. LADD. I will say that in the case of several of the bills 
the War Department has been very anxious to have them 
passed in order that they may get to work on the projects at 
once. I took the matter up before the Committee on Com- 
merce this morning and was instructed to submit the reports 
and ask for the immediate consideration of the bills. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, the Senator will under- 
stand that it is utterly impossible to give any due consideration 


` 


to these measures when they are brought up in this way. As I 
said, if they were simply formal bills for the construction of 
bridges, I should not like to object. 

Mr. LADD. The only change made by this bill is one made 
by the War Department In order to make it conform to their 
rulings. It is a matter of changing two words. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. In view of the very high confi- 
dence I have in the Senator from North Dakota, I do not like 
to object, and I shall not do so; but I do not think this is a 
very wise method of passing legislation. 

Mr. FLETCHER, I ask the Senator to state whether these 
bills have been reported in accordance with the recommenda- 
tions of the department. They were all referred to the de- 
partment? 

Mr. LADD. They were all referred to the War Department, 
and Sai of them has received the approval of the War Depart- 
men 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the amendments of the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting the 
consent of Congress to the construction, maintenance, and op- 
eration by the Valley Transfer Railway Co., its successors and 
assigns, of a bridge across the Mississippi River between Hen- 
nepin and Ramsey Counties, Minn.” 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. LADD. I report back favorably without amendment 
from the Committee on Commerce the bill (S. 1367) granting 
the consent of Congress to the State of South Dakota for the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River between 
Brule County and Lyman County, S. Dak., and I submit a report 
(No. 8) thereon. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
the State of South Dakota to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Missouri River at a point suitable 
to the interests of navigation between Brule County and Lyman County, 
8. Dak., in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An 
act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
approved March 23, 1906. 

Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
YELLOWSTONE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. LADD. I report back favorably with amendments from 
the Committee on Commerce the bill (S. 1170) to authorize 
the highway commission of the State of Montana to construct 
and maintain a highway bridge across the Yellowstone River 
at or near the city of Glendive, Mont., and I submit a report 
(No. 7) thereon. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 5, before the word 
“bridge,” to strike out the word “highway”; and in line 7, 
after the word“ River.“ to insert the words “at a point suitable 
to the interests of navigation,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be. it enacted, eto., That the highway commission of the State of 
Montana be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a 
bridge and approaches thereto, comprising part of the Federal aid high- 
way system of Montana, across the Yellowstone River at a point 
suitable to the Interests of navigation at or near the city of Glendive, 
Dawson County, Mont., in section 35, township 16 north, range 55 east, 
Montana meridian, in accordance with the provisions of the act en- 
titled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize the 
highway commission of the State of Montana to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Yellowstone River at or near tha 
city of Glendive, Mont.” 
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ST. FRANCIS RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. LADD. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 604) to author- 
ize the construction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge 
across the St. Francis River, near St. Francis, Ark, and I ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the St. Louis Southwestern Railway Co., 
a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of 
Missouri, be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and 
operate a railroad bridge and approaches thereto across the St. 
Francis River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation near 
St. Francis, Ark., or to reconstruct, maintain, and operate the present 
bridge of said company across the said river in accordance with the 
provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WHITE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. LADD. From the Committee on Commerce I report back 
favorably without amendment the bill (S. 603) to extend the 
time for constructing a bridge across the White River at or 
near the town of Des Arc, Ark., and I submit a report (No. 4) 
thereon. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and completing 
the bridge authorized by the act of Congress approved February 19, 
1920, to be built across the White River at or near the town of Des 
Are, Ark., by Gordon N. Peay, jr., his heirs and assigns, are hereby 
extended three years and six years, respectively, from the date of ap- 
proval hereof. 

Bec, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

FOX RIVER BRIDGES, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. LADD. From the Committee on Commerce I report back 
favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 1540) granting the 
consent of Congress to the city of Aurora, Kane County, IIL, a 
municipal corporation, to construct, maintain, and operate cer- 
tain bridges across Fox River, and I submit a report (No. 12) 
thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the city of Aurora, a municipal corporation, situated in the county of 
Kane and State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and operate two 
bridges and approaches thereto, one of said bridges to cross the east 
branch of Fox River from Stolps Island to the easterly mainland and 
the other of said bridges to cross the west branch of Fox River from 
Stolps Island to the westerly mainland, at points suitable to the inter- 
ests of navigation, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
approved March 23, 1906: Provided, however, That the actual con- 
struction of said bridges shall be commenced within three years and 
completed within five years from the date of passage hereof. 

Suc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. x 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, which was agreed to: 

S. 747. A bill for the relief of Joseph F. Becker; and 

S. 1019. A bill for the relief of William D. Prideaux. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the same committee, to which were 
referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, which was agreed to: 

S. 800. A bill for the relief of Truman H. Osborn, alias George 
Empey; 


S. 975. A bill for the relief of Aaron Kibler; and 

S. 1543. A bill for the relief of George E. Harpham. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the same committee, to which were 
referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service, which was agreed to: 

S. 748. A bill for the relief of Moses Y. Starbuck; and 

S. 1552. A bill for the relief of Thomas G. Harris. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 953) for the relief of William Kaup, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. BURSUM, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1011) for the relief of Michael 
Sweeney, asked to be discharged from its further consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Through an error the bill (S. 182) 
for the relief of Frederick W. Drury, introduced by the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Obo], and the bill (S. 1568) for the relief 
of certain officers in the United States Army, introduced by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN], were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. They should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims under the practice which 
has prevailed for many years. I therefore ask that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs be discharged from their considera- 
tion and that the bills be referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Committee on Military Affairs will be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bills, and they will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BORAH. The bill (S. 976) for the relief of Lyn Lund- 
quist should be referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
rather than to the Committee on Claims. I ask that the change 
of reference may be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Committee on Claims will be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, and it will 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

Mr. NORRIS. The bill (S. 747) for the relief of Joseph F. 
Becker was introduced by me on the 10th of December and was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. A similar bill was in- 
troduced in the last Congress and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, where it properly belongs. I ask that the 
Committee on Claims be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill and that the same be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1602) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Wilson B. Burtt; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1608) granting an increase of pension to James 
Martin; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1604) for the relief of D. H. MacAdam; and 

A bill (S. 1605) for the relief of Emma Kiener; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. a 

By Mr. NORBECK: 

A bill (S. 1606) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
further for the national security and defense and, for the pur- 
pose of assisting in the prosecution of the war, to provide cred- 
its for Industries and enterprises in the United States necessary 
or contributory to the prosecution of the war, and to supervise 
the issuance of securities, and for other purposes,“ approved 
April 5, 1918, and fer other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 1607) for the relief of Nellie Kildee; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 1608) to carry out the provisions of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Daniel Butland, brother of Francis But- 
land, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: 

A bill (S. 1609) to fix the time for the terms of the United 
States district courts in the western district of Virginia (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 1610) granting a pension to Lenora Piper; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1611) to provide for the erection of a publie build- 
ing at McMinnville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 1612) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Feely; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1613) granting military status to field clerks, Signal 
Service at Large, American Expeditionary Forces; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1614) providing for the construction of bridges 
across the Great Kanawha River below the falls in West Vir- 
ginia under certain conditions; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 1615) for the relief of Arthur E. Colgate, adminis- 
trator of Clinton G. Colgate, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1616) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine claims of the International Arms 
& Fuze Co.; and 

A bill (S. 1617) for the relief of Charles D. Shay; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1618) to amend the retirement laws affecting cer- 
tain grades of Army officers; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 1619) granting a pension to James J. Su'livan 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GERRY: r 

A bill (S. 1620) to amend section 3908, United States Com- 
piled Statutes, 1916 (Revised Statutes, section 3186, as amended 
by act of March 1, 1879, chapter 125, section 8, and act of 
March 4, 1913, chapter 166) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENDRICK: 

A bill (S. 1621) for the relief of John F. White and Mary L. 
White; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1622) authorizing the payment of certain sums to 
the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 1623) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Senecal (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1624) granting an increase of pension to B. F. 
Durnell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 1625) authorizing the establishment of a light ves- 
sel to mark the entrance to Grays Harbor, Wash.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1626) directing the resurvey of certain lands; and 

A bill (S. 1627) directing the resurvey of certain lands; to 
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. HOWELL: 

A bill (S. 1628) granting a pension to Alexander Solomon; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEORGE: 

A bill (S. 1629) authorizing the appropriation of $10,000 for 
the erection of a monument at Rome, Ga., in honor of Pyt. 
Charles W. Graves; to the Committee on the Library, 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 1630) to amend the Federal farm loan act and the 
agricultural act of 1923; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. PHIPPS: 

A bill (S. 1631) to authorize the deferring of payments of 
reclamation charges; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 1632) granting a pension to Josephine Lydy; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIAL; 

A bill (S. 1633) for the relief of James F. Jenkins; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1634) to authorize the building of a bridge across 
the Lumber River in South Carolina, between Marion and 
Horry Counties; to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McNARY. At the request of the senior Senator from 
California (Mr. JouHNson), who is necessarily absent, I intro- 
duce two bills. 

By Mr. McNARY (for Mr. Jonnson of California): 

A bill (S. 1635) making appropriation to complete the public 
building at Red Bluff, Tehama County, Calif.; and 


A bill (S. 1636) increasing the limit of cost of a public build- 
ing and site at Red Bluff, Tehama County, Calif.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1637) for the relief of J. P. Redmond and J. R. 
MeNutt (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1638) authorizing the Court of Claims to adjudi- 
cate the claim of Capt. David McD. Shearer for compensation 
for the adoption and use and acquisition by the United States 
irae of his patented inventions; to the Committee on 

Jaims, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota: 

A bill (S. 1639) to provide for the appointment of a court 
reporter by each judge of the United States district court, 
fixing their salaries and fees, defining their duties, and repeal- 
ing all laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 1640) granting an increase of pension to Tony 
Verrosso; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1641) to declare Lincoln’s birthday a legal holiday; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 1642) to provide for the purchase and sale of 
farm products; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1643) for the relief of Samuel S. Archer; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Davis; and 

A bill (S. 1645) granting a pension to Katharine Thompson; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1646) granting an increase of pension to Mariah E. 
Baxter; to the Committee on Pensions. q 

A bill (S. 1647) to reimburse officers, soldiers, and civilian 
employees of the Army, and their families and dependents, for 
losses sustained as a result of the hurricane which occurred in 
Texas on August 16, 17, and 18, 1915; and 

A bill (S. 1648) for the relief of José Louzau; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 1649) to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” approved July i, 1898, and acts amendatory thereof 
and supplementary thereto; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1650) for the relief of William F. Brockschmidt 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. HARRELD: 

A bill (S. 1651) granting a pension to Joseph A. Branstetter ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1652) to authorize the sale of lands and plants not 
longer needed for Indian administrative or allotment purposes ; 

A bill (S. 1653) authorizing the expenditure for certain pur- 
poses of receipts from oil and gas on the Navajo Indian Reser- 
vation in Arizona and New Mexico; and 

A bill (S. 1654) to authorize the allotment of certain lands 
within the Fort Yuma Indian Reservation, Calif., and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1855) for the erection of a public building at 
Waurika, Jefferson County, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A bill (S. 1656) granting the consent and approval of Con- 
gress to the La Plata River Compact; to the Committee on Irri- 
gation and Reclamation. ` 

A bill (S. 1657) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations ” ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1658) to award the distinguished-service medal, 
posthumously, to the late Lieut. Col. Charles M. de Bremond, 
Field Artillery; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1659) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Webster Roberts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1660) to amend an act entitled “An act to enable the 
people of New Mexico to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States”; to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

A bill (S. 1661) designating the State of New Mexico as a 
judicial district, fixing the time and place for holding terms 
of court therein, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 

A bill (S. 1662) for the relief of Diego Antonio Sanchez; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


495 


A bill (S. 1663) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
in the ease of Manuelita Swope; and 

A bill (S. 1664) for the relief of Dr. C. LeRoy Brock; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1665) to previde for the payment of one-half the 
cost of the construction of a bridge across the San Juan River, 
N. Mex. ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 1666) to amend section 4433 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and section 4418 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended by the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1905; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1667) to authorize the purchase of lands in Florida 
for an experimental and demonstration forest for the production 
of naval stores; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1668) to repeal certain provisions of an act ap- 
proved March 4, 1923, entitled “An aet to provide additional 
credit facilities for the agricultural and livestock industries of 
the United States, to amend the Federal farm loan act, to 
amend the Federal reserve act, and for other purposes“; 

A bill (S. 1669) to amend an act entitled “An act amending 
section 32, Federal farm loan act, approved July 17, 1916"; and 

A bill (S. 1670) to amend section 3 of the act of Congress 
approved July 17, 1916, known as the Federal farm loan act; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 1671) to provide for regulating traffic in certain 
clinical thermometers, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1672) for the relief of certain retired officers of the 
Marine Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1673) for the relief of John Kaba; 

A bill (S. 1674) for the relief of George W. Cushman; 

A bill (S. 1675) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Edward I. Gallagher, of New York, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Charles Gallagher, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1676) for the relief of Theresa M. Shen; 

A bill (S. 1677) for the relief of the estate of James A. 
MeErlain: 

A bill (S. 1678) for the relief of Thomas Steenworth; 

A bill (S. 1679) for the relief of Emma H. Ridley; and 

A bill (S. 1680) to reimburse Domingo Liuanag for money 
deposited on the U. S. S. President Lincoln, lost at sea (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1681) granting an increase of pension to Ella 
Francis Bostwick; 

A bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
A. O'Brien; 

A bill (S. 1683) granting a pension to Willlam Muller; 

A bill (S. 1684) granting a pension to John Joseph Hardy; 

A bill (S. 1685) granting a pension to John W. Brown; and 

A bill (S. 1686) granting a pension to Charles Stein; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1687) providing for a commissioned status to sani- 
tary engineers in the Public Health Service of the United 
States; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1688) granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction of a highway bridge over the Hudson River at Pough- 
keepsie, N. Y.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1689) providing for the appointment of Stewart 
Blackman as first lieutenant, United States Army, to take rank 
under provisions of sectfon 24a of the act of Congress approved 
June 4, 1920; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1690) to amend the act entitled “An act for the 
retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other purposes,“ approved May 22, 1920; to the Committee on 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1691) for the restoration of the old Fort Vancouver 
stockade; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 1692) providing for the establishment of a radio 
station on Unga Island, Alaska; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1693) to authorize deduction of war-risk insurance 
premiums from the war-service bonus payable under the act 
approved February 24, 1919, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1694) placing postmasters under civil service; 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1695) for the relief of Katherine Rorison; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1696) to provide for causes of action arising out of 
Federal control and eperation of telegraph and telephone sys- 
tems during the war, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 


A bill (S. 1697) to aid in the erection of a monument to 
Indian Timothy at his graye near Alpowa, Asotin County, 
Wash.; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1698) granting permission to Capt. Dorr F. Tozier 
to accept a gift from the King of Great Britain; and 

A bill (S. 1699) authorizing Dominic I. Murphy, consul gen- 
eral of the United States of America, to accept a silver fruit 
bowl presented to him by the British Government; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 1700) to encourage the development of agricultural 
resources, water power, and waterways of the United States 
through cooperation of the United States with the several 
States of the United States, in conjunction with each other, 
giving preference in the matter of employment and the estab- 
lishment of rural homes to those who have served with the 
military and naval forces; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. 

A bill (S. 1701) to increase the limit of cost for the construc- 
tion of the United States public building authorized at Juneau, 
Alaska; and 

A bill (S. 1702) to construct a public building for a post 
office at the city of Port Angeles, Wash.; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1703) for the relief of J. G. Seupelt; 

A bill (S. 1704) for the relief of dispossessed allotted In- 
dians of the Nisqually Reservation, Wash. ; 

A bill (S. 1705) for the relief of the heirs of Ko-mo-dal-kiah, 
Moses agreement allottee No. 33; 

A bill (S. 1706) making provision for the irrigation of In- 
dian lands within the limits of the Curlew irrigation district in 
the State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 1707) appropriating money to purchase lands for 
the Clallam Tribe of Indians in the State of Washington, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1708) to establish the Grand Coulee National Park 
in the State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 1709) to create the Yakima National Park in the 
State of Washington; to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

A bill (S. 1710) to provide compensation for employees of the 
United States separated from the service on account of in- 
juries received while in the performance of duty, and for other 
purposes ; and 

A bill (S. 1711) to enlarge the powers and duties of the De- 
partment of Justice in relation to the repression of prostitution 
for the protection of the armed forces; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1712) providing for officers’ retirement under 
certain conditions ; 

A bill (S. 1718) for the relief of volunteer officers and sol- 
diers who served in the Philippine Islands beyond the period 
of their enlistment; 

A bill (S. 1714) to survey and locate a military and post road 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Puget Sound, Wash., and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1715) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his 
discretion, to deliver to each of the several county seats in 
the State of Washington captured German cannon, cannon 
balls or shells, and gun carriages, condemned United States 
cannon, cannon balls and shells, or gun carriages; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1716) to authorize the establishment of a fisheries 
experiment station on the coast of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1717) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1718) to amend section 4404 of the Revised Saluta 
of the United States as amended by the act approved July 2, 
1918. placing the supervising inspectors of the Steamboat In- 
spection Service under the classified civil service; 

A bill (S. 1719) requiring all ships sailing under a foreign 
flag and entering the ports of the United States or clearing 
therefrom to have a permit from the United States Shipping 
Board; 

A bill (S. 1720) authorizing leases for commercial attachés, 
authorizing an appropriation to defray the expenses of an 
advisory committee for the Fisheries Bureau, Department of 
Commerce. and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 1721) to transfer from the Department of Com- 
merce to the Department of Labor the duty and power to 
enforee so much of the navigation laws and laws governing 
the Steamboat Inspection Service as relate to persens employed 
in seafaring occupations, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1722) providing for the construction of a Pacific 
cable, and for other purposes; 
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A bill (S. 1728) to increase the efficiency of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1724) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as amended by the act approved July 2, 
1918, to abolish the inspection districts of Apalachicola, Fla., 
and Burlington, Vt., Steamboat Inspection Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 50) to provide for the suspen- 
sion of immigration of aliens into the United States; to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. HOWELL: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 51) authorizing the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Kansas City to invest its funds in the con- 
struction of a building for its branch office at Omaha, Nebr.; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. JONES of New Mexico: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 52) for the relief of the drought- 
stricken farm areas of New Mexico; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 53) proposing to amend the 
Constitution of the United States to authorize uniform laws 
on the subject of marriage and divorce, and to provide penal- 
ties for enforcement; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PROTECTION OF FUR-SEAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I introduce a resolution 
with reference to an investigation of the fur-seal industry of 
the United States and its protection, which I' ask may be 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does the resolution provide for 
an investigation of the seal industry? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; it does. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. And a request is made that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Manufactures. The 
Committee on Commerce has had jurisdiction heretofore of 
that subject and I wonder if the Senator would have any 
objection to the resolution being referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. I do not know what the terms of the resolution 
are. Its terms may warrant its going to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think the terms of the resolution warrant 
its reference to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. May we have the resolution 
read? 

Mr. WHEELER. I prefer to have it go to the Committee on 
Manufactures, because I myself am on that committee. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I merely wish to say that the 
Committee on Commerce had quite extensive hearings with 
reference to the same proposition in the last session of Con- 
gress. Several members of the committee visited the islands 
last summer. May we have the resolution read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution for information. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. May I ask the Senator from 
Montana if the entire resolution deals simply with the con- 
tract with the Fouke Fur Co.? 

Mr. WHEELER. It does not. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It has other matters in it? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; it has other matters in it. The pur- 
port of it is to investigate not only incidentally that contract 
but also the whole seal industry with reference to the reducing 
of the raw skins and the increase in the price of the skins at 
retail. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does it relate to that contract 
and also to what would be a better method to follow in this 
country, whether to have the skins machined and dressed by 
one party or sell them in the raw state? 

Mr. WHEELER. That is only a portion of it, I will say to 
the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I thought if it dealt with that 
alone I would have no objection to the reference to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

Mr. WHEELER. It has to do with that and also with the 
sale of the sealskins at retail. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does that cover all of it? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I make no objection to the ref- 
erence of the resolution to the Committee on Manufactures. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to observe 
that inasmuch as the resolution authorizes the Committee on 
Manufactures to hold hearings and conduct an investigation 


the resolution necessarily must be referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. FLETCHER. May I suggest that the Senator from Mon- 
tana look into the hearings held and the record made by the 
Committee on Commerce. I think we have traveled over the 
same ground very largely in the past, but at the same time I 
have no objection to the matter going to another committee if 
that is his desire. The Committee on Commerce, however, 
thrashed out the controversy and had extensive hearings on 
the matter. 

Mr, WHEELER. I understand that. 

Mr, FLETCHER. If the Senator had those hearings, they 
might be useful to him. However, the resolution, I under- 
stand, goes to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution (S. Res. 108) was referred to the Committee 
to Aami and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
as follows: 


Whereas on February 15, 1921, the Govetnment of the United States 
entered into a secret 10-year agreement with fur handlers in St. Louis, 
Mo., for the dyeing, dressing, and sale of all fur-seal skins taken by 
the Government of the United States from the Pribilof Islands; and 

Whereas said agreement by its provisions was made subject to any 
legislation that might thereafter be enacted by the Congress of the 
United States; and 

Whereas the records of the Bureau of Fisheries of the Department 
of Commerce show that from September, 1921, to April, 1923, the 
Government had netted a loss on the sale of 23,555 sealskins han- 
dled ander the provisions of the above-mentioned agreement; and 

Whereas the prices received for Government-owned sealskins dis- 
posed of under the terms of the above-mentioned agreement have 
steadily declined until on October 8, 1923, at St. Louis, Mo., the 
Government was compelled to withdraw its duly advertised fur-seal 
skins from sale immediately after offering them to the bidders at 
public auction by reason of the ridiculously low prices bid; and 

Whereas the retail prices of Pribilof sealskin garments have not 
materially declined since the signing of said agreement; and 9 

Whereas approximately 50,000 Government-owned fur-seal skins are 
now accumulating and unsold and are being held at the warehouses of 
the fur contractor at St. Louis for the reason that the Government can 
not dispose of them at a fair price; and 

Whereas it appears that the Government of the United States Is 
about to lose large sums of money by reason of the further operation 
of this 10-year contract; and 

Whereas in order that the Government of the United States and its 
seal industry may be protected from further disastrous losses and the 
seal herds be conserved, it is the duty of the Congress of the United 
States to inquire into all matters surrounding the above-mentioned 
agreement and its operation, as well as all conditions surrounding the 
fur industry : Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures of the Senate of the 
United States is instructed to investigate and report to the Senate as 
soon as possible all allegations set forth in this resolution, as well as 
all matters whatsoever pertaining to the fur industry, including the 
execution and operation of the above-mentioned agreement; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures or any subcommittee 
thereof be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress 
to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to 
employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any sub- 
ject within this resolution which may be before said committee, the 
expenses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
and that the committee or any subcommittee thereof may sit during 
the sessions or recesses of the Senate for the purpose of this reso- 
lution. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTH submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res. 109), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 
hundred words to report such hearings as may be had in connection 
with any subject which may be befere said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE. 
Mr. STERLING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 


111), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 
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Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads be, 

-aud it is hereby, authorized to employ an assistant clerk during the 

Sixty-eighth Congress at a rate of $2,000 per annum, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


HEARINGS REFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HARRELD submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
112), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 
100 words to report such hearings as may be bad in connection 
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate. 


INVESTIGATION OF L. C. PARKER PLAN. 


Mr. JONES of Washington submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 113), which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor of the Senate 
be, and it is hereby, authorized, by subcommittee or otherwise, to in- 
vestigate the plan of L. C. Parker, of Seattle, State of Washington, for 
the reduction and elimination of juvenile crimes in the United States, 
and to recommend to Congress what, if anything, the Government of 
the United States should do concerning such plan and what, if any, 
arrangement should be made with I.. C. Parker in connection therew!th. 


DISTRIBUTED AND UNDISTRIBUTED EARNINGS OF CORPORATIONS, 


Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, in the last 
revenue bill which was passed it was provided that corporations 
should give information as to the amount of their distributed 
and undistributed profits.. A few weeks ago I called upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury to furnish me with the information 
for the year 1922. The reply was that the information had not 
yet been tabulated. I, therefore, offer the resolution which I 
send to the desk calling for that information, and I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Mexico offers a resolution, which the Secretary will read for 
the information of the Senate. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 110), as 
follows: j 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
directed to furnish to the Senate information regarding the distributed 
and undistributed portions of the earnings or profits of corporations 
(including gains and profits and income not taxed) accumulated during 
the taxable years for which returns have been made or information 
furnished during the calendar year 1923 showing such earnings or 
profits of such corporations upon business done during the calendar 
year 1922 or for any fiscal year for which information regarding such 
earnings or profits with respect to which information has been fur- 
nished in returns filed during the calendar year 1923 in tabular form 
as follows, to wit: 

First. It is desired that all corporations reporting net income shall 
be classified with respect to industries substantially as was doné under 
the direction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue as reported in 
table 9 on pages 58 to 65, inclusive, of the Statistics of Income from 
Returns of Net Income for 1921 and for each class of industries as 
reported by serial numbers from 1 to 165, inclusive, of said statistics. 

Second. The number of corporations in each class as indicated by 
sald serial numbers which haye distributed or ordered to be distributed 
to its stockholders of such earnings or profits accumulated during the 
taxable year for which the returns were made— 

(a) Less than 10 per cent of such earnings or profits, 

(b) 10 per cent and less than 20 per cent of such 
profits, 

(% 20 per 
profits, 

(d) 30 per 
profits, 

(e) 40 per 
profits, 

(t) 50 per 
profits, 

(g) 60 per 
profits, 

(h) 70 per 
profits, 


earnings or 


cent and less than 30 per cent of such earnings or 


cent and less than 40 per cent of such earnings or 


cent and less than 50 per cent of earnings or 


cent and less than 60 per cent of earnings or 


cent and less than 70 per cent of earnings or 


cent and less than 80 per cent of earnings or 
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(1) 80 per cent and less than 90 per cent of such earnings or 
profits, 

(J) 90 per cent or more of such earnings or profits 
together with the total amount of such earnings or profits distributed 
or ordered to be distributed in each indicated percentage and the total 
amount of such earnings or profits not distributed or ordered to be 
distributed. 

Third. That such information as above requested be arranged in 
such tabular form as will clearly show the information requested in 
conformity as nearly as may be practicable with the plan used in the 
statistics of income above referred to, together with totals pertaining 
to each group of industries according to the style and form used in 
sald statistics. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I doubt whether the information 
called for in the resolution can be gathered within six or even 
eight months. I think the Senator from New Mexico ought to 
limit the scope of the resolution so that we may obtain what- 
ever information the department may have for past years, in 
order that we may use it in the consideration of any revenue 
measure which may come before the Committee on Finance. 
I am in full accord with the idea which the Senator from New 
Mexico has, but I can not see how it would be possible to ob- 
tain the information called for without employing a force of I 
do not know how many employees and going through all the 
returns. I can plainly see that for the years 1917, perhaps 1918, 
and even, perhaps, 1919, such information could be furnished, 
but I very much doubt whether it would be possible to give the 
information for the years 1920, 1921, and 1922. I am absolutely 
sure that it could not be furnished for the year 1923. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Utah is laboring under a misapprehension. There is no such 
information with respect to any year prior to 1922, and, of 
course, there is no such information with respect to any year 
since 1922. The information which was authorized to be 
furnished by the revenue act of 1921 applied only to the returns 
for the calendar year 1922, and they were not made until 1922; 
so that there is only one year with which the Treasury Depart- 
ment can deal in regard to this resolution. 

The Treasury Department has already tabulated, with respect 
to the various groups of industries, much information. It has, 
with respect to the earnings of corporations for the year 1921, 
compiled very valuable information. It has arranged the in- 
dustries in various groups, and it has also given to the different 
classes of industries within those groups serial numbers. The 
number of corporations reporting net income far the year 1922 
will not be relatively large; only about one-half of the cor- 
porations of the country report any net income for that 
year. 

I certainly think the Senator from Utah is unnecessarily ap- 
prehensive as to the amount of labor which would be required 
to furnish the information asked for by the resolution. At any 
rate, this is information which we must have when we begin the 
consideration of a revenue bill, as I think we all concede will 
be done in the near future. I have been trying for several 
years to get just this character of information, but it has not 
been forthcoming from any source. When the last revenue bill 
was framed we inserted an amendment which required the cor- 
porations in making their returns to give this information, and 
I assume they have done so. At any rate, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his letter to me, did not furnish the information 
solely for the reason, as stated in his letter, that it has not 
as yet been compiled, and this resolution merely asks for the 
compilation in such form as will be of value to the Congress. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course, I could not follow in 
detail the reading of the resolution. It seemed to me, from 
what I did hear of it, that it would take a great deal of time 
to prepare the information which is sought. I will ask the 
Senator to let the resolution go over until to-morrow. In the 
meantime I will have an opportunity to read the resolution care- 
fully, and if it merely proposes what the Senator suggests as 
to the information desired I shall offer no objection. The 
Senator knows that I am just as anxious to secure such infor- 
mation as is he. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico, 
the resolution go over, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie ovee- 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of Order of Business No. 8 on the calendar, 
being Senate Resolution 78, which merely authorizes the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to hold hearings. 


I am perfectly willing to have 
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There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 78) sub- 
mitted by Mr. BRANDEGEE on December 17, 1923, was considered 
and agreed to, as follows: N 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be. and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth Congress 
to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to 
employ a stenographer at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per 100 words 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
that may be pending before said committee, the expenses thereof to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the com- 
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or 
recesses of the Senate, 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR. 


Mr. BORAH. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of Order of Business No. 9, being Senate Resolu- 
tion 93, which is similar to the resolution which has just been 
passed with reference to the Judiciary Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 93) submitted 
by Mr. Boran on December 19, 1923, was considered and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor, or an7 sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty- 
elghth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents 
per hundred words to report such hearings as may be had in vonnec- 
tion with any subject which may be before said committee, the ex- 
penses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
und that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during 
the sessions or recesses of the Senate. 


TRANSPORTATION OF MEMBERS OF AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION TO 
LONDON. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, there is a reso- 
lution on the table asking the Shipping Board for certain in- 
formation which I should like to have considered and acted 
upon at this time. I think it will take but a moment, und 1 
ask unanimous consent for the present consideration o7 the 
resolution, which is Senate Resolution 105. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which 
will be read. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 105), sub- 
mitted by Mr. Jones of Washington on December 20, 1923, as 
follows: . 


Resolved, That the United States Shipping Board be, and it is 
hereby, directed to inform the Senate whether the matter of trans- 
porting, some time during the coming year, members of the American 
Bar Association to London was taken up by the association, or any- 
one else in its behalf, with the Shipping Board or any of its repre- 
sentatives; and if so, what proposal or terms were offered by the 
Shipping Board or its representatives for such transportation, 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to 
the resolution, the amendment to read as follows: 

Also furnish similar Information respecting the transportaticn of 
delegates of the Chamber of Commerce of the United States of America 
and of other organizations in the United States to the second general 
meeting of the International Chamber of Commerce held in Rome, Italy, 
during the week of March 17, 1923. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that amendment will involve the 
expenditure of money to be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Senate, will it not? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I should not think so. The resolution 
merely calls upon the Shipping Board to furnish the informa- 
tion. 

Mr. SMOOT. Very well. Then, I have no objection to the 
amendment, 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Shipping Board has that information 
and they can reply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I should like to 
inquire of the Senator from Washington whether the board 
ought not also to be asked to advise the Senate, if it has the 
information, as to why the Shipping Board was not able to 
secure this business? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I should be very glad to have 
that information, I think they would tell that under this lan- 
guage, however. Under the resolution with reference to the 
bar association I think they will give all the facts, 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. I was afraid not. This resolu- 


tion merely asks them for such negotiations as they had, and 


that they would tell us; but it might be that the competing 
company offered lower terms, which they were not willing to 
meet, or it might be that the competing company offered ex- 
actly the same terms, and yet these associations chose the for- 
eign ship. In other words, I want to try to find out not only 
wat negotiations they had, but, if I can, just why it was that 
they did not get the business. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I should be glad to have that 
information, if the Senator will suggest language that will 
cover what he has in mind. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask that there be added to the 
resolution the following: 


Also any information it may have as to why the carriage of mem- 
bers of such association was not secured by the said board. 


Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask a question? I 
should like to find out how long it will be after they get back 
before they pass a resolution for a ship subsidy to keep the 
8 merchant marine from perishing off the face of the 
seas — 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not understand why the 
Senator keeps digging up that corpse all the time. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Well, putting it that way, I suppose it is 
not worth while. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, may I have the entire resolution, 
with the amendments, read? I should like to hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution as proposed to be amended. 

The READING CLERK. The original resolution reads: 


Resotved, That the United States Shipping Board be, and it is hereby, 
directed to Inform the Senate whether the matter of transport'ng, some 
time during the coming year, members of the American Bar Association 
to London was taken up by the association, or anyone else in its behalf, 
with the Shipping Board, or any of its representatives, and if so, what 
proposal or terms were offered by the Shipping Board, or its repre- 
sentatives, for such transportation. 


At the end of that the senior Senator from Florida proposes 
the following amendment: 


Also furnish similar information respecting the transportation of 
delegates of the Chamber of Commerce of the United States of America 
and of other organizations in the United States to the second general 
meeting of the International Chamber of Commerce held in Rome, Italy, 
during the week of March 17, 1923. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Will the Chair have read the 
amendment which I offered, as follows: 


Also any information it may have as to why the carriage of members 
of such association was not secured by the said board. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Montana, 

Mr. FLETCHER. The question first comes on the amend- 
ment offered by myself, and then the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Montana at the end will be in order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree- 
ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, speaking not particularly on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Montana, but on the 
resolution itself, it does seem to me that it is a rather useless 
undertaking to pass at this time a resolution asking for informa- 
tion which practically eyery newspaper in the land has pub- 
lished in full. 

I have read—and I presume most Senaters have—the result 
of the first agitation of this matter on the floor of the Senate, 
which brought out statements from various members of the 
bar association und members of the committee and statements 
on the part of members of the Shipping Board in reply; and it 
does seem to me that all the information we can secure has 
already been obtained. I have no particular objection to passing 
a resolution asking for something of that character after it is 
all published; but if there is any other information, I am sure 
that all that it would be necessary for any Member of the 
Senate to do would be to telephone the Shipping Board and 
look at the eorrespondence or write the Shipping Board. It 
seems to me it is an anomalous matter to take up before the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, may I suggest to 
the Senator that I thought we could get all that information by 
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letter, and I wrote to the Shipping Board on the subject? I 
got a reply, but this morning I ascertained that we did not get 
all the information at that time and that all of it has not yet 
been given to the papers or printed in the papers. So I thought 
it was well to have the information in official form and under 
their statement that it is all the information they have. 

Mr. EDGE. May I suggest to the Senator, then, that his 
resolution should direct the Shipping Board to send us copies of 
all’ the correspondence—not their viewpoint, but the actual 
correspondence that has occurred between the committee of the 
bar association and the Shipping Board? I do not think we 
want to try the case; but if there is some information that we 
have not received, let us have the actual file of correspondence. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is what they will send us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair). 
The Secretary will again state the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida. 

The Reapine Crerk. It is proposed to add, at the end of the 
original resolution, the following words: 


Also furnish similar information respecting the transportation of 
delegates of the Chamber of Commerce of the United States of America 
and of other organizations in the United States to the second general 
meeting of the International Chamber of Commerce held in Rome, 
Italy, during the week of March 17, 1923. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now state 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Montana. 

The Reaptnc CLERK. At the end of the amendment just 
agreed to it is proposed to add the following: 

Also any information it may have as to why the carriage of mem- 
bers of such association was not secured by the said board, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the United States Shipping Board be, and it is hereby, 
directed to inform the Senate whether the matter of transporting, 
some time during the coming year, members of the American Bar As- 
sociation to London was taken up by the association, or anyone else 
in its behalf, with the Shipping Board, or any of its representatives, 
and, if so, what proposal or terms were offered by the Shipping Board 
or its representatives for such transportation; also furnish similar 
information respecting the transportation of delegates of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the United States of America and of other organiza- 
tions in the United States to the second general meeting of the Inter- 


national Chamber of Commerce held in Rome, Italy, during the week 
of March 17, 1928; also any information it may have as to why the 
carriage of members of such association was not secured by the said 
board. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, there was some discussion 
of this matter the other day, and I think it fair to the American 
Bar Association that a letter received from them be printed 
in the Recorp. I believe, however, that other Senators have 
received letters of a similar character, and perhaps it is well 
to withhold this one. I was going to suggest that the letter 
be printed in the Recoxp out of justice and fairness to the 
association; but that can be done later, when the report comes 
in. I shall therefore withhold the request for the present. 


REPORT OF THE PUBLIC BUILDINGS COMMISSION, 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the office space necessary for 
the employees of the Government is in such a situation that 
I deem it proper at this time to call the particular attention 
of the Senate to the conditions that exist. 

Under the law, I am required to make the report of the 
Public Buildings Commission annually. I hope Senators will 
give consideration to this report, for I assure them that some- 
thing must be done in the way of inaugurating a public building 
program in the District of Columbia. Otherwise, it will not 
be long until the efficiency that we now have in the Goyern- 
ment departments will be lessened; and that, I am quite sure, 
is something that must be avoided. 

Mr. President, since the filing of its last report to Congress 
on January 4, 1923, activities of the Public Buildings Com- 
mission have consisted chiefly of making such changes in the 
allocation and assignment of space to the various depart- 
ments as appeared to be for the best interests of the Govern- 
ment service. These changes have been made with the idea of 
eoncentrating the activities of each department as much as 
possible. As pointed out in the last report, it is not possible 
for this commission to effect any further large savings in the 
amount the Government is paying for rentals in the District 
of Columbia unless a number of new buildings be constructed. 
The best that can be done under existing circumstances is to 
make the most economical use of the space which is available. 

The following is a complete list of all buildings occupied by 
the Government in the District of Columbia, arranged by de- 
partments, and contains such other information as the location 
of each building, whether rented or Government owned, if 
rented the amount of rent being paid, area occupied, and 
number of employees. Buildings of the Capitol group, the 
Smithsonian Institution, and the White House are not included 


in the list, as they are not within the jurisdiction of this com- 
mission. 


List of buildings occupied by the Government in the District of Columbia. a 


Building. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Fourteenth and B Streets 
Sixth and B Streets NW.. 
Seventh and B Streets SW.. 


8 

Temporary building C.. 
1358 B Street SW. = 1 
220 Fourteenth Street SW... 
Atlantic Build 


Globe Building. 
215 Thirteenth Street SW... 
1316 B Street SW 


1363 0 Street SW. 


Rent or Government owned. 


guare feet. 
40, 529 174 
78,015 320 
78, 015 322 
1,291 13 
S 17,999 8 
. 2,093 l4 
95,356 46 
32, 058 S4 
8, 400 B 
3, 066 22 
47,775 217 
. 4,240 15 
3.212 15 
10,300 1 
4,442 30 
115, 884 363 
EEN 2 37, 767 144 
$35, 360. 00 89, 943 5% 
Fe py EN 24, 000. 00 55, 755 351 
35,000. 00 52, 551 241 
16, 000. 00 59, 066 204 
960. 00 9,127 11 
12, 000. 00 36, 909 23 
4. 800. 00 39,279 19 
4,000. 00 17, 656 120 
3, 000. 00 10,778 48 
8, 000, 00 56 
3,75. 00 137 
1.980. 09 25 
3,000.00 5 
5, 499.00 40 
4, 800, 00 121 
609. 00 8 
9,000. 00 19 
10,000. 00 49 
270. 00 1 
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List of buildings occupied by the Government in the District of Columbia—Continued. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGHICULTURE—continued. 


a 
S 
ad 
2 
4 
2 
8 
z 
A 
= 
H 

' 

2 


—— 
929 Seventh Street SW. — ——— 8 
1022 L Street NW.. 


2288288 85 
8 ss 


888888 


Rear 217 Twelfth Street S 

937 Water Street SW.. 

930 Baptist Alley... 
ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. 


Arlington Building......... . e Vermont Avenue and H Street NW.... Government owned 


Civil Service 8 Building 
Temporary 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. 


rr eh va FE E 3 Nineteenth Street and Pennsylvania Avenue. . . Rented 
Building D, Bureau of the Census ESSA Paton Pa ee d-a-half Street, and Missouri | Government owned 


* buildings occupied by Coast and Geodetic 208 New Te OT . % ͤ—y—... P——. ̃———A. ]ͤ . §ꝗ„0md TE 


urvex. 
Offices and central station. . 
3 products labo. atory 


BUREAU OF STANDARDS. 


Bout. Bureau Of Standards ts bounded by Connecticut 
Avenue, Tilden Street, Idaho Avenue, and 
Warren Street. 


COURT OF CUSTOMS APPEALS. 
National Savings Trust Co. Building.......... a 
EMPLOYEES’ COMPENSATION COMMISSION. 
Interior. . eser eee . 


Northeast corner Fifteenth and New York Ave- | Rente. 
nue NW. 


United States Court of Claims Building..........| Pennsylvania Avenue and Seventeenth Street.. Government owned 
Eighteenth, Nineteenth, and F Streets.......... Government oed 


FEDERAL BOARD FOR VOCATIONAL EDUCATION. 
Maltby Building . 200 New Jersey Avenue NW... «+-.----| Government owned........ 
FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. 
Interior Department Building...................] Eighteenth and E Streets NNW ...... . Government owned........ 
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. 
Temporary building No. 44. 2000 D Street NW.. . . f Government owned 
Temporary building No. 5. . Twentieth, Twenty-first, B, and C Streets NW. e r: 
COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS. 
Commission of Fine Arts..... E I EET Interior Department Building.......... S 
GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE. 
.| Fifteenth Street and Pennsylvania Avenue. 
1734 New York Avenue. 15.25 700 
Keveniecath and F birects 1 50,799 162 
Lem ..-| 1729 New York Avenue 26,620 13 
Main p PUN ONNOS 8s A Eleventh Street and Pennsylvania Avenue 70,432 58 
Merchants Transier & Storage Coo... ee NN 2 15,785 9 
7%%%%%%SS00S000SS0õ0G0G5G50505066—6ꝗVʃ— sdotersurees 
210 Eleventh Street NW. 3 
208 Eleventh Street NW. "969 . 
wi ittie B Stree: NW. 4,842 
201 Twelfth Street NW 3,936 
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Building. 


GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE—continued. 


G—ͤ—ͤ—ͤ “r ũũ4 .: 4444444444444 44 „„ „ „ „ „˖„˖ õekknnn 


211 Twelfth Street NW 
213 Twelfth Street NW.. 


G Street Bullding — tch Government ond 4 
1 Building... H ... cen -W0ovecvanwceses 


Globe vault........... 226 Second Street NW. (rear å * 
Congressional Library.......... Tast Capitol and First Streets askia S P88 EES ERER 


Temporary buflding No. 1111 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


Interior 7 . Eighteenth and Nineteenth, E and F Streets NW. Government owned.........]......- —. . 
Patent Offlß̃ye secs- -| Seventh and Ninth, F and G Streets NW.... ———— punewde >: 

Pension Oles Fourth and Fifth, P and G Streets NW. 78 ͤ 00 
Interior garage wes 

Patent Office models e . oupensxewccsaechee 
Government fuel yards. 


Half and Eye Streets SE. 16 506 as oquuare foot rented: 
15,301.44 phe feet Gov- 


United States Coast and Geodetic Survey Building 205 New Jersey Avenue SEE 
INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMISSION 
Old Land Oſhoe. Seventh and F Streets.......... . 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


= so 
Serer Building (Bureau of Oriminal | Eighteenth and Pennsylvatma Avenue U 
entificati 
r Bullding (Bureau of Investiga- |... 0 00002;pt „00 ota 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 


i ga cco of Labor Building............ — D Ws oon cn nsnks onssasvactespucecsece ited 55 
N building No. 4. Twentieth and D Streets NW.. Sas 
Salt y Building (c) 2222200 New Jersey Avenue NW............. 33 l 
NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERO- 
NAUTICS, 


Seventeenth and B Streets NW ...... -+----| Government o-.edd oeenf.ooaooeo 


Ea teat Ea Streets 
Twentieth and . 
20 Ninth Street W. 

522 Twenty-third Street NW. 


z 
77,690 

1,350.00 1,600 15 

180.00 150 3 

3,600. 00 2,845 18 

"1; 800. 00 1,94 9 

14,500. 00 7, 257 59 

2.0000. 00 1,652 1³ 

860.00 535 6 

3,000.00 1,575 5 

5, 100. 00 2.201 $4 

300. 00 150 3 

zs 250.00 150 3 

Street. 7 2 180.00 180 4 

Friendship —— 4511 1,600. 00 536 4 

SSP ˙ . a A SVOOAWaNNl & SUMMONS PEETERS EEEE RA AEE T AEL ER 1,00 5⁰⁰ 5 
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List of buildings occupied by the Government in the District of Columbia—Continued. 


Gross space] Total num- 


Building. Rent or Government owned. occupied in | ber of em- 
ding. | ployees. 
POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT—continued. 

Square feet. 
ISF C AAA het Scencaap a $1, 200. 00 250 3 
Northeast. 1,000. 00 980 3 
2, 000. 00 2,254 30 
1; 800. 00 1,706 5 
1.00 200 4 
600. 00 280 3 
1, 200. 00 968 3 
730. 00 1,700 2 
600. 00 621 3 
6, 000. 00 6,817 77 
2.500. 00 909 6 
1,00 200 2 
1. 260. 00 912 8 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 
Navy Building. 9 e Eighteenth and B Streets Government owned .........|-..--- 3 7,500 
UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD. 
Navy Building . 8 8 Nineteenth and B Streets. Government oed 235, 150 1,80 
Temporary Building No. 1 e Eighteenth and D Streets . S e 8 43, 922 32 
STATE DEPARTMENT. 
State, War, and Navy Building. Pennsylvania Avenue between Seventeenth | Government owned.........|...-. e 104, 062 554 
Street and West Executive Avenue. 
War Trade Bard ee dc e! Twentieth and B Streets NW 4 


SUPERINTENDENT STATE, WAR, AND NAVY 
UTLDIN' 


State, War, and Navy -| Seventeenth and Pennsylvania Avenue 
5 1729 New York Avenue 
Walker-Johnson. 1734 New York Avenue. sage 
Labor. 1712 G Street NW. anos 
Civil Service Commission F 
Wardman-Justice........ Vermont Avenue at K Street 
!.. eheaeencacrentnce -| F Street at Eighteenth .................. 


Pennsylvania Avenue at Eighteenth .... 
3 Pennsylvania Avenue at Nineteenth .... 
P E Street at Eighteenth.................. 


Seventh and B Streets. 
cal oe and B Streets S 


0 

Mechanics. Sixth and B Streets SW. . 
Heating .| Seventh and B Streets SW. 
Patent Seventh and F Streets NW. 
Fifth and F Streets NW... 
Seventh and F Streets NW.. 


TARIFF COMMISSION. 
Old Land Office Building...........-...-.-.-,---| Eighth and E Streets NW...................---.| Government oπ]ñd . 25, 396 216 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


War 
e ee 
920 4,969 
16, 574 5¹ 
. 
c22 3 
500 Fourtee: ; 256 117 
1412-1418 Penn: 31,729 
316 Fourteenth Street NW. 9,000 |. 
D Street NW. 3. 750 
3, 906 
9, 217 
68, 286 
Malvecswansse tenn 83, 286 
aveccecceeee| 920-922 E Street NW.... 26, 756 
3377 .. ARPE ETT 77,000 
... Government owπ.ned . 4 411, 761 
136, 318 
AAN ³ . . pp.. x 265, 504 
Chokes 3 oe on Rented. aoe 
Seer s N treet NM . S 
1107 B Street III sade eae keareassr asus sn aheeeacens ss do. — 2 200 
A E A stiles apecatcascanae 4,770 |. 
1667 Ohio: Avenue NW» x). ARE S, A 3,170 
1420 Pennsylvania Avenue NW WMW. 8,470 
Dee, ß. T R 2, 500 
265, 509 
89, 943 
30, 981 
— 22, 680 
Group shops, B. E. P. ourt Streets SW 81,024 
2 No. 5.. Twentieth and B Streets NW 66, 722 
Interior Eighteenth and F Streets NW 39, 155 
Graham... Fourteenth and E Streets NW. 28, 082 
Post Office.. Twelfth Street and Pennsylvania Avenue. aspires Aiva kapat 3, 500 
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Alley between F and G and Seventeenth and 
th Streets. 


Seventeenth erga ran bee Avenue... 
Nineteenth god B Streets......... 


Eighteenth Street and Virginia Avenue 
Eighteenth and G Streets 


NEW BUILDINGS NEEDED. 


The commission again desires to bring to the attention of 
Congress the urgent necessity of erecting a number of modern 
fireproof buildings for the accommodation of certain bureaus 
and departments. . 

BUREAU OF INTERNAL REVENUÐ. 


Probably the most urgent and vital need in this respect is the 
erection of a new building for the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
of the Treasury Department. This important unit of the 
Government, handling valuable papers and records representing 
billions of dollars, is occupying 636,000 square feet of floor 
space in nine different buildings, scattered over an area of 14 
square miles. However, the most alarming feature of the hous- 
ing situation of the bureau is the fact that 70.3 per cent of its 
space is in the temporary nonfireproof buildings. While the 
most elaborate precautions are taken to guard against fire in 
these structures, there is no doubt that should a fire get a good 
start in one of them, that building, or possibly an entire group, 
would almost certainly be destroyed. The loss to the Govern- 
ment in such an event would be appalling. The erection of a 
building for this bureau would immediately result in increased 
speed in the handling of tax returns, a greatly decreased cost 
of operation, and greater all-around efficiency. In fact, it 
is inconceivable that a single argument could be advanced 
against the construction of such a building—not even the argu- 
ment that the Government is not economically justified in erect- 
ing new buildings at this time. 

There follows an extract of a letter from Commissioner Blair, 
of the bureau, to the chairman of this commission, showing in 
considerable detail the need for such a building: 

The Bureau of Internal Revenue is now occupying approximately 
636,000 square feet of floor space net, distributed in nine different 


buildings, scattered over an area of 13 square miles. These buildings 
are the following: 


Treasury, Fifteenth Street yore? | Scape sed NW. 23, 045 158 
Interior ior Eighteenth and F Streets NW. 39, 155 233 
oee No. 1, Pennsylvania Avenue and Madison Place a vate 
Annex No. FF 177, 885 2.8 
Building C Pathe snd E Streets SW. oo vs siennceo-e- 203, O12 1, 521 

nilding . and * Streets NW. . . . 66,722 601 
Auditors’ Buldi ng, Fourteenth and B Streets SW. 9,195 23 
Old Civil Service, Eighth and E Streets NW 20; 000 147 

1418-140 Pennsyl Avenne NW. 2.000 2 


In a considerable portion of the space occupied conditions are bad 
because of overcrowding. This is particularly true of annex No. 1 and 
annex No. 2. It is estimated that if the bureau were properly housed 
in a single building 700,000 square feet of available working space 
should be provided, and that a building of these proportions would ade- 
quately accommodate the bureau probably indefinitely, depending, how- 
ever, in some measure on the action of Congress with regard to the 
tax laws. 

The actual saving to the Government by housing the bureau in one 
building is small by comparison with the additional taxes it is believed 
unquestionably could be collected because of greater efficiency in 
operation and the resultant increased collection of taxes due the Goy- 


ernment under the law. I have no hesitancy in saying that the housing 
of the bureau in one building will materially reduce the cost per $100 
of collecting the taxes. It has been estimated that this might amount 
to as much as 15 to 20 per cent. 

Of the buildings occupied by the bureau, annex No. 2, building c and 
building No. 5 are temporary structures, erected during the acute 
housing conditions due to the war. They are poorly arranged for office 
purposes, and because of their flimsy construction are rapidly deteri- 
orating. As an illustration, the condition of annex No. 2 became so 
serious a short time since that it was found necessary to expend large 
sums of money In replacing weakened foundations and otherwise 
repairing the bullding in order to make safe its occupancy. Of the 
total 636,000 square feet of floor space occupied by the bureau, 447,619 
square feet, or approximately two-thirds of the total, are located in 
these three temporary buildings. The fire hazard which obviously 
exists In buildings of such construction is too great to warrant the 
further use of the buildings where the safe-keeping of valuable papers 
is Involved. Thousands of income-tax returns, assessment lists, and 
other papers are kept in these buildings while the returns are in 
process of audit. Among these papers are documents covering hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars in increased’ assessments, many of which 
could not be replaced should they be destroyed. I believe that, if for 
no other reason, consideration should be promptly given to the erection 
of a fireproof building in which these records may be placed with 
safety to the Government and to the taxpayers of the country. 

With the various activities of the bureau so widely separated, it 
naturally follows that the operating efficiency must be seriously im- 
paired. Necessarily there is some duplication of work and loss of time 
in rehandling and transporting papers from building to building. The 
work of the different units of the bureau is so closely related that it is 
important that supervisory officials be able to consult frequently and at 
short notice. Under existing conditions this intercourse is greatly 
interfered with. In short, it is very difficult to maintain an efficient 
control over our various activities distributed between nine buildings. 
In addition, consideration should be given to the taxpayers. They 
come to Washington to secure a hearing upon an income-tax case or 
upon any other matter properly belonging to the bureau. In the case 
of the income-tax unit we shall cite for example: A taxpayer who shall 
come first to the commissioner's office, be referred by the commissioner 
to the deputy commissioner in charge of the income-tax unit in annex 
No. 1, by that official to annex No. 2 for certain information, and from 
that building it is possible for him to be referred to the solicitor, located 
in the Interior Building. In other words, the taxpayer, instead of 
learning the true status of his individual case upon the oceasion of his 
first call, is sometimes compelled to visit four or more separate and dis- 
tinct buildings in order to obtain the information desired. 

Adequate fireproof space to house this bureau is, in my opinion, a 
grave necessity, and I sincerely trust that Congress will see fit to make 
the necessary authorization at the coming session. 

Sincerely yours, 
D. H. Bram, Commissioner, 


GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE. 


Another activity which is suffering greatly by reason of hav- 
ing its various divisions scattered over the city is the General 
Accounting Office. This office is now occupying 20 different 
buildings, spread out over a considerable area. As in the case 
of the Bureau of Internal Revenue, many of its priceless rec- 
ords are stored in buildings where the fire hazard is an ever- 
present menace. The Comptroller General estimates that a 
saving of $250,000 per annum would result should his office ba 
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housed in a single building. Aside from the actual saving in 
money, it is very evident that this activity would function with 
far greater efficiency were it housed in a single building. 

The following is a portion of a letter from the Comptroller 
General with reference to the housing situation of his office: 

The General Accounting Office occupies in the District of Columbia 
20 buildings, the names, locations, number of employees housed in each 
building, and the space occupied in each building, expressed in square 
feet, are as follows: 


Square 


Location. feet, 


Employees. 


Treasury Building, Fifteenth Street and Pennsylvania 
e 


2 8 
z 


S 


g 
8 


. 
= 
SSS SSD E 


213 Twelfth Street NW. 
1420 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Court of Claims Building, Seventeenth Street 


PES PEEP 


By 


ad 


SBOO FE SORE / / c RE 
n No. 6, Eighteenth Street and Virginia 

A TT 
Auditors’ Building, Fourteenth and B Streets SW.. 
Old Land Office Building, Seventh and F Streets NW 
Navy Building, Seventeenth and B Streets NW 


S 


2 
2388 S888 SSSSESE 


The buildings where no employees are shown are filled with files 
and are visited frequently by employees to obtain papers and informa- 


tion required in the settlement of claims and accounts. Where we 
occupy the entire building the square feet quoted are gross and where 
we occupy only a part of the building the square feet quoted are net. 

The above buildings are Government owned except the Walker- 
Johnson Building, 1800 E Street building, the Lemon Building, the 
Cox Bullding, and the Merchants Storage & Transfer Co. Building. 
This office pays $40,000 per annum rental for the Walker-Johnson 
Building, $25,000 per annum for the 1800 E Street building, and 
$7,200 per annum for the Lemon Building. The Treasury Department 
pays the rental for the Cox Building, amounting to $2,150 per annum, 
and for all space occupied by the Government in the Merchants Stor- 
age & Transfer Co. Bullding. If this office had to pay its proportionate 
part of the charge for the Merchants Storage & Transfer Co. Building, 
it would amount to between $7,000 and $8,000 per annum. 

I have no hesitancy in saying that if the entire General Accounting 
Office could be housed in one building it would be possible for the 
present to function with less space than is now being used. However, 
consideration should be given to the fact that official papers come to 
the General Accounting Office daily in large volumes, and in case a 
new building is provided proper allowance should be made for space to 
be required in the future. There is no doubt that a great saving 
could be made if the General Accounting Office could be consolidated 
in a single building. 

Replying specifically to your question No. 5, it is my judgment that, 
including rent items, we could operate for at least a quarter of a 
million dollars per annum less than is now provided and possibly a 
greater saying could be accomplished. 

Referring to your question as to what portion of our files could be 
transferred to an archives building, should one be constructed, permit 
me to advise it would depend upon the distance of the location of such 
building from our working office. If adjoining us, we could probably 
place therein 50 per cent of our old and semiactive files. If located 
some distance away, it would be of little use to our office and not 
more than 15 per cent of our files and records could be placed therein 
without disadvantage. As a matter of fact, it is necessary for us to 
refer frequently to our old files and records in the settlement of current 
accounts and claims, 

It may be proper to suggest for your consideration the thought that 
the most economical and convenient space for the large volume of semi- 
active files and records of this office, In view of the fact that they 
must be reasonably accessible, would be basement and other under- 
ground space immediately connected with the building housing our 
working force. 

Please permit me to thank you cordially and sincerely for your effort 
to provide a building that will house the activities of the General 
Accounting Office. Such a building, suitably located and constructed 


to accommodate our work, is most urgently needed if substantial 
economies are to be effected and if many of the benefits contemplated 
by the Budget and accounting act are to be fully accomplished. In my 
annual report, submitted to the Congress December 8, 1923, the situa- 
tlon was summarized as follows: 

The need for suitable quarters can not be too greatly emphasized. 
It is believed there must be a lack of realization of the seriousness of 
the situation occasioned by having the facilities and activities of the 
office so widely scattered. It requires a certain unsatisfactory division 
of responsibility by having to authorize a number of officials to act for 
the Comptroller General without adequate supervision, counsel, and 
control. 

“The Government has the good fortune of having a few experienced 
and capable employees to supervise these separate activities, but the 
number available is not sufficient to efficiently operate eight separate 
offices, while the organic act contemplates but one, In other words, 
only one office is established and provision is made for personnel for 
but one, but by reason of no provision being made for one building in 
which to house this single office that should be organized in a single 
unit operating under the immediate supervision of the Comptroller 
General, the authorized personnel must serve to operate eight units. 

“Tn addition to the serious and expensive handicaps just mentioned, 
there exists an alarming and unjustified risk of destruction by fire of 
a vast quantity of priceless reeords—fiscal records of the Government 
from its beginning. Most of these records are now poorly housed in 
nonfireproof buildings, some of them in basements. Few of them could 
be replaced and their destruction, which would be little short of a 
calamity, might result in unjustified claims and demands involving 
many times the cost of a suitable structure for their safe-keeping. In- 
formation from some of the oldest of these records is frequently re- 
quired in the case of current business, consequently they should be of 
ready access, and in the planning of a building suitable to the require- 
ments of the General Accounting Office this need should be given due 
consideration,” 


Cordially, J. R. McCarey, Comptroller General. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

As stated in previous reports, this department is without a 
doubt the worst housed institution in the city of Washington. 
It is now spread out over the District of Columbia in 45 build- 
ings, 28 of which are rented and the remaining 17 are Govern- 
ment owned. A great many of these rented buildings are noth- 
ing more nor less than shacks and are poorly adapted to govern- 
mental uses. In fact, it is very diflicult to see how this depart- 
ment has been able to function at all under the present cumber- 
some arrangement of its various bureaus and units. While a 
rental of $182,850 per annum is now being paid, this does not 
by any means represent the total saving which would result 
were the departments’ activities concentrated in one location. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The commission believes that a new building for the depart- 
ment is badly needed at this time. The main building of the 
department, located at Vermont Avenue and K Street, is a 
rented structure which is costing the Government approximately 
$115,000 per annum for rent and upkeep. This building is 
crowded to a considerable extent and it has been necessary in 
the past few months for some of the divisions of the department 
to seek quarters in other buildings. It has also been necessary 
to provide a considerable amount of filing space in one of the 
temporary buildings in order to relieve congestion in the main 
building. In all, this department is now occupying five build- 
ings. 

I may add, Mr. President, that scarcely a month passes that 
I do not receive a letter from the owners of the building ask- 
ing and pleading that we vacate the building, stating that they 
have a chance at the present time to rent the building for 
$225,000 per annum. Senators will remember that a year ago 
I called the Senate's attention to the fact that we were paying 
only $75,000 per annum for the building, and that I had stated 
to the owners that I would ask for no appropriation greater 
than that amount, and that they would not be paid any greater 
amount than that until the courts of the United States said that 
they should be; but I am willing to admit now that we are 
doing them an injustice. That building is located in what 
to-day is the very heart of the office buildings of the District 
of Columbia, and I am fully aware that the owners can get 
more rent for it than the Government is paying at the present 
time. 

Mr. HARRISON. When does the contract expire? 

Mr. SMOOT. The contract has expired, but the department 
still occupies the building. The owners could begin court pro- 
ceedings to oust us, but they have not done it, and I doubt 
whether they could accomplish such a result within any rea- 
sonable time, 
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ARCHIVES BUILDING. 


The need for such a building has been generally known for so 
long that it hardly seems necessary to stress it here. Suffice it 
to say that an archives building, where the valuable papers and 
records of the Government could be permanently and safely 
stored, is one of the greatest needs for new buildings in the 
District of Columbia. Aside from this, the construction of such 
a building would have the effect of releasing 544,023 square 
feet of space now being used in good office buildings for the 
storage of records which are seldom referred to, It is conserva- 
tively estimated that this amount of space would provide work- 
ing room for at least 4,500 employees. 

GENERAL SUPPLY COMMITTEE. 

Another badly needed building is a large warehouse, con- 
veniently located on a railway siding for the use of the General 
Supply Committee and other purchasing agencies. Practically 
all the materials under control of the General Supply Commit- 
tee are now stored in the old barrack buildings in East Potomac 
Park and the temporary office buildings at Sixth and B Streets. 
The construction of such a building would be of immense benefit 
to the Government service in several ways: 

1. It would make it possible to concentrate all the Govern- 
ment’s storage of supplies in the District of Columbia in one 
location. 

2. It would enable the General Supply Committee and other 
purchasing agencies to purchase supplies on a definite quantity 
basis, thereby effecting great savings in costs. 

3. Much time and expense would be saved by each depart- 
ment in obtaining its supplies. 

4. It would make it possible to demolish those unsightly struc- 
tures in East Potomac Park. 


NEEDED LEGISLATION. 


In providing for the buildings enumerated above it is sug- 
gested as the most feasible plan that a general authorization for 
buildings in the District of Columbia be inserted in one of the 
public building bills authorizing the expenditure of $50,000,000 
over a period of 5 or 10 years. This general legislation would 
make it possible to carry out the entire program without the 
necessity of coming to Congress and asking for authorization 
for each individual building, as has been the custom in the past. 
In fact, the commission is convinced that this is the only way in 
which satisfactory provision can be made for an adequate hous- 
ing of the various departments within a reasonable time. 
Furthermore, it would make it possible to plan the entire pro- 
gram at once, keeping in mind at all times the desirability of 
bringing the various units of each department as closely to- 
gether as possible. To this end it is suggested that the proposed 
legislation specifically charge the Public Buildings Commission 
with the following duties: 

1. Selection of the sites for the various buildings to be con- 
structed. 

2. Decision as to the type and size of each building. 

8. Allocation of the actual work of preparation of plans, 
specifications, letting of contracts, and supervision of con- 
struction among such qualified agencies of the Government as 
may seem desirable, 

4, The commission should approve such plans and specifica- 
tions before bids are asked for. ` 

5. The submission of an annual estimate tọ the Director of 
the Budget showing in complete detail the various amounts 
which will be required to carry on the work during the follow- 
ing fiscal year. 

This plan if adopted will place the entire construction pro- 
gram under the general supervision of one centralized authority. 
Tn the past it has been the custom of the various departments 
and bureaus to submit their individual building needs to Con- 
gress without regard to any general plan, and this is one 
reason the various departmental buildings are scattered over 
Washington in their present haphazard manner. This commis- 
sion has had nearly five years’ experience in dealing with the 
assignment of space in the public buildings, and has necessarily 
acquired an intimate knowledge of conditions and the space 
needs of the Government in the District of Columbia. 

The importance of taking early action with a view to ade- 
quately housing the Government in Washington can hardly be 
exaggerated, and this commission earnestly hopes Congress will 
take suitable action in the premises at the earliest possible day. 

Mr. President, I want to say that no business man could af- 
ford to withhold the buildings necessary to house his employees 
if his business were in the same condition as is that of the 
Government. If this building plan were put in operation ic 
would save the Government of the United States a million dol- 
lars a year or more. Take into consideration the Archives 
Building alone, and the rent we are paying for ordinary space 


in the District of Columbia at $1.50 a square foot. Four 
hundred and fifty thousand square feet would be relieved in 
public buildings which could be occupied by the employees of 
the Government, nearly $700,000 in one year, which would be 
enough to build an archives building. Do Senators think for 
a moment that a business man anywhere in all the world, with 
a proposition of that kind before him, would not act im- 
mediately? Yet we have had that proposition before us a 
number of times. The Senate has passed upon it two or three 
times, but it has gone out in conference. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. COPELAND. May I ask the Senator from Utah how 
many billions he said this would cost? 

Mr. SMOOT. The whole program, over a period of 10 years, 
would call for the expenditure of $50,000,000, or $5,000,000 
a year. That, I want to say to the Senator, would not only 
supply all the buildings necessary to take the employees who 
are now in rented buildings in the District out of those build- 
ings and give them comfortable quarters and such surroundings 
that they could do the very best work possible but it would 
provide also for the needs of the Government for the next 20 
years without a doubt, and as I have already said, I hope action 
will be taken at this session of Congress. 

CALL OF THE ROLL, 

Mr. SHEPPARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 80 
that there may be a quorum of Senators here when the Senator 
from Texas speaks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Adams Edwards Jones, Wash. Ralston 
Ashurst Ernst Kendrick Reed, Pa. 

all Ferris Keyes Robinson 
Bayard Ladd Sheppard 
Brandegee Fletcher La Follette Shields 
Broussard Frazier Lenroot Shipstead 
Bruce George ge Smoot 
Bursum Gerry McKinley Spencer 
Cameron Glass McLean Stanfield 
Capper Gooding McNary Stephens 
Caraway Greene Mayfield Sterling 
Copeland Hale Moses Swanson 
Couzens Harreld Neely Underwood 
Cummins Harris Norris Wadsworth 
Curtis Harrison Oddie Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Heflin Overman Weller 
Dial Howell Pepper Wheeler 
Dill Johnson, Minn. Phipps Willis 
Edge Jones, N. Mex. Pittman 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-five Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The hour of 
2 o'clock haying arrived, the unfinished business is in order. 

PROPOSED PRINTING IN THE RECORD, 


Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I yield. 

Mr. SPENCER. I recently read with a great deal of pleasure 
an article upon “ The scientific political training of President 
Coolidge.” It contains matter which I think would be of real 
interest to the Senate. If there is no objection, I ask that it 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MOSES. I ask that the article be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 4 

Mr. SPENCER. I withdraw the request, and after the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. SuHepparp] has concluded I shall have 
pleasure in reading it to my friend from New Hampshire. I 
think he will get much good from it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, are we to understand that 
the Senator from New Hampshire objected to including in the 
Recorp something touching the life of the President of the 
United States? 

Mr. SPENCER. The article is upon “The scientifie political 
training of President Coolidge,” which I asked to have inserted 
in the Recor. and to which objection was made by the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest that the Senator from Missouri 
read it. 

Mr. ASHURST. Did the Senator from Missouri say “ train- 
ing” or “trading”? We over here think he said “ trading.” 

Mr. SPENCER. No; I said “ training.” 

Mr. CARAWAY. May I ask if the article is a romance? 

Mr. SPENCER. It is not. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I should certainly be opposed to it if I 
thought it were. 
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Mr. SPENCER. It is a presentation of certain substantial 
facts which I think would be instructive to the Senator from 
Arkansas, 

Mr. CARAWAT. Then I know the Senator from Missouri 
will not read it. 


TAX EXEMPTION AND THE BONUS. 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I hesitate to take the time 
of the Senate, but self-preservation demands that I make a 
public declaration pretty soon on tax exemption and the bonus. 
My constituency represents one-tenth of the population of the 
United States, and Senators can readily believe that my mail 
is greatly burdened. With the permission of the Senate, and if 
time permits, on Tuesday next I shall present my views on those 
subjects—tax exemption and the bonus. 


WOODROW WILSON AND THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Président, the recent recess of Con- 
gress was marked by the sixty-seventh birthday of Woodrow 
Wilson, I regard it a fitting notice of that event to discuss 
at this time the origin, status, and principal achievements of 
the League of Nations, of which Woodrow Wilson was in larger 
degree the author than any other man. 

The most prominent fact in the current history of the world 
is the existence for the first time in human annals of a league 
composed of nearly all the civilized nations, including more 
than three-fourths of the earth’s population, and pledged to 
the peaceful settlement of international disputes. It has been 
in operation nearly four years and has more than justified its 
creation. It has impaired in no degree the sovereignty of 
member nations, and yet it is perfecting a workable machinery 
for the maintenance of peace, a machinery that has already 
proved its strength and usefulness on a number of critical ocea- 
sions. It was brought into being through the treaty of Ver- 
sailles, the treaty which embodied at the council table the 
results achieved by our soldiers and their associates in the late 
war and by the peoples who supported and supplied them. The 
league represented, therefore, and continues to represent the 
supreme purpose of our entry into the recent world-wide con- 
flict, namely, the elimination of war and the gospel of war. 
That purpose became also the purpose of the nations by whose 
side we fought when the American President defined it with 
such precision and such eloquence at the time we took up arms. 
And let me say here that no man of loftier ideals, wider vision, 
sincerer devotion to humanity, or sterner adherence to the 
truth as he conceived it, ever occupied the position of Chief 
Executive of the United States than that same President, 
Woodrow Wilson. 

The movement which resulted in the establishment of the 
League of Nations was definitely inaugurated, therefore, when 
the American President, Woodrow Wilson, in his address to 
Congress on April 2, 1917, suggested recognition of the state of 
war that had been thrust upon us and stated that one of the 
purposes of our participation in the strife would be the forma- 
tion of a league of free peoples to prevent the recurrence of 
war. That address provided the watchwords of the world 
struggle, brought new enthusiasm and courage to the weary 
millions who were fighting autocracy, and gave the United 
States the moral leadership of the earth. It made an associa- 
tion of nations for the repression of force and conquest one of 
the principal aims of the peoples arrayed for right and liberty. 
Not a whisper of opposition arose either here or among the 
Allies. On the morning of August 1, 1914, the conviction was: 
general in the United States that the conception of world con- 
quest by brute force, the dream of world subjugation by mili- 
tary power had been buried with the despots whom such con- 
ceptions and such dreams had in the past intoxicated. Civilized 
Christian America was shocked beyond all belief, therefore, 
when at sunset on that day a world conflict suddenly developed, 
a conflict to be marked by the brutalities of all the struggles of 
the past, by new refinements of cruelty, by barbarities, atroci- 
ties, instruments and incidents of destruction such as the world 
had never before conceived or seen. Naturally the feeling was 
universal that there should grow out of this last world crash 
Some arrangement among the nations for the prevention of 
another similar outbreak: Then who may deny that Woodrow 
Wilson voiced practically the unanimous sentiment of the 
American people when he recommended such an arrangement 
as the principal basis on which Americans could be asked to 
break their bodies, shed their blood, and expend their treasure 
in that colossal strife? 

To show the persistency of that sentiment, let me point to the 
fact that the national platform of the party opposed to Presi- 
dent Wilson, the platform of the Republican Party, adopted in 
1920, shortly after the Senate's rejection of the league, poisoned 
and crippled as it had been by the reservation destroying 


article 10, contained the unqualified declaration that the Re- 
publican Party stood for an agreement among the nations to 
preserve the peace of the world. Let me direct attention to the 
further fact that shortly before the election in that year Re- 
publican leaders, such as Taft, Root, Hughes, and Hoover, in a 
public statement assured the people that the best chance of 
American membership in the league created by the treaty of 
Versailles was through the election of Harding, It is true that 
Mr. Harding in his campaign speeches condemned the league 
created by the treaty of Versailles, but he frequently stated that 
he favored an association of nations for world peace. In his 
first address to Congress after his election and inauguration 
President Harding again condemned the league of the Ver- 
Sailles treaty in no uncertain terms, but in terms equally clear 
referred to the pledge given the people by the Republican Party 
for an association of nations to promote world peace. He said 
that the pledge would be faithfully kept. He said that the 
American aspiration, indeed the world aspiration, was for an 
association of nations based on right and justice, binding us in 
conference and cooperation for the prevention of war and 
pointing the way to a higher civilization and an international 
fraternity in which all the world might share; that in reject- 
ing the league covenant we did not surrender our hope and 
aim for an association to promote peace; that this Nation 
would reliquish no effort to bring the nations of the world into 
such fellowship. 

Warren Harding was a noble and a true American, and while 
I believe he was in error in his condemnation of the league 
adopted at Versailles it is also my belief that had he lived 
he would have renewed his insistence that his party keep its 
pledge for American membership in a league or association 
of nations for the repression of war. It remains to be seen 
whether American political parties will in their platforms 
this year voice the aspiration and the prayer of Christian 
America for an organization among the nations against the 
crime and horror of another earth-wide war. Neither the 
Washington conference, where the four-power pact was 
adopted, nor the World Court created by the present League 
of Nations may be accurately described as efforts to form the 
world into an association for the prevention of war on any- 
thing like the scale represented by the present league. The 
former consisted of but a few countries, and its purposes were 
narrowly lmited—confined to a single section of the globe. 
The latter is a legal tribunal limited to such questions as are 
referred to it by member countries and is in no sense an asso- 
ciation where nations meet to consider all questions and mat- 
ters of world concern and to develop a machinery for the 
adjustment of international controversies, many of which 
would be of a political nature and entirely beyond the juris- 
diction of a court. The World Court is a beneficent institution 
and the United States should join it, but it is in no sense a sub- 
stitute for the league. Let us return now to the course of 
Woodrow Wilson in connection with the World War. An under- 
standing of that course is essential to an Intelligent concep- 
tion of the existing League of Nations and our present inter- 
national situation. 

On January 8, 1918, he again appeared before Congress, in 
one of the most solemn moments of human history. The world 
invader was at the apex of a succession of victories. Im- 
perialism was threatening more seriously than ever the engulf- 
ment of the earth. Russian was prostrate, Rumania helpless, 
Italy at bay behind the Piave. The Allies had reached the 


‘limit of man and material power. At this stage the Central 


Powers launched a peace offensive, apparently an innocent dis- 
cussion of possible terms of settlement, in fact a keen and 
formidable effort to divide and weaken a war-worn world. 
Wilson’s speech of January 8, 1918, was democracy’s reply; he 
had the world for an audience, civilization for an issue. In 
that address Wilson laid imperial pretension bare, showing that 
the peace offer meant that the Central Powers intended to keep 
every foot of soil they had conquered, and again defining the 
purposes of America and the allied nations in entering the 
eonflict. He outlined a program for world peace—composed of 
his celebrated 14 points. Permit me to say here that nearly 
all these points have found translation into the life of the 
world. Broadly enumerated, they were: (1) Open diplomacy; 
(2) freedom of the seas; (3) removal of economic barriers; (4) 
reduction of armaments; (5) adjustment of colonial problems; 
(6) evacuation of Russian territory; (7) liberation of Belgium, 
(8) of Alsace-Lorraine and other disputed territory; (9) re- 
adjustment of Italian frontiers; (10) autonomy for peoples of 
Austria-Hungary; (11) restoration of Rumania, Serbia, Mon- 
tenegro; (12) autonomy for nationalities under Turkish rule; 
(13) free Poland; and (14) a league of nations framed under 
specific covenants for the purpose of affording mutual guar- 
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anties of political independence and territorial integrity to 
great and small States alike within the league. It will be ob- 
served that the last of these points was a renewal of Wilson’s 
suggestion of April 2, 1917, for a league of nations to stifle war, 
and that this time he used practically the very language that 
later became article 10 of the League of Nations embodied in 
the treaty of Versailles. Again no objection was voiced either 
in the United States or among our allies. 

This peace program, with its 14 points, one of which again 
suggested the Lengue of Nations, met general approval as 
the concrete expression of the allied cause by the countries 
and peoples therein enlisted. It was the prelude to the titanic 
clashes of flesh and steel a few weeks later on the western 
front, the enemy drives which wrested from the Allies most 
of the area they had fought three years to gain, the last on- 
slaughts of autocracy at the very peak and crest of which, 
when enemy shells were falling in the streets of Paris, and 
the cause of freedom was all but lost, there appeared on the 
fighting lines the men from America, and behold, the magic 
of American valor helped materially to transform retreat into 
advance, repulse into permanent victory. 

By the 5th of October, 1918, the end was so plainly in view 
that Germany and Austria sent to President Wilson proposals 
for an armistice with the United States and the Allies, ac- 
cepting as a basis for peace parleys the program set forth by 
the President in his 14-point speech of January 8, and subse- 
quent addresses in line therewith. The President replied to 
these proposals with such skill and vision as to secure the 
isolation of the Imperial German Government from the German 
people, and an armistice which wrecked the enemy, virtually 
ending the most colossal war in history. ‘Thousands of lives 
and millions of treasure were probably saved by this rapid 
termination of hostilities. The allied Governments also de- 
clared their willingness to make peace on the basis of the 
President's address of January 8 and later deliverances. This 
marked a world influence for the United States and for the 
President never before attained by any country or any man. 
The terms laid down by the American President for the read- 
justment of the world at the close of the mightiest struggle 
of all time had been accepted by all sides. 

Naturally he felt it his duty to attend the Peace Conference at 
Paris to ald in the enactment of these terms. He knew that he 
would be constantly consulted and that discussion by cable of so 
vast an undertaking would be unsatisfactory and ineffective. 
Besides he felt it a sacred and compelling duty to the wounded 
and the dead, to desolate homes and mourning firesides, to the 
American people, and to all humanity to exert every influence 
he possessed and every effort of which he was capable to see 
that the peace of the world should be placed on an everlasting 
foundation. On his arrival abroad he, the plain American, was 
received by governments and peoples with an acclaim such as 
had greeted no emperor, warrior, orator, king, or prince in all 
the past, The President of France in an address of welcome 
said that the American President had found the way to express 
the highest practical and moral truths in formulas that bore the 
stamp of immortality. On a wall in Rome appeared these 
words during his visit to that historic capital: 


From this center of Latinity, where right was proclaimed from 
the forum, go forth warm, vibrating greetings to him who has been a 
powerful defender of the right. The President of the United States 
of America, one of the greatest makers of history, one of the greatest 
supporters of the right, triumphantly enters the city of the Cæsars. 


The welcome accorded the President overseas was more 
than a mere personal tribute; it was a cry from the heart 
of the world for relief from absolutism and war; a shout of 
exultation over what was believed to be the dawning upon the 
earth of the spirit of America embodied in a league of nations, 
the spirit of justice, the spirit of peace, the spirit of brother- 
hood, The American soldier had been the savior of democracy ; 
the American President its prophet; the presence of the latter 
was assurance that the work of the former would not be allowed 
to perish. It is true that as the Peace Conference took up its 
many problems President Wilson, one of its foremost figures, 
was compelled to render Judgments that turned the applause of 
some of these multitudes into revilement, but no higher praise 
may be accorded him than to say that he permitted neither 
laudation on the one hand nor censure on the other to deflect 
him from the path where conscience beckoned and duty led; 
and no sublimer example of unselfish loyalty to mankind was 
eyer witnessed than when Woodrow Wilson, defending a few 
months later the league for peace on earth, good will to men, 
to more than the limit of his strength laid upon the altar of his 
ideals a broken body and a martyred life. 

The Peace Conference began its work at Paris on January 18, 
1919, and its initial action was the appointment of a committee 


of delegates from 14 countries to devise a plan for a league of 
nations. President Wilson and Edward M. House represented 
the United States on that committee. I desire to state here 
that no other man in the United States possessed a wider 
human sympathy or a more thorough knowledge of world 
affairs than Mr. House. On February 14 the committee re- 
ported to the conference through President Wilson a plan for a 
league of nations which the committee had carefully worked 
out and on which it had unanimously agreed. On the evening 
of that day the President left France for the United States, 
bringing with him a draft of the league plan, to remain until the 
adjournment of Congress on March 4. The members of the 
Foreign Relations Committees of both Houses of Congress met 
the President in the White House at his own suggestion to dis- 
cuss with him the text and meaning of the league and to make 
such suggestions as they might deem advisable. The league 
became a general topic of discussion. Before his second de- 
parture for France a former Republican President, William 
Howard Taft, spoke with him from the same platform in New 
York City in defense of the league. 

The President resumed his labors at Paris, and the Peace 
Conference, desirous of profiting by comments from many 
quarters sent the league plan back to the committee for such 
revision as might be found desirable. Most of the changes 
suggested by Taft, Hughes, Root, and others in the United 
States and elsewhere were embodied in the new and final draft. 
These changes made clearer the right of withdrawal after 


two years’ notice, the requirement of the unanimous vote, the 


right of voluntary reduction of armament, the exclusion of 
domestic questions, such as immigration, the reservation of the 
Monroe doctrine, the right to refuse a mandate, and the matter 
of amendment by the vote of a majority of the assembly plus 
that of all the council. 

The league charter itself is composed of a preamble and 26 
articles. 

Reviewing the league provisions generally, it may be said 
that they cover the peaceful settlements of international dis- 
putes—disarmament, administration under the mandate system 
of territory changing hands as a result of the war, development 
of labor legislation for recommendation to the various coun- 
tries, and, perhaps most important of all, the obligation for 
mutual protection in article 10. Virtual agreement in the Sen- 
ate during the debate on the treaty and league—the league 
being part 1 of the treaty—was reached as to all the league 
articles in dispute except article 10. That was the rock on 
which the Senate split. I shall confine further discussion at 
this time, therefore, to article 10. 

The foundation of the league is the obligation in article 10 
by which the members of the league undertake to respect and 
preserve as against external aggression only the territorial in- 
tegrity and existing political independence of each other. As to 
the means to be employed in observing this pledge each nation 
is its own judge, and the means may be economic or military. 
Also each nation is its own judge as to whether sufficient occa- 
sion has arisen for the exercise of any of these means, a unani- 
mous vote being essential. The United States has said through 
the Monroe doctrine that it would preserve the territory and the 
independence of countries on the Western Hemisphere against 
European aggression, and it has succeeded in doing so for 
nearly a hundred years without the firing of a gun. Is there 
any doubt that a similar announcement by practically all the 
nations in behalf of each other would have a like effect? 
Article 10 is a world Monroe doctrine, and will become immedi- 
ately, peaceably, bloodlessly, and universally effective if the 
world gets behind it. Again, no nation could endure the eco- 
nomic and moral ostracism that would follow an attempt at 
conguet with the rest of the world united by such an obliga- 

on. 

When the nations representing the bulk of the civilized 
earth sign an agreement to respect and preserve one another 
against aggression, that very act makes aggression a thing 
of the past; a new world is’ born. That was the vision of 
Woodrow Wilson and of the students of this subject before 
him throughout history. Then and not till then will disarma- 
ment begin, because no nation will weaken itself unless it can 
be assured that its weakened condition will not be taken adyan- 
tage of. Then and not till then will the nations submit to 
universal arbitration and renounce war and all its works. 
Nations must be assured against invasion while submitting to 
peaceful settlements. 

Clearly the force and value of this obligation rests on the num- 
ber and importance of the participating powers. Clearly the 
adherence of the United States is needed to make the obliga- 
tion practically universal. If there is to be world peace, there 
must be a world bond for peace. So long as the United States 
remains outside the league, or so long as she would qualify 
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her entrance by repudiating this bond, she continues a menace 
to herself and to the world. Far better that she should stay out 
than to attempt to enter without accepting her share of the re- 
sponsibility. How long could the league be expected to last with 
one of the great powers accepting the basic benefit and deny- 
ing the basic burden. It was the insistence of a powerful 
group of Senators on the specific and unqualified repudiation 
by the United States of the pledge in article 10 that caused 
the rejection of the treaty and league in the Senate. A suffi- 
cient number of those of us who favored membership with this 
pledge preserved in some form united with those who opposed 
the entire treaty, including the league, and saved the Senate 
from an act of ratification that would have been in our judg- 
ment a stain on our country’s annals, and would have brought 
about the league’s disruption. We made every effort to secure 
an agreement on article 10. We offered to support the version 
proposed by Mr. Taft, the version prepared in the so-called 
bipartisan conference, the version restricting our action under 
article 10 to the economic boycott, any version that would re- 
tain the obligation of article 10 in some form, but to no avail. 
As it is, the league has been in operation nearly four years 
with article 10 intact. I repeat that it has more than justified 
its creation. It has supervised some of the most vital arrange- 
ments of the treaty of Versailles for the avoidance of world 
complications, notably in its administration of the Saar Basin 
and of the free city of Danzig. It has adjusted a number of 
controversies between nations that might have resulted seri- 


ously for the world had they been allowed to drift—notably_ 


the Silesian boundary dispute, the boundary quarrel between 
Albania and Serbia, the case of the Aland Islands, and so 
forth. Under the mandate system of the league and of ‘the 
treaty of Versailles the territory changing hands as a result 
of the war is being administered by certain nations in the 
capacity of trustees primarily for the benefit of the inhabitants 
of such territory and the trustee nations are making annual 
reports with an accounting of their stewardship. The league 
has established the first Permanent Court of International Jus- 
tice in history. It has created a number of technical bodies 
dealing with practically every important object of international 
interest and coneern, including, among other things, health, 
finance, education, transportation, white-slave trade, and the 
traffic in vicious drugs. 

Through its labor organization the league has developed 
and recommended salutary laws affecting labor in various sec- 
tions of the world and many countries have enacted them. 

Finally the fact that nearly all ‘the civilized nations are 
meeting every year in harmonious conclave to discuss prob- 
lems affecting world progress, world welfare, world destiny, 
united by an obligation for the prevention of conquest and 
aggression, makes the league the most powerful force for world 
peace history has yet noted; and I would rather be Woodrow 
Wilson, with the knowledge that I had pointed mankind to 
the path toward universal peace, than to have all the honors 
the earth could ever bestow. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY—CHAIRMANSHIP OF INTERSTATE COM- 
MERCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WanswortH in the chair). 
The Secretary will call the roll. à 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Adams Edwards Ladd Sheppard 
Ashurst Ernst Lenroot Shields 
Brande 2 Me Shortridg 
andegee c ley 0 e 
Broussard Fletcher M Smoot 
Bruce zier McNa Spencer 
Bursum G Mayfield Stephens 
Cameron Greene Moses Sterling 
Capper Hale Neely Underwood 
Caraway Norris a 
Copeland Harrison Oddie Walsh, Mont. 
Couzens Heflin Overman Weller 
Curtis Howell Pepper 
Dale Johnson, Minn. Pb pps Willis 
Dial Jones, Wash. Ralston 
Dill Kendrick od, Pa. 
Edge eyes Robinson 


Mr. ROBINSON. I have been requested to announce that 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] is detained by illness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-five Senators having an- 
swered to their names, their is a quorum present. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate adjourns to-day it stand adjourned until Monday next at 
12 o'clock. I make this request in the hope that there will be 
committee meetings in the meantime, so that we may have 
some bills reported out early next week, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I do not understand that that 
request means that we are going to adjourn without voting 
on the chairmanship of the Interstate Commerce Committee? 

Mr. CURTIS. Oh, no; we are going to have some votes. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I have no objection, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the order 
will be entered that when the Senate adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ until Monday next at 12 o'clock. 

The unfinished business is the election of a chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 3 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. NORRIS (when Mr. BnookHanr's name was called). 
The junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BrooxHarrt] is unavoidably 
absent. He is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Moses]. If the junior Senator from Iowa were present, 
he would vote for Mr. Couzens. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Ihave a pair 
with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Exxtys]. 
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
REED] and vote for Mr. SAITH. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mo- 
Cormick], which I transfer to the senior Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. RANSDELL] and vote for Mr. Smaru. I ask that this 
announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOK- 
HART]. In this absence I withhold my vote. If I were at 
liberty to vote, I would vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WAR- 
REN], which I transfer to the senior Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. Owen] and vote for Mr. Surra. If the senior Seng tor 
from Wyoming were present, he would vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. PEPPER (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kına]. 
In his absence I withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I 
should vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when Mr. Tnastztzrr's name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. TRAMMELL] is unavoidably absent. He is 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr]. If my 
eolleague were present and permitted to vote, he would vote 
for Mr. Smrrg. I desire that this announcement may stand for 
the day. 

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). I am paired for 
the day with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
Klan]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Watson] and vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. HARRELD. I have a standing pair with the senior 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simons]; and not being 
able to obtain a transfer, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. ERNST. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Srantey], which I transfer to the junior 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD], and vote for Mr. Cum- 
MINS. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I have a general pair with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FERNALD], which I transfer to the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH], and vote for Mr. 
SMITH. 

Mr. McLEAN (after having voted for Mr. Cumauns). Has 
the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass! voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MCLEAN. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
in his absence I withdraw my vote. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. CUuxtxs 28, for Mr. Sire 31, 
for Mr. Couzens 11, as follows: 


Ball Dale Lenroot Shortridge 
Brandegee Edge Lodge Smoot 
Bruce Ernst McKinley Spencer 
Bursum Fess McNary Sterling 
Cameron Greene Oddie Wadsworth 
Couzens Hale Phipps Weller 
Curtis Keyes Reed, Pa. Willis 
FOR MR. SMITH—31. 

Adams Edwards Jones, N. Mex. Sheppard 
Ashurst Ferris Kendrick Shields 
Bayard Fletcher Mayfield Stephens 
Broussard George Necly Swanson 
Caraway Ger Overman Underwood 
Copeland Harris Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Dial Harrison Ralston Wheeler 
Dill Heflin Robinson 

FOR MR. COUZENS—11. 
Borah Goodin Jones, Wash. Norris 
Capper Howell” Shipstead 
Frazier Johnson, Minn, La Follette 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The number of Senators voting 
is 70; necessary to an election, 36. Of the Senators voting, 
28 have voted for Senator CUMMINS, 31 for Senator SmiruH, and 
11 for Senator Couzens. There is no election, The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ERNST (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 
In his absence, not being able to obtain a transfer of my pair, 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRELD (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Srratons], and not being able to obtain a transfer, I withhold 
my vote. I ask that this announcement may stand for the re- 
mainder of the day. $ 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as before with respect to my pair and its 
transfer, I vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). 
Making the same announcement as before as to my pair and 
its transfer, I vote for Mr. Saaru, 

Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). Repeating the 
same announcement regarding my pair as on the previous 
ballot, I withhold my vote. 

Mr, OVERMAN (when his name was called). Making the 
zame announcement as on the previous ballot, I vote for Mr. 

MITH. 

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). Repeating the 
announcement concerning my pair with the junior Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR], and the transfer of that 
pair to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watson], I vote 
for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr, PEPPER. I am paired on this question with the junior 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine]. If at liberty to vote, I should 
vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 4 

Mr. NORRIS. I desire to repeat the announcement pre- 
viously made, that the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOK- 
HART], who is necessarily absent, is paired with the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses]. If the junior Senator from 
Iowa were present, he would vote for Mr. Couzens. I ask that 
this announcement may stand for all the ballots which may 
be taken to-day. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. CVuMMINS 29, for Mr. Saara 31, 
for Mr. Couzens 11, as follows: 


FOR MR, CUMMINS—29. 


Ball Edge McLean Stanfield 
Brandegee Fess McNary Sterling 
Bruce Greene Odie Wadsworth 
Bursum Hale Phipps Weller 
Cameron Keyes® Reed, Pa. Willis 
Couzens Lenroot Shortridge 

Curtis Lodge Smoot 

Dale McKinley Spencer 


FOR MR. SMITH—31. 


Adams Edwards Jones, N. Mex. Sheppard 
Ashurst Ferris Kendrick Shields 
Bayard Fletcher Mayfield Stephens 
Broussard George Neely Swanson 
Caraway Gerr Overman Underwood 
Copeland Harris Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Dial Harrison Ralston Wheeler 
Dill Heflin Robinson 

FOR MR. COUZENS—11. 
Borah Gooding Jones, Wash. Norris 
Capper Howell Ladd Shipstead 
Frazier Johnson, Minn. La Follette 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole number of Senators 
voting is 71; necessary to a choice 36. Twenty-nine Senators 
have voted for Mr. Cus uns, 31 for Mr. Smtr, and 11 for Mr. 
Couzens. There is no choice. 

[Sundry messages in writing were communicated to the 
Senate from the President of the United States by Mr. Latta, 
one of his secretaries. ] 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 17 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
January 7, 1924, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


> NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 3, 1924. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Clarence F. Buck, of Monmouth, IIL, to be collector of customs 
for customs collection district No. 89, with headquarters at 
Chicago, III., in place of Niels Juul, resigned. 


UNITED States DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Charles H. Moorman, of Kentucky, to be United States dis- 
trict judge, western district of Kentucky, vice Walter Evans, 
deceased, 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS: 

Arthur M. Teakell, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public 

moneys at Douglas, Wyo., vice Wilkie Collins, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY, 
To be captains. 

First Lieut. Noble Carter, Quartermaster Corps, from De- 
cember 11, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Allen Root, Ordnance Department, from 
December 14, 1923. 

First Lieut, John Wallace Cooper, Quartermaster Corps, from 
December 18, 1923. 

First Lieut. Joseph Hooker Comstock, Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 19, 1923. 

To be first lieutenants, 


Second Lieut. Roland William McNamee, Infantry, from De- 
cember 11, 1923. 

Second Lieut. John Carpenter Raaen, Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 12, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Winfred George Skelton, Infantry, from De- 
cember 14, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Lambert Benel Cain, Infantry, from December 
15, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Edmund Bower Sebree, Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 15, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Ignatius Lawrence Donnelly, Infantry, from 
December 19, 1923. 

Seeond Lieut. Merritt Brandon Booth, Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 19, 1923. 

MEDICAL CORPS. 


To be captain. 

Field Lieut. Arthur Alexander Hobbs, jr., Medical Corps, 

from December 13, 1923. 
CHAPLAIN. 
To be chaplain with the rank of captain, 

Chaplain Willis Timmons Howard, United States Army, from 
December 25, 1923. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICER. 
To be brigadier general, 

Col. William Power Burnham, Infantry, with rank from Janu- 
ary 1, 1924, vice Brig. Gen. Walter Henry Gordon, appointed 
major general November 7, 1923. 

APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY, 
FIELD ARTILLERY. 
First Lieut. Jesse Brooks Matlack, Infantry. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 
from the 8th day of June, 1923: 
Edwin M. Graham, 
Alden D. Redfield. 
PoOSTMASTERS. 


ALABAMA, 


Jake E. Wallace to be postmaster at Maplesville, Ala., in 
place of J. E. Wallace. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

ALASKA. 

George W. Robbins to be postmaster at Valdez, Alaska, in 
place of G. W. Robbins. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

ARIZONA. 

Richard J. Connor to be postmaster at Flagstaff, Ariz. in 
place of Lutie Paxton, resigned. 

A ARKANSAS. 

Charles E. Kemp to be postmaster at Trumann, Ark., in place 
of Logan Ruppel, resigned. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Ferris F. Kelly to be postmaster at San Juan Capistrano, 

Calif., in place of C. A. Romer, resigned. 
COLORADO. 


William A. Reynolds to be postmaster at Swink, Colo., in 
place of W. M. Kintner, deceased. 
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CONNECTICUT. 

Frederick W. Griffin to be postmaster at Cheshire, Conn., in 
place of E. I. Pardee. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

Arthur F. Connor to be postmaster at Bridgeport, Conn., in 
place of ©. F. Greene. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 10, 1923. 

ILLINOIS. 

Elgin C. Spivey to be postmaster at Shawneetown, III., in 
place of George Hanlon, resigned. 

John Piepenbrink to be postmaster at Orete, III., in place of 
M. M. Lane, resigned. 

Clarence E. Snively io be postmaster at Canton, III., in place 
of F. A. Perkins. Incumbent's commission expired February 14, 
1922. 

IOWA. 


Eliza K. Alldredge to be postmaster at Melbourne, Towa, in 

place of J. E. Gilliland, resigned. 
LOUISIANA, 

Roger F, Baudry to be postmaster at Garyville, La., in place 
of W. J. P. Prescott, Incumbent’s commission expired Septem- 
ber 5, 1922. 

Nettie Sojourner to be postmaster at Amite, La., in place of 
O. G. Goldsby. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

John A. Freeman to be postmaster at Lake, Miss., in place of 
R. H. Fairhurst, removed. 

Pauline W. King to be postmaster at Durant, Miss., in place 
of J. M. King, deceased. 

Pink H. Morrison to be postmaster at Heidelberg, Miss., in 
place of P. H. Morrison. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 20, 1923. 

James T. Skelton to be postmaster at Goodman, Miss., in place 
of J. T. Skelton. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Homer B. Grifling to be postmaster at Bude, Miss., in place of 
Willie Herring. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 1923. 

Lillie Burns to be postmaster at Brandon, Miss., in place of 
Robert Burns. Incumbent’s commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

Susette McAlpin to be postmaster at Bolton, Miss., in place of 
S. E. MeAlpin. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 

Joseph T. Farrar to be postmaster at Anguilla, Miss., in place 
of J. T. Farrar. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1923. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 


James L. Graham to be postmaster at Pomaria, S. G., in 
place of J. L. Graham. Office became third class April 1, 1923. 

Fred L. Timmerman to be postmaster at Graniteville, S. C., 
in place of Alma Jones, resigned, 

John W. Geraty to be postmaster at Yonges Island, S. C., in 
place of J. W. Geraty. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 1, 1923. 

David Duncan to be postmaster at Whitmire, S. C., in place 
of David Duncan. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Henry T. E. Neuburger to be postmaster at Spartanburg, 
S. C., in place of P. H. Fike. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 8, 1921, 

Josephine B. Pelzer to be postmaster at Pelzer, S. C., in 
place of J. B. Pelzer. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1, 1923. 

James H. Bodie to be postmaster at Leesville, S. C., in place 
of J. H. Bodie. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

TENNESSEE. 


John H. Gammon to be postmaster at Coal Creek, Tenn., in 
place of R. B. Sharp, resigned. 
VIRGINIA. 
James R. Barron to be postmaster at Pennington Gap, Va., 
in place of J. W. Anderson, resigned. 
WYOMING. 


Henry C. Miller to be postmaster at Douglas, Wyo., in place 
of A. F. Stott, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 3, 1924. 
Coast GUARD. 


Commander Frederick C. Billard to be Commandant of the 
Coast Guard with the rank of rear admiral 


POSTMASTERS, 


ALABAMA, 


Jolin Thompson, Altoona. 
Thomas P. Bonner, Ashland. 
Jacob E. Hood, Cordova. 
John N. Edwards, Eclectic. 
Robert B. Evans, Elkmont. 
Ada M. Burks, Fairfield. 
Martha C. Park, Flomaton. 
Henry A. Cathey, Florence. 
Theresa C. Spink, Grand Bay. 
Lonnie W. Johnston, Hanceville. 
Sarah M. Salley, Hayneville. 
Stephen H. Murphy, Huntsville. 
Roy M. Boak, Lineville. 
Ruth K. Conerly, Lockhart. 
Edna F. Lee, Newton. 
James L, Ragland, Pell City. 
Ira G. Mathews, Tallassee. 
Charles S. Mathers, Theodore. 
Bettie T. Forster, Thomasville. 
Emerson E. Etheredge, Town Creek. 
Martin E. Forsyth, Union Springs. 
Edna Young, Warrior. 
Charles S. Prescott, Wedowee. 
Maggie Winningham, York. 
ALASKA. 
Heury S. Sogn, Anchorage. 
Stephen Bireh, Kennecott. 
Guy Job, Latouche. 
Frank Lyons, Nulato. 
ARKANSAS. 


Jarrick W. White, Walnut Ridge. 
James M. Shaw, Kooskia. 
Sherman ©, Hemstreet, Laclede. 
Wheeler W. Elledge, Lava Hot Springs. 
Helga M. Cook, McCall. 

Charles L. Edwards, McCammon. 
Fred V. Diers, Mackay. 
Joseph Y. Haight, Oakley. 

Mabel P. Wetherell, Post Falls. 
Allen H. Smith, Roselake. 
Oakley A. West, Weiser. 

IDAHO. 


Richard L. Baker, Ashton. 
Florence V. Clark, Bellevue. 
Elsie Harrell, Cambridge. = 
George W. Prout, Council. 
Roy M. Parsons, Hagerman. 
John P. McEachern, King Hill. 
INDIANA, 


Alpheus L. Adamson, Akron. 
David R. Alpaugh, Andrews. 
Samuel Ratcliff, Bainbridge. 
John S. Moore, Battle Ground. 
John T. Clapp, Beech Grove. 
Hugh Horn, Bicknell. 

Earl L. Eldridge, Boswell. 
William H. Beckheiser, Bremen, 
Claude A. Warr, Brook. 

Earle O. Gilbert, Brooklyn. 

Roy J. Lingeman, Brownsburg. 
Charles F. Robertson, Brownstown, 
Hugh R. Foss, Cambridge City. 
Samuel C. Morgan, Campbellsburg. 
James E. Thompson, Clarks Hill. 
Finley Franklin, Clayton. 

Julia V. Clark, Colfax. 

Job C. Burnworth, Columbia City, 
Edward C. Bales, Dana. 

Harry M. Weliever, Darlington, 
Elvin R. Long, Denver. 

Lionel A. Pratt, Dunkirk. 

Albert J. Baumgartner, Elkhart. 
Tra Craig, Farmland. 

Werner A. Wollenmann, Ferdinand. 
Ebert Garrigues, Francesville. 
Bertha Boyers, Freedom, 
Erasmus R. Bartley, Greencastle. 
Hugh E. Johnson, Greenfield. 
Richard H. McHie, Hammond. 
Ralph W. Monfort, Hartford City. 


1924. 


Ned A. Parham, Howe. 

Claude Cline, Huntington. 

Agnes M. Hiatt, Hymera. 

John J. Himsel, Jasper. 

William H. Morey, Lowell. 

Charlie O. Alton, Milan. 

James W. Robinson, Milford. 

Neil W. Troutman, Montpelier. 

John F. Trimble, Morristown, 

Harry S. Irvin, Morocco. 

Willard Lucas, New Haven. 

Almeda B. Lochard, North Madison. 

Luella Moore, Orleans. 

Jacob O. Hawley, Paragon. 

Harold C. Littell, Pekin. 

Earl V. Sell, Pennville. 

Gerry E. Long, Porter. 

George W. Owen, Poseyville. 

Perry Leavell, Red Key. 

Quimba O. Hallowell, Ridgeville. 

James E. Turner, Roann. 

Guy H. Walker, Rockport. 

Charles E. Noble, Rolling Prairie. 

Celia Johnson, Russlaville. 

Glen R. Brown, Spiceland. 

Nathan Riley, Thorntown. 

Reader J. Meroney, Topeka. 

Elmer E. Harding, Union City. 

George A. White, Union Mills. 

Orville C. Bowen, Upland. 

E. Delight Bradford, Vanburen. 

Samuel J. Purnell, Veedersburg. 

Betty M. Miller, West Baden. 

Frank R. McCullough, Westport. 

George H. Williams, Wheatfield. 

Austin Palin, Wingate. 

Charles A. Burgess, Yorktown. 
MICHIGAN. 


Frankie Harris, Ada. 

Erva J. Mallory, Albion. 
Francis R. Hemenger, Algonac. 
Volney W. Ferris, Allegan. 
IIarold M. Howell, Allen. 
Ambrose C. Pack, Ann Arbor. 
Lorenzo D. Anderson, jr., Armada. 
Arthur G. Creevy, Barryton. 
John C. Davis, Battle Creek. 
Homer E. Buck, Bay City. 
Fred G. Scott, Bergland. 
Auron W. Miles, Big Rapids. 
John J. Schmidt, Bravo. 

Jesse A. Hurd, Ceresco. 
Charles F. Goetzen, Chesaning. 
Milford W. Covert, Clio. 

Jean M. Jackson, Croswell. 
John Fenine, Dowagiac. 
Adrian J. Van Wert, Essexville. 
Clarence J. Fuller, Fowlerville. 
Walter J. Kern, Frankenmuth. 
Mary E. Chadwick, Frankfort. 
George L. Olsen, Grand Haven. 
Robert G. Hill, Grand Rapids. 
Henry C. Hemingsen, Grant. 
Arthur A. Graves, Grosse Ile. 
Benjamin Rankens, Hamilton. 
Frank A. Schulte, Hemlock. 
William H. Cansfield, Howell. 
Ernest C. Baldwin, Hudson. 
Earl E. Secor, Imlay City. 
Gerald MeKindles, L’Anse. 
John A. Gries, Laurium. 

Clara E. Benedict, Lawrence. 
Frederick R. Gibson, Lawton. 
Frank J. Gehringer, Lenox. 
Inez O. Peasley, Lexington. 
Nettie B. Goheen, Lincoln. 
Norman E. Borgerson, Lowell. 
Mark Boyd, McBain. 

Sadie Wheeler, Manton. 

Archie Lowry, Marion. 

Oscar Wertanen, Mass. 

Mark L. Osgood, Monroe. 
Kathryn I. Stanley, Morrice 
Aaron R. Merritt, Mulliken, 
Lincoln Rodgers, Muskegon, 
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William A. Keeler, North Branch. 

Frank S. Neal, Northville. 

Dee J. Wilson, Orchard Lake. 

Maud Miller, Peck. 

Wiliam C. Miler, Pinckney. 

George W. Farmer, Redford. 

Charles H. Heath, Richmond. 

Edward W. Huff, Rock. 

Frank J. Adams, Rogers. 

Fred H. Buckberry, Romulus. 

Gordon R. Whitney, Rose City. 

Ernest E. Vibert, Saginaw West Side. 

Hannibal A. Hopkins, St. Clair. 

Walter G. Wykoff, St. Johns. 

Gertrude Moffatt, Sandusky. 

Herman G. Muellerweiss, Sebewaing. 

Edwin D. Greenhoe, Sheridan. 

Nora Covert, Springport. 

Belle Quick, Swartz Creek. 

Henry W. McClure, Tecumseh. 

John B. Murphy, Wayne. 

Frank Aldrich, Webberville. 

Alexander M. Mackay, West Branch. 

Floyd P. Fox, Williamsburg. z 

Arthur E. Baisley, Wyandotte. 
VERMONT. 


Frank E. Robinson, Barre. 
George E. King, Barton. 

Joshua H. Blakley, Bellows Falls. 
Burt Merritt, Brandon. 

William A. Beebe, Bristol. 
Stanley E. Brownell, Burlington. 
Henry Jones, Castleton. 

Douglas C. Montgomery, East Arlington. 
Lyman H. Leach, Essex Junction. 
Charles L. Stuart, Lyndonville, 
Dora W. Brown, Lunenburg. 
Walter W. Wright, North Troy. 
Charles W. Humphrey, Poultney. 
Dwight L. M. Phelps, Richmond. 
Ernest W. Chase, Rochester. 
Frank C. Dyer, Salisbury. 
William F. Hager, Wallingford. 
Fred H. Brock, Wells River. 
Earle H. Bishop, West Rutland. 
Belle H. Covell, Williamstown. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations ore Oey, from the Senate January 
3, 1 
MEMBERS or THE UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD, 


Frederick I. Thompson, of Alabama, 
Bert E. Haney, of Oregon. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Ensign 8 S. Jones to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 5th day of June, 1923. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tucrspay, January 3, 1924. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


O Lord, our Lord, how excellent is Thy name in all the 
earth! O lead men everywhere to know Thee, whom to know 
is life eternal. Truly Thou art a sun and shield and no good 
thing dest Thou withhold from Thy earthly children. For all 
of the rich bounties from Thy hand; for the unspeakable 
blessings of divine care we wait in humble gratitude in Thy 
holy presence. Be pleased to accept the sincere offerings of 
our hearts. For all our families, united or separated, we ask 
the Father's tenderest care, and give great wisdom, discern- 
ment, and discretion to all Members of this Congress. Upon 
all our people continue the blessings of those rugged virtues, 
namely, the obligations of justice, the will of industry, the 
spirit of charity, and the heaven-born sense of responsibility to 
Thee, as revealed in the glorified Cross of Calvary. May Thy 
Holy Spirit give us great peace and comfort throughout this 
new year. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of December 20, 1928, was read 
and approved, 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on 
Saturday next, after the reading and approval of the Journal 
and the disposition of business on the Speaker’s table, I shail 
be allowed to proceed for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that this week—Saturday—afier the reading of the 
Journal and the disposition of business on the Speaker’s table, 
he be allowed to address the House for 20 minutes, Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will 
not make that request, because we hope to adjourn over to- 
morrow until Monday next. : 

Mr. JONES. Then, Mr. Speaker, I modify my request that I 
be allowed to proceed on Monday next, after the reading of the 
Journal and the disposition of business on the Speaker's table, 
for 20 minutes. s 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that on Monday next, after the reading of the Journal 
and the disposition of business on the Speakers table, he be 
allowed to address the House for 20 minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that fol- 
lowing the gentleman from Texas, I may be allowed to address 
the House for 40 minutes upon the subject of taxation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


SALARIES OF LEGISLATIVE EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two minutes in order that I may explain a request 
for unanimous consent which I intend to make. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanl- 
mous consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, at the close of the Sixty- 
seventh Congress, by act of Congress, a joint committee was ap- 
pointed to classify the salaries of the people employed in the 
legislative branch of the Government. I served as a member 
of that committee. That act required that the committee re- 
port the results of its labors on the first day of the session of 
the Sixty-eighth Congress. The report was made as the law 
provided. As a result of the recommendations of this commit- 
tee, legislation will have to be enacted. 

The committee itself has no authority to report a bill, 
although it has made the report of its labors. There is no 
committee in the House under the rules to which such a bill 
could be properly referred, and even if there were it would 
not be wise to refer a bill to a committee that had no knowledge 
of the subject. Therefore, I ask unanimous consent that this 
joint committee on the compensation of legislative employees 
be authorized to report a bill for the consideration of the 
House, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, is that report of the joint committee, having been 
printed, available to Members of the House? 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does the gentleman know how 
many copies are printed? 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The gentleman will recall that the 
other day we had some discussion with respect to the insuffi- 
cient number of copies of bills and resolutions that are offered 
in the House. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not know anything about that subject, 
but I think the gentleman will find these reports in the docu- 
ment room. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman speaks of the joint committee 
reporting a bill. Will the gentleman not have to make his 
request so that the House members of that joint committee may 
report a bill to this House? 

Mr. MADDEN. The matter would have to go to the joint 
committee, and then such report as would come from the joint 
committee would of course be introduced by the Members of 
the House who are members of that committee, 

Mr. TILSON. We can not authorize a joint committee of 
the two bodies to make a report of a bill to the House. 

Mr. MADDEN. ‘Then I shall modify my request to meet the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Connecticut, that the House 
members of the joint committee may be authorized to report 
a bill passed upon by the joint committee, 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. SNELL. Do I understand that the gentleman intends to 
take up that matter and consider it on Monday next? 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, no; the bill has not yet been introduced. 
I propose to introduce a bill to cover the contents of the report, 
and to have that bill referred to the joint committee and re- 
ported by the House members on the joint committee later on, 
and then I shall ask the House at some time to take it up for 
consideration, but just when I can not tell. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, do I understand 
that the committee consists of three members from each body? 

Mr. MADDEN. The joint committee consists of myself, the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON], and the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes], and of Senator WARREN, 
Senator Smoor, and Senator Overman on behalf of the Senate. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And, as I understand the 
gentleman’s request, it is that the House members of that joint 
committee shall have jurisdiction of a bill which will be intro- 
duced covering the subject which those gentlemen have been 
studying throughout the year? f 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Jurisdiction of the bill with 
authority to report? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That, of course, does not give 
the matter any privileged status? 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
the presumption was that with the filing of this report upon the 
first day of this Congress that committee should die. 

Mr, MADDEN. There is no provision 

Mr. BLANTON. But what is the presumption? It was not 
presumed that they were to continue like these other com- 
mittees and live forever. 

Mr. MADDEN. I will say to my friend from Texas that 
there is no expense attached 

Mr. BLANTON, I have no objection to the gentleman's 
request. 

Mr. MADDEN. Let me make this statement. There was not 
a dollar of public money expended by this commission, It is 
the first commission of the kind where that can be said to be 
true. [Applause,] 

Mr. BLANTON. But I understand there will be public 
money expended by the action of this committee later on. 

Mr. MADDEN. There will be public money expended for 
compensation. 

Mr. BLANTON. Considerable? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON, What is the gentleman's idea 

Mr. PARKS of Arkansas. Regular order. 

Mr. BLANTON. What is the gentleman’s idea? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


Mr, BLANTON. For the present I object unless I can ask 


him a question. All I want to do is to ask a question, 

Mr. PARKS of Arkansas. I withdraw it. 

Mr. BLANTON. The question I desire to ask is this, which 
is a simple question. That after this committee reports this 
bill and gets through with it, it is not to remain as a standing 
joint committee? 

Mr, MADDEN. Absolutely not, 

Mr. BLANTON. Its services will be ended and it will lapse? 

Mr. MADDEN. We would like to surrender our arduous 
work. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re- 
quest? 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Reserving the right to object, I 
desire to ask the gentleman a question. At the time each Con- 
gress meets the committees of the House are all newly ap- 
pointed? 

Mr. MADDEN. This is an appointment under the law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The law establishes the joint 
committee, but did not establish the personnel of the House 
members. 

Mr. MADDEN. Here is what the law provided, three Mem- 
bers of the House—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did it name them? 

Mr, MADDEN. No; but they were Members of the Sixty- 
seventh Congress and elected to the Sixty-eighth Congress, and 
the law provided that they should be appointed dy the Speaker 
to membership on this committee, and he named three. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
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PUBLIC BUILDINGS COMMISSION. 


Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Public 
Buildings Commission I submit for printing under the rule its 
annual report, and I ask unanimous consent that I may be 
heard for 10 minutes on a matter contained in this report in 
which I think the House is specially interested. 

[The report referred to will be found on page 499 of the 
Senate proceedings. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. ? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the Public Buildings Commis- 
sion, of which I am the majority House member, has directed 
me to submit its annual report to the House. A portion of that 
report deals with the question of public buildings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. As a member of that commission I have 
concurred in this report because it states the plain truth about 
the situation regarding the urgent need of certain public build- 
ings in Washington, to which territory the jurisdiction of the 
commission is confined. I wish to state to the House that my 
action in concurring in this report must not be construed as in- 
dicating my agreement to the proposition which confines public 
building activities for the present te the District of Columbia. 
[Applause.] I' could name by the scores situations in various 
sections of the country where equally urgent necessity exists 
for the proper housing of Government activities and in Govern- 
ment-owned buildings, 

With the indulgence of the House, I will mention a few 
which have been brought to my attention and which come to my 
mind at the moment; Oakland, Calif.; Syracuse and Bingham- 
ton, N. T.; Baltimore, Md. ; Pittsburgh, Pa.; Newark, N. J.; 
Detroit, Mich.; Central City, Ky.; Cleveland, Steubenville, and 
Akron, Ohio; Minneapolis, Minn. ; Hartford, Conn.; Fort 
Wayne, Ind.; Kenosha and Racine, Wis.; Asheville, N. C.; 
Houston, Tex.; and in the great and much-favored State of 
Massachusetts I might mention Boston, Lawrence, and Peabody. 
[Applause.] Even in the great city of Chicago they are ap- 
pealing for additional space for Government activities; and I 
might also mention Effingham, in the same State. 

Mr. TUCKER. Why does not the gentleman mention Buena 
Vista, Va.? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes; I gladly include that, not only because 
of my reverence for the old Commonwealth whence my ances- 
tors came, but because of my great respect for the gentleman 
and my knowledge of the needs of the city to which he refers. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. The gentleman does not mention Long 
Beach and Pomona, in California, although both are in dire need 
of public buildings, and although Long Beach has in the last 
four years increased in population from 55,000 to 120,000. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes; I had not thought of these two places. 
I was only hurriedly mentioning a few that happened to occur 
to me. 

Mr. DYER. What about the great city of St. Louis? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes; I intended to mention that, because 
the distinguished gentleman has been perennial for many years 
in urging action by Congress for the relief of the St. Louis 
situation. [Laughter,] 

Mr. MANLOVE, Please do not forget another city in Mis- 
souri—that of Aurora. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I can assure the gentleman that it will not 
be forgotten if an omnibus bill is reported to this House and 
I have a say in its preparation. 

I might add that although I have been a member of this com- 
mittee for more than 12 years and its chairman for more than 
4 years, there is not a single public building in the territory 
which I now represent. In the old tenth district I was instru- 
mental in securing legislation for several buildings, giving 
preference, as the rule required, to the places where the most 
public business was transacted. The people of that district 
know that I have been untiring in my efforts to secure some 
much-needed buildings in the district as now constituted, but 
they also know the conditions which have compelled the post- 
ponement of such legislation, and that it can not be accom- 
plished except in a general omnibus bill, which provides for 
new buildings in all sections of the country. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LANGLEY. I wiil. 

Mr. CARTER. I would like to ask the gentleman if this 
report contains anything about the proposition which I noticed 
in one of the local papers some few days ago of an elaborate 
plan to build by the Federal Government a giant stadium in the 
city of Washington for athletic entertainments, and so forth? 

Mr. LANGLEY. I suggest that in view of the limited time I 
have and the urgent business immediately ahead of us to-day 
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that the gentleman read the report of the commission when it 
is printed, and he will find therein the information he desires. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CARTER. I can not read the report before it is printed, 
I asked the gentleman for this information in advance, thinking 


perhaps he might have read it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. I have read it, although it was not neces- 
sary, as I aided in preparing it. 

My personal thought about it is that we ought to adopt 
as quickly as possible a general public-building program for 
the entire country [applause], so that the people throughout 
the country may understand just what is going to be done, 
and when, to relieve this situation. I can not speak except as 
an individual member, because the committee of which I have 
the honor to be the chairman has not yet had a meeting, and, 
moreover, nearly one-half of its personnel consists of new Mem- 
bers. But I do wish to say this to the House: I have no sort of 
patience, and I do not believe you have, with all this tommyrot 
about “ pork barrels.” [Applause.] Some people seem to think 
that if we vote to spend millions in great civic centers we are 
patriots, and that if we vote for small but equally necessary 
appropriations to take care of our own local situations we are 
“pork-barrel ” advocates. 

It is of course conceded that in the great centers of popula- 
tion, with all the terminal facilities that are needed, millions 
must be appropriated to meet the situation, where only thou- 
sands are needed to erect necessary buildings in smaller locali- 
ties. But we need in such places the thousands just as ur- 
gently as they need the millions in the other places. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. I assume the building of this giant stadium, 
at the cost of a million or more dollars to the Federal Treasury, 
serving no purpose except to enable our District of Columbia 
residents to disport themselves, would be considered a very 
worthy and statesmanlike undertaking, while the building of a 
modest courthouse or post office to serve the actual needs of the 
citizens of some other section of this country would be denomi- 
nated a pork-barrel proposition. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Oh, I fear the gentleman has stadium“ 
on the brain. [Laughter.] He must have been reading “ yel- 
low journals.” ¢ 

Mr. CARTER. I have not it on the brain sufficiently to find 
out yet how the gentleman from Kentucky stands on the propo- 
sition, and many of us would like to know. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I will gladly answer my friend, if I get a 
chance. There is nothing of that sort in the report. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. ASWELL. Would the gentleman be in favor of his com- 
mittee bringing out a bill for the District of Columbia without 
a bill to cover the emergencies that he speaks of? Would the 
gentleman support the District bill separately when, for ex- 
ample, Syracuse, N. Y., presents an emergency vastly more 
serious and reflecting more upon the Congress for inaction than 
any case in Washington? 

Mr. LANGLEY. I think I have made it pretty clear in what 
I haye already said and in what I have said in previous Con- 
gresses in which the gentleman served, and in the press of the 
country, that I am in favor of immediate legislation to take care 
of the situations throughout the country, and I think it ought 
not be done by piecemeal, I will say frankly to the gentleman 
from Louisiana. [Applause.] 

I concede that there is some force in the argument that this 
being the seat of Government, where the heads of its great 
departments are housed, and where the work of the Govern- 
ment is done for all the people, should have the first and 
highest consideration. Take the Department of Agriculture, 
for example; its various branches occupy here in Washington 
45 buildings seattered throughout the city, 28 of which are 
rented, and many of them insanitary and nonfireproof, The 
report of the commission sets out in detail the conditions 
which exist here in Washington in this respect with regard 
to several of the departments. I do not believe that the 
people in any section of this country or that any Member of 
this House would want to see preference given to his locality 
in the face of such conditions in the National Capital. It is 
a beautiful city and capable of much more beautification, in 
which we should all take a patriotic pride. But I contend that 
it is not necessary to give such preference. It can all be 
undertaken as one general public building plan, and I think 
we ought to take “ pot luck” together. 
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There may have been a time many years ago when some- 
body thought that he could glorify himself by building a 
monumental and unnecessary bullding in his locality. But 
under the present almost unbearable burden of taxation and 
in the present state of the public mind it is my opinion that 
any Member of Congress who would undertake to exalt him- 
self personally by securing the erection of an unnecessary 
building in his community would bring down upon himself pub- 
lie execration and put himself into political exile. [Applause.] 
So far as I am concerned, I believe we ought to confine this 
general program of building to actual necessities. [Applause] 

I would not advocate, nor would I favor, reporting an 
omnibus bill which provides for a single building anywhere 
where it is not clearly shown that the expenditure would im- 
mediately, or in the near future, be an economical investment 
for the Government. What we need is not monumental build- 
ings, but buildings in keeping with the architecture of the 
locality in which they are constructed, and of a substantial, 
roomy, fireproof, and sanitary type, such as successful and up- 
to-date commercial business would construct. It seems to me 
that it is the thought of some gentlemen that the adoption of 
a comprehensive building program would mean the immediate 
expenditure of hundreds of millions of dollars, which, of course, 
is absurd. We are expending now annually nearly $23,000,000 


for rental of buildings for Government use. Many of these’ 


buildings are lacking in facilities, insanitary, and nonfireproof. 
Not only that, but in many instances that have been brought 
to my attention a rental of as much as 16 per cent annually 
is being paid on the amount of capital invested in the build- 
ings, This is unpardonable and disgraceful to our Govern- 
ment. We could borrow even as much as $500,000,000 and 
still make a substantial saving in the item of interest alone, 
to say nothing of the advantage it would be in the matter of 
the prompt and efficient transaction of the public business. 

If I could have my way about it, I would favor the adoption 
for the entire country of a building program similar to that 
recommended in the report of our commission for the District 
of Columbia, and I would extend that program over a period 
of 10 years, giving preference to the cases of greatest emer- 
gency, with proper safeguards against favoritism for certain 
localities as against others. We could at the most expend an- 
nually the comparatively small amount that would be re- 
quired to carry out the 10-year program. If the current rev- 
enues for any particular year should be insufficient to meet 
the expenses for that year, the Secretary of the Treasury could 
be authorized to issue bonds or certificates of indebtedness to 
meet the remainder for that year, and this without the slightest 
harm to the United States Treasury or to the credit of the 
Government. I am not impressed with the argument that 
it would overtax the building capacity of the people, and that 
we should wait until there is a period of depression before 
starting such a program. I am strong enough in my Repub- 
lican faith to believe that there can not be a period of de- 
pression under a Republican administration. And I would not 
be speaking the faith that is in me if I did not say that I 
devoutly believe in the nomination and election for a full 
term of the great and patriotic man who now occupies the 
White House. So that to accede to that argument would mean 
a period of waiting exceeding five years before we took a 
forward step in the matter. 

It has now been nearly 11 years since we had an omnibus 
public buildings bill enacted into law. This long delay in sup- 
plemental legislation is one of the reasons for the serious eon- 
ditions which exist now throughout the country. The other 
reason is of course the tremendous and unprecedented growth 
of the country in every line of business. There are more than 
100 unfinished projects authorized by the act of March 4, 1913, 
and nearly $13,000,000 appropriated pursuant to that act remain 
unexpended because the World War produced such an increase 
in the cost of labor and materials that the work could not 
proceed. 

The answer to the suggestion which has been made, that a 
general bill if enacted should be confined to the class of cases 
which are sometimes termed “emergency cases,” is that there 
are many other localities which were not provided for in that 
act which have since become more emergent than many of 
these hundred and odd cases are. In a word, what we ought to 
do is to stop this “penny wise and pound foolish” economy 
[applause] and proceed to house the activities of this creat 
Government in properly constructed Government-owned bulld- 
ings, and in all cases where it would be economical in the end 
to do so. This would not only relieve us of the disgraceful 
position into which our Government is rapidly drifting, but it 
would also stop the practice, which I think should never have 
been started, of giving a doubtful construction to a provision in 


the shape of permanent law which was some years ago inserted 
in the Post Office appropriation bill, under which contracts are 
being entered into with private parties for the construction of 
buildings at excessive rates of interest calculated upon the 
amount of capital invested, and leaving the Government in the 
end to purchase the buildiug or to be left at the expiration of 
the period in a worse condition than it was before. I am not 
seeking to place the blame for this situation upon any particu- 
lar administration or administrative official. I am simply plac- 
ing before you as an individual Member of this House and 
chairman of the committee having jurisdiction of the initial 
legislation, the facts as I see them, so that the Congress and the 
country at large may understand that I want to see such a 
program as I have outlined adopted as quickly as possible and 
proceeded with as rapidly as the needs of the Government's 
business require and the condition of the Government's finances 
will permit of. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to briefly extend my 
remarks in the Recorp on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks on this subject. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE ro ADDRESS THE HOUSE, | 


Mr. DARROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on Monday next, after the reading of the Journal and the ad- 
dresses arranged for have been made, to address the House for 
15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to address the House for 15 minutes on 
Monday next, following the address of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Frear]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, papers in the following cases: Victoria Eager, Barbara 
Bever, Marion D. Sweet, Sarah J. Warren, Carrie C. Frey, 
Spencer E. Graves. : 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to withdraw them 
permanently? 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Yes; permanently. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw from the files certain pension cases 
on which no adverse report has been made. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL MONDAY, 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on’ 
Monday next. I do this after consultation with the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Breepy], who had obtained permission to ad- 
dress the House to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, may I ask the gentleman from Ohio why it is 
necessary or expedient to do that? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I can only inform the gentleman that 
the business of the House, so far as I know, to-morrow would 
be confined to the address by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Berrepy], and he has just notified me that he would prefer not 
to make his address then, but later. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Do I understand from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that there is no business now ready for the 
House to act upon? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman may infer that perhaps, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Congress has been in session 
now for a month. It met on the 3d of December. It was 
organized some two weeks later. Of course, if the majority 
side, which must initiate legislation for the time being, is not 
prepared to suggest business, I do not know of anything that 
we could accomplish by making an effort to force the House to 
remain in session. But I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Ohio and his colleagues on that side of the House that the 
Democrats are here ready for business. [Applause.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Of course, Mr. Speaker; hut I may say 
to my friend from Tennessee that we do not know what business 
they are ready to transact. May I suggest to the gentleman 
from Tennessee—because he may be able to refresh my recol- 
lection, but I do not recall, thongh I have been a Member of 
a number of Congresses in which this side was in the majority, 
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that a very substantial amount of business was ready on the 
first week after New Year's. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not recollect-—— 

Mr. LONGWORTH. No; I think not 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not recall a Congress in 
which I have had the honor to serve in which we have not 
passed one or more appropriation bills before the holidays, and 
at least an appropriation bill has always been ready immedi- 
ately following the holidays. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And so is a bill now ready to be re- 
ported next week. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Next week is next week, and 
this week is this week. ; 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman is quite in error in his 
thought that in previous Democratic Congresses an appropria- 
tion bill has been passed by a new Congress before the Christ- 
mas holidays. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The Post Office appropriation bill was 
usually out of the way by the Ist of January. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, no; the gentleman is quite wrong. 
That may have been the case with the second session of a Con- 
gress. Of course, 1 am speaking of the first session, when Con- 
gress has met to organize and has organized very speedily and 
with practically no difficulty. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. If the gentleman will permit, I am 
certain we passed the Post Office bill in the short session before 
the holidays, I recall that in the Sixty-fifth Congress we passed 
the Post Office appropriation bill December 14, 1917, at the 
long session and at the next short session we passed it Decem- 
ber 18, 1918. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Quite so; and in the next short session 
we will pass a number of bills before the holidays. 

Mr. ROACH. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonaworrH] a question. 
From some source I have been supplied with information to the 
effect that the Committee on Ways and Means has for some 
time been considering a bill with reference to tax reduction, 
a subject in which the country is very much interested at this 
particular time, and I am wondering why that bill can not be 
reported and read in order that it may be gotten ready for 
discussion. If that is a correct bill and is to be reported by 
the Committee on Ways and Means, why should we adjourn 
over for three or four days before that bill is even read to the 
membership so that the membership will know what it will 
eventually be? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman should address his ques- 
tion to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
because I am not advised; but, as I understand it, that bill 
contains some 394 pages, and the gentleman must realize that 
it would have been utterly impossible for that committee to 
report such a bill, even though, as I understand it, the com- 
mittee has been in session for a considerable length of time 
since its organization. 

Mr. ROACH. But the bill has been in the hands of the 
Members for a week. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is a committee print. The gentle- 
man is in no greater haste than I am with respect to tax 
reduction. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I do not know yet whether I 
want to object or not. I am not very much interested in the 
mortuary matters discussed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
LonewortH] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gan- 
REIT J]; I was not here at those funerals; but I am interested 
in some questions being propounded to me by home folks, I 
was elected 14 months ago to come here and present some 
pressing legislation, and the cornfield canaries are now writing 
me asking why I do not do something. [Langhter.] I am quite 
sure I will not object if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone- 
wortH] will give me any reasonable reason for the request 
which he now lodges. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I realized when I first saw the gentle- 
man on his arrival in the House that he is a man who wants 
to do business, and I trust we will be able to do business very 
shortly. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I imagine that was a compli- 
ment and I take it as such, although I did not understand it. 
[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonewortH]? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none and it is so ordered. 

Under the special order of the House, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] is recognized for one hour. 


THE ANTHRACITE COAL 


Mr. TREADWAY— 


The cost of coal has become unbearably high, It places a great 
burden on our industrial and domestic life. The public welfare re- 
quires reduction in the price of fuel. With the enormous deposits in 
existence, failure of supply ought not to be tolerated. Those re- 
sponsible for the conditions in this industry should undertake its 
reform and free it from any charge of profiteering. 


Mr. Speaker, in this brief and pithy paragraph the President 
of the United States in his address to Congress described the 
existing conditions in the anthracite coal consuming States. 

Mr. WYANT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TREADWAY. For a brief question. 

Mr. WYANT. Is the gentleman discussing coal, generally, or 
anthracite coal? 

Mr. TREADWAY. The subject of my remarks is The 
anthracite coal situation.” 

Mr. WYANT. Then we understand that any statements made 
by the gentleman will be entirely with respect to anthracite 
coal? 

Mr. TREADWAY. No; indirectly, I also refer in the course 
of my remarks to the bituminous coal situation as regards 
emergency supply. 

The cause of this situation is perfectly apparent to every stu- 
dent of the coal problem. I unhesitatingly say that the reason 
for the high price of anthracite to-day is uncontrolled monopoly. 
The American people are too willing to accept prevailing con- 
ditions without due inquiry into their causes. 

Prices have continued to rise out of proportion to the general 
increase of costs. 

These increases haye been gradual and have under com- 
pulsion been absorbed by the public. Those responsible for the 
continued increases have realized that the public was in their 
power. We have been hit gently over a period of years in 
order that we could be quietly put to sleep rather than knocked 
out with one blow. Asa result the public has now reached the 
point of its own comeback and refuses longer to be inflicted 
with the prevailing oppression. 

Let me illustrate by actual bills rendered for anthracite in 
my home town. One is dated June, 1910, showing the price to 
be $7 per ton delivered. The next is for February, 1913, the 
price being given at $8, and the third is dated July, 1923, when 
the price went to $16.50 per ton. Two months later it was 
$17 and $17.25 per ton. An increase in 13 years of 125 per cent. 
These bills are representative of prevailing prices throughout 
the anthracite consuming States. Slight variations appear, 
depending upon freight charges. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield there for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will yield briefly. 

Mr. BLANTON. That $16 or $17 a ton for coal in June, 
1923. was following an authorized expenditure by the Congress 
of $600,000 on a useless coal commission. Can the gentleman 
tell us one good thing that coal commission accomplished? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Quite a part of my remarks will be en- 
deavoring to answer the gentleman's question. If he will re- 
serve his question until later, I will endeavor in my remarks to 
cover his inquiry. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. For a brief question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to say right there, 
in connection with that statement of prices which the gentleman 
has given, that in January, 1921, in the city of Beloit—a city of 
twenty-odd thousand people, situated in my district, within 
100 miles of Chicago, at the junction of the Chicago & North 
Western and the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railways—the 
cost of anthracite coal was $24.50 a ton. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for just one 
question ? 

Mr. TREADWAY. 
lengthy address. : 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. In the comparison of bills for coal 
which the gentleman gave us, does that cover the same sizes of 
coal? - 

Mr. TREADWAY. Absolutely the same type of fuel. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I thought that was an important ele- 
ment to be considered, 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes; I thank the gentleman for the sug- 
gestion. It was absolutely the same type of fuel. 

REASONS FOR INFLATED PRICES, 

What are the reasons for this tremendous increase? The 
fact that anthracite production is a monopoly and uncontrolled - 
and unregulated makes it the toy of every element in any way 


SITUATION. 


A very brief one, because I have a rather 


516 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 3, 


connected with the business. The reasons, therefore, for the 
inflated prices can be plainly stated. They are the results of 
the combined action on the part of the following: 

1. The landowners. 

2. The State laws of Pennsylvania, 

3. The operators. 

4, The miners. 

5. The transportation companies, 

6. The jobbers. 

I intend to speak plainly and openly regarding each of fhese 
reasons, as nothing is to be gained by endeavoring to shield or 
cover up the underlying causes of the exorbitant prices charged 


for coal. 
PROFITS OF LANDOWNERS. 


First, profits of landowners. The largest single owner of 
anthracite fields in Pennsylvania is the Girard Estate, of which 
the city of Philadelphia is trustee under the will of Stephen 
Girard. The leases approved by the court of common pleas of 
the county of Philadelphia have authorized the execution of 
the trust by the city of the form of lease now in existence, 
dating from the 3ist day of December, 1913, for 15 years. 
In other words, these Ieases will not expire until the last day 
of December, 1928. Briefiy, the leases call for the payment to 
the trustee of 18 per cent of the average selling price per ton 
of each size of coal at the breaker, It was, however, stipu- 
lated especially that on chestnut sizes and larger the royalty | 
should not be less than 45 cents per ton. From this proviso | 
it is apparent that in 1913 the expected royalty from domestic 
sizes was 45 cents per ton. Under the old flat system of leases 
the royalty was as low as 12 cents per ton. The rate of 45 
cents was therefore regarded as a high one. 

To-day those royalties on the percentuge basis have increased | 
to at least $1.50 per ton. During the year 1921 there was 
mined from the Girard Estate leases, according to the report 
of the United States Coal Commission, 2,983,728 tons, upan) 
which the average royalty was $1.27 per ton, making a total 
payment from these royalty leases of $3,789,828. The Girard 
Estate, being the largest individual owner, makes the market 
prices for other leases as well as the charges made by com- 
panies owning their own lands. 

Tt is certainly a remarkable condition whereby the general 
public outside of the State of Pennsylvania contribute so 
liberally to the support of a great charity and educational 
trust. Under the percentage system of royalties every time the 
Price of coal is raised to the consumer or a change is made in 
the price of coal at the mines the royalty owners, including 
this great charity. profit thereby. 

It was undoubtedly the intention of Stephen Girard to estab- 
lish a philanthropy in the city of Philadelphia beneficial alike 
to educational and charitable needs of citizens. It is incon- 
ceiyable that a man with that disposition could have foreseen the 
day when the charities he established should become a burden 
upon the poor and needy of other States and of educational in- 
stitutions similar to Girard College located in other parts of the 
country. 

If this condition should be rightly placed before the trustees 
handling these funds, and undoubtedly having a proper con- 
ception of the spirit of the donor, could not this burden be 
voluntarily lightened and the rates of royalties intended to be 
established in the leases in 1913 be made a basis of present pay- 
ment? The trustees of the Girard Estate would, I am sure, in | 
this manner be carrying out the intention of Stephen Girard. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield there? | 

Mr. TREADWAY. For a brief question. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. With reference to the trustees, | 
who are the trustees of the Girard Estate? 

Mr. TREADWAY. It is a board appointed by the city ot 
Philadelphia and the contracts are approved by the courts of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. And do any of them happen to | 
be interested in anthracite mines? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I have no knowledge as to that subject | 
whatsoever. I do not even know the names of the gentlemen. 
Of course, I am making no personal reference to them in any 
way, shape, or manner. 

The report of the United States Coal Commission offers the 
suggestion that all royalty agreements should be voluntarily 
amended by the owners of anthracite lands, in view of the fact 
that the present royalties “ surely exceed their fondest expecta- 
tions of 10 years ago.” 

The commission states that these owners should be concerned | 
in setting the house in order” in view of the likelihood of 
demand for drastic regulation for the consumers’ protection. 

This point has now been reached, and it is up to the owners 
of anthracite lands either to follow the advice of the commis- 


sion or accept the consequences. The more conciliatory the 
attitude of the owners the better their chances of the ultimate 
settlement of this question being satisfactory to them. 


THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE TAX, 


A bill passed by the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania 
was approved by former Governor Sproul on May 11. 1921, 
imposing a State tax on anthracite coal. The rate of the tax 
is 14 per cent of the value of the coal when prepared for market 
and is assessed at the mines when the coal is ready for ship- 
ment. 

The annual output of anthracite in the State of Pennsylvanin 
is over 70,000,000 tons, so that the return from this tax is in 
excess of $8,000,000. The famous Pinchot agreement with the 
miners resuited in an increase of $500,000 from this tax to the 
State of Pennsylvania. Members of the legislature, realizing 
that this tax was one laid against the citizens of other States, 
having no voice in the taxation, endeavored to repeal this act 
during the session of 1923. I am reliably informed that the 
lower branch of the legislature actually passed the repeal but 
through the personal influence of the present governor the 
genets failed to confirm the action and the tax remains in 

orce. 

Campaign statements sometimes come home to haunt a candi- 
date. Under date of May 15, 1922, in the Philadelphia North 
American, the Pinchot campaign committee, undoubtedly author- 
ized by the candidate. himself, made this very significant an- 
nouncement ; 


A vote for Pinchot is: 

A vote to destroy, for all time, that malign and sinister alliance 
of State officials and political contractors, responsible for the orgy 
of profligate extravagance and reign of legisiative anarchy which 
saddled upon the people, among other things, those iniquitious enact- 
ments: 

A tax on anthracite coal, a most unjustifiable affliction upon house- 
holders, with Attorney General Alter now fighting to have the State 


| Supreme Court reverse itself in order that this levy may be adjudged 


constitutional. 
PINCHOT CAMPAIGN COMMITTEB, 


If citizens of the State were influenced by this campaign 
advertisement, they were certainly misled in expecting that, as 
governor, Mr. Pinchot would aid in the removal of this “ unjus- 
tifiable affliction upon householders.” 

A short time ago the State treasurer of Pennsylvania made a 
statement that the law should be repealed. Unfortunately for 
the consuming public of other States, the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania does not meet again until 1925. 

Through correspondence Governor Pinchot has been urged to 
call a special session of the legislature and recommend its 
prompt repeal of this tax bill in order that the State of Penn- 
sylvania may not suffer under the opprobrium of taking unfair 
advantage of the necessities of sister States. 

It will, therefore, be seen that before you reach other kinds 
of profiteering there is at least from $1.50 to $2 per ton as the 
base cost to the consuming public that could be very well re- 
moved through the charitable spirit of a charity organization 
and through the official action on the part of the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield be- 
fore be leaves that point? The gentleman has discussed the 
settlement made by Governor Pinchot with some degree of 


| criticism. I wish to ask the gentleman if I am correct in my 


recollection that following that settlement the President of the 
| United States congratulated Governor Pinchot upon the settle- 
ment, and that there was some little bit of quarrel as to who 
should have the credit for it? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I recall some correspondence back and 
forth, but I do not remember the exact details, and, certainly, 
I personally have never congratulated Governor Pinchot on 
that so-called settlement. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I know the gentleman has not. 
| I was speaking of the President of the United States. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I am not here to speak in his behalf. 


| He is very competent to speak for himself on all occasions. 


THE OPERATORS’ PROFITS. 

No more difficult phase of the problem arises than this one, 
particularly as no one realizes better than the operators that 
they positively control a monopoly and are themselves uncon- 
trolled by any public regulation. For detailed accounts of the 
shortcomings of the operators permit me to refer you to various 
items in the Coal Commission report. A very great difficulty 
in actually figuring operators’ profits comes from the unwilling- 
ness of the owners to cooperate in providing the necessary in- 
formation upon which to base what is a fair return to them on 
investment values. 
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Let me quote from a recent statement Governor Pinchot 
made at a gathering of governors he called in Harrisburg: 


The 10 great railroad companies which produce three-fourths of 
the coal exacted & margin of 85 cents a ton in 1921—the year of 
depression. In the first three months of the present year these same 
companies exacted a margin of $1.18, and to-day the same companies 
are taking margins higher still. These figures, when compared with 
their margin of 38 cents per ton for the three pre-war years, supply 
clear proof of extortion. * * © 

I reiterate my opinion that the whole combination is a hard-boiled 
monopoly whose prime interest in the public is that it shall consume 
their coal at their price. * * e 


In that sentiment I heartily agree with Governor Pinchot. 
[Applause.] 


The profits of the operators are often utterly unreasonable. Thus, 


in the years 1920, 1921, and 1922 one company paid successive divi- 
dends of 59 per eent, 137 per. cent, and 168 per cent, while another 
paid dividends of 79, 205, and 190 per cent. Such dividends are 
obviously unfair to the people from whose pockets they come. The 


margins and dividends of the anthracite industry of recent years | 


have been far and away greater than those of any other major in- 
dustry known to me in America. 


These statements, made officially by Governor Pinchot, which 
I assume are facts, place the operators in a very unenviable 
light. 

. The commission's report shows that the nine railroad com- 
panies in 1913 received an average margin of 30 cents per ton, 
whereas in the first quarter of 1923 the margin was $1.07 or 
three times the pre-war margin. 


Additional evidence of the profits of the anthracite com- | 


panies is found in their increase of surplus accounts. The 
commission states that five railroad coal companies engaged 
exclusively in mining of coal in addition to paying dividends 


increased their surplus from $7,000,000 in 1911 to $52,000,000 in 


1920, more than seven times as much. The net income of eight 
companies producing 57 per cent in 1913 was $13,600,000, in 
1920 $33,000,000—over two and one-half times as much income 
with no increase in production. 

These figures amply prove that owners’ profits are both ex- 
cessive and uncontrolled. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Will the gentleman yield? The gentleman 
has referred to the dividends paid. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I have. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Can the gentleman tell us the profits on 


the turnover or else elaborate on the amount of the capitaliza- | 


tion in respect of the business done? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will say to my colleague that it seems 
to me the way to reach these questions and answer intelligently 
such a question as he asks is to demand of these companies 
publicity of their accounts and books. [Applause.] I know of 
no other way to answer such a question intelligently. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I am as anxious for information as the 
gentleman himself, and I want to follow him with such intelli- 
gence as I have. The amount of dividend paid does not indi- 
eate anything unless one knows the capitalization of the busi- 
ness and the foundation of it. The figures may represent a 
very low rate of return on every ton they mined. I do not 
know anything about it, and I am merely asking for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will say in answer to the question of 
the gentleman that any company that declares a dividend of 
200 per cent—I do not care what the turnover is—is a profiteer, 
and ought to reduce its price. [Applause.] 

Mr, WYANT. Will the gentleman yield for an explanation? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I would prefer to continue. 

Mr. WYANT. I will be very brief. 

Mr. TREADWAY,. I would be glad to yield to my friend for 
a specific question, but my remarks are so long I am sure I 
will not be able to complete them, and I think perhaps ex- 
planations could be made in the gentleman’s own time. 

Mr. WYANT. Just a moment for a brief question. I saw the 
statement of the dividends declared in one of those cases and I 
made some investigation. I found the capital stock of the com- 
pany was $10,000 and the actual investment $509,000. So the 
returns were not as great as were indicated on the face of the 
statement. 

Mr. TREADWAY. If they are sufficiently capable of jug- 
gling these tremendous sums of money through their book- 
keeping methods, all the more reason on the part of the Gov- 
ernment for publicity. [Applause.] 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Under the case supposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
IMr. Wyant] it appears that with a $10,000 capital they have 
built up a surplus of $490,000. Is not that about it? 


Mr. TREADWAY. They have built up surpluses that extend 
into the millions. Here is one company that has a surplus of 


$33,000,000. I am sorry if their capitalization is $10 or 
$10.000 and can be made to produce any such surplus. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I would like to say to the gen- 
tleman that for a period of about 10 years the aggregate divi- 
dends paid by some of those companies: amounted to 500 or 600 
per cent, and I do not see how material their capitalization is 
if they can repeatedly pay dividends of that character. 

Mr. TREADWAY. And with no governmental authority or 
control over them. I now pass to the question of the wages of 
the miner, 

WAGES OF MINERS. 


I realize what the nature of a miner’s work is and the 
hazards connected with it, as well as the numerous drawbacks 
of the kind of labor he is called upon to perform. He is 
certainly entitled to generous compensation and the best of 
treatment, both as to hours of employment and conditions 
under which he works. Frankness, however, compels me to 
say that I consider the miners’ organizations have entered into 
the spirit of greed and a realization, as all others have, of the 
lack of control over the business. Again, the State of Penn- 
Sylvania favors those engaged in the industry. A miner must 
secure a State license after two years of apprenticeship. ‘This 
license. is granted by a board of miners, all members of one 
union organization. The control over labor in the mines is 
consequently complete. 

Upon a visit to two mines last summer a good opportunity 
was presented to witness conditions of production. I am con- 
vinced that the principal reason there was any justice in the 
threatened strike of last year owing to wages came about 
through the control of output. A miner having ample oppor- 
tunity to increase his output under favorable mining conditions 
is net permitted to de so under penalty of fine from his or- 
ganization. 

While hours of employment beneath the surface should not 
be long, certainly never in excess of eight hours and possibly 


| not more than six, the employee working by the piece or 


quantity production should be permitted to exervise his own 
judgment as to output. When there is opportunity, through 
favorable conditions, to increase the amount of his production, 
and thereby add to his daily wage, no regulation, either of the 
operator or the miner’s union, should prevent this being done. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 


man yield? 


Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Is there a limitation upon the 
number of men who can become apprentices? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I am unable to answer that question, I 
was referring to the quantity of production. There is a limita- 
tion upon the amount of production allowed a miner. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I wondered whether they re- 
stricted the number of men who were skilled to mine by limiting 
the number of the apprentices. It is my impression that there 
is such a limitation. 

Mr. WYANT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, 
I think I can answer the question for the gentleman. There is 
such a limitation in the anthraeite field but not in the bitumi- 
nous ficid in Pennsylvania. 

es THOMAS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. These miners are paid by the 
ton, are they not? 

Mr. TREADWAY. They are. 

Mr, THOMAS of Kentueky. How much a ton? 

Mr. TREADWAY. They are allowed to mine two cars of 
coal per day, and a car of coal brings them 83.53. At the 
place where I made my inquiry a miner told me that his pay 
for that day was $7.06. 

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Then how much are they paid 
per ton? Did the gentleman find that out? 

Mr. TREADWAY. As I am informed, the eontents of a car 
that they load for $3.53 weighs something over 2 tons, so that 
it would be about $1.70 a ton. 


TRANSPORTATION. 


Again we come to another very large contributing cause of 
excess prices. While under the Federal law the Interstate 
Commerce Commission may in a certain degree be able to regu- 
late rates of transportation, there is absolutely no control over 
discrimination in distribution. Under the Sherman Antitrust 
Act the railroads are not supposed to own the mines or to be 
engaged in mining, but the law is a dead letter in the sense of 
cooperation between the railroads and the actual owners. 
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To illustrate, I happen to know of a concern which for many 
years has been a selling agent of one of the large producing 
companies. In order to secure freight haul this agency has been 
taken away and the large allotment previously distributed by it 
in New England has been transferred to western sections where 
the railroad at interest secures the haul. The community losing 
the tonnage and realizing the shortage will naturally pay ad- 
vanced prices to others having coal for sale. 


JOBBERS. 


Last year an official board of the State of Pennsylvania called, 
I believe, the fair price commission, established certain prices 
ranging from $8 to $8.50 per ton as the fair price for coal at 
the mines. This fair price included items I have above re- 
ferred to, but which are not fair to the consuming public. The 
so-called settlement of the threatened strike of last September 
by Governor Pinchot raised this fair price to about $9, which 
should be the price of anthracite at the company mines. No 
dealer can go into the market and buy a ton of coal at that 
price. Certain dealers are having their so-called allotment fur- 
nished at this price which will supply from 50 to 60 per cent 
of their trade. There is, however, no extreme scarcity of coal 
in the anthracite consuming States to-day. 

I have here very recent quotations from jobbers who will 
provide anthracite at from $11.50 to $12.50 per ton at the 
mines. If you try to find out how it is that you can secure coal 
at that price and not at the established price you are informed 
that it is independent coal. As a matter of fact, less than 20 
per cent of the output comes from what are called independent 
mines. It is very apparent either that the jobbers have inside 
opportunity to purchase from the companies or there is collu- 
sion between the jobbers and the companies whereby this excess 
price is in some way divided. 

The United States Coal Commission refers to these people as 
persons having a desk and a telephone. They also have a large 
supply of nerve. 

Let me give you two illustrations of the results of this situa- 
tion which have recently come to my attention through Mem- 
bers of Congress: 

One colleague told me a few days ago that a member of his 
family had recently paid $19 per ton for coal within a few 
miles of Boston. 

Now, the other illustration is as to quality. One of our col- 
leagues a few mornings ago brought me 14 pieces similar to this 
lump I hold in my hand. They weighed nearly 10 pounds. My 
friend states that he removes about the same amount every 
morning from his furnace. A ton of coal is lasting him 20 days. 
It is therefore apparent he is paying for 200 pounds of useless 
fireproof article. The aggregate amount of these lumps con- 
tained in a ton is costing him $1.60. 

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
has just exhibited a lump of what appears to be stone. Can 
the gentleman tell us what it is? 

Mr, TREADWAY. It is noncombustible, and we call it“ fire- 
proof” up in Massachusetts. 

Mr. WARD of North Carolina, 
what it is. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I could not analyze it, but it certainly 
did not burn. We bought a lot of it up there in our country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. That is what they call flint rock in 
North Carolina. 

Mr. TREADWAY. ‘That is perhaps a better description of it. 

These are examples of the results of the conditions I have 
been describing to you. I think I have given a fair explanation 
of some of the causes of high prices. The complete combination 
is covered by the statement I first made, namely, that the 
anthracite industry is an uncontrolled monopoly. 

It is a well-recognized fact that the legislation in the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania has not attempted to protect con- 
sumers against flagrant abuses of price and quality. The 
Supreme Court of the United States will not, I am sure, 
uphold State laws or the definitions of interstate commerce to 
the point of permitting the consuming public to be treated un- 
fairly in price or quality. 

REASONS FOR APPOINTMENT OF UNITED STATES COAL COMMISSION, 


The long-continued strike, beginning in April, 1922, in the 
anthracite region was the cause of great worry as the pros- 
pects of lack of fuel for the winter of 1922-23 became more 
and more critical. In an address delivered to Congress on Au- 
gust 18, 1922, President Harding recommended the appointment 
of a United States Conl Commission, additional powers to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, and continuation of the 
authority of the Federal fuel distributor. Legislation was 
adopted carrying out these recommendations, all of which ex- 
pired on September 22. 1923. 


I want the record to show 


The legislation requested by President Harding was there- 
fore of a temporary nature, the commission to make an ex- 
haustive study of the coal subject and the other legislation to 
tide over the temporary hardships resulting from suspension of 
coal production. This legislation having expired, there is now 
no Government agency having the slightest control over anthra- 
cite, either as to quality, distribution, or price. All factors con- 
nected with the business seem to be united in getting all the 
traffic will bear. 

Valuable results were obtained from this legislation during 
the severe weather of last winter. The Federal fuel distributor 
by his powers of persuasion rather than through actual legal 
authority was able to relieve much distress in New England. 


CONDITIONS IN WINTER OF 1922-28, 


I wish to call the attention of those representing sections not 
directly affected by the supply of anthracite to the conditions 
confronting us during the winter of 1922-23, Mhe situation in 
my district was typical of nearly all New England and was 
almost appalling. 

Resumption of mining had not been long enough under way 
to replenish the absolutely empty bins of dealers. In order to 
deal fairly with all sections an allotment not in excess of 60 
per cent of the usual normal supply was made to the various 
communities. In January and early February transportation 
conditions were at the very worst. Railroads were blocked by 
heavy snows, and the temperature ranged below zero. We 
were besieged with appeals for relief. 

Conditions were so serious that hospitals were in need; some 
churehes omitted services, and schools were on the point of 
closing. With public institutions in this predicament you can 
readily conceive of what the situation was in thousands of 
private homes. Prices on what little anthracite was available 
were prohibitive to the average family. This was not repre- 
sentative of an average period, but the fact remains it did 
occur and can be repeated at any time when the powers in 
control—namely, the owners of the mines and the labor organli- 
zations—do not agree. Hardship resulting from lack of an- 
thracite continued throughout the winter and was only relieved 
when the milder weather of spring came. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will admit, then, that after 
expending $600,000 of the people’s money, with all the authori- 
zation Congress has given it, this Coal Commission was unable 
to make the operators put their cards on the table. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, the Coal Commission had no au- 
thority over legislation, and that is what I am coming to in 
advice to the House to-day. We ought to act on the informa- 
tion that the Coal Commission provides us with and legislate 
accordingly. 

Mr. BLANTON. Just this one suggestion and I shall not 
bother the gentleman any more. The public did know the 
facts. The public knew before we spent the money—— 

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, I differ with the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. They knew most of the facts. They knew 
that they were spending twice as much money for coal as they 
should. What remedy does the gentleman offer for the sit- 
uation? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I offer later in my remarks a very modest 
bill. I do not pretend to have the real solution. The millennium 
has not yet arrived in the matter of the reduction of the price 
of fuel, but I have introduced a bill which I hope will have the 
serious consideration of the proper committee of the House. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Does not the tax which the State of 
Pennsylvania put upon coal have a great influence upon the 
price? 

Mr. TREADWAY. It raises the price to the extent of 
$8,000,000 or more of profit to the State of Pennsylvania which 
tte consumer must pay. - 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, 
I would like to have him discuss this phase of the question, 
The bituminous coal mines in the Central and Western States 
have been unable to operate all this summer and fall because 
there is no sale for their coal. Most of the operators would 
have been willing to operate and sell their coal at the cost of 
production, if they could have found the purchasers. Has the 
gentleman from Massachusetts considered the problem of the 
people of New England using bituminous coal instead of 
anthracite coal? 

Mr. TREADWAY. We have. A commission of the State of 
Massachusetts, to which I refer later on in my remarks, has 
been studying that problem in an effort to determine what we 
can use as a substitute for anthracite coal. Let me suggest to 
the gentleman that the people not only of New England but of 
the Northern States—I am not speaking only for the people 
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of my own neighborhood—are accustomed to consuming anthra- 
cite coal, and they have built their houses’ and installed their 
furnaces, having in mind that form of fuel. It isa natural com- 
modity that we ought to be able to get. Let me also say this, 
that if that commodity has been put in the ground in a certain 
confined area in the State of Pennsylvania, it was not put there 
by the Creator of this great world for the benefit of and use of 
the profiteers and owners of mines. [Applause.] It was put 
there for the use of the public, and, therefore, if the public 
is accustomed to its use; why should we not get it and use it? 
[Applause] 

Mr. DENISON. And let me make this suggestion: The 
bituminous coal was put in the ground by the same Providence 
for the same purpose, and there is no reason why the people 
of Massachusetts and New England should not use that coal 
just the same as the people of other States. 

Mr. TREADWAY. It has been tried, but is not satisfactory 
for domestic purposes. 

Mr. DENISON. And the way to reduce the price of anthra- 
cite is to stop using it and to use bituminous. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I do not altogether agree with the 
gentleman, because in the first place there is a much greater 
field of bituminous’ and you can not control it within the 
monopolistic conditions that you can anthracite, but on the 
other hand, if you establish the broad market for bituminous 
and do not control that product the owners of those mines will 
follow tlie example set by the owners of the anthracite mines. 

Mr. KEELER. Would the gentleman be in favor of amending 
the Federal revenue act in such a way that we could make use 
of the reports of those companies in respect to their revenues 
and use tliem as evidence in the matter of taxation? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Evidence of what? Their profiteering; 
certainly. 

Mr. KELLER. Does the gentleman propose 

Mr. TREADWAY. My bill calls for publicity of accounts. 


Mr. KELLER. What accounts; accounts made to the Reve- |’ 


nue Bureau? 

Mr. TREADWAY. No; the business of the companies itself. 
I establish a little later on in quoting the commission's report 
the fact that anthracite is a public necessity in which the public 
has rights, and therefore they have no right to use the indi- 
vidual ownership and cloak themselves behind the excuse they 
are taxed: 

Mr. KELLER. I am heartily in accord with the gentleman, 
but I think they might get their report through the Revenue 
Department. It would be of great assistance us far as evidence 
is concerned. 

Mr. TREADWAY. That law could not be applied solely, in 
my opinion. In my opinion we could give their accounts pub- 
licity such as is needed. 

Mr. KELLY. I am in hearty accord with the gentloman's 
taxation of this capital, but I would like to get a little basis 
for that $8,000,000, which I understood was levied for State 
taxes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I received a letter from the auditor or 
treasurer of the State of Pennsylvania some time ago that the 
estimated return of the tax during this year, which included 
the time of cessation of production for a month, as the gentle- 
man knows, and it was estimated to run over $6,000,000, and 
that was before the Governor of the State of Pennsylvania 
granted $500,000 to the State of Pennsylvania by his miners’ 
settlement. The production this year is very large: The rate 
is 14 per cent of the value of the coal at the mine—— 

Mr. KELLY. How much does that mean a ton? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Somewhere between 10 and 15 cents. 

Mr. KELLY. About 12 cents. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I was right between. The gentleman 
knows more about the laws of his State than I do, of course. 
I was figuring on the basis of eighty-five to ninety millions of 
production. 

Mx. KELLY. Does the gentleman believe even by taking that 
off it would have an appreciable effect upon the price to the 
consumer? 2 

Mr. TREAD WAT. One of the reasons for high prices and 
why they are continuing to get an extra 50 cents a ton was from 
that very law.“ That law must be repealed before there can be 
any reduction in this cost. 

Mr. KELLY I voted against that tax. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I am glad the gentleman showed the 
wise judgment in the legislature: that he shows on this floor. 

Mr. KELLY. I do not thin 

Mr. TREADWAY. The State tax is one of the contributing 
factors, and a much targer contributing factor is what is being 
paid under the will of Stephen Girard. 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Very briefly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The gentleman made a statement which was 
highly important to the country and very interesting to me, 
and that statement was that this coal was created for the 
people's use, regardless of their location or for the people in 
general. May I inquire whether the gentleman has proposed 
legislation to correct the evils of which he complains and make 
available these resources on the basis of the statement that 
it was created for the people’s benefit? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will say to the gentleman that I have 
introduced a bill in the House—H. R. 7587—which I shail be 
glad to have the: gentleman read. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the gentleman deal with the specific 
question? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I am dealing with the authority under our 
Constitution as we can not go back to the origin, and I deal 
with it to the best of my ability within the limit of the Con- 
stitution under which we are living. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. f will. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Is the gentleman proposing to regulate this 
matter to bring about reasonable prices of coal to the consumers 
under the powers in the commerce clause of the Constitution? 

Mr. TREADWAY. That is one of the leading factors, I will 
say to my friend. We have realized what the definition of com- 
merce is. I will say frankly to the gentleman I have no doubt 
that any legislation we may pass here will eventually reach the 
Supreme Court before it can be—— 

Mr. BRIGGS. Does not the gentleman believe the most effective 
way to reach it is through the power which Congress has over 
interstate commerce? 

Mr. TREADWAY.. I believe that is a very desirable way, 
and we must do it very largely in that way. 

PUBLIC NOT AT CONFERENCE. 

The temporary peace which was established between the 
contesting factions lasted until September 1 of this year. 
Previous to that date, extended conferences were held both in 
Atlantic City and New York between the operators and the 
miners. Again we failed to hear that the consuming public 
had any representation. Those conferences were absolutely 
unproductive of results. 

A compromise was finally reached by Governor Pinchot which 
provided practically that the miners receive a 10 per cent 
increase in wages. Governor Pinchot asked the operators, trans- 
portation companies, and distributors to absorb this increase 
rather than put it on the coal-consuming public. How far his 
advice was followed was shown by the quickly placed advance 
of from 75 cents to $1 on every ton of anthracite coal. 

The interested parties were not looking for advice, but for 
profits, and the consumer was again squeezed—another con- 
crete illustration of the unrepresented publ e. 

I have asserted many times and repeat now, that in any 
future agreement between those responsible for the preparation 
of anthracite for market, a third party must sit at the council 
table and in fact be at the head of the table. The industry 
has been run long enough with two parties at interest, namely, 
the men and the operators. We are demanding representation 
for the public and it is our duty as legislators to see to it that 
the other two interests become subservient to that of the 


public. 
SUMMARY OF ANTHRACITE REPORT. 


The results of the year of study of the United States Coal 
Commission are now before us. No more important report 
will be in the hands of the Congress at this session. I heartily 
recommend its careful study to the membership of this House. 

Naturally the report is lengthy and is filled with statistical 
matter which, while of value, detracts from the opportunity 
of persual by busy men. Permit me, therefore, to summarize 
a few of the principal features contained in it. 

There are two distinct propositions: 


(1) RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMMISSION PROVIDING AGAINST A NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY. 


Recommendation of the commission providing against a na- 
tional emergency, to which President Coolidge refers in his 
address, in the following language: 


The supply of coal must be constant. In case of its prospective 
interruption, the President should have authority to appoint a com- 
mission empowered to deal with whatever emergency: situation might: 
arise, to aid conciliation and voluntary arbitration, to adjust any’ 
existing or threatened controversy between the employer and the 
employee when collective bargaining fails, and by controlling dis- 
tribution, to prevent profiteering in this vital necessity. 
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This is the administration’s approval of the following recom- 
mendation of the Coal Commission: 


The President of the United States should be authorized by act of 
Congress to declare that a national emergency exists whenever, through 
failure of operators and miners in the anthracite industry to agree 
upon the terms of employment or for any other reason, there Is a sus- 
pension of mining operations seriously interrupting the normal supply 
of anthracite fuel in interstate commerce, and to take over the opera- 
tion of the mines and the transportation and distribution and nrarket- 
ing of the product, with full power to determine the wages to be paid 
to mine workers, the prices at which the coal shall be sold, and, subject 
to court review, the compensation to be paid to land and mine owners. 

Legislation should be eracted of this nature applicable alike 
to anthrac.te and bituminous coal in order that neither the 
domestic supply of anthracite nor the necessary supply of 
bituminous for commercial purposes be interrupted from any 
cause whatsoever. 

I will introduce a separate bill covering the possibility of 
an emergency in accordance with the recommendations of the 
commission and of President Coolidge. 

In fact, from present indications a probable emergency may 
arise in the bituminous field in that there are already rumblings 
of a strike on April 1 next, the date of the expiration of the 
present bituminous agreement. ‘This, however, is not the ques- 
tion to which I am directing the attention of the House. 

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE COMMISSION REGARDING ANTHRACITE 

SUPPLY. 

At the outset of its anthracite report the commission states 
very positively that it is not in favor of Government ownership, 
With this view I am in entire harmony, provided through 
proper legislation the public interests can be protected or the 
private owners and those engaged in the business can he brought 
to realize that the interests of the public are paramount to 
their profits. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Trrson). The gentleman 
from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent to revise and ex- 
tend his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s time be extended 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts be extended 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I appreciate the courtesy of the gentle- 
man from Texas, but I do not wish to intrude on the time 
alloted to other gentlemen, including the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Urpsuaw]. 

Mr, UPSHAW. I will be glad to have the gentleman proceed. 

Mr. TRBADWAY. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, may T break in on 
the gentleman there without disturbing his argument? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I have listened carefully to the 
gentleman's address, and I am curious to know if his bill paral- 
lels the recommendations made by the Coal Commission. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I have followed as closely as I could the 
suggestions of the Coal Commission, but in an interview with 
the Coal Commission I find that they do not consider it as 
within their province to formulate recommendations for legisla- 
tion. I will say to my friend that I go further in what I think 
we ought to endeavor to accomplish than is recommended by 
the Coal Commission. If we can keep within constitutional 
provisions, I do not care how far we go. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. In an offhand way I have enter- 
tained the general idea that the main trouble in this matter is 
the failure of the State of Pennsylvania to regulate the industry 
in all its aspects. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will ask the gentleman, who is a dis- 
tinguished lawyer in this House, which I am not, this ques- 
tion: Is not the problem of the distribution of the coal much 
greater than that over which the State of Pennsylvania has 
jurisdiction? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. In so far as any interstate com- 
merce feature is concerned, the Federal Government can act, 

ut primarily it seems to me there is a necessity for action, and 
rastic action, by the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman from Virginia will prob- 
ably agree with me in thinking that one of the causes of the 
high price of coal is the tax levied by the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, and the relation of the State toward the coal miners and 
the necessity of paying the Girard Estate and other owners of 
coal lands. 


Mr. MOORE of Virginia. In my opinion the State of Penn- 
sylvania does not need to hold in abeyance its powers in con- 
nection with the control of the industry on account of either 
the Girard Estate or any other concern. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr, LANGLEY. I have listened with much interest to my 
friend’s remarks. I do not know what has done it, whether the 
report of the Coal Commission or something else, but the price 
of bituminous coal in the coal field where I live has been re- 
duced so low that most of the mines have closed down. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Another Member has told me that he was 
obliged to pay $10 a ton within 100 miles of a bituminous mine 
for bituminous coal. 

Mr. LANGLEY. We have coal at $2 a ton better than that 
in Pennsylvania, if we only had cars enough to get it our, 

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Does the gentleman propose legislation to 
provide for a better and more efficient system of distribution? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Whenever there is any reduction is it not true, 
and has it not been so here within the last month, that the 
Federal Trade Commission has suggested a reduction cf the 
wholesale price? Has not the selling price been reduced from 
50 cents to $1.50 a ton? 

Mr. TREADWAY. If that is true, it is an indication that the 
publicity of the Federal Trade Commission has been of value 
to the consumers, 

Mr. BRIGGS. Tas not the price been reduced? 

Mr, TREADWAY. No; it has not been reducéd te my 
knowledge. The State commission of Massachusetts nas re- 
ported that the price has been increased there recently 50 cents 
per ton. 

Mr. BRIGGS. 
the matter? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Absolutely none unless we have !egisla- 
tion. Otherwise we have no control over the quality, production, 
or distribution. g 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WINGO. I understand the gentleman’s bill and argu- 
ment are based upon the idea that the mining and production 
of coal is a matter of public interest? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. Does the gentleman think that the mining and 
production of coal is clothed with any greater necessity than 
the manufacture and distribution of clothing and boots and 
shoes and foods! ulfs? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I do. 

Mr. WINGO. What distinction does the gentleman make in 
reference to it? 

Mr. TREADWAY. In the first place, none of the commodities 
to which the gentleman refers is purely of a monopolistic char- 
acter as is coal. If you have the money and the brains you can 
manufacture any one of them. There is but one manufacture 
of coal. Gad Almighty put that coal in the ground, and as u 
natural product it should be considered as free to the public, 
the ownership of the land being recognized, of course. 

Mr. WINGO. Is not that true of iron and other minerals as 
well as coal? 

Mr. TREADWAY. No. I would confine it to coal. 

Mr. WINGO. Take sugar and sboes and meats and things of 
that kind. 

Mr. TREADWAY.. Have we not already legislation governing 
the manufacture of foodstuffs? I draw the parallel and ask for 
controlling legislation over coal, 

Mr. WINGO. How does that operate, so far as the consumer 
is concerned? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY.,. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman has just stated that he 
is not in favor of Government ownership, and that Providence 
placed the coal in the ground. If your measure is enacted into 
law and that regulatory measure fails, what would you suggest? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I say in answer to the gentleman’s ques- 
tion that I am not in favor of Government ownership to-day. 

I think we want to try every possible remedy to avoid it; 
but I will say that unless those in control of this situation yield 
to the public demand there is but one other course to pursue. 
[Applause.] I hope we are not coming to it, and that is why 
I have introduced a bill to the contrary. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think it is inevitable. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Well, I hope not. 

Let me quote a very few sentences from the Commissioner's 
report: 


Without legislation you have no control over 
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Tue commisslon does not recommend Government ownership either 
by purchase at present value or by expropriation. It does, however, 
hold the view that a limited natural monopoly, like anthracite, held by 
a relatively small number of individuals, estates, and companies, and 
supplying a necessity of life for millions of our people, can not continue 
to be treated as if it were not affected by a public interest. 

Coal is quite as much a public necessity as gas, street railway service, 
or any other service or commodity that has been brought under public 
regulation, There should be no secrets from the public in regard to 
mining costs, profits, salaries, wages, or corporate relations, 

The guiding principle in such enterprises is no longer maximum profit 
to owners, but maximum service to the public. 


That is a sentiment with which I absolutely agree. I will 
now answer the inquiry of my friend from Texas by saying 
that if the commission did nothing else for us—although they 
have done a great many other things—they have emphasized 
before the American people the fact that this great monopoly 
no longer must be a selfish interest, but the interest of the 
public must be first.“ 

Mr, BLANTON. Will the gentleman allow me to answer the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarpra]? If the Govern- 
ment owned the coal it would ultimately cost the Government 
$25 a ton to mine it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman is in error. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is my idea of it. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I hope the gentleman will not enter into 
that discussion in my time. 

Mr. MacLAFFERTY. If the gentleman will permit, here 
might be a good time to say to the House that California oil 
to-day is only 68 cents a barrel, and 4 barrels are more power- 
ful than a ton of coal. 

Mr. TREADWAY. How much does it cost to get that Cali- 
fornia oil to New England? 

Mr. MacLAPFERTY. About 10 cents a barrel. 

Mr. TREADWAY. However, we want anthracite if we can 
get it. Oil is all well and good, or anything else in the way of 
heat-producing units in the region where this weather prevails, 
but I repeat that anthracite remains in the ground in great 
quantities and the public is entitled to have the use of it. 

The illustration is further used that privately managed busi- 
nesses, such as banks and insurance companies, like railroads 
can be more effectively and economically managed by private in- 
terest than by public authority, but that they are all subject to 
such regulation as the publie interest and public opinion may by 
experience prove to be necessary. No longer is maximum profit 
to owners the first consideration, but rather the maximum 
service to the public. If the operation of railroads, telephones, 
water companies, and banks are rightly regulated by Federal 
or State authority, a much stronger case can be made for the 
regulation of those engaged in operating coai mines and selling 
the products. 

The commission positively states the public interest should 
be adequately safeguarded “ by the creation of a governmental 
authority with power to require financial and operating re- 
ports, to prescribe uniform methods of cost accounting, and to 
determine the conditions on which coal may be shipped in inter- 
state commerce.” 

It is further shown that the price of anthracite has more 
than doubled in 10 years and has not followed the usual course 
of recession of peak prices since the war, but has continued 
steadily upward. 

A very interesting part of the commission’s report, which I 
have not the time to cover, has to do with the consumer's dollar 
and the cost of distribution. 

Mr. WYANT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will. 

Mr. WYANT. Is it not true that the cost of men’s shoes 
since 1913 has gone up 109.3 per cent? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes; that is true of all kinds of goods, 
I can answer the gentleman’s question before I hear it. 

Mr. WYANT. Has not the cost of bleached muslin gone up 
110.4 per cent and sheeting 104.2 per cent? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Probably. 

Mr. WYANT. While the cost of anthracite coal has gone up 
99.9 per cent? 

Mr. TREADWAY. The figures I have show an increase of 
125 per cent in anthracite and still going up. But there is a 
difference between the competitive chance of the production of 
everything that is on the gentleman’s list, furnished him by 
the Anthracite Information Bureau of Philadelphia. I know 
the paper as I have seen it. There is a great deal of differ- 
ence between that sort of thing and an absolutely hard and fast 
controlled monopoly of public interests. [Applause.] 

In support of previous statements I have made let me call 
attention to the commission’s statement that in the frequent sales 
between jobbers there is a varying profit of from 15 cents to 


$4.25 per ton. Many sales are reported at-a margin of from 75 
cents to $1.50 per ton. Special attention is called to the fact 
that these jobbers physically handle no coal whatsoever, carry- 
ing on only a credit and bookkeeping business, which results 
in the pyramiding of prices. 

The cost of mining coal is dealt with at length, and it is 
found that labor costs in production of fresh-mined coal during 
the last 10 years have risen from $1.56 a gross ton to $4.12 in 
the first quarter of 1923, which was before the increase of 10 
per cent in wages made in the Pinchot agreement, 

It is found that the total range of the average mining cost of 
a ton of coal during the 10-year period has increased from 
$2.23 to $5.75, whereas the Pennsylvania commission, as pre- 
viously stated, established a fair price at the mines of from 
$8 to $8.50 per ton, which of itself shows a wide margin of 
profit for the operators. 

The commission deals in great detail with living conditions, 
the domestic life of the workmen, sanitary conditions, and other 
features of very useful general information. 

We now come to a very important difference between the 
operators and the report of the commission. It is invarlably 
stated in behalf of the operators that there is no monopoly in 
the production of anthracite, and that there is free competi- 
tion in selling of product. This claim is so utterly absurd 
that it does not need the authority of the commission to refute 
it. But it is interesting to note the commission's attitude and 
to have their corroboration of the fact that anthracite is a 
natural monopoly. To abbreviate their statement, the commis- 
sion very positively asserts that mining and marketing of an- 
thracite must be regarded as affected by public interest for the 
reason that there can be no free competition, as the supply is 
limited and controlled. ; 

Nature favored eastern Pennsylvania by placing within a 
narrow area there practically the world’s supply of anthracite. 
Two-thirds of the original deposits still remain. Let me again 
quote from the report: 


The coal lands are owned by a small number of corporations, 
estates, and individuals, who seldom offer even small tracts for sale 
and who enjoy the full unearned increment caused by increasing de- 
mand and by differential advantages. Ninety per cent or more of the 
unmined coal is controlled by eight coal companies and affiliated cor- 
porations. There is a unified control of mine labor, the entire region 
being for practical purposes 100 per cent organized for collective 
bargaining. A 

It is this present control of the supply, an economie combination 
founded on a community of interest, which has brought the commis- 
sion to the conviction that the degree of public regulation which it 
has recommended in normal times and provision for prompt and effec- 
tive action in an emergency are essential. 


The commission urges publicity of accounts and recommends 
legislation to accomplish this purpose. The commission asserts 
that the mining and transportation and sale of anthracite coal 
“impresses that commodity with a public use.” 

It further very significantly states: 


The valuation of coal lands is not like the valuation of farm lands. 
where the yalue is determined by the free play of competitive force 
as millions of owners buy and sell, rent and mortgage. The anthra- 
cite industry is not governed by the free play of economic force. The 
crowding of the resources into an area of less than 500 square miles, 
concentration of that resource in the hands of a few large corpora- 
tions that own 90 per cent of the reserves, the elimination of compe- 
tition in price between them, the recurrence of shortage and conse- 
quent high price that may arise at any moment through the exercise 
by the trade union of its monopoly control over Inbor at the mines 
require some measures of protection for the consuming public in the 
just and equitable valuation of these properties. 

Again I quote in reference to the rights of the public: 

These breaches of the law have doubtless arisen upon the theory 
that vast aggregations of capital and vast aggregations of labor have 
just the same rights as the individual, but the commission believes 
that the innocent bystander has some rights which both of these con- 
tending forces are bound to respect. Corporations, whether de facto 
or de jure, are not individuals, and they may not exercise unre- 
strained the natural rights of man. If, as the commission believes, 
the mining of coal is clothed with a public interest, then both sides 
must—peaceably and voluntarily if they will and under compulsion 
if they will not—deal with each other in the light of the general 
welfare of the American people. 

POSSIBILITIES OF LEGISLATION. 


I now wish to take up the means of correcting the conditions 
I have been describing and which are so well covered in the 
report. 

The commission did not find it had the time, even if so dis- 
posed, to suggest forms of legislation. It therefore becomes 


522 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 3, 


the duty of Congress to take up for itself the conditions which 
I have described in the first part of my remarks, apply the 
findings of the commission, and place upon the statute books 
necessary legislation. Unless this is done promptly, we do not 
learn from experience, we have wasted the time of busy men, 


and thrown away $600,000 of the taxpayers’ money. It is 
therefore my purpose to suggest to this House what appears 
to me to be a suitable basis of legislation. 

We start out with the repetition of the statement that an- 
thracite mining is an uncontrolled monopoly; that the rights 
of the public are preeminent to that of the ownership of the 
mines; that in all settlements of difficulties between operators 
and miners the welfare of the public has never been a factor; 
that in all gatherings of these classes the public has never been 
represented; that the public interest is the first consideration 
of Congress; that if Congress has not the capacity to care 
for the interests of the public it must acknowledge its im- 
potency and admit that a private monopoly is more powerful 
than Congress or the Federal Government. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman tell me what propor- 
tion of the coal land is controlled by the Girard Estate? 

Mr. TREADWAY. They are the largest owners of land 
rented under royalty, from which 38,000,000 tons are mined 
annually. 


Mr. DENISON. I do not want to take any issue with what 
the gentleman’ says about the anthracite operators, because, 
perhaps, I do not know anything about them; I am concerned 
principally in the remedy. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether he has read carefully the report of the 
commission of his own State? : 

Mr. TREADWAY. I have; very carefully. 

Mr. DENISON. I call the gentleman's attention to this 
statement in the report of the Massachusetts commission: 


Anthracite has become and will remain a luxury fuel. The most 
effective remedy for those who desire to reduce the fuel item in their 
family budget is the use of lower-cost fuels. 


Mr. TREADWAY, I agree with the commission’s report, 
provided we can not legislate in a way to reduce the cost of 
anthracite. It is prohibitive to-day in its price. 

Mr. DENISON. I merely call attention to the fact 

Mr. TREAD WAT. I have read the report and I have the 
highest regard for everything in it, but the difficulty with the 
report is that it deals only with the possibilities in the State 
of Massachusetts, while this is an interstate matter, not a 
local matter, and if you will read other parts of the report you 
will see that the commission realizes that fact. Anthracite is 
a natural product for the use of man and it is not intended for 
the use of the rich alone. Until very recently the ordinary 
householders throughout the Northern States could use it, but 
to-day they can not. Two-thirds of the quantity of anthracite 
is still in the ground, and what we want to do is to secure it 
for the public in a way which will bring its price within the 
reach of the ordinary householder. [Applause.] 

Mr. DENISON. The point I had in mind was that the gen- 
tleman is discussing anthracite as an absolute necessity, while 
the eommission in the gentleman’s State does not consider it 
us a necessity but as a luxury. 

Mr. TREADWAT. I have made a statement before the com- 


mission similar to the one I have just made here. The commis- |- 


sion was a very excellent one, but naturally the judgment of 
men differs. I do not entirely agree with the findings of my 
own friends who are members of that board to the effect that 
we must lay down. They do not see any way of getting around 
the situation. I am trying to explain some Federal methods. 


The State of Massachusetts can not meet the situation and the 


State of Pennsylvania alone can not. The State of Pennsylvania 
can do, of course, more than any other State. 

There are some unfayorable Supreme Court decisions to 
which I will refer in my extended remarks. There are also 
some favorable reports or decisions, and no less an authority 
than the Chief Justice himself offers, to my mind, a very excel- 
lent statement. Let me read you just a few of the unfavorable 
as well as the favorable statements. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Is the gentleman now reading 
from a report of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. TREADWAY. No; I am not now. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Is this language taken from the 
opinion of the court? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I intend to refer to some court decisions 
and will quote from the language of decisions. 

LEGAL DIFFICULTIES. 


At the Inception of any efforts to correct the ills I have 
been referring to we are at once confronted with the legal situa- 
tion. It is true the Supreme Court upheld the ‘constitutionality 
of the Pennsylvania’ anthracite tax, and in so doing declared 


that anthracite did not become an object of interstate regulá- 
tion until it is actually ready for transportation. 

This was the case of Heisler against Thomas Colliery. Co. 
(No. 541, October, 1922). The deductions are very largely 
based upon Coe against Errol (116 U. S. 517), a decision ren- 
dered in 1886 having to do with tax upon logs in the State of 
New Hampshire. X 

Permit me to call further attention to the Pennsylvania tax 
decision. The principal question before the court was not that 
of the constitutionality of the Pennsylvania tax, but rather the 
fact that discrimination was being shown between anthracite 
and bituminous in laying the tax on one and not on the other. 
It was in the course of the decision on this particular point 
that reference was made to when anthracite became an article 
of interstate commerce. 

It is also true that in other decisions the attitude of the 
owners of anthracite mines has been fairly sustained. In an 
endeavor to improve the conditions it appears that Congress is 
handicapped at the start. Many disinterested members of the 
legal fraternity would, I fear, at once throw up their hands and 
say the situation is a hopeless: one. There will be others, 
not disinterested, who will be retained by the mine owners to 
defend their existing monopoly. Mine owners pooling their in- 
terests have the wherewithal to retain most eminent counsel, 
and in so doing can, of course, charge the expense as cost of 
production, exacting the amount from the coal-consuming public. 

If this attitude of “do nothing because they have the grip 
on us” prevails; the cost of anthracite will continue to advance. 
While admitting the publi¢ and the public cause are to-day the 
under dog, I am looking forward to a brighter condition, and 
if the public shows the right amount of persevering pugnacity 
some one else will be the under dog in the near future. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

I am confident that a way can be found out of this situa- 
tion. I hope it will be short of Government ownership, but 
J will say here and now that a continuation of the abuse of 
the public on the part of those responsible for the high price 
of anthracite will eventually lead to an uprising that will de- 
mand Government interference. I caution those responsible not 
to pursue their present course. 


FAVORABLE LEGAL PRECEDENTS. 


It can well be ‘contended that the coal business comes within 
the class of business affected by a public interest under the 
law as construed by the Supreme Court. In Munn v. Illinois 
(94 U. S. 113), that court held that grain warehouses in Chi- 
cago were affected by a public interest, as their manage- 
ment was a virtual monopoly through control by a small 
humber of firms. This business: they held clothed with a 
public interest and as such subject to public regulation, since 
the grain from “seven or eight great States of the West 
must pass through the warehouses on its way to market. 
Does not the fact that more than 20 States require anthracite 
for fuel show what the court would do if au net regulating 
that monopoly came before it? 

Mr: MOORE of Virginia. Was not the court’ in that case 
passing on a State statute? 

Mr. TREADWAY. It was a Supreme Court case in which 
that remark was made, but it was a State of Illinois: case. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. And it was a State statute? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. Recently, in Wolff Packing Co. 
v. Kansas Court of Industrial Relations (67 Lawyers’ Ed. 756), 
decided June 11, 1923, Chief Justice Taft said: 


The circumstances which clothe a particular kind of business with a 
public interest, in other cases, must be such as to create a peculiarly 
close relation between the publie and those engaged in it, and raise 
implications of an affirmative obligation on their part to be reasonable 
in dealing with the public. 


In that case he held that the operation of a small packing plant 
in Kansas was not within this rule, since it had no monopolistic 
control over the meat business, which was regulated “by 
competition throughout the country at large.” “The thing 
which gave the public interest was the indispensable nature 
of the service and the exorbitant charges and arbitrary con- 
trol to whieh the publie might be subject without regulation“ 
is the criterion laid down by the Chief Justice. Could a ease 
coming more squarely within his description than this anthra- 
cite monopoly be imagined? : 

Other cases bearing upon this bill are dècisions rendered in 
the case of Stafford v. Wallace (258 U. S. 514): Chief Justice 
Taft said: 


It was for Congress to decide, from its general information and 
from such special evidence as was bronght before it, the nature of 
the evils actually present or threatening, and to take such steps by 
legislation within its power as it deemed proper to remedy them. 


1924. 


Again, Congress should follow the advice of Justice Holmes 
in applying itself to the task of finding a remedy of the condi- 
tions described which he so aptly expresses in Missouri v. Hol- 
land (252 U. S. 415), on page 43, when he says: 


It is not lightly to be assumed that in matters requiring national 
action “a power which must belong to and somewhere reside in 
every civilized government” is not to be found. 


APPLICATION OF COMMON SENSE. 


let us apply common sense to the legal aspect. There are 
over 70,000,000 tons of anthracite mined in the limited area 
of the State of Pennsylvania. About 10 per cent, or 7,000,000 
tons, are consumed within the State itself, The market, there- 
fore, for nine-tenths of the anthracite is beyond the boundaries 
of Pennsylvania, It is apparent that nine-tenths of the product 
is deliberately mined for interstate use. If only a sufficient 
amount of coal was mined for intrastate, nine-tenths of the 
annual output would remain undisturbed. Allowing for one- 
tenth which becomes an article of intrastate commerce, it 
requires no great amount of circumlocution to establish the 
fact that the remaining nine-tenths is in interstate commerce 
from the time the miner puts his pick into the bed of coal. 
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No one can dispute the common sense of this position and it | 


seems to me that good law and common sense should be syn- 
onymous. 
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ONLY PRACTICAL AGENCY. 

Further, Congress is the central or dynamic force that must 
consider the people’s needs and so express the will of the people 
as to place before the courts when necessary the legal side of 
questions involved. Unless this course is pursued legislation in 
helialf of the people could very easily stand still and make no 
progress whatsoever. In this case the national need and the 
public welfare on one hand and the monopolistic control on the 
other are both established and admitted, 

There is no recourse for the people other than to Congress. 
The case is up to us and we must neither shirk it nor be false 
to the people’s interest. It has been suggested that a union of 
anthracite burning States should be established. Certainly the 
Congress, representing all the States, should be more powerful 
in accomplishment than a few banded together in an impractical 
manner, 

I will say, in answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
IIlinois [Mr. DENISON] as to- why the State of Massachusetts 
can not take care of its own interests in this case, the reason 
is right in front of you. [Indicating map.]! This little dot 
[indicating] represents the 500 square miles of area from where 
anthracite coal goes into every northern sevtion, we might say. 
Naturally the shorter the haul the greater the quantity con- 
sumed, In New Jersey the quantity is 9 per cent; in New York 
alone, 27 per cent; and in all of New England, 17 per cent; and 
so on through the Lake region. It seems to me this map is very 
evident reason why the situation can not be fully met through 
any form of State legislation. 

I call attention to the accompanying map, which offers visual 
proof that the Federal Government is the only unit that 
ean logically handle this matter. Notice, first, the limited area 
of anthracite production. Second, the percentage used in the 
State of Pennsylvania, which is the only amount that would 
not come within the province of Federal legislation. I next 
call attention to the various percentages supposed to be dis- 
tributed into different regions. In what manner, other than 
through the Federal Government, is it possible to establish uni- 
form control and fair dealing to all concerned, both those re- 
sponsible for production, transportation, quality, sale prices, 
and every other contributing factor? A positive duty never 
was more plainly shown than that which Congress should 
undertake in this case. 


THE MASSACHUSETTS COAL COMMISION, 


The States have tried to do their part. The officials of every 
one have shown a keen interest in the subject, but the more it 
is studied the more apparent It becomes that the main questions 
are within the State of Pennsylvania and the power of the 
Federal Government. 

The State of Massachusetts last spring appointed a special 
commission of investigation which has been diligently at work. 
It has just filed its report for the incoming session of the legis- 
lature, On the question of quality it says that a recent law of 
the State was an effective means of improving the type of coal 
shipped into Massachusetts. I have seen numerous letters from 
coal operators and jobbers which practically threatened boy- 
cott of supply to Massachusetts if this law were lived up to. 
Can it be conceived that a fair quality of goods should not be 
required of persons selling a high-priced commodity? The atti- 
tude of the wholesalers was practically “take what we will 
give you or get nothing.” 
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It corroborates my statement that the main sourees of relief 
must come through the Federal Government. No other deduc- 
tions are possible when all phases of the prohlem are con- 
sidered. 


A UNITED PUBLIC OPINION. 

At the time the decisions favorable to the coal owners were 
rendered the United States Coal Commission had not made its 
report. Certainly the statement contained therein to which I 
have already referred ought to have, and I am sure would have. 
great weight with any judicial body. This was a specially se- 
lected commission of most able men and representing various 
classes of our citizens. They unanimously united in reiterating 
the fact that anthracite is a public necessity and that the rights 
of private owners must be subservient to the general welfare of 
the people. This is an advanced attitude and one which had 
not been sufficiently impressed upon the judiciary when the 
legal decisions were rendered. 

The work of the commission was not undertaken entirely as 
the result of the strike of the summer of 1922. The monopo- 
listic features had been gradually increasing from year to year 
as the interested parties realized more and more their ability to 
add to the publie burden. The strike centered attention upon 
the conditions. If this had been the sole reason for the estab- 
lishment of the commission, they would only have been in- 
structed to deal with the strike emergency, whereus, in fact, 
their instructions were to carefully examine all of the phases 
of the case and lay them before Congress. In practically every 
detail the commission’s report shows the abuse to which the 
public is subjected. 

Courts are established to deal justly by all parties. In the 
findings of a disinterested official body a monopoly is stated to 
be controlling a great necessity. If there is no recourse, is 
justice being rendered? 

Tt was also found that the interests of the public are para- 
mount to the selfishness of private owners. If a correction of 
this condition is impossible, is justice being rendered? 

The Government must find a way to bring about justice to 
the consuming public, and at the same time Congress must pass 
legislation in a form that will bear the scrutiny of the courts. 
No doubt various suggestions will be made along this line, It 
will be a pleasure to cooperate in every possible way with 
Members who are interested in solving this difficult problem. 

SYNOPSIS OF H. R. 787. 

The bill I have presented H. R. 757—is based on the so- 
called stockyards act, which has been declared constitutional by 
the Supreme Court, 

Section 2 of this bill consists of various definitions and con- 
cludes with a recital of when a transaction in anthracite coal 
shall be considered in commerce. It states it to be that “if 
such anthracite coal is part of that current of commerce from 
the places of mining and preparation in one State to other 
States, and which includes any intermediate transaction, though 
performed wholly within a State.” 

Section 3 is an important declaration and reads as follows: 


Commerce in anthracite coal is affected with a national public inter- 
est, since anthracite coal is a necessity of life to the people of many 
States; since the supply of anthracite coal lies entirely in a restricted 
area in a single State; since more than 80 per cent of such coal mined 
is mined for and is sold or transported in commerce; since the em- 
ployees in the anthracite coal fields belong to a single union; since a 
few large corporations control its production and shipment in com- 
merce and fix prices in their own interest and without regard to the 
needs of the communities dependent on the supply, and so restrict and - 
burden the normal flow of commerce; therefore regulation of commerce 
in anthracite coal is inrperative for the protection of such commerce 
and the national public interest therein. 


Section 4 establishes an anthracite coal bureau in the office 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 8 

Section 5 requires registration with the bureau of every 
dealer, a dealer having been defined in section 2. 

Section 6 fully describes the powers of the director of the 
bureau, the nature of the reports to be made, and the publicity 
to be given to information collected by it. 

Section 7 refers to public hearings under which proportions 
for States can be assigned by the director. 

Section 8 covers the fixing of proportions for States. 

Section 9 permits of changes of these proportions. 

Section 10 regulates shipments and provides for permits to 
dealers and requires that all dealers shall have a registration 
receipt issued under this act. 

Section 11 provides a method of appeal from the order of the 
director. 

Section 12 is a declaration that information in respect to 
commerce in the production and distribution of anthracite coal 
is necessary for the information and use of Congress. 
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Section 13 authorizes the director to require annual reports 
from all deulers and prescribes penalties for failures to make 
such reports to the director. 

Sections 14 and 15 have to do with investigations and reports 
of shipments. 

Section 16 provides for the cooperation of other governmental 
agencies, particularly the Bureau of Mines, in preparing stand- 
‘ards of size and fixing standards of quality. The remaining 
sections are of a routine character. 

I have thus briefly outlined what very likely will prove to. 
be an imperfectly drawn measure. I think, bowever, it contains 
practical possibilities, Of one thing I am certain, the coal con- 
suming public needs legislation. I do not intend to allow the 
disadvantages which we face to prevent effort. The sugges- 
tions contuined in this bill do not reach all the evils of anthra- 
cite preduction, nor do the suggestions go as far as I am sure 
many Members of this House would advocate. 

But if we can make a start in reaching the evils through the 
establishment of the fact that anthracite coal is a public neces- 
sity, is in commerce, wherein the natural flow must not be 
impeded, and is subject to Federal control, we will have brought 
some measure of relief to the coal consuming publie. 

I started my remarks with an extract from the address of 
President Coolidge. No better conclusion can be made thun to 
again quote the President’s own words: 


Those who undertake the responsibility of management or employ- 
ment in this industry do so with the full knowledge that the public 
interest is paramount, and that to fall through any motive of selfish- 
ness in its service ix such a betrayal of duty as warrants uncompromis- 
ing action by the Government. 


[ Applause. ] A 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, having foregone the right to 
address the House on to-morrow in order that the program of 
adjournment may be carried out, I ask that I be given an hour 
on Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
nddress the House for one hour on Tuesday next. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to address the House for 10 minutes on Tuesday next, 
following Mr. Brepy, of Maine, and to insert in the RECORD 
ns part of my remarks an interview given out by me, which 
appeared in yesterday’s Washington Post, and an interview 
given out by Cyrrenus Corr, of Iowa, my colleague; and I 
want to proceed on the subject of paying my compliments to 
my colleague, CYRENUS COLE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
address the House for 10 minutes on Tuesday next. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BEGG. I believe I shall object to that kind of a request. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed. for half a minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
address the House for one-half minute. Is there objection? 
[After a pause. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that we have with us to-day a dis- 
tinguished visitor from the Philippine Islands. I am sure 
the Congress of the United States appreciates the honor of 
having this distinguished visitor, who is new in the gallery; 
a gentleman educated in our American schools, a young man, 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Philip- 
pines, Mr. Manuel Roxas, who is now present in the gallery. 
Applause. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that on Mondny next, after the conclusion of the 
routine matters and such other speeches as have been planned, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] may have permission 
to address the House for 80 minutes. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] be permitted to 
address the House for 30 minutes on Monday next. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Upsaaw] is entitled to 
the floor for 45 minutes. 

THE MAJESTY OF THE LAW AND NATIONAL SOBRIETY—THE CONSTI- 
TUTIONAL SOUTH DOES NOT VIOLATE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. 
Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 

crave the indulgence of my colleagues in delivering at least a 

part of this address while, seated, inasmuch as I have been 

suffering during the holidays from a wound received from a 


3 a Pullman car, and I do not feel able to stand all ot 
e e. 

Without controversy I think the Members of the House will 
agree that the subject “The majesty of the law and national 
sobriety” is a wholesome theme for New Year contemplation, 
Behold how good and how pleasant it is, not only for brethren 
in the church but for Congressmen under the dome of the 
Capitol, to dwell together In unity. Naturally all who are 
funcamentally dry in precept and practice will indorse such a 
theme; those who are “personally wet and politically dry,” 
if there be such in this House, are bound to give assent, and 
even such outstanding “wets — Representatives who are 
proudly and avowedly “ wet," like the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SABATH], a Democrat from windy and wanton Chicago, 
and that gloriously, radiantly, resourceful Republican, the gen- 
teman from Maryland [Mr. HI, have both gone on record 
bless their agreeable souls—as indorsing my theme for the day 
and my plan to crown the majesty of the law with the beuuty 
and glory of a sober Nation. Such magnanimity between two 
hitherto widely divergent elements is cause for amazing delight, 
{Applause. ] 

The truth is, the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HL] has 
not only agreed publicly—and he manifests it now by joining 
in the first generous applause to this address which he lias 
dared me to make, but before Christmas he gave widely to 
the press of the country, even before I received it, a letter— 
you have all received it since—and I thank him for the won- 
derfully thoughtful and expensive effort—in which he pro- 
poses to mark out the path and make clear the way through 
which I can better elucidate and illuminate the subject of 
national sobriety. Such benign consideration in behalf of a 
man who has been published as “radically dry” by a man 
who is known to be hopelessly and helplessly wet [laughter} 
simply staggers my imagination with bewildering bewilder- 
ment, It is beyond my most roseate prohibition dreams. I 
hope, therefore, that inasmuch as this new challenge. a 
national challenge involving my political honor and the honor 
of many of my southern colleagues, has heen given to me 
since I was granted the right to address the House for 45 
minutes, and the treatment of the preliminary subject on 
which he asks information requires about the same length of 
time, I may be granted permission, out of your good nature, 
your good humor, and our New Year fellowship, to address 
the House for 40 minutes additional time. I promise to use 
every minute of it for the “ edification of the brethren.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended for 40 minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
trust the gentleman will wait a while, so that he may see 
whether he is going to give us any real knowledge. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Inasmuch as the gentleman's pal and com- 
rade, who is as beautifully wet“ as he is, has made it neves- 
sary, I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not deny me 
the privilege. I will let the gentleman speak a whole day 
when his time comes, if he desires to do so, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speuker, for the present, I object. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Allow me to say to the gentleman that I shall 
thank him very much if he will be considerate in the mutter 
for I need every minute of the extra time. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleague to 
reserve his objection. There is a great constitutional question 
and privilege involved here. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker, before coming to my major 
theme may I ask the gentleman from Missouri if he will agree to 
30 minutes additional? I would like to know how I am to cut 
my cloth. I hope the gentleman will be generous, 

Mr. DYER. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. UPSHAW. You are “a nice man.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with my 
subject I wish to clear away a little brush and level out a 
“IH” or two [laughter] that are on the main line, and the 
first thing is this: I am anxious that the genial gentlemen in 
the press gullery shall onee and for all get my ecclesiastical 
status straight. During the excitement last year, after I made 
a plea here for sober leadership and the whole Constitution, 
they published me widely as being a preacher Congressman " 
and “a former evangelist.” I want to say in the very begin- 
ning that I am not an ex-anything. What I was I am, and 
without apology. I am not an ordained minister, just “a sin- 
ner saved by grace,” I hope, and realizing that we have only 
one time to live in this world between the two peaks of God's 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


525 


eternity, I believe in using everyday and Sunday, too,” to do 
all the good I can in Congress and out; and one reason, may I 
say, that I have never been ordained to preach is because I 
haye wanted to be free as a layman to help lick the fellow who 
junips on preachers. 

Whenever I hear a blind, stingy parasite say that “a 
p-r-e-a-c-h-e-r always hears the call where the biggest salary is,” 
I want to be free as a layman to lash him with my tongue or 
crack him with my ecruteh and remind him that he is one of 
the “nuts” that do not pay any of the salary. When I hear a 
critic of preachers and churches say that “ preacher’s children 
are the worst children in the world,” I love to be free as a 
layman to look him straight in the face and tell him “ with- 
out mental reservation or purpose of evasion” that he is an 
“unmitigated fool or an unfumigated liar, either all or both.” 
(Laughter and applause.] 

If one child of a preacher goes wrong, you tell the world; but 
you tell nothing of the ninety and nine faithful ones who live 
on in the modest beauty and conquering glory of their God- 
fearing lives, going out from the sacred inffuences of family 
altars and sacrificial parental example, making a constant gulf 
stream of blessing to the social, spiritual, educational, and 
political life of the Nation, fructifying every shore that they 
touch. [Applause.] Verily the faithful preacher is the pack- 
horse of the community life. He restrains the erring, mar- 
ries the loving, he comforts the sorrowing, and buries the 
dead, and then he usually sinks into his grave without money 
enough to buy his own winding sheet, because, like his Master, 
he has loved truth and humanity better than he has loved 
worldly preferment or the“ yellow glare of gold.“ But 


As over the hilltops, the valleys, and plains, 
Tho’ the sun hath departed, a glory remains— 


Even so does the beauty of the faithful preacher’s unselfish, 
consecrated life throw back its mellowed beams of radiant 
splendor upon the community sky—a light in which your chil- 
dren and mine walk, thank God, to nobler and grander living. 
[Applause.] Thinking of how preachers, Bibles, churches, and 
schools give fundamental value to our homes, our property, and 
everything that is worth while in our civilization, I love to be 
free as a layman to crown the underpaid preachers and teachers 
as the most unselfish men and women the world has ever seen. 
[Applanse.] 
WHERE ARE THOSE LISTS? SUPPOSE THEY WERE SPIES? 

As Exhibit A im our study for to-day I wish to introduce— 
but before I do that I believe I wish to make a little local 
reference. You know these Christmas and New Year days 
have been rather hectic days; the peace and joy of the Christ- 
mastide have been turned topsy-turvy by shocking revelations; 
the newspapers have been full of all kinds of excitement, 
carrying every day headlines sometimes across the front page, 
telling of rum-ring captures and of a list of gilded, guilty cus- 
tomers containing the names of Army and naval officers and 
even members of the Cabinet. 

What I would like to ask is, Where is that list that many 
saw, according to the newspapers, and which nobody now can 
find? [Laughter.] The enterprising newspapers should have 
had a heart—not to disturb yuletide tranquillity in such sensa- 
tional fashion. The thing that pesters Old Man Peepul” about 
all this business is the widespread conviction that the morbid 
appetite of the poor devil on the street must be satisfied with 
the back-alley concdction of sulphuric acid, tobacco juice—— 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. And wood alcohol—— 

Mr. UPSHAW. Les; wood alcohol and concentrated Tye, 
while the sons and daughters of wealth and station, those who— 


Sit on velvet cushions, 

And ‘neath silken curtains sleep 
They who laugh at dance and wanton, 
While their fellows toil and weep. 


They are able to “get by” with’ the breaking of the law. They 
trample the Constitution and defy the flag with their depraved 
appetite, and then claim the protection of that flug for their 
palaces and their pleasures; their riches and their reputation. 
You know and I know that if these had been German spies 
during war time every name would have been found and pub- 
lished, and execrated by the American people. I want to say 
to you gentlemen, I think the time has come to do away with 
the “soft pedal” of the evangel method and use a sledge ham- 
mer or a sword with pitiless publicity, to the end that the 
American people shall have a new-born faith and this American 
Government a new-born conscience in standing resolutely and 
aggressively for the Constitution and national sobriety. Another 
thing—I want to think aloud to my colleagues and confess to 
you confidentially that I would like to be President of the 
United States [laughter] just for a day. - 


Ip 1 WERE PRESIDENT. 8 

If I were President of a Nation that by due governmental 
process had outlawed the liquor traffic; if I were standing in the 
footprints of an honest-hearted predecessor who on the floor of 
this House a year ago declared that the violation of our pro- 
hibition law savors of a nation-wide scandal and is the most 
demoralizing factor in our American life”; if I remembered 
that that honest predecessor had fought it out in the sincerity 
of his own conscience, and in that brave Denver speech a short 
while before his untimely death had declared that he believed 
that it was his personal duty to obey the spirit of the eighteenth 
amendment for the sake of a wholesome presidential example 
before the citizenship, and especially the youth of America; if 
I had called a meeting of governors as a presidential legacy left 
by my noble predecessor to confer on the greatest question 
before the country, and had come before the assembled Con- 
gress of the Nation to discuss this burning question, bigger than 
ships, bigger than the Army, bigger than taxes, bigger than the 
revenue—because it deals with the majesty of the law, the 
ideals of the Nation, and the preservation of our character, our 
homes, and our happiness—I believe I would have said to those 
governors, or to that assembled Congress, or would say it now: 
“Gentlemen, standing by that new-made grave in Marion and 
recognizing the widespread violation of this law and the cloud 
of suspicion that rests over official Washington, I here and now 
announce without equivocation that the White House shall be 
dry, the President shall be dry, every Executive appointee shall 
be dry, and I here and now ask as the President of the Nation 
for the immediate resignation of every Executive appointee, in- 
cluding naval, Army, and Cabinet officers, who is known to 
drink the liquor that has been outlawed by the Constitution of 
our country.” 

That would have made America stand upon its feet. That 
would have quickened and electrified the moral forces of the 
watching world. That would have put millions of praying 
parents on their knees and then lifted them in joyous thanks- 
giving, singing the doxology and the One hundred and third 
Psalm, because the day star had appeared in the sky of Amer- 
ica's official life. [Applause.] 

Let me say, frankly, that I have faith in President Coolidge. 
I believe in his character and I believe in his courage. But I 
want him to give me a larger faith—and the people of America 
a larger faith—in his dynamic initiative by using the Executive 
guillotine on the head of every drinking official; those who hope 
and pray for national sebriety are anxious to see him lead the 
holy crusade by smashing every jug and breaking every bottle 
in official Washington. [Applause.] 

I believe the President would like to see it so, but I am 
afraid that he knows, as some of the rest of us know, that it 
would cause a great jolt among many Federal appointees, In- 
cluding Army and Navy officers, and it would even make some 
inroads upon the Cabinet itself. [Applause.} I want to say 
another thing right now for fear I may forget. I say to you, 
gentlemen of the Congress, and to you, those listening in the 
generously crowded galleries: Pay no attention to what you 
read in the mostly wet metropolitan newspapers about the 
prospect of a moist candidate on a moist platform in the next 
presidential campaign. During the Congress vacation I have 
spoken widely in this country and in several of the capitals of 
Europe, and I have told them across the seas what I have 
found in this country, namely, that there is not the ghost of a 
chance for any“ damp man on either platform of either party 
to be nominated or elected. One man actually said to me on 
the floor of this House, UrsHAw, suppose the Democrats nomi- 
nate one very ‘damp’ man to catch the ‘wets’ and a very 
dry man to catch the ‘drys.’ What do you think about that 
man?” I quickly answered, “I think he is a ‘damp’ fool— 
“d-a-m-p p-h-u-le.” [Laughter.] I am much obliged to Josh 
Billings for telling us how to spell an exponent of political 
folly. 

It stands to reason that if we men passed the eighteenth 
amendment without the votes of the women, then with the 
women emancipated—several millions of them—there is na 
chance whatever for any cowardly straddling or pussyfooting 
upon this question. I tell you now that the Democratie Party, 
to which I have pledged my fealty, will not nominate a mau who 
stands fer liquor or a weakening modification of the present 
enforcing statufe, and may the Lord have mercy on you Re- 
publicans if you do less. I tell you that the women of America 
will not stand for it. fApplause.] Talk about nominating a 
man who has always been “ wet” or who has had a death-bed 
repentance. Any man who has presidential or vice presidential 
dreams who opposed the eighteenth amendment might as well 
“go way back and sit down.” [Applause.] 

Talk about modification. The trouble with men who speak 
on the other side is the fact that they are down with the com- 
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plaint of not being fundamental statesmen. We read in the 
papers this morning about the Governor of the great State of 

ew York calling again for his Representatives here to de- 
mand modification of the present enforcement act. I remind 
him and all of you that the eighteenth amendment is organie 
law. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UPSHAW. I am sorry, but I can not yield now. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman ought to yield when he 
has attacked the governor of my State. 

Mr. UPSHAW. I can not yield unless the gentleman from 
New York wants to contradict the statement that the governor 
of his State asked his legislature yesterday to have that modifi- 
cation memorial sent to Congress again. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Will not the gentleman yield, in all fair- 
ness? 

Mr. UPSHAW. Very well; go ahead. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Does not the gentleman believe it is 
fairer and more honest for the Governor of the State of New 
York to memorialize Congress as to the viewpoint of his State 
than for the governor of the gentleman’s State to permit the 
manufacture of hootch and moonshine to be sent all over the 
country? [Applause.] 

Mr. UPSHAW. I will say this to the gentleman from New 
York, that the Governor of New York is within his constitu- 
tional rights; but I take sharp issue with his judgment; and I 
want to say in behalf of nearly a hundred million people that 
the Governor of New York will not get anywhere with his 
petition. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Why should not the gentleman's State 
stop the manufacture of moonshine whisky? 

Mr. UPSHAW. I will come to that in a few moments. But 
there is no more disregard for law in making “ moonshine” in 
Georgia than there is in a state-wide refusal to support the 
Constitution in New York. 

I remind you who demand modification that the eighteenth 
amendment outlaws intoxicating liquors. Any kind of a law 
that would allow one inch or ounce or atom of anything intoxi- 
eating would be changing or modifying the organic law, and 
you can no more modify organic law and let it remain a part 
of the Constitution than you can modify the deity of Christ 
and let Him remain a part of the triune God. The eighteenth 
amendment will not be repealed or modified. [Applause.] 


THE STRANGE “GRIEF OF MR. HILL, 


Now, as Exhibit A, I introduce the letter of Mr. Hi: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. O., December 22, 1923. 
Hon. WILLIAM D. UPSHAW, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dran COLLEAGUE: You obtained a few days ago the unanimous 
consent of the House of Representatives to address the House on 
January 3 for three-quarters of an hour on the subject of the“ Majesty 
of the law and national sobriety.” I could have prevented you se- 
curing this unanimous consent by objection, but being deeply inter- 
ested in the majesty of the law, for which I fought for five years 
as United States district attorney and nearly five years as a soldier, 
and also being deeply interested in national sobriety and deeply 
grieved at the prevalent violations of the Volstead Act, I did not 
object, but am looking forward eagerly to hearing you discuss this 
great question, realizing that, representing, as you do, the State 
of Georgia, which for years has enjoyed State prohibition, you may 
be able to offer a solution for the contempt in which the Voistead 
Act is held. 

I am deeply concerned this morning to read in the morning papers, 
however, that people in the great State of Georgia are part of a 
gigantic liquor plot to flood the Capital of the United States with 
illicit rum. I read that a “booze syndicate," with headquarters in 
two of Washington's largest office buildings, and boasting among its 
patrons Senators and Representatives, other high Government officials, 
and persons prominent in society, was unearthed yesterday by special 
agents of the Treasury Department. I also read that much of the 
Uquor sold by this syndicate, “all of which was of the best grades,” 
the police said, “ was shipped to Washington by an international rum- 
smuggling group at Savannah, Ga., in chartered vessels.” 

Each citizen of the great prohibition State of Georgia is represented 
in Congress by six Congressmen, in proportion to one Congressman for 
a similar citizen of Maryland. In your election only 1 out of every 


44 of your citizens voted, whereas in my election 1 out of every 5 
voted. It would therefore seem that your responsibility for law en- 
forcement in Georgia is especially great. 

When, therefore, on January 8, for three-quarters of an hour you 
discuss the majesty of the law and national sobriety, I hope you will 


favor your colleagues in Congress and the whole Nation with the 
promulgation of a workable plan by which the National Capital at 
Washington may be protected from the onslaught of a gigantic liquor 
plot having its headquarters in the State of Georgia. 

At the same time, when you are dealing with the majesty of the law, 
there are many of us who would be highly gratified if you would dis- 
cuss, as applied to your own membership in Congress, section 11 of 
Article XIV of the Constitution, which provides that when the right to 
vote at any election for any Representatives in Congress is in any way 
abridged, that the basis of representation of such State shall be reduced 
in the proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear 
to the whole number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 

Standing, as you do, so energetically for “law enforcement,” 1 feel 
that the House would be greatly interested in hearing your views in 
reference to 2.75 per cent suffrage—1 out of every 44 of your popula- 
tion voting—which you represent in the House of Representatives. 

Standing, as I do, for the majesty of the law and national sobriety, 
I deeply deplore the activities of Savannah, Ga., in deluging Wash- 
ington with Christmas liquor, but I take this occasion to tender to you 
my very best wishes for a merry Christmas. 

Yours very truly, JOHN Pumar HILL. 


In the next place, because it deals with the same question 
as Exhibit B, I would have given his speech in Buffalo, where 
he made the same charge of election and intimidation, but it 
is not necessary now, because he has given you the letter. As 
Exhibit C I am going to ask the Clerk to read in my time 
this editorial from the Chicago Tribune, which boasts of being 
the “ world’s greatest newspaper.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MR. UPSHAW WILL NOT DOWN. 


Charles F. Murphy, of Tammany, has said that he would like to see 
a wet plank in the Democratic platform, with the party committed 
to a modification of the Volstead law, and go to the yoters on that 
issue. Mr. Murphy probably will be disappointed. It is a fair 
enough issue to permit the voters to say whether they want the Vol- 
stead Act amended or not, and even if they want it amended to permit 
the use of wine and beer it is still fair enough. If the Constitution 
can not permit such legislation, there is the Supreme Court to say so. 
There is no anarchy either in the legislature or the issue. 

Mr. Murphy's opinion is a New York opinion. It evokes another, 
among many others—the opinion of Mr. UrsHaw, of Georgia; Mr, 
WILLIAM D. UPSHAW, of an Atlanta congressional district in the 
Congress of the United States. We confess that Mr. UPSHAW is one 
of our favorite characters. He is much more than a citizen and Con- 
gressman. He is a great type. He is people. 

Mr. Ursnaw is a citizen of Georgia, a Representative of Georgia, 
and a Democrat, and, in answer to Mr. Murphy, he says that Tammany 
seems not to realize that organic law can not be modified. Mr. 
Ursnaw, of Georgia, says: Constitutional integrity is too sacred, 
the majesty of the law is too vital.“ Mr. UPSHAW, of Georgia, says 
that Mr. Murphy actually would have the Volstead Act so flexible 
that the several States could do as they pleased regarding the 
eighteenth amendment. 

“That means,” says Mr. UpsHaw, of Georgia, that several wet 
States would practically secede from the prohibition union.” When the 
idea is that New York should have beer and red wine, secession is un- 
thinkable. It indicates, even in thought, a monstrous obliquity. When 
the idea was that black people should have freedom, secession was the 
first resort of self-respecting whites. 

Mr. UpsHaAw is in Congress because the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments of the Constitution are dead as doornails in the State he 
represents. The State he represents is in the Union because it was not 
allowed to secede. Men from the now wet States of the Union would 
not permit it. They saved the Union and they passed the fourteenth 
and fifteenth amendments, which are dead letters in Mr. Upsuaw’s 
State, 

If Congress obeyed the fourteenth amendment, Mr. Ursnaw might 
not be in Congress, because the representation of his State would be 
reduced and he might be one of the lost Congressmen. If his State 
obeyed the two amendments, he probibly would not be there, because he 
is a Democrat and the blacks who are not allowed to yote are 
Republicans. 

It will be noted that Mr. UpsHaw’s reverence for the integrity of 
union is for the “ prohibition union.” It is not for a free union, not 
for a union of men and women invested with franchise rights at their 
birth, not for a union in which the individual regulates his conduct 
under the law and is respected in his rights by the law, but a union in 
which Georgia shall be able to say that the blacks of its territory shall 
not vote and that the whites of New York shall not drink. 

It is no wonder that Mr. UpsHaw is our favorite character. If he 
were alone in his way of thinking and acting, he would merely be a 
purple cow, or a warm icicle, or a mouse-bodied elephant, or something 
else that you put in a museum, but he is not alone. Me is a type of 
democratic (note the lower-case d') phenomenon which makes us 
what we are to-day. 


JANUARY 3, 
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He can, take his seat in Congress by the nullification of two constitu- 
tional mandates in his own State and by the suppression of people to 
whom that Constitution guarantees liberty and the rights of freemen, 
and he can then denounce the State of New York because its people 
want a vote on the modification of the Volstead Act in order that they 
may drink beer. 

Fanaticism, you should have many monuments, and on one enduring 
base of everlasting granite we should like to have Mr. UPSHAW, of 
Georgia, in bronze pants, taking away the votes of freemen with one 
hand and the beer of New York with the other, with political rights 
under one foot and personal liberty under the other. 


[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. UPSHAW. Gentlemen, with this mass and mess thrown 
on the main line by the enemies-of prohibition and likewise the 
enemies of southern honor, as well as national fellowship, I 
come with a blending of reluctance and of relish ‘to a brief dis- 
cussion of these irrelevant but now ineseapably indispensable 
themes. No lion hunter enjoys the tantalizing experience of 
turning aside to chase rabbits, but I must begin on the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. Hix]. [Laughter.] Allow me to 
gay in all geod humor that these men from the North, in their 
effort to defend jugs and bottles, commenced on me first. I am 
reminded of the first picture Jever remembered seeing in the 
almanac. An Irish washerwoman turned from her board and 
saw her boy scratching his head, and said, Mike, Mike, stop 
«scratching your head.” He answered: “I won't do it, Ma'm. 
They commenced on me first.“ [Laughter.] They commenced 
on me first, and I have got to either run or fight, and I prefer 
not to run. [Applause.] So I am -compelled to say to those 
who have provoked this discussion, unpleasant as some of it 
must be, like the-little fellow said, when he caught a minnow 
from the limpid brook and was trying to skin him: “ Hold easy, 
little fish; I will skin you just as easy as I can, but you have 
got to be ‘skun.’” [Laughter.] The truth of the matter is 
‘that the liquid loquacity of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Lt] makes me inevitably think of the sturdy hunter who was 
greatly devoted to his favorite dog. The dog ran so fast in 
following a rabbit that when he struck a barbed wire, with 
his mouth open, he was split from end tu end, The discon- 
certed, broken-hearted hunter came upon the bleeding form of 
his pet dog, and remembering some surgical operations, how, 
when warm flesh was put together, there was life again, he 
slapped the dog back together, wrapped him up in a blanket 
and put him down by the fire awaiting developments. By and 
by he saw the blanket begin to move; he opened it and ‘beheld 
in his hurry he had put the ends of the dog together wrong. 
But,“ he said, “after all,” scratching his head, this ain't so 
bad, because this dog can run both ways and bark at both ends.” 
[Laughter] 

I am afraid the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hrru] has 
-barked one time too many, whatever end it comes from. 
(Langhter.] 

If he is really interested in the triumph of the majesty of 
the law and national sobriety, why did he give an interview in 
St. Louis on the 10th of May, 1922, in which he said, “I have 
been compelled to quit keeping whisky in my office because so 
many of my prohibition friends called on me that they drink 
‘it up from my wet friends.“ Now, how did he get that liquor 
there? Was it legally obtained or legally given, and If he really 
believes in national sobriety, why did ‘he not begin on himself? 
It seems to me that would have been very consistent; and if he 
is genuinely interested in the triumph of the Volstead Act, 
why is he now a defendant before the United States court in 
Baltimore for the violation of law by manufacturing in his 
own home wine with 11 per cent or 12 per cent of alcohol? 
Here is a picture [holding up a press clipping] of the gentle- 
man engaged in that high and mighty process. [Laughter.] 

MATCHING SAVANNAH AGAINST BALTIMORE. 

Second. Answering his reference to the violation of the pro- 
hibition law in Savannah, Ga., and the charge that some of that 
liquor has been smuggled into the Nation's Capital through “a 
protected booze syndicate with headquarters in two of Wash- 
ington’s largest office buildings,” all men know that there are 
conscienceless violators of the law—all law—in every State. 
None of us as American citizens are proud of this fact. 

But is this Georgia ring, operating in the largest seaport of 
America next to New York, any different from the rum ring 
which was recently unearthed in Boston, another in New York 
and New Jersey, and another in wholesale defiance of the law 
in Philadelphia and even in Baltimore? I am perfectly willing 
to match Savannah against Baltimore on any question of law 
enforcement. In Savannah we find sporadic cases of law viola- 
tion brought frequently to speedy justice, but in Baltimore— 
Heaven save the mark!—you find practically a whole com- 
munity on a spree. [Laughter] 
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wala? HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
e 

Mr. UPSHAW. Pardon me—tI can not ylel@ now. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I ‘just wanted to know how you 
knew that? 


Mr. UPSHAW. I have testimony, partly from the gentle- 
man from Maryland, 


Listen! This is the thing I want to emphasize. He comes 
from a city that has dominated the State of Maryland for 
years in this matter; that has prevented Maryland from pass- 
ing a concurrent law to support the elghteenth amendment; a 
State that fills its coffers with the dirty dollars that come 
from race-track gambling. 

Well do I know that the best people in the great State of 
Maryland, rich in historic memories and opulent with Revo- 
lutionary glory, do not agree with this shameful state of af- 
fairs; but Baltimore, the wet” home of the wet” gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. HILL], has choked down every effort of 
organized decency to redeem the State of Maryland. Well do 
I remember ‘that when the State of Georgia outlawed the 
liquor traffic in 1907 several of our most conspicuous dealers 
were taken to the bosom of Baltimore, and from that sympa- 
thetic territory they continued to ship their debauching liquor 
back into my State that had voted to be free and sober. And 
well does the whole country remember that when, finally, the 
Nation's Capital went “dry” by legal enactment, a liquor 
train and a liquor truck line came from Baltimore every day, 
bringing an avalanche of liquid damnation for the debauchery 
of ‘the high and the low in this beautiful Capital that was 
struggling to be free. O tempora! O mores! I have this other 
word to say concerning Georgia. The gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. HII] failed to remind the people that that very rum ring 
of which he complains in Savannah, Ga., was brought to 
speedy trial; that Judge Barrett, who was appointed by the 
considerate and lamented President Harding, assessed fines 
amounting to more than $150,000 and imposed more than 20 
years of imprisonment for these violations of this law. Come on, 
Baltimore, and show a similar, wholesome example. [Ap- 
plause.] 

AN UTTERLY UNFAIR BASIS. 


The gentleman from Maryland knows, as well as the editor 
of the Chicago ‘Tribune knows, that it is utterly unfair and 
absolutely dishonest to take the general election figures in any 
Southern State, as well as in many Northern States, as a basis 
of political culpability. He knows that our State primaries 
practically settle all elections in the South, and that, with no 
partisan contest to bring out the vote in the general election, 
no man who wishes to build his pyramid of argument on a 
basis of truth will take advantage of such a cowardly subter- 
fuge. 

For instance, here is a ‘telegram from Hon. Edgar Watkins, 
who was the next highest man among my six opponents in my 
first race for the Democratic nomination for Congress. No 
knightlier spirit than Edgar Watkins ever went to worthy 
conibat or shivered lance at Camelot or Stirling. Unable to go 
home on account of a fractured rib, I wired Mr. Watkins to 
consult the records and give me the figures. Here is his 
telegram ; 

{Postal Telegraph—Commercial cables.) 
LTelegram.] 
ATLANTA, GA., December 24, 1923. 
Hon. W. D. UPSHAW, 
Washington, D. O.: 

Office secretary state closed for week. From press files I get infor- 
mation that in State primary, 1922, there were cast 204,187 votes in 
157 counties. ‘Three counties missing. In 1918 Upshaw received 
3.071; Watkins, 2,339; Bell, 1,783; Blackburn, 1,576; White, 1,549; 
Fields, 1,392; Whitley, 566. In 1922 Upshaw, 12,520; Key, 6,232; 
Cochran, 1,894; one small precinct missing. Further information, if 
necessary, cin be secured next week from secretary of state. Unable 
to secure negro vote separately from press. Hope you will soon 
recover. Merry Christmas. 

Epaan WATKINS. 


A second telegram addressed to me, dated to-day, says: 


‘Legal voters Atlanta general election 1922 were 2,997 negroes, 21,898 
white; city election, 1923, were 1,347 negroes, 16,805 white. 
EpGar WATKINS. 


In the city election, with lack of stimulus, it will be seen there 
was a slight decrease. 

It will be seen that in my first primary the total vote for all 
candidates was 13,176. That was before the women ‘began to 
vote. In the next election it was nearly double when the 
women voted. I had no opposition in the general election. 
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Now, gentlemen, I want to submit that we are not to blame 
down South because we do not grow Republicans there. We 
do not mean a bit of harm by it. They are nice people, most 
of them, the few of them who are there, and the Lord knows I 
hope they will grow fewer and fewer as the years go by, but 
they are simply not indigenous to our soil [laughter], and as our 
good and honored friend and former colleague, Frank Mondell, 
said, when I playfully referred to this, “ Yes; and remind them 
that those who are planted there do not seem to thrive.” 

As I live, I have no pleasure in discussing on the floor of 
this House the tragic reasons that contributed to southern politi- 
cal solidarity. This defense of my own honor and the honor 
of my colleagues has been forced upon me by the widely pub- 
lished letter of the “wet” gentleman from Baltimore [Mr. 
HILL] and by such ridiculous utterances as that devilish edi- 
torial in the Chicago Tribune, an editorial position, alas, which 
has been taken by many of the northern papers since I began 
my fight for sober leadership and a whole Constitution. 

Gentlemen, I call you to witness that I have never precipi- 
tated an unworthy sectional issue on the floor of this House. 
[Applause. ] 

Gentlemen, I want you to witness that I have never since I 
have been here raised an unworthy sectional issue on the floor 
of this House. I have always tried to put the emphasis, us 
you know, not on the things that divide us but on the things 
that unite us, and the gentleman from Maryland and the 
Chicago Tribune and all their sympathizers who are trying to 
protect the liquor that they love may get all the glory that they 
want out of the fact of introducing in this late date of fellow- 
ship the bloody shirt sectional argument on this floor, when the 
“sons of the gray from the sun-kissed South” sleep side by side 
with the “sons of the blue from the wind-swept North” yonder 
in the fields of France. It is liquor that produces a sectional 
argument on this floor, liquor that has neither conscience, nor 
character, nor patriotism. Many good men who stand for it 
have these things, but the liquor itself makes a man, whether he 
drinks it or thinks it, forget all of the things that are high and 
noble beneath our beautiful flag. 

Since Mr. HII raises the unspeakable issue that the failure 
of certain citizens to vote should be made the basis of indict- 
ment against the credentials of the Representative who has 
been declared duly elected and commissioned by the governor 
of his State, I must ask that some of his most trusted support- 
ers will hold the gentleman from Baltimore [Mr. HILL] now 
while I proceed to feed him out of his own election spoon. 


FEEDING MR. HILL OUT OF HIS OWN SPOON, 


Listen. In the seyenth district of Alabama our new and 
gifted colleague, Mr. ALLGOOD, received 18,576 votes; his Repub- 
lican opponent, 11,130; making a total vote of 29,706. That was 
down in this country where intimidation is supposed to reign. 

Up in the ninth district of Michigan our Republican colleague, 
Mr. McLAvGHLtn, received 21,703 votes; his Socialist opponent, 
980 votes; making a total of 22,683 votes. What, I say, is the 
matter with intimidation in Michigan? 

In the sixth district of Michigan our gloriously “dry” 
Republican colleague, Grant Hupson, walking in the footprints 
of the beloved and immortal Pat Kelley, received 46,791. Mr. 
Adair, his Democratic opponent, received 29,241 votes, and Mr. 
Bell, on the Farmer-Labor ticket, got 243 votes. The total 
vote in Mr. Hupsox's district was only 76,275 in a population 
of 442,797. Let Mr. Hupson, Republican, and Mr. McLaueH- 
LIN, Republican—neighbors—in the same State, weep on each 
other’s shoulder over the discrepancy between their votes, but 
for goodness sake do not let them charge that Georgia Demo- 
crats had anything to do with the Michigan intimidation. 

Again, “just for the good of the order,” behold a total vote 
of 100,873 in the second Republican district of Illinois against 
a total yote of 122,155 in the sixth Illinois district, where Mr. 
BUCKLEY, a stalwart Democrat, was elected. Something wrong 
with that Republican district where 22,000 electors suffered 
some sort of intimidation that kept them away from the polls. 
And while we are in Illinois, look with tears streaming down 
your face at the total vote of only 40,441 in the home district 
of Hon. Martry B. Mappen with 23,000 plus for the chairman 
of the Appropriations Committee, nearly 16,000 for his Demo- 
cratic opponent, and about 550 votes divided between the So- 
cialist and Farmer-Labor candidates. 

Between the vote of Mr. Mappen, Republican, and Mr. BUCK- 
LEY, Democrat, there is a margin of more than 60,000 in favor 
of Democratic regularity. What on earth shall we say of the 
intimidation in the district of Mr. Mappen, where thousands of 
negro yoters are supposed to stop by preference on their way 
to heaven? 


As I live, I have no disposition to disturb the equanimity of 
the able chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, but he 
must remember that“ uneasy lies the head that wears a crown“ 
in the district of any Congressman who happens not to receive 
as many votes as some other Congressman somewhere else in 
this goodly realm. What folly! 

The Speaker of the House—Heaven rest his rock-ribbed Re- 
publican soul—the Hon. FREDERICK H. GiLLerr—let us call him 
Frederick the Great in this high and solemn hour—he received 
only 28,639 votes in the second district of Massachusetts, while 
his Democratic opponent received 19,376 votes, and together 
they received only 48,015 in a total population of 236,772. Just 
think of this in the home State of the notorious Hartford con- 
vention, which proposed secession from the Union in 1814 be- 
cause it did not like the way things were going on in the Na- 
tion’s Capital—think of this in the Republican district that 
boasts the great city of Springfield, while in the Democratic 
fifth district of Missouri our smiling new Democratic colleague, 
Mr. Jost, received 62,702 votes, his Republican opponent 53,262 
votes; making a total vote in that Democratic district of 115,964. 
Intimidation, intimidation, in the home district ct the beloved 
Speaker of this House! Of course, it was a huge joke, but the 
joke is on Mr. Hl, and not on Mr. GILLETT. 

And time would fail me to tell of the tenth district of Michi- 
gan, where the spunky progressive, the Hon. Roy WOODRUFF, 
received 23,792 votes with no opposition at all—so much intimi- 
dation that even Democrats were afraid to show their heads. 
Alas, Roy Wooprvrr, alas, I thought from our neighborly fel- 
lowship that you were made of kindlier stuff! 

Let me here stress the fact that every negro voted who wanted 
to vote, just as every white man voted who wanted to vote, but 
those who did vote left several thousand white and black be- 
hind who did not care to qualify or vote, adding their quota to 
the more than 50 per cent of the Nation’s indifferent population 
who do not vote at all. If 5,000 or 6,000 negroes had presented 
themselves at the polls in Atlanta, qualified on the same basis on 
which their white neighbors had qualified, they would have 
voted without any sort of restraint, even as the 2,000 who did 
register and vote. 

In my last race for Congress, where I was fortunate enough to 
carry every ward in the city of Atlanta and every county in the 
district in the Democratic primary, an independent Republican 
had the Spartan hardihood to run in the general election, but 
my friends and I regarded the opposition so lightly that I 
remained in Texas on a lecture tour embracing election day. 

Shall my seat be placed in jeopardy simply because my dis- 
trict in that election was as overwhelmingly Democratic as 
Wooprurr’s district in Michigan was overwhelmingly Re; 
publican? For, I remind you, we did let a Republican run 
against me, while no Democrat dared to offer against Woop- 
RUFF ; or, rather, perhaps, showed their good sense by voting for 
a high-class progressive. 

ENOUGH TO WAKE THE DEAD. 


Yea, and what shall we say of Dyrr, Republican champion of 
unconstitutional negro defensive legislation, who received only 
15,667 votes, his opponent 11,679, making a shocking total of 
only 27,246 votes in a total population of 142,189, as a combina- 
tion of Dutchmen and negroes, who braved the clouds and the 
thunders and the lightnings of terrible intimidation to express 
their appreciation of his illustrious career. This, this in a 
Republican district in St. Louis, with a Democratic district, 
mind you, right near by giving 122,000 votes; and the Democratie 
district which sent the chivalric Pou from North Carolina 
polling 24,000 votes with practically no opposition; the Demo- 
cratic district which sent here our gallant Major STEDMAN, 
the only Confederate soldier in the House, who looks like a 
replica of Robert E. Lee in face and lofty ideals—think of it 
his district voted a total of 54,000, while dear old Bos Doventon 
from the eighth Democratic district of North Carolina inspired 
a total vote of 55,575. It is almost enough to wake the dead to 
contemplate the fact that the Democratic districts of DovcHTon 
and SrepMan in North Carolina polled several thousand more 
votes each than Gitterr in Massachusetts or MAppEn in IIII- 
nois, and as many, even, as the timid though terrible TINKHAM, 
who inspired only 55,895 in a population of 235,795 in proud 
and populous Boston. Yea, and the gay and festive Hix, of 
Maryland, who has so unwittingly led himself and his “ wet” 
supporters from the North into such a bottomless abyss of 
inconsistent confusion; for, mind you, Mr. HL received only 
27,740 votes, while his three opponents piled up enough to make 
the total in the third district of Maryland only 41,238 in a 
total population of 228,168. In the Democratic district near by, 
from which Mr. Typrnes came to bring us good tidings,” in- 
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deed, from “ Maryland, my Maryland,” a total of 69,259 votes 
was polled. 

Gentlemen, I think this House will agree, and the country 
will agree, and even the Chicago Tribune ought to agree, that 
Mr. Hir should account for the 28,021 votes that are missing 
between his Republican bailiwick and the Democratic district 
of his neighbor before he ever dares to lift his voice again 
about intimidation and discrepancies among the votes of his 
colleagues, In other words, let the gentleman from Maryland 
“put up or shut up; speak now or forever after hold his peace.” 

Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman want me to do that now? 

Mr. UPSHAW. Not right now. I mean, to speak all you 
please later on. Just for the sake of keeping the record 
straight, I may add here that in my second race for Congress 
I did have a Republican opponent—we usually have them down 
South during a presidential year for the sake of establishing 
a regular approach to the “pie counter” [laughter]—who 
received in round numbers 4,600 votes. In that total Republi- 
can vote were 2,000 negroes who had registered in peace and 
yoted in joyous hilarity, realizing that they were thus making 
their quadrennial pilgrimage to the shrine wrought out for 
them by “ Marse” Lincoln in his emancipation proclamation. 

ALL NEGROES VOTED WHO CARED TO QUALIFY. 

But after all, gentlemen of the House, why did Mr. Hiro. 
of Maryland single out UrsHAw, of Georgia, as the great in- 
timidating sinner ” in his speech in Buffalo while he was trying 
to tickle the itching ears of the Buffalo wets”? And why has 
he written a letter to Urpsuaw reiterating these charges and 
urging my answer in detail in my speech to-day? Why should 
my name be mentioned when the same figures would have ap- 
plied to the general election status of practically every Demo- 
cratic Congressman from the South? Everybody knows why. 
Mr. Hr is still smarting under the charge I made against him 
a year ago when he sought to have me called before Con- 
gress for saying that some of the Members had been drinking 
the devilish stuff, the sale of which he champions every day. 
He has been resting since then under the fadeless fame of 
being the “self-appointed ‘wet nurse’ of this legislative 
body - and of that other fitting imputation: 

Alas and alack! John Philip sees red 
The word “ prohibition ” has gone to his head! 
TAKES UP GAUNTLET FOR HIS SOUTHERN COLLEAGUBS. 


If the gentleman from Maryland had been the only one mak- 
ing this charge of southern intimidation—I say it without in- 
tending offense to him—I might have let it pass by, but as the 
Chicago Tribune“ the world’s greatest newspaper —said of 
UpsHaw, of Georgia, Mr. Hitz is a “type” and the Chicago 
Tribune is a“ type“ —they both represent politicians and edi- 
tors all over the North who have foolishly made this charge 
against southern honor for a half a hundred years. 

I declare, I believe with the approval of the great majority 
of my fair-minded Republican colleagues, that the time has come 
for this un-American, cowardly, and groundless charge to stop, 
Somebody must make the defense on the floor of this House, 
and God being my helper, having been challenged to the task, 
I take my place by the side of my southern patriot colleagues 
and shoulder the responsibility myself. 

Passing over all the petty, pitiful personal flings made at me 
in the Tribune editorial, I go straight to the heart of the general 
charge against my colleagues as well as myself. The Tribune 
says: 

If Congress obeyed the fourteenth amendment, Mr. Ursuay might 
not be in Congress, because the representation of his State would be 
reduced, and he might be one of the lost Congressmen. If his State 
obeyed the two amendments, he probably would not be there, because 
he is a Democrat and the blacks who are not allowed to vote are 
Republicans, 


I make bold to answer, and I dare any man on this floor 
or any editor in the Union to give evidence to the contrary— 
that not a single State in the South is disobeying the four- 
teenth amendment, either by statute or by racial intimidation. 


BLAINE VINDICATES THE SOUTH, 


In Blaine’s Twenty Years of Congress, volume 2, page 419, 
he says: 

The contentions which have arisen between political parties as to 
the right of negro suffrage in the Southern States would scarcely be 
cognizable under either the fourteenth or the fifteenth amendment 
to the Constitution. Both of those amendments operate as inhibi- 
tions upon the power of the State and do not have reference to those 
irregular acts of the peple which find no authorization in the public 
statutes. The defect in both amendments, in so far as their main 
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object of securing rights to the colored race is involved, lies in the 
fact that they do not operate directly upon the people, and therefore 
Congress is not endowed with the pertinent and applicable power to 
give redress. 


And in the famous Slaughterhouse cases (16 Wallace, 36, 
1872), on the fourteenth amendment, we read this pertinent 
Supreme Court decision: 


We doubt very much whether any action of a State, not directly 
by way of discrimination against the negroes as a class, will ever 
be held to come within the purview of this provision [i. e, the 
second section]. 


The finality of these high opinions—one from the brilliant 
“plumed knight“ of Maine, whose position in his debate with 
Benjamin H. Hill showed that he would have been glad to 
take the other side if his conscience and judgment had allowed, 
and the other a declaration of the Supreme Court of the 
United States itself on the fundamental point at issue, ought 
to be enough—O, my masters—enough to satisfy any discern- 
ing, great-souled American that the South is not violating the 
fourteenth and the fifteenth amendments. I complacently and 
fearlessly challenge the opposition to produce one instance 
of constitutional discrimination or coercion. If it could have 
been done, it would have been done long ago. And if the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, who-has brought all this avalanche of 
pulverizing facts upon his head in his effort to defend Balti- 
more jugs and bottles, wants to make a fight along the line 
of his challenge to me, let him have the spunk of performance 
instead of the spawn of palaver—let him start such a fight 
here on the borderland of the loyal South, and in addition to 
the liquorized halo which now envelops his reckless brow will 
be seen an ebony halo of monumental injustice and un-American 
fellowship like that which has clung for a generation to the 
brow of a certain Massachusetts archaic who tried to put the 
notorious force bill upon the suffering and gallant South. 

In 1870 Congress passed a bill declaring that the 10 Southern 
States had no loyal government because they were not obeying 
certain parts of the Constitution, and therefore they must be 
converted into five military districts where major generals of 
the Army had plenary power to remove governors, Congressmen, 
and Senators. 

If the Government were to take such a step now because 
Maryland has never passed a concurrent State law in support 
of the eighteenth amendment, or because New York has 
trampled the Federal Constitution by repealing her State con- 
current law, or because Rhode Island and Connecticut have 
broken with the fellowship of 46 sister Commonwealths by re- 
fusing to enforce this part of the Constitution, all 4 of these 
States would be put into a military district with governors, 
Congressmen, and Senators thrown out, and poor Mr. Hi him- 
self would be a “lost Congressman” and would have to go back 
to “wet” Baltimore to the practice of law, defending bootleg- 
gers and others made criminals by the deflant liquor régime. 
I wish better fortune for Mr. HILL. 

Gentlemen of the House, I speak the truth, I lie not, as Paul 
would say—I find no pleasure in the death of him that dieth, 
but Mr. Hix and the Chicago Tribune began this un-American 
business, and I am forced to remember the declaration of that 
old Bible that I believe from cover to cover, “ Jonah, whale, and 
gourd vine ”—“ They who live by the sword shall perish by the 
sword.” 

SOUTHERN VOTING QUALIFICATIONS WERE BORROWED FROM THE NORTH. 


I contend again, with ample proof at hand, that the qualifica- 
tions for voting in the South are no higher, in some instances 
not as high as they are in many Northern States. In 1851 Ver- 
mont made it necessary for every voter to obtain the approval 
of the civil board of control in each township before he could 
vote. That board of control passed not only upon the voter's 
mental qualifications but upon his habits also. That law ob- 
tains to-day. In 1902 the brilliant Sam Small, famous orator, 
publicist, evangelist, and patriot, who was then chief editorial 
writer on the Atlanta Constitution, drove several Northern 
papers to the wall on this very point, bringing out the fact that 
if we were to adopt Vermont's present law in every State in the 
South it would legally disfranchise every Negro who was not 
acceptable to the local board, in spite of the fourteenth and 
fifteenth amendments. 

I hold in my hand the qualifications for voters in Massachu- 
setts, Illinois, and Connecticut. Both Massachusetts and Tli- 
nois carry the educational test and the grandfather clause— 
which the Southern States virtually copied from them. And I 
call the attention of my friends who have heroic, independent 
Irish blood in their veins to the fact that these highly rigid 
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educational qualifications in Massachusetts were originally 
placed in the law with the hope of shutting out Irish Catholics 
who were growing dangerously numerous in the politics of the 
Bay State in general and of Boston in particular. 

But it is rather significant that the rigid requirements in 
Massachusetts have acted as a spur to that vigorous element in 
the Bay State (as recent political developments show), even as 
it has been a spur to Italians, Poles, and other foreigners in 
New York and in Mlinois,; and even as a less rigid qualification 
has been a spur to the negro citizens of the South. 

Gradually the southern negro is rising In educational qualifi- 
cations and ideals, and he will testify by the million now that 
as a class he is not kept from voting except as the white man is 
kept from voting—by educational indolence and unpatriotic 
neglect. 

After all, gentlemen of the House, let us “shell down the 
corn” on both sides to the American negro—let us not blame 
him too harshly for failing to qualify or to use the elective 
franchise, for he has had his “fling” in the realm of politics, 
all the way from that unredeemed reconstruction promise of 
“40 acres and a mule” down to the present moment, and he has 
found for the most part, North and South, that the negro looks 
alike to both political parties when it comes to holding office— 
he is good as a voter, but not regarded “feasible” for a re- 
sponsible officeholder. He knows that the Democrats will not 
promise him anything politically and will faithfully keep their 
promise. He knows that the Republicans have promised him 
everything and have kept about one promise out of a thousand. 
And so he balances his account between his political earnings 
at the hands of both Democrats and Republicans and says “ gee, 
haw” to his mule or his tractor as he turns into another fur- 
row or goes back to his place in the foundry or on the brick 
wall where side by side with the white man he draws equal 
wages for equal service. He is walking yet in the light of that 
wisdom uttered by Booker T. Washington in my own city of 
Atlanta—the sentence that made the great negro educator 
famous: 


I want to say this to my colored friends—it is worth far more to you 
to be permitted to make an honest dollar working side by side with a 
white man than to be permitted to spend that dollar sitting beside him 
in a theater. 


GREAT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN WEIGHT OF AMENDMENTS. 


Finally, on this rather unpleasant theme that has been 
forced upon me I remind the friends of liquor who side-step 
the main question because they are unable to defend their 
devilish darling, that there is a vast difference between the 
potential and inherent weight with which the eighteenth amend- 
ment was adopted and the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments 
found their way into the Constitution. The fourteenth and fif- 
teenth amendments were born amid the unhappy acrimonies of 
sectional passion and forced into the Constitution at the end 
of Federal bayonets. 

Technically, the fourteenth amendment was never passed. 
R. B. Bullock telegraphed Schuyler Colfax, then Speaker of 
the House, that the Legislature of Georgia had ratified the 
fourteenth amendment, signing his name R. B. Bullock, Gov- 
ernor elect,” and on that unconfirmed telegram from a man 
who had not yet taken the oath as governor, John Sherman 
offered the joint resolution instructing the Secretary of State 
to proclaim the fourteenth amendment as a part of the Constitu- 
tion. Thus, by a precarious hairbreadth constitutional margin, 
the fourteenth amendment was acknowledged a part of our 
organie law. Two suceeeding national Democratic conventions, 
recognizing its precarious passage, still declared it their pur- 
pose not to disturb its equivocal repose. 

It is constitutionally significant from the standpoint of the 
triumphant North that the South was never out of the Union 
until Congress by a post-war declaration drove out the 10 
Southern States under military dictatorship. Abraham Lincoln, 
with his unquestioned loyalty to the Union and his undoubted 
love for what he regarded as the mistaken South, and with a 
poetic vision that we are all willing now to admit and to 
crown, refused to allow the stars that represented the Southern 
States to be taken from their field of blue that waved in 
prophetic solidarity above the battling legions of friend and foe. 
[Applause] 

Thus the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments were peril- 
ously born: without carrying with them the mandate for a con- 
current enforcement by the States. It was naturally deemed 
at the time that the Federal Government would have to enforce 
these new additions to the Constitution. 

But how grandly different was the enactment of the eighteenth 
amendment. Through generations of education and agitation 
consecrated sentiment and ideals were enacted into law. Thirty- 
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three States, by local action, had already outlawed the liquor 
traffic, and, as a son of Georgia, I am proud of the fact that 
my own State was the pioneer in this renaissance of sobriety 
and righteousness. As a son of the South, I rejoice that a 
prohibitionized democracy drove the legalized saloon out of the 
Southland, even as a prohibitionized republicanism drove this 
cancer of civilization out of many States of the North—even as 
a prohibitionized Americanism will keep this legalized de- 
bauchery out of this Nation from now until the judgment day. 
[Applause.] 
THE RED MENACE OF EDITORIAL ANARCHY. 

And now the passion of patriotism brings me to another 
editorial utterance on the part of the Chicago Tribune, which 
writhes under a decision of the Supreme Court of Illinois as 
touching the confines of treason and anarchy. In an editorial 
in the Tribune of Saturday, January 10, 1923, we find the fol- 
lowing astounding utterance: 

People who are opposed to prohibition bitterly resent this meddling 
in their lives, and they have a real zest in breaking the law. Whole 
sections of the country resent the law and communities condone or 
applaud the disregard of it. 

That might have been expected. Prohibition is a dictation of one 
State to another, of one community to another, of one Individual to 
another, and the sections dictated to rebel. What is to be done about 
it? For one thing, the Federal Government can cease trying to en- 
force the law. It can allow the Constitution to be annulled by States 
which want to annul it. It can cease making appropriations for the 
official rum terriers. Then if a State wants prohibition it can have 
its own law and enforcement. If one does not want it there will be uo 
enforcement. The prohibition amendment will remain in the Constitu- 
tion. Many generations will md it there, but it can be annulled 
where it is not wanted. 


If this “red” editorial utterance had appeared on the edi- 
torial page of an organ of the Industrial Workers of the World, 
or some other agitator against our American institutions, 
especially during the stress of war, the writer, and perhaps the 
owner of the paper, would have been put behind the bars. 

To boldly advocate that the Federal Government allow the 
Constitution to be annulled by States which want to annul it, 
is as treasonable as the doctrine of nullification itself. It is 
nothing more nor less than the advocacy of the overthrow of 
our republican institutions. Ours is an inseparable Union. 
This question was settled once for all at the time of the Civil 
War. As long as a State is a part of the Union there never 
has been, nor never will be, any justification for the nullifi- 
cation of Federal laws. Even Jefferson Davis, in his closing 
address in the United States Senate, said of nullification: 


I hope none who hear me will confound this expression of mine 
with the advocacy of the right of a State to remain jn the Union and 
to disregard its constitutional obligations by the nullification of the 
law. Such is net my theory. Nullification and secession, so often 
confounded, are indeed antagonistic principles. 


In the face of the facts that neither secession nor nullifi- 
cation is justifiable under the Constitution, how can any great 
paper—‘‘the world’s greatest newspaper ”—whose editor is 
loyal to the Constitution, advocate the nullification of the 
eighteenth amendment? As a matter of faet the Supreme 
Court of Illinois recently held that the laws of Illinois make 
it an offense to advocate the overthrow or change of Govern- 
ment, except as provided by law. The court said: 


The advocacy within any one of the several States to overthrow the 
representative form of Government of the United States, or of the 
several States, is, therefore, an assault upon the established govern- 
ment of each and every one of the 48 separate soyereignties, and it 
would be strange, indeed, if any one of these sovereignties did not 
have the right to protect itself against destruction. The overthrow 
of the National Government would be a direct blow at the repre- 
sentative form of government now secured to each of the several 
States, and the overthrow of the government of any one of the sey- 
eral States would be an indirect assault upon the government of each 
of the other 47 States. 

The State of Illinois is, therefore, interested in the preservation 
of our National Government and the government of each and every 
one of her sister States, and she, without doubt, has the right under 
the police power inherent in every government to enact laws for the 
preservation and protection of her government. 


LIQUORITES CRUSHED BY SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 
The United States Supreme Court, in passing upon the valid- 
ity and meaning of the eighteenth amendment, said: 
That part of the prohibition amendment to the Federal Constitution 
which embodies the prohibition is operative throughout the entire ter- 
ritorial limits of the United States, binds all legislative bodies, courts, 
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public officers, and individuals within those limits, and of its own force 
invalidates every legislative act, whether by Congress, by a State 
legislature, or by a Territorial assembly, which authorizes or sanctions 
what the amendment prohibits. 


Chief Justice White, of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in speaking with reference to the duty of Congress to 
enact a national prohibition law, said: 


„ è * In the first place, it is indisputable, as I have stated, that 
the first section imposes a general prohibition which it was the purpose 
to make universally and uniformly operative and efficacious. In the 
second place, as the prohibition did not define the intoxicating bev- 
erages which it prohibited, in the absence of anything to the contrary, 
it clearly, from the very fact of Its adoption, cast upon Congress the 
duty not only of defining the prohibited beverages but also of enact- 
ing such regulations and sanctions as were essential to make them 
operative when defined. * 


In Neal v. Delaware (103 U. S. 370), it says: 


A State must recognize as binding an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and enforce it within its own limits with- 
out reference to any inconsistent provisions in its own Constitution or 
statutes. 


In the case of Hauenstein v. Lynham (U. S. Sup. Ct. (1879), 
100 U. S. 483), Justice Swayne said: 


It must always be borne in mind that the Constitution, laws, and 
treaties of the United States are as much a part of the law of every 
State as its own local laws and Constitution. This is a fundamental 
principle in our system of complex national polity. 


NULLIFICATION AND SECESSION. 


The whole spirit of this “wet” opposition is a challenge to 
the Constitution and the law. Many of us have heard “ wet 
leaders” say on this floor: “This law can not and ought not 
to be enforced.” Gentlemen of the House, trat is nullification— 
nullification from a strange geographical center—and nullifica- 
tion and secession are inseparable twins. I remind you of that 
immortal declaration of Daniel Webster in his reply to Cal- 
houn: 

To begin with nullification and not to proceed to secession, dis- 
memberment, and general revolution is as if one were to take the 
plunge of Niagara and cry out that he would stop halfway down. 
In the one case, as in the other, the rash adventurer must go to the 
bottom of the dark abyss below, were it not that that abyss has no 
discovered bottom. 


It has come to this, then, that a son of the South, the son 
of a Confederate soldier in our reunited country, must teach 
to liquor advocates of the North the majesty of the law, the 
supremacy of the flag, and the integrity of the Federal Con- 
stitution. And I remind these festiye and illogical champions 
of liquor that, great as was New England in Revolutionary 
glory, rich and “wet” and defiant as New York and New 
England and Maryland are to-day, they constitute a very small 
part of the whole United States; and to those who wish to 
“secede from the Union” in order to get all the liquor they 
want, we who believe in sober, constitutional government 
answer them as we point to the American flag: Nothing 
doing! That emblem waves higher than the insignia of any 
State. We write again in burning letters that withering decla- 
ration of that heroic old war horse and pathfinder of reforms, 
Dr. Wilbur F. Crafts, ‘You would not ratify and you shall not 
nullify.’ ” 

Come on, ye boasted champions of democracy, and salute 
anew the flag that protects your homes! 


PRESERVING “ LIBERTY ” IN ALCOHOL. 


Packed into one paragraph, all who have heard the “ wet” 
speeches of the eloquent gentlemen from New York and Boston 
and Baltimore will agree that they mean this and only this: 
That all laws must conform to the customs of the communities 
for which they are made, and that all efforts to regulate and 
restrain by law the inclinations, the habits, and the “ liberties ” 
of the individual are born of fanaticism and doomed to failure. 
Weaving a halo of eloquence around the brow of the great 
lawyer, James ©. Carter, who spent the last seven years of his 
life writing lectures for the Harvard law school on “The 
Philosophy of Law,” the late Mr. Cockran made this state- 
ment: 

The main proposition underlying them was that all law is merely 
custom; that no statute can have the force of law which does not en- 
force customs already established in the locality affected by it. 

Why, gentlemen of the House, that unthinkable position would 
nullify every law of God and man from Sinai to Washington, 
D. C.; yea, and that utterly unthinkable contention would shat- 
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ter the towering temple of every State and National Government 
on earth. It would subject every governing entity to the 
caprice of every defiant atom. Illinois would tremble daily 
before the behest of Chicago. Ohio would crouch and cower 
when Cincinnati showed its gnashing teeth, Massachusetts 
would run under the bed when “ rum-cultured ” Boston entered 
the door, and the Goddess of Liberty herself would splash into 
the waters of the bay of New York or plunge from her sunlit 
apex on the proud dome of this Capitol in which we make laws 
for the whole Nation to-day just because boozy Baltimore and 
gay and godless Gotham shake their fists at the Constitution 
and the flag and tell sober “ Uncle Sam” to go where it does not 
snow ! 

The difference between their concept of “ liberty ” and mine is 
this: I think liberty can be preserved in the duly enacted Con- 
stitution and in the loyal hearts of sober American citizens, 
and they think liberty “can only be preserved in alcohol.” 

These gentlemen complain that the purpose of prohibition— 
“to make men good ”—is “utterly repugnant to every element 
of democracy.” It is further declared concerning the purpose to 
make men good by law: : 


This is precisely what no government can do and which no democratie 
government can undertake to do without violating the principles that 
are absolutely fundamental. 


TH WISDOM OF GLADSTONE, 


Over against this baseless governmental fallacy I offer the 
declaration of William E. Gladstone, that towering genius and 
Christian statesman, of whom Henry Grady said: 


He seems to have caught the inspiration of the Infinite and towers, 
half human and half divine, from his earthly eminence, while the light 
of another world seems beating in his grand old face. 


This great builder of Christian civilization said: 


It is the duty of government to make it as hard as possible for the 
eitizen to do wrong, and as easy as possible for him to do right. 


That is wisdom; fundamental governmental wisdom, in radi- 
ant consonance with wisdom divine. 


PROHIBITION ON A FIRM FOUNDATION, 


Standing on this firm foundation of the Constitution and the 
majesty of the law, we have at once, first and finally, an answer 
to those who ignorantly, and therefore blindly, or willfully and 
maliciously, declare that our prohibition law was surreptitiously 
put over on the American people. 

I spoke on the same platform in London last summer with 
Herbert Tracy, the great labor leader and editor of the Brother- 
hood Outlook. In reply to his request for an article on Ameri- 
can prohibition, I asked: “From what angle, Tracy?” He re- 
plied, “ Tell us, first of all, whether prohibition was put over 
unfairly on the American people, and whether Congress took 
advantage of the 2,000,000 soldiers who were fighting for 
liberty in France.” 

You shouid have heard me laugh almost from London to 
Washington. “And so that liquor tale has reached London, I 
see.” Les,“ he said, “ that is what they are telling over here.“ 

Here is a recent sample from the Washington Post: 


Millions of people in this country have respect for every law except 
the eighteenth amendment, when they remember how it was foisted on 
the country by underhanded trickery and chicanery for the benefit of a 
lot of impecunious down and outers. It was never incorporated into the 
Constitution properly, but was pasted on by means of prohibition 
mucilage, liable to come off at any time, 


Shades of Ananias and Sapphira! In the face of the facts of 
history as you and I know them, any man who makes that state- 
ment in America, in England, or anywhere else under the shin- 
ing sun, is as blind as a bat, as ignorant as a fool, or as mean 
as the devil, Let us hope he is only liable to the first indict- 
ment. 

I sat in that gallery yonder and saw the Hobson prohibition 
amendment receive a majority of eight, but not being a constitu- 
tional majority the battle was on again. The “dry” leaderg 
announced the next morning all over America that they would 
go home and elect a Congress that would pass a Federal pro- 
hibition amendment as a national remedy for a national evil. 
And with that as the burning issue in the next campaign the 
Sixty-fifth Congress was elected—elected, mind you, five months 
before a single soldier was sent to France; and if those soldiers 
had been at home they would not have changed the mandate of 
the American people, unless they had made it stronger. 

What crocodilian lachrymations on the part of those who de- 
elared that “ while the American soldier was fighting for free- 
dom across the sea the American Congress stabbed him in the 
back and took from him the freedom for which he was offering 
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his heroic life.” That same American Congress, obeying the 
mandate of the American people, simply acted on the wisdom of 
the War Department and went that department one better, for 
we decided that if it required a sober soldier to fight well, it 
would require a sober citizen to live well. 

Again, I sat in the gallery with the friends of national so- 
briety, looking down on the lawmakers who were to sign a new 
declaration of constitutional independence from the thralldom of 
legalized shame. The Woman's Christian. Temperance Union 
was there—the brave women whose white badge I rejoice to 
wear—the fair evangels of truth—women who, like the vestal 
virgins, kept the fires burning on the altar when we tardy 
men said it could not be done. The Anti-Saloon League, through 
its far-vyisioned, unselfish representatives, was there—where it 
had a right to be—the brother executors of the women of 
America; sitting in the selfsame seats where the liquor lobby- 
ists had been hovering in defiant domination for half a hun- 
dred .years. It was America’s way to pass a constitutional 
amendment, and the amendment was triumphantly passed. 

It was then carried by constitutional process to the legisla- 
tures of 48 States in the American Union, and 46 out of the 48, 
fifteen-sixteenths of the legislative power of the Nation, in- 
dorsed the eighteenth amendment with the eyes of their con- 
stituents upon them; and then, with all of the brilliant ability 
which the blood-stained money of liquor could buy leading the 
opposition before the Supreme Court of the United States, that 
great tribunal handed dowr the high decision that every step 
in the process of the adoption of the eighteenth amendment was 
according to the Constitution of our fathers. 

Gentlemen of the House, people of America, that is the way 
we change our Constitution and pass our laws in this country, 
and if there is anybody in Chicago or Baltimore or New York 
or in Boston, or anywhere else beneath the American flag, 
who does not like the way we make our laws in America, I 
respectfully submit that the boats are still running to Russia! 
And I suggest that the first reservation on the next boat that 
leaves should be made for the editor of the Chicago Tribune, 
who wrote that defiant treasonable editorial I have just read 
to you, and who would doubtless make a welcome addition to 
the staff of the Moscow Mutilator or the Petrograd Pulverizer. 

Certainly 1 find no pleasure in remembering that noisy law- 
breaking paper is Republican, for there are plenty of “ boozeo- 
cratic” papers almost as bad as the Chicago Tribune, encour- 
aging the defiant friends of liquor on every hand and likewise 
hiding behind the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments in order 
to find comfort for their opposition to the eighteenth amend- 
ment and the Volstead law—for the Volstead law, let it be re- 
membered, was made mandatory by the amendment itself, and 
is simply the eighteenth amendment in action. 

Let it be remembered, too, that the man who breaks the law 
for the sake of a thing as poisonous and debauching as liquor 
ean not be charged up to either the Democratic Party or the 
Republican Party—he is simply a criminal—an enemy of na- 
tional sobriety and a practical enemy of our Christian civili- 
zation. 8 

NEEDED—A NEW NATIONAL CONSCIENCE, 


The thing we need, gentlemen of the Congress, is a new 
governmental conscience on the question of enforcing our pro- 
hibition law. Suppose it were war time again—suppose a row 
of German ships were lined up along the 3-mile limit, or the 
12-mile limit, if you please—suppose these enemy ships were 
darting in and out along our defenseless shores, landing their 
cargoes of munitions and spies! Suppose enemy automobiles 
were being filled from protected bases of supply and were dis- 
tributing seditious propaganda upon our street corners or 
planting bombs in every back alley by day and by night! 
Suppose American officials were winking their eyes at these 
nefarious performances; and suppose good American citizens 
were attending social functions where it was considered smart 
to house a German spy by day and present him to a brilliant 
gathering of friends at some midnight hour—great goddess 
of American liberty, what would the American masses do with 
the officials in Washington, or any other place on American 
soil, who allowed such traitorous betrayals of our endangered 
country! I tell you what you already know—that Benedict 
Arnolds and Bolo Pashas are walking the streets of Washing- 
ton and every other great city of America to-day. I tell you 
what you already know—that the man whose distorted patriot- 
ism would put an alien flag over your home, but still allow 
you to live in peace with your family and pursue happiness 
and prosperity without daily interference, that man is an angel 
of light compared to the black-hearted scoundrel, the thief, 
and the villain who seeks to put money in his pocket or ballots 
in his box, by trampling our Constitution, by the defiance of 
our flag, and the liquorized debauchery of your children and 


mine. The bootlegger is all of this. He will lie—he will 
steal—he will murder with the poisonous liquor that he sells; 
and it has been proven ten thousand times that he will murder 
the officer of the law who seeks to interfere with his hellish 
trade. And every man who patronizes him, whether a plain 
citizen of America, a self-opinionated editor, or a Member of 
this Congress, or an Army or naval officer, or a judge on the 
bench, or a Cabinet member, is a partaker of his crime and a 
conspirator against this Government. For God’s sake, stop 
jesting about a thing that is so desperately serious, 

Not only as a Member of this Congress, but as a citizen of 
America and a friend of humanity, and especially as a friend 
of the nearly 4,000,000 students to whom I have spoken in 
America, and their many millions of comrades in their plastic 
youth whom I have never seen, I make a New Year's call for 
a new national, militant conscience that will save our American 
ideals, guard our schools and churches, and snatch the beauty 
and the glory of American youth—the future fathers and 
mothers of our country—from this raging saturnalia of insidi- 
ous debauchery and moral decay. 


A RUM-PROOF CLEAN-UP PROGRAM, 


To meet the needs of the present moral crisis, I offer a rum- 
proof, “ booze-tight,” clean-up program, a part of which I have 
introduced, will soon introduce, or will have introduced by 
others—a part of which I have urged on executive considera- 
tion, and for all of which I will fight, God helping me, until I 
fall in my tracks, for the redemption of America and America’s 
glorious leadership in the redemption of the world. 

First. Let Congress clean around its own door by passing a 
resolution declaring persona non grata to the floor of the House 
any Member found under the influence of liquor in the Capitol 
or House Office Building or known to have liquor illegally 
acquired in his office, 

Second. Immediate deportation, without grace or privilege 
of returning to America, for all aliens found guilty of violat- 
ing the prohibition law. 

Third. Withdrawal of citizenship from all United States citi- 
zens who go to any foreign country and engage in smuggling 
liquor into the United States. 

Fourth. Make buyer of liquor equally guilty with seller, and 
imprisonment plus fine imperative in all cases. 

Fifth. Confiscation of all liquor in bond with fair payment 
by Government; a special commission being appointed by the 
President to appraise value of said liquor and destroy all ex- 
cept that that may be denatured for strictly legitimate uses. 

Sixth. Stop all manufacture of intoxicants by private con- 
cerns, the Government manufacturing and distributing such 
alcohol as may be necessary for medicinal and scientific pur- 


Ses. 

Seventh. Independent bureau for prohibition enforcement 
with commissioner having full power and amenable only to the 
President. 

Eighth. Put all prohibition enforcement officers, except the 
head commissioner, under civil service, with all political in- 
fluence absolutely prohibited in making appointments. 

Ninth. Require pledge of total abstinence from all Federal 
appointees, including consular and diplomatic representatives 
abroad, Cabinet officers, Army and naval officers, and the execu- 
tive guillotine for all such appointees who are known to drink 
the liquor outlawed by our Constitution. 

Tenth. Employ the Army and the Navy, if necessary, to pre- 
vent liquor smuggling and otherwise aid in prohibition enforce- 
ment. 

enth. Withdrawal of charter from all national banks 
and prosecution of all other banking institutions that extend 
financial aid to bootleggers or receive deposits from those known 
to be engaged in the illicit liquor traffic. 

Twelfth. Let the State Department respectfully request that 
all foreign governments discontinue sending to this country 
diplomatic and consular representatives who exert a demoraliz- 
ing influence upon our official and social life by dispensing from 
their residences and offices intoxicating liquors prohibited by 
our laws to American citizens. 

Only a word or two in developing each of these points, for 
they speak for themselves. 

First. No man ought to be a Member of Congress who is not 
a moral example to the young citizens of the district that elects 
him. 

Second. Every decent, sober, red-blooded American will agree 
that an alien who defies the laws of the flag that protects him 
should not receive that protection for a single day. 

Third. No man should enjoy the privilege of being a citizen 
of the United States who seeks the habitat and connivance of 
foreigners to help break down his own country's laws. 
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Fourth. No man or woman can escape the logie that makes 
the buyer of illicit liquor equally guilty with the seller. 

Fifth. The picture of “Uncle Sam“ getting on the water 
wagon four years ago with 40,000,000 gallons of liquor in bond 
on the wagon with him is an incongruity too ridiculous to even 
admit of argument, Bonded liquor has been the source of un- 
speakable corruption. Stop all permits and smash the distribu- 
tion of the devilish poison forevermore. 

Stxth. Evidence is cumulative through generations that, in 
about 9 cases out of 10, men who make money out of the manu- 
facture or sale of intoxicating liquor can not be trusted. 

Seventh. The people of this country are growing increasingly 
tired of seeing the biggest job in the Nation, next to that of 
President, in the hands of a subordinate removed to the fourth 
power. Commissioner Haynes is a stainless and resourceful 
mun, but Haynes revolves inside of Blair, Blair revolves inside 
of Mellon, Mellon revolves inside of the President, and the Lord 
knows that is too many revolutions to the minute for the 
highest sobriety of this Nation. 

Eighth. It is an outrageous procedure for Congressmen and 
Senators to pay political debts by the appointment of “wet” 
men to enforce “dry” laws, The civil service, vigorously 
applied, will largely cure this evil. 

Ninth. It is safe, sane, and constitutional to require and 
enforce a pledge of total abstinence from all Federal ap- 
pointees. The shame of drinking officials at home and abroad 
is a blot on the stainless flag of America, 

Tenth. The employment of the Army and the Navy in cer- 
tain defiant sections of this country would rest upon an ines- 
capable precedent. The Federal Government kept the troops 
in the Southern States for 12 years after the Civil War to 
enforce the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. God knows 
that this Government ought to be as much interested in the 
majesty of the law and the sobriety of its citizens as it was 
in putting ballots in the hands of black men who had not been 
trained to use them, Listen to this news item: 


GREAT FLEET ON WAY TO PANAMA. 


American warships weighed anchor to-day for Panama. 

There the greatest fleet ever gathered in American history will stage 
winter maneuvers. 

Admiral R. E. Coontz will be in command of more than 100 warships, 
including 15 battleships, 4 light eruisers, 63 destroyers, 11 submarines, 
and many others, besides 87 airplanes. 


May the God of the seas protect them from danger, but I 
think it would be a more sane and vitally beautiful thing if 
some of these vessels were guarding our daily endangered 
shores and sending an occasional cargo of illicit rum to the 
bottom. of the sea, 

One of the most convincing and inspiring briefs I have yet 
seen as an epitome of the achievements of our national prohibi- 
tion law, despite the devilish, desperate, and traitorous opposi- 
tion and violation by the political and personal enemies of 
prohibition, is found in that shining cluster, “ Victory jewels,” 
sent out by that clean, keen statesman in sober and sobering 
legislation, Wayne B. Wheeler. Read them and wear them 
upon your frontlets as a New Year's inspiration toward “the 
majesty of the law and national sobriety”: 


PROHIBITION’S NEW YEAR’S GIFT. 


The best New Year's gift to the American people is the one brought 
by prohibition. A few of the cumulative results of four years of sober 
industry are: 

A cut in the death rate that saved 873,000 lives, profiting the insur- 
-ance companies and policyholders $678,769,000. 

A decrease in the rate of preventable illness equivalent to 1,747,950 
people continuously ill for one year. 

A reduetion in the ratio of drunkenness arrests per 100,000 popula- 
tion equivalent to 500,000 fewer arrests for drunkenness in 1923 alone, 
or over 2,000,000 fewer in the four dry years. 

A decrease in the penal ratio resulting in 20,000 fewer persons being 
committed to penal institutions in these four years. 

Elimination of intemperance as a cause of poverty, releasing $74,- 
000,000 of charity funds for constructive work. 

Wiping out 177,790 licensed saloons, around which huddled the homes 
of families whose revenues were drained by the liquor leech, 

Over a billion dollars added to our savings accounts and over 
$11,000,000,000 to our new life-insurance policies in 1923. 

Increased the taxable wealth of former license cities by increasing 
valuation of former saloon sites. 


Lowered industrial accidents by a quarter of a million annually. 

Made possible vast expenditures on moving pictures, athletic equip- 
ment, and other wholesome entertainment which replaced the saloon. 

Made roads safer for the 4,000,000 automobiles manufactured last 
year, many of which were bought by former impoverished drinkers, 


Increased home building by 2,000 more new homes built per month fy 
1923 than in 1919, in spite of higher costs. 

Added a daily Pentecost of 3,000 new members to the churches. 

Sent throngs of youths and girls to high school and college by elimi 
nating the liquor drain on the family purse. 

Prohibition was not unaided in creating these benefits, but only a 
sober, thrifty, and industrious country could have wrought these glo- 
rious things. 


With such a golden sheaf of prohibition victories, it does 
seem that so-called decent men and women who violate this 
law would never again be able to look in the glass at themselves 
without remembering that withering utterance of Vance Me- 
Cormick, the stalwart Pennsylvania editor of the Patriot and 
former chairman of the National Democratic Committee, when 
he declared: 


The trouble is, the intelligent man who violates the prohibition law 
is a civic moron, a new type of undesirable, that rages at the thought 
of a Bolshevist, but fails to recognize the picture when he looks in the 
mirror, Perhaps his conscience is beyond being stabbed, and what he 
needs is a place in the chain gang. 


And that other terrific indictment of William J. Bryan: 


The patron of the bootlegger is worse than the bootlegger himself, 
for the illicit seller of liquor has money as his object, while his patron 
puts his appetite above the law of his country. 

Yes; and that almost paralyzing philippie of Col. Dan Morgan 
Smith, the eloquent soldier-patriot: 


Laugh at this law if you will, because you and your hilarious friends 
want liquor, but murmur not if very soon the spirit of anarchy will 
laugh at the law that protects your home and all that your heart holds 
dear. 


These ringing, startling truths in behalf of the majesty of the 
law and personal and national sobriety are a part of my New 
Year call to my every colleague, to official Washington, and 
leaders everywhere. 

My first thought for you and America is my last thought. 
The eyes of the Nation—the eyes of the world—are upon us. 
Let us begin the new year right and keep every page white in 
the new volume—1924—that has just been handed to us out 
of the Library of Eternity. 

As a help to our purpose and our reputation in Washington 
and everywhere I propose the following: 


NEW YEAR HOUSE RESOLUTION FOR 1924. 


Whereas this Government after many years of education and agita- 
tion has outlawed the iiquor traflic by due constitutional process; and 

Whereas this action was taken because the sale and use of Intoxi- 
cating liquors had a debauching effect upon many of our citizens and a 
corrupting influence upon our politics and the personal habits of many 
of our political leaders; and 

Whereas we believe that all Members of Congress onght to set a 
high, safe, moral example, personally illustrating the wholesome wis- 
dom of this law and our loftiest ethical and constitutional ideals before 
the eyes of American youth: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives at its first session in the 
new year, That any Member of this body who may be found under the 
influence of intoxicants in the Capitol or House Office Building is 
hereby declared persona non grata to the floor and the membership of 
this House. 

No man can oppose this resolution unless he wishes to re- 
serve the bacchanalian privilege for himself or some friend. 

Is there opposition? Silence gives consent [laughter], and 
in the name of the Continental Congress and the Lord God 
Almighty I hereby declare this resolution the New Year senti- 
ment of this House. [Laughter and applause,] Congress is 


.| overwhelmingly “dry” in practice as well as precept. I have 


always said this, but suspicion lurks. Let us make the people 
believe in us. I rejoice right here to read you this word from 
Thomas Jefferson, showing that my position is not extreme, but 
sane and safe: 

Were I to commence my administration again, with the knowledge 
which from experience I have acquired, the first question I would ask 
with regard to every candidate for public office should be, Is he 
addicted to the use of ardent spirits? 


You want to be Jeffersonian Democrats and you want to be 
Lincoln Republicans. Then remember Jefferson’s wisdom and 
that Lincoln signed the pledge. 

Hear my last words: 

A few men rule the world—a few master spirits lead and 
all the earth are followers. The late Ollie James, so long an 
honored Member of this House, said: 

We are filtered from a hundred million people. Our being here ought 
to be regarded as an expression of faith on the part of our neighbors 
in our ability and our character, 
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Secretary Wallace uttered a layman's vital truth the other 
day and Secretary Davis put that truth into italics when they 
declared what our God-fearing preachers are declaring every 
Sunday that “old-time religion is the hope of the world.” If 
we have that old-time religion that comes from the miracle of 
regeneration, we will rejoice to set the example of a sober, God- 
fearing manhood before the youth of America—yea, and the 
youth of the staggering, yet upward-reaching world. Henry 
Grady said: 

All reforms are born through doubt and suspicion, but back of them, 
as back of the coming sun, stands the Lord God Almighty. 


A cloud does rest, we know, on the sky above official Wash- 
ington. Let us as leaders of the Nation's political life wipe 
out that cloud and throw a crown of light about the most 
beautiful dome of any capitol in all the world, a moral and 
spiritual life that shall widen and deepen until “the crimson 
streak on ocean's cheek grows into the great sun.“ [Pro- 
longed applause, } 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to address the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Maryland that two gentlemen already have that privilege—the 
gentleman from Virginia and the Resident Commissioner from 
the Philippines. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. 
follow their time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent that, after completion of the remarks of the two 
gentlemen who have the floor, he be allowed to speak for 15 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 


May I ask unanimous consent to 


PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from the Philippines is 
recognized for 20 minutes. [Applause.] 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask unanimous consent 
before the gentleman proceeds that he may have 20 minutes 
additional if he needs them? I made the request the other 
day and I was not informed of the time he needed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks nnani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from the Philip- 
pines be extended from 20 to 40 minutes. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GUEVARA. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it 
is a rare good fortune for me to have the patriotic task of con- 
veying to this House a message from the people of the Philip- 
pine Islands, A year ago the Philippine Legislature passed a 
eoncurrent resolution asking from the Congress of the United 
States of America authority to assemble a constitutional conven- 
tion to formulate and adopt a constitution for an independent 
Philippine republic. That resolution was submitted for the 
consideration of the Sixty-seventh Congress by my prede- 
cessor who in his introductory speech presented arguments which 
I believe amply covered the grounds favorable to the granting 
of that petition. It may therefore seem unnecessary for me 
to take the valuable time of the distinguished Members of this 
House to set forth the same arguments in support of a proposi- 
tion already within your parliamentary knowledge. However, 
facts and circumstances obtaining at the time of the adoption 
and presentation of the resolution to this House have changed 
in a multiple way; conditions have altered to such an extent 
that there is now no course for me as one of the representa- 
tives of the Filipino people here but to renew with added vigor 
the plea for a final and definite answer to our petition. 

The resolution adopted by the Philippine Legislature to which 
I have just alluded does not in sound doctrine contain any new 
formula or principle of government. It does not differ from 
American policies. That resolution was the natural and legiti- 
mate consequence of a fruitful intercourse and association 
between the United States and the Philippine Islands since that 
time when Providence in His inscrutable wisdom sealed the 
destiny of my country in association with your Republic. For 
each period of this relationship Congress has wisely outlined the 
terms and conditions to be followed by the two peoples concerned. 

HISTORICAL SURVEY, 

Permit me to set forth briefly this relationship as recorded 
in history. The ist day of May, 1898, marked the historical 
beginning of the relationship between the United States of 
America and the Philippine Islands. On that glorious day the 
Filipino people for the first time saw anchored in Manila Bay 
the fleet under the command of the immortal Admiral Dewey. 
That brave, brilliant officer destroyed the Spanish Navy that 
maintained the authority of a Government which exercised 
jurisdiction over the Philippines without the consent and de- 
spite the armed protest of the inhabitants therein. The Spanish 


Government made every effort to secure the support of the 
Filipino people, offering liberal concessions and reforms in the 


home government. It even appealed to the sentiment attaching 
to more than 300 years of association with us. But the Filipino 
people, knowing the Americans through their history and tra- 
ditions, did not hesitate to join the cause of the United States, 
and they fought the Spanish Army with the ardor of patriots. 

I do not now need to examine, neither is it my desire to 
remind this House of the promises made to the Wilipinos by 
those officials to whom the United States Government had com- 
mitted the task of destroying the fleet and the army of Spain 
in the Philippines. They belong to the ages now and history 
will perpetuate them. That which will interest the House most, 
I believe, is the proposition of the final solution of the Philip- 
pine problem. ‘Therefore I shall concentrate my effort upon 
that point. 

In 1902 the Fifty-seventh Congress of the United States 
passed Act No. 235, which constituted the organic act of the 
government of the Philippine Islands for a period of nearly 
six years. In that law the Congress promised the people of the 
Philippine Islands that a popular assembly would be estab- 
lished as soon as a gener=] and complete peace, with recogni- 
tion of the authority of the United States, should exist in that 
portion of the Philippine Islands not inhabited by Moros or 
other non-Christians, and until such facts should have been 
certified to the President. This promise, solemnly made by 
Congress on behalf of the American people, was duly redeemed 
when a popular assembly was instituted in the islands in 1907. 
The success of that 100 per cent Filipino body was admitted 
by all, Constructive and progressive laws were enacted. That 
experience justified another step forward on the road to self- 
government. 

This House, faithful to its traditions, honorable to its 
promises, initiated the step to grant the Filipino people a new 
franchise and added governmental powers in order that the 
instruments of their redemption might be placed within their 
reach. And in 1916 the Sixty-fourth Congress approved Act 
No. 240, commonly known as the Jones bill, by virtue of which 
a definite policy was laid down in regard to the future rela- 
tionship between the United States and the Philippine Islands. 

It was then stated that the purpose of the people of the 
United States “is to withdraw their sovereignty over the Philip- 
pine Islands and to recognize their independence as soon as a 
stable government can be established therein.” It is evident 
that since the approval of that law the United States has 
carried out the only purpose which that law intended, namely, 
to establish a stable government in the Philippines in order 
that the United States might terminate her supervision over 
that country. Seven years have passed since the passage of 
the Jones law, and during that entire period property and in- 
dividual liberty have been duly safeguarded by the govern- 
ment established in accordance with its provisions. 

Let biased critics oppose this affirmation if they will, but a 
thorough examination of this situation in the light of facts 
inevitably leads to the conclusion that a stable government has 
been successfully established in the Philippines. Study this 
proposition under the microscope of historical analysis and it 
will then, and only then, be fully realized how great a success 
has been achieved in the Philippines, I need not take the time 
of this House for an extended discussion of the overwhelming 
evidence supporting this fact. It is enough for me to refer to 
the Statement of conditions“ appearing in the CONGRESSIONAI. 
Recorp: Proceedings and debates of the second session, Sisty- 
seventh Congress, volume 62, part 10, pages 9821-9844, which I 
beg to call to the attention of the gentlemen of this House. 
That “Statement of conditions” contains a detailed specifica- 
tion of facts through which the students of history will find 
full justification for American pride. 

GOVEENMENT OF, BY, AND FOR THE PEOPLE. 


Certainly the American people have a right to be proud of 
the progress accomplished in the Philippines. It is a lesson to 
an ambitious world, a warning to imperialistic nations, an in- 
spiration to weak peoples. Such progress proves that the path 
traced by the builders of this great Nation has been faithfully 
followed by their successors to the end that now the principle 
of popular sovereignty for which Washington fought, for which 
Lincoln died, and for which all Presidents of the United States 
of America have struggled, is to-day more vigorous and ef- 
fective in its practical application than ever before. 

The probation of the Filipino people has long been ended. 

The present situation of the Philippines necessitates a new ar- 
rangement, One more in accord with American principles. We 
covet no more than you coveted and obtained. 

Your principles of government are that the right of self- 
determination is inherent in the people, and that the people 


1924. 


can no more divest themselves of that inherent right and power 
than the Almighty could divest Himself of His omnipotence, 
That was the foundation of the principle enunciated by the im- 
mortal Lincoln when he voiced his prayer “that government 
of the people, by the people, for the people shall not perish from 
the earth.” 

The Filipino people are asking at the hands of this Congress 
the fulfillment of a promise that is in full consonance with 
Abraham Lincoln’s immortal words. We are asking that we be 
given our independence, that we be governed by and with our 
advice and consent to the end “that government of the people, 
by the people, and for the people shall not perish from the 
earth.” [Applause.] 

AMERICA CITAMPIONED FREEDOM OF SMALL NATIONS, 

Monarchs have been dethroned because despite the most 
elaborate plans and schemes laid by the selfish and the am- 
bitious, the power to determine who should rule them after all 
remained exclusively inherent in the people. 

So, then, we aspire to be placed on the same plane as those 
who have enjoyed the benevolent and humanitarian influence 
of the American flag. Cuba has been freed, Czechoslovakia, 
Lithuania, and Poland are now free, thanks to the moral inter- 
vention of the United States of America. Egypt has recovered 
her independence through recognition by the British Empire 
of American doctrines. Ireland has secured from England a 
free state political statys. But the Philippines, under the 
American flag, have not thus far been able to secure freedom. 
that priceless treasure of a people which America herself has 
helped other small countries to acquire. 

Tue present political status of the Philippines is absolutely 
unjustifiable under American principles. The American people 
struggled for and finally obtained a constitutional government 
in which true power is lodged in the people, the magistrates be- 
ing mere trustees and servants to whom the people delegate 
powers for a certain period of time. 

PRESENT ORGANIC ACT NOT EXPRESSION OF FILIPINOS’ WILL. 


The framers of the Constitution held that the object of gov- 
erument is to secure to the people their happy existence. To 
secure those fundamental principles of government, the Ameri- 
can people defied British sovereignty, and so the American 
Thirteen Colonies, without authority from the mother country, 
met, deliberated, and adopted resolutions for the common weal. 
Since then the American people have been a very zealous 
guardian of popular sovereignty, Even after they had become 
independent of the British Empire the people of the various 
States of the Union were exceedingly careful in tlie preservation 
of their rights to approve and amend constitutional provisions. 
It could not have been otherwise. A democratic, liberty-loving 
people who successfully won their God-given rights through 
hardship and sacrifice would not yield their prerogatives to any 
man or group of men. Had they done so, they would have 
stultified their own consciences and outraged the memory of the 
sacred blood spilled on Revolutionary battle fields by their fore- 
fathers. And never will the American people permit intruders 
and impostors to cast ajar the gate of the holy edifice of 
liberty guarded by the soldiers of freedom. [Applanse.] 

When the people of Massachusetts in 1778 challenge! the 
action of the legislature by approving a constitution for the 
State without the people’s authority, it was a real alarm to the 
country for the preservation of popular sovereignty. And to- 
day the people of each State of the Union enjoy the preroga- 


tives and privileges of formulating and amending their own 


State constitutions. 

Since the Constitution should be a true expression of the 
popular will in accordance with American principles and doc- 
trines of government, it is oppressive, despotic, and un- 
American to impose upon any people living under the Stars and 
Stripes obedience to a Constitution which is not in any way 
the product of their will freely expressed. [Applause.] 

These principles were promulgated and championed by your 
forefathers in framing your various bills of rights and are 
embodied in the Massachusetts Declaration of Rights, which in 
substance declares that, as all power resides originally in the 
people and is derived from them, the several magistrates and 
officers of the government are their representatives and agents 
and are at all times accountable to them. But it is regrettable, 
gentlemen of the House, that the system of government insti- 
tuted in the Philippines gives occasion for the claim that some 
officials of that government are not responsible to the people, 
but to the President of the United States alone, and that 
oflicials appointed by the President of the United States are 
the ones empowered to define what is the publie interest and 
what is the people’s need, regardless of the attitude of the 
people's legitimate representatives. The conduct of such officials 
is in direct conflict with the principles laid down by the lamented 
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President William McKinley, who besought the Taft Com- 
mission that it “should bear in mind that the government 
which they are establishing is designed not for our own satis- 
faction, nor for the expression of our theoretical views, but for 
the happiness, peace, and prosperity of the people of the 
Philippine Islands, and the measures adopted should be made 
to conform to their customs, their habits, and even their 
prejudices, to the fullest extent consistent with the accomplish- 
ment of the indispensable requisites of just and effective 
government.” This, gentlemen of the House, despite the policy 
laid down by Congress in the Jones law that “it is desirable 
to place in the hands of the people of the Philippines as large a 
control of their domestic affairs as can be given them without, 
in the meantime, impairing the exercise of the rights of scver- 
eignty by the people of the United States in order that, by the 
use and exercise of popular franchise and governmental powers, 
they may be the better prepared to fully assume the respon- 
sibilities and enjoy all the privileges of complete independence.” 
PRESENT GOVERNMENTAL SYSTEN UNSATISFACTORY. 

It will be noted by this House that the present organic act 
for the government of the Philippine Islands can be properly 
regarded in some respects as its written constitution. Un- 
American, as it is, because the Filipino people had no voice 
in its formulation and adoption, nevertheless they abided and 
are still abiding by it, thereby proving the depth of their faith 
and hope in you—aye, in your people, in your history, in your 
traditions. We are fully confident that American occupation 
in the Philippines will not be at all a duplication of the poli- 
cies of the British Government toward the Thirteen American 
Colonies. But no matter how liberal you may intend to be in 
your treatment of us, regardiess of how generous and altruistic 
your intentions may be, yet so long as there shall exist in the 
Philippines a government not based on the popular will the 
Filipino people are not far removed from the chains of slavery. 

The freedom the Filipinos are enjoying is not guaranteed by 
the principles of democracy through permanent institutions 
therein. Experience has shown that our rights can be disre- 
garded or withdrawn at any time without any chance for the 
people to protect those rights at the polls. 

It is true that the United States Government always has been. 
generous in heeding the grievance3 of the Filipinos, but it must 
be borne in mind that distance and other circumstances prevent 
the administration in Washington from obtaining an accurate 
account of the facts, and consequently the administration fails 
to apply the proper remedies in time for real relief. Sometimes 
the human element can not be prevented from interjecting itself 
inte the solution of incidental questions, Your own domestic 
affairs, which are numerous and complicated, the confidence 
placed in men of your own creed, and the natural regard you 
must extend to those who are intrusted to assume the duties 
of guarding sovereignty in the islands are circumstances that 
must be taken into consideration by all fair and just minded 
men. That is not new in the life of subjugated peoples nor in 
the policy of colonizing nations, England is an example; Spain 
is another. 

EMANCIPATION AND NOT BXPLOITATION AIM OF ALL PRESIDENTS. 

During the association and intercourse of the United States 
of America and the Philippine Islands, it will be interesting 
to the Members of this House to consider for a moment.the 
claim that the United States Government can not assume re- 
sponsibility without authority in. the Philippine Islands. It 
deserves a discussion of the aims of the American occupation 
in that country. It is a challenge to good faith and a call for 
service. It is a detraction from the policy announced and ad- 


` hered to by former Presidents of the United States of different 


party affiliations. 

Presidents McKinley, Roosevelt, Taft, and Wilson have de- 
fined in an unequivocal way the aim of American occupation in 
the Philippines on behalf, not of any party, but of the American 
Nation. The lamented President Harding, too, adhered to the 
doctrine proclaimed by them when he said: 


No fixed intent, no thought of conquest, no individual or govern- 
mental desire to exploit, no desire to colonize, brought us together. 


Congress has also defined the spirit of the American occupa- 
tion in the Philippines. In the light of these facts I submit to 
you, gentlemen, that it is un-American now to sustain the 
theory of responsibility without authority. Only conquering 
nations can uphold such a principle of government. The Amer- 
ican people as a Nation have won for themselves a moral au- 
thority not only in the Philippines but throughout the whole 
world. The true American spirit, to my mind, prefers moral 
authority to material subjugation. The genuine aim of the 
American people is to establish among all nations relationship 
based upon sympathetic cooperation. We are ready to respond 
to a man to your call. It is for you to make the call. We 
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have proven our loyalty to your country, and we are again ready 
to offer proofs of that loyalty. 

The world’s civilization and progress will profit more by 
building up your moral authority in the Philippines than by up- 
holding your material authority there, Material authority has 
meant, means now, and will forever mean oppression to any 
subjugated people. No matter how altruistic may be your de- 
signs in the Philippines, they will not make my people happy. 
And I know that the gentlemen of this House can not and will 
not be satisfied to see a people living discontented under the 
shadow of the American flag, which of all the flags in the world 
has most proudly floated above a people happy in their liberties. 
[Applause.] 

Our struggle to be politically independent from the ties that 
now bind the Philippines to the United States must not be con- 
strued as a lack of appreciation on our part of the progress 
accomplished under your benevolent guidance. We are deeply 
grateful for it, and it will be regarded by my people down the 
corridors of time as a providential blessing. And it is in the 
very fact that the present Philippine generation is anxious to 
preserve forever the hearty gratitude we feel to America and 
our everlasting love for her that we are constantly reminding 
you to redeem your pledge. 

The Filipinos of the present generation who have been asso- 
elated with Americans in the magnificent task of building up 
the Philippine Islands will be proud to see their country as the 
bulwark of your civilization and the watchful sentinel of your 
interests in the Far East. This sentiment we want to leave for 
inheritance to coming generations. The mutual relationship 
between the United States and the Philippines will be closer, 
stronger, more cordial under the moral bond than under a ma- 
terial one. [Applause.] We want to nourish into even stronger 
attachment the sentiment now prevailing in the Philippines 
that your interests are our interests, that your safety is our 
safety, that your liberty is our liberty, and that your principles 
nre our principles. [Applause.] 

FILIPINOS’ FAITH IN AMERICAN PRINCIPLES UNSHAKEN, 

We face the future with confidence and faith, We rely on 
the sense of justice of the American Nation. And this House, 
wherein resides the essence of real Americanism, surely will 
not be deaf to the plea of my people. 

I am certain you will realize that the Filipino people are 
figliting the battle of American principles. Our victory will be 
your victory, our defeat your defeat. The Filipino people do 
not ignore the geographical situation of their country. Nor do 
they ignore the interest of this Nation in those latitudes. Our 
dream is to be useful to your Nation, to show her and the world 
our gratitude for the unselfish leadership of the American 
people during our association. 

Our coasts and mountains, our lakes and bays, our rivers and 
seas will be yours in time of need. Our fortunes, our lives, 
gentlemen, will be at the disposition of this Nation should 
destiny call you again to the fields of battle in defense of the 
safety of the world, justice, and liberty. [Prolonged applause. | 

An independent Philippines will be stronger for Americanism 
than a subjugated Philippines possibly can be. No matter how 
altruistic your designs, a dependent Philippines must behold 
Americanism less affectionately than would a free Philippines. 
This is but human. You have won the sincere friendship and 
admiration of China, though you have done less for that country 
than you have for the Philippines. 

Gentlemen, before you is a wonderful opportunity for service. 
The American Nation, through its Congress, is called again to 
see to it that pledges incarnated in solemn documents be 
properly redeemed; that the sovereign will of the American 
people, as expressed by their constitutional representatives, be 
faithfully executed. Those were the principles which led the 
American armies into the battle fields of Europe, and a cheer for 
those principles was the last cry from the lips of American 
heroes now sleeping beneath the poppy fields of Flanders. It 
was for these principles that those who for eternity rest in the 
hallowed tombs of Arlington laid down their lives. It was for 
these principles during the delirium of Europe that the heroes 
of your Nation carried the holy flag of freedom forward to the 
astonishment and undoing of tyrannical powers. 

I ask at your hands, gentlemen, the redemption of the solemu 
pledge of the Congress of the United States made to the people 
of the Philippine Islands. 

I ask you that the Filipino people be given independence, to 
the end that my people may be happy, helpful to the world, ever 
grateful to the United States, and champions of the eternal 
prineiple of justice for all peoples. [Prolonged applause.] 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tucker] 
[Applause.] 


is entitled to the floor for 45 minutes, 
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THE SO-CALLED STERLING-TOW NER BILL. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I greatly hesitate at this late 
hour to inflict myself—I will not say—upon a wearied House, 
for you have had great oratory to stimulate your ideals—but I 
have risen to discuss with you for a little while the so-called 
Sterling-Towner bill. I should like very much to discuss it in 
detail, if time permits. 

The advocates of the bill claim its constitutionality under 
what is known as the general-welfare clause of the Constitution. 

The bill itself must be read in detail for full information. 
For the purpose of my argument it is only necessary to state 
some of the cardinal features of the bill: 

1. It provides for the creation of a Secretary of Education, to 
be a member of the President's Cabinet. 

2. It authorizes an appropriation of $100,000,000 te the 
States for the purposes of education. 

3. Assuming the power of Congress to appropriate $100,000,000 
for the purposes of education to the States, the bill imposes 
various conditions upon the States; among these conditions is 
one which requires the $100,000,000 donated, by Congress to be 
duplicated by each State by its proportion of the $100,000,000. 
Also a condition that any State accepting the benefits of this 
bill must have a compulsory education law, and also that every 
State accepting the bill must have a term of at least 24 weeks 
during the year for its schools. 

4. The bill also provides for the creation of a National Counci! 
on education to consult and advise with the secretary of educa- 
tion, who is to be the chairman of the said council, This council 
is to be constituted (a) of the chief educational authority in 
each State, (b) 25 educators representing the different interests 
in education to be appointed by the secretary of education, (e) 
and 25 persons, not educators, who may be interested in educa- 
tion from the standpoint of the public, to be appointed by the 
secretary of education. The council is to meet once a year, and 
the expenses of the conference are to be paid by the department 
of education. A modest beginning, indeed, for ultimate political 
control of the schools of the States. 


I. 


CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE SO-CALLED STERLING-TOWNER BILL UNDER 
THE GENBRAL-WELFARH CLAUSE OF THE VCONSTITUTION—-THE MEANING 
OF THE WORDS “ THE GENERAL WELFARE” AS SHOWN BY THEIR USE 
WHERE ORIGINALLY FOUND. 

The “ welfare” of the people to be provided for by these words 
must be that which affects the whole people; not a part; not a 
class; but the public. It must be “general.” A law, therefore, 
to help the people of a State, a class, or community wenld not 
be general, but special welfare. The welfare contemplated must 
affect the whole and not a part of the people, for the words are 
broad and will embrace anything looking to the benefit, com- 
fort, or improvement of the people. So that a law looking to 
these ends passed by Congress which is general in its applica- 
tion and not special, in the opinion of the advocate of this inter- 
pretation, is contemplated by the Constitution of the United 
States, because its aim and object is the welfare of the whole 
people. The words are of the broadest import. Could any be 
brouder? What need, what want of the people of the United 
States fails to be embraced in their boundless compass? Are 
not the blessings of liberty found therein? Is not freedom, 
civil and religious, embraced in them? Are not the rights of 
property, domestic rights, and civil and religious rights, com- 
mercial and financial, and all other rights contained in them? 
Can the human mind conceive of anything affecting the well- 
being of the people which would not be embraced in these 
words? They are as broad as humanity itself and as boundless 
as the sea. And this amplitude of power is sought to be given 
to Congress by those who advance this construction. 

In getting at the real meaning of a phrase, of course, the 
words themselves must first be considered; but if the phrase 
has been used in other papers or documents, the construction 
and meaning which attached to it there would naturally attach 
to it in its new environment. And we inquire where the words 
“the general welfare“ can be found elsewhere than in the 
Constitution of the United States. It is well known to all 
students of our constitutional history that these words were first 
found in the Articles of Confederation, in the third, the eighth, 
and the ninth articles. In Article III they appear as follows: 

The said States hereby severally enter into a firm league of friendship 
with each other, for their common defense, the security of their liber- 
ties, and their mutual and general welfare, 


Under this article the Congress is given no power, and it is 


akin to a preamble declaring the fact that an alliance has been 
formed and setting forth the objects in view. How these are to 
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be accomplished by Congress is set forth in the subsequent 
Articles VIII and IX. 
In Article VIII they appear as follows: 


All charges of war and all other expenses that shall be incurred for 
the common defense or general welfare and allowed by the United States 
in Congress assembled shall be defrayed out of a common treasury. 


Did these words in the Articles of Confederation bear the 
broad interpretation which is sought to be given them now 
hy those whose views we are combating? If not, what was 
their meaning in these articles? The Articles of Confederation 
were confessedly inadequate. The Constitution was framed to 
strengthen that weak instrument and to give to the United 
States a government that could function. Article II of the 
Articles of Confederation declares: 


Euch State retains its sovereignty, freedoz, and independence and 
every power, jurisdiction, and right which is not by this Confederation 
expressly delegated to the United States in Congress assembled. 


It is claimed to-day that under these words in the present 
Constitution Congress has power to pass this bill and others of 
like character. Thesé same words, “the general welfare,” we 
find used three times in the Articles of Confederation. Will 
any man claim that under the Articles of Confederation, from 
which we derive this clause, this bill would have been consid- 
ered for a moment or recognized as a valid exercise of power 
under these articles? Article II, just quoted, declares that 
unless expressiy granted no such power existed in the Congress 
under the Articles of Confederation, and I think no one would 
be bold enough to-day to assert that under the Articles of 
Coufederation such bills would have had a moment’s considera- 
tion in the Congress of the Confederation. If that be true, we 
find that the advocates of this new interpretation are seeking to 
give to these words transplanted from the Articles of Confedera- 
tion to the Constitution of the United States a meaning which 
they never had in those articles. Bound hand and foot by 
Article II, which denied to Congress any power except those 
expressly given, this phrase lay imbedded in three articles, 
completely impotent as the source of any legislative power. in 
the Articles of Confederation. If impotent as a source of legis- 
Jation where found originally, by what process of construc- 
tion and by what species of ingenuity can their complete im- 
potency—while resting in the Articles of Confederation—be 
transformed into a yirile power which subordinates all other 
powers in the Constitution of the United States to its imperial 
swoy? 

Congress, under the Confederation, could lay no taxes nor 
raise money but by loans and the emission of bills of credit 
and by requisition on the States, and so on. Congress could 
not raise an army, for this was left to the States. Congress 
could not regulate commerce. 

These objects and others confided to Congress in the Consti- 
tution of the United States all pertain to the general welfare 
of the United States. Congress could do none of these things 
because the articles did not grant it the express power to do 
them. Can it be claimed then that the Congress of the Con- 
federation, though denied these powers, could, under the “ gen- 
eral-welfare” clause, have exercised such powers? Though 
denied the power to raise armies, or to lay taxes, yet these two 
powers are clearly embraced in the power to provide for “ the 
common defense and general welfare,” and if these latter words 
were endowed with the power sought to be given them now in 
the Constitution of the United States, how can the patriots of 
that day in the Confederation Congress be excused for fuilure 
to raise armies and lay taxes when American liberty was 
trembling in the balance; and, if powerless in the Articles of 
Confederation to do these things under the welfare clause, why 
should such power be assumed for these words when transferred 
to the Constitution of the United States, which abounds in 
specific grants to Congress, but which is limited by the Consti- 
tution of the United States as to all other grants by the tenth 
amendment? By what process of governmental construction 
could the architects of our present Constitution in the use of 
one of the stones of the defunct Confederation temple transfer 
this stone into our new constitutional building and give to it 
additional length and breadth and height unknown to it in its 
original place? “Which of you, by taking thought, can add one 
cubit unto his stature?’ And this is the more remarkable when 
it is remembered that when placed in our constitutional build- 
ing it was circumscribed by 17 other stones chiseled with 
exactness in length and breadth to bear their proporticnate 
share of the burden of the whole building. 

As Mr. Madison said (Federalist, No. 41): 


But what would haye been thought of that assembly (Congress of the 
Confederation) if, attaching themselves to those general expressions 
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and disregarding the specifications which ascertain and limit their im- 
port, they had exercised an unlimited power of providing for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare? I appeal to the objectors them- 
selves, whether they would in that case have employed the same reason- 
ing in justification of Congress as they now make use of against the 
convention. How difficult it is for error to escape its own condemna- 
tion. 


Mr. J. Randolph Tucker on this subject says (Tucker on the 
Constitution, vol. 1, p, 481); 


A very conclusive argument on this point is derivable from the lan- 
guage of the eighth article of confederation, for which this clause is 
an unquestioned substitute. 

That article provides that all expenditures for the common defense 
and general welfare “ shall be defrayed out of a common treasury, which 
shall be supplied by the several States,“ etc, and raised by their own 
system of taxation. This money, so derived to the United States from 
the several States, is to be deyoted to the common defense and general 
welfare; just as under the tax clause of the Constitution the revenue 
derived from such taxation is to be applied te the common defense and 
general welfare. The mode of raising money is different; the object. to 
provide for the common defense and general welfare, is the same. What 
would have been thought of the Congress of the Confederation had it 
taken the money supplied by the several States and expended it for 
State purposes in aid of State education (these words were written by 
Mr. Tucker in 1896; it was not strange that he should have referred to 
the matter of education In the application of this principle, for he had 
opposed in Congress for years the Blair educational bill, which bad for 
its object the appropriation of $77,000,000 to the States for the pur- 
poses of education), under the idea that all of these might be con- 
sidered by Congress as for the common defense and general welfare? 
That the States should send to Congress their revenue for Congress to 
send back to them to be expeaded for State purposes would be a great 
and absurd anomaly. How, then, can it he supposed that the revenue 
derived by Congross under the present Constitution can be properly 
applied to pay for carrying into execution the unreserved power of the 
States? ‘ 


These words are also found in the preamble to the Constitu- 
gion of the United States, which is as follows: 


e, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect 
Union, establish Justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the 
common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings 
of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this 
Constitution for the United States of America. 


Of course, it will not be claimed that these words in the pre- 
amble constitute any grant of power any more than -the expres- 
sion to establish justice or secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves or any other provision in this preamble could be the 
source of power for action by Congress. 

This conclusion has been sanctioned by the Supreme Court, 
but nowhere more clearly than Justice Harlan, speaking for the 
court, in Jacobson v. Massachusetts (197 U. S. 11): 


Although the preamble indicates the general purposes for which the 
people ordained and established the Constitution, it has never been 
regarded as the source of any substantive power conferred on the Gov- 
ernment of the United States or on any of its departments. Such 
powers embrace only those expressly granted in the body of the Con- 
stitution and such as may be implied from those so granted. Although, 
therefore, one of the declared objects of the Constitution was to secure 
the blessings of liberty to all under the sovereign jurisdiction and 
authority of the United States, no power can be exerted to that end 
by the United States unless, apart from the preamble, it be found in 
some express delegation of power or in some power to be properly im- 
plied therefrom. 


The meaning of words, if a question of doubt arises as to 
their proper construction, would be determined by the consider- 
ation of the whole instrument in which they are placed and 
that construction arrived at which will give effect, if possible, 
to all parts of the instrument. Section 8 of Article I contains 
most of the specific powers granted to Congress, and this clause 
is included therein. These words are merely an expression of 
the general objects of the Government, immediately followed by 
the specific enumeration of 26 distinct powers und then by the 
coefficient clause, which enlarges and expands those powers in 
the right of Congress to pass all necessary and proper laws for 
carrying them into effect. The advocates of this new construc- 
tion must therefore explain why a power which embraces every 
need and every want of a people in every phase of human 
development in society, which needs no specifications to enlarge 
its power—why such a power should be lodged in an article 
which follows with 17 specific grants of power to Congress. 
These specific grants, under their claim, were useless, aimless, 
and of no effect, for they were all embraced in “the common 
defense and general welfare,” 
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To sum up the argument, these words, the general welfare,” 
are found in the Articles of Confederation where Congress could 
exercise only powers erpressly granted; the express grants of 
power in the articles embrace the right to declare war, make 
treaties, establish post offices, and so forth, but not the power to 
May and collect taxes or regulate commerce; but these words, 
“the general welfare,” embrace also the power to lay and collect 
taxes, to regulate commerce, and so on, which are denied to the 
Congress of the Confederation, becanse not expressly granted. 
If this be true, why could not the Congress, if the words 
“general welfare” meant then what is now claimed for them, 
have laid taxes, raised an army, and regulated commerce, and so 
forth? But this it never attempted to do; but did not the exi- 
gencies of the times demand it? And yet these same words appear 
in the Constitution of the United States (Art. I, sec. 8), in the 
first specific power granted to Congress, between the grant and 
a limitation upon that grant—a location that imports sterility 
and not power; and it is claimed that their impotence in the 
Articles of Confederation, by transfer, has been changed to an 
omnipotent power for legislation of every kind and description 
that the wisdom of Congress may suggest or the cupidity of the 
States demand. 

Mr. Hamilton, in his report on manufactures in 1791, which is 
referred to in another part of this paper, in speaking of the 
power of Congress to appropriate money under “the general 
welfare,” says: 


The only qualification of the generality of the phrase in question 
which seems to be admissible is this: That the object to which an ap- 
propriation of money is to be made must be general and not loca! 
its operation extending in fact, or by possibility, throughout the Union, 
and not being confined to a particular spot. 


Now, observe his conclusion: ý 
No objection ought to arise from this construction from a suppost- 


tion that it would imply a power to do whatever else should appear to 


Congress conducive to the general welfare. A power to appropriate 
money with this latitude, which is granted in express terms, would not 
carry a power to do any other thing not authorized in the Constitut{ 
either expressly or by fair implication. 


Under this statement of Mr. Hamilton, Congress, under “ the 
general welfare of the United States,” may appropriate money 
for any and for everything that Congress may deem for the 
general welfare. These words, with no limitation, are boundless 
in their scope and embrace everything which Congress may deem 
for the good of the whole country. But, to seften opposition to 
such a sweeping power, he adds: 


No objection ought to arise from this construction from a supposl- 
tion that it would imply a power to do Whatever else should appear to 
Congress conducive to the public welfare. 


If the words “ general welfare” embrace all, what else is left 
upon which legislation may be had? His limitation on this 
power is disclosed in these words: 


A power to appropriate money with this latitude, which is granted 
in express terms, would not carry a power to do any other thing not 
authorized in the Constitution, either expressly or by fair implication— 


that is, Congress, because granted, as he claims, in express 
terms, the power to appropriate money for the general welfare, 
to wit, to schools in the States, can not do “any other thing,” 
to wit, establish or create school systems in the States, because 
not authorized by the Constitution of the United States. This 
is a plain construction of his language. The result is that 
under this view Congress is prohibited from building a uni- 
versity or a school system in a State because the power has 
not been granted in the Constitution, but is allowed to support 
either with unlimited resources from the Treasury of the 
United States when built or established by the State. Why 
should Congress be denied the power to create what it may 
maintain and support after creation? Or why should Congress 
have power to support by taxation an institution or a system 
of schools which it is denied the right to create? And how can 
such a position consist with the language of Judge Marshall in 
Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheaton, 198-199): 

Congress is not empowered to tax for those purposes which are 
within the exclusive province of the States, 


Congress need not, in levying a tax, set forth the purpose 
for which the tax is intended, but by reason of the very nature 
of our Government such a tax, when levied by Congress, has 
excluded from its use and destination, as declared by Judge 
Marshall, “those purposes which are within the exclusive 


province of the States.” 

As against Mr. Hamilton’s position, I invite careful con- 
sideration of the views of Mr. Madison—which are entitled to 
more force than those of any other man connected with the 


making of the Constitution—found in a letter to Mr. Stevenson 
of 27th of November, 1830: 


If it be asked why the terms “common defense and general wel- 
fare,” if not meant to convey the comprehensive power, which, taken 
literally, they express, were not qualified and explained by some 
reference to the particular power subjoined, the answer is at hand 
that, although it might easily have been done, and experience shows it 
might be well if it had been done, yet the omission is accounted for 
by an inattention to the phraseology, occasioned, doubtless, by identity 
with the harmless character attached to it in the instrument from 
whieh it was borrowed. 

But may it not be asked with infinitely more propriety, and with- 
out the possibility of a satisfactory answer, why, if the terms were 
meant to embrace not only all the powers. particularly expressed but 
the indefinite power which has been claimed under them, the inten- 
tion was not so declared; why, on that supposition, so much criticai 
labor was employed in enumerating the particular powers, and in 
defining and limiting their extent? 

The variations and vicissitudes in the modification of the clause 
in which the terms “common defense and general welfare” appear 
are remarkable, and to be not otherwise explained than by differences 
of opinion concerning the necessity or the form of a constitutional 
provision for the debts of the Revolution, some of the members ap- 
prehending improper claims for losses by depreciated bills of credit, 
others, an evasion of proper claims, if not positively brought within 
the authorized functions of the new government, and others, again, 
considering the past debts of the United States as sufficiently secured 
by the principle that no change in the government could change the 
obligations of the Nation. Besides the Indications in the Journal, 
the history of the period sanctions this explanation. 

But, it is to be emphatically remarked, that in the multitude of 
motions, propositions, and amendments there is not a single one 
having reference to the terms common defense and general welfare,” 
unless we were so to understand the proposition containing them, 
made on August 25, which was disagreed to by all the States, except 
one. 

The obvious conclusion to which we are brought is that these terms, 
copied from the Articles of Confederation, were regarded in the new, 
as in the old instrument, merely as general terms, explained and 
limited by the subjoined specifications, and therefore requiring no 
critical attention or studied precaution. 

. + * „ * * * 


That the terms in question were not suspected in the convention 
which formed the Constitution of any such meaning as has been con- 
structively applied to them may be pronounced with entire confidence, 
For it exceeds the possibility of belief that the known adyocates in the 
convention for a jealous grant and cautious definition of Federal pow- 
ers should have silently permitted the introduction of words or phrases 
in a sense rendering fruitless the restrictions and definitions elaborated 
by them. 

Consider for a moment the immeasurable difference between the Con- 
stitution limited in its powers to the enumerated objects and expanded, 
as it would be, by the import claimed for the phraseology in question. 
The difference is equivalent to two constitutions of characters essen- 
tially contrasted with each other, the one possessing powers confined 
to certain specific cases, the ether extended to all cases whatsoever. 
For what is the case that would not be embraced by a general power 
to raise money, a power to provide for the general welfare, and a 
power to pass all laws necessary and proper to carry these powers 
into execution, all such provisions and laws superseding at the same 
time all local laws and constitutions at variance with them? Can less 
be said, with the evidence before us furnished by the Journal of the 
convention itself, than that it is impossible that such a Constitution 
as the latter would have been recommended to the States by all the 
members of that body whose names were subscribed to the instrument? 

Passing from this view of the sense in which the terms common 
defense and general welfare“ were used by the framers of the Constitu- 
tion, let us look for that in which they must have been understood 
by the conventions, or ratker by the people, who, through their 
conventions, accepted and ratified jt. And here the evidence is, if pos- 
sible, still more irresistible that the terms could not have been regarded 
as giving a scope to Federal legislation infinitely more objectionable 
than any of the specified powers: which produced such strennous oppo- 
sition and calls for amendments which might be safeguards against the 
dangers apprehended from them. 

Without recurring to the published debates of those conventions, 
which, as far as they ean be relied on for accuracy, would, it is be- 
lieved, not impair the evidence furnished by their recorded proceedings, 
it will suffice to consult the lists of amendments proposed by such of 
the conventions as considered the powers granted to the Government 
too extensive, or not safely defined. 

Besides the restrictive and explanatory amendments to the text of 
the Constitution, it may be observed that a long list was premised 
under the name and in the nature of “ Declaration of rights,” all of 
them indicating a jealousy of the Federal powers and an anxiety to 
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multiply securities against a constructive enlargement of them. But 
the appeal is more particularly made to the number and nature of 
the amendments proposed to be made specific and integral parts of the 
constitutional text. 

No less than seven States, it appears, concurred in adding to their 
ratifications a serles of amendments which they deemed requisite. Of 
these amendments 9 were proposed by the convention of Massachusetts, 
5 by that of South Carolina, 12 by that of New Hampshire, 20 by that 
of Virginia, 33 by that of New York, 26 by that of North Carolina, and 
21 by that of Rhode Island. 

Here are a majority of the States proposing amendments, In one in- 
stance 33 by a single State, all of them intended to circumscribe the 
power granted to the General Government by explanations, restrictions, 
or prohibitions without including a single proposition from a single 
State referring to the terms “Common defense and general welfare,” 
which, if understood to convey the asserted power, could not have 
failed to be the power most strenuously aimed at, because evidently 
more alarming in its range than all the powers objected to put together. 
And that the terms should have passed altogether unnoticed by the 
many eyes which saw danger in terms and phrases employed in some 
of the most minute and limited of the enumerated powers must be re- 
garded as a demonstration that it was taken for granted that the 
terms were harmless, because explained and limited, as in the “Articles 
of Confederation,” by the enumerated powers which followed them. 

A like demonstration that these terms were not understood in any 
sense that could invest Congress with powers not otherwise bestowed 
by the constitutional charter may be found in what passed in the first 
session of Congress, when the subject of amendments was taken up with 
the conciliatory view of freeing the Constitution from objections which 
had been made to the extent of its powers or to the unguarded terms 
employed in describing them. Not only were the terms “common de- 
fense and general welfare“ unnoticed in the long list of amendments 
brought forward in the outset, but the Journals of Congress show that 
in the progress of the discussions not a single proposition was made in 
either branch of the Legislature, which referred to the phrase, as ad- 
mitting a constructive enlargement of the granted powers and requiring 
an amendment guarding against it. Such a forbearance and silence on 
suen an Occasion, and among so many members, who belonged to a 
part of the Nation which called for explanatory and restrictive amend- 
ments, and who had been elected as known advocates for them, can 
not be accounted for without supposing that the terms “commen de- 
fense and general welfare” were not, at that time, deemed susceptible 
of any such construction as has since been applied to them. 


Surely nothing more need be added to this lucid and sunclu- 
sive statement. he e 


THE MEANING OF THE GENERAL-WELFARE CLAUSE AS SHOWN BY THE 
DISCUSSIONS AND ACTIONS OF THE FEDERAL CONVENTION UNTIL ITS 
FINAL LOCATION IN ARTICLE I, SECTION 8, PARAGRAPH 1. 

To trace the “ general-welfare clause” through the Federal 
Convention, to determine its real meaning, is of the first im- 
portance. When the convention met, much doubt wus ex- 
pressed as to whether their powers permitted them to go further 
than amend the Articles of Confederation, but before the con- 
vention had finished its werk it was generally felt that, as their 
work was merely a proposal, to be ratified by the people in their 
sovereign capacity in the different States, their powers were not 
limited te the amendment of the Articles of Confederation. 
Four propositions were brought to the convention. One by 
Edmund Randolph, or Virginia, which was offered in the form 
of 15 resolutions on the 29th of May, 1787. On the same day 
Mr. Charles Pinckney submitted his plan; Ir. Hamilton's plan 
was never submitted to the convention, but was read to i- on 
June 18, 1787. On June 13, and again on June 19, 19 resolutions 
were reported by the Committee of the Whole to the convertion. 
On June 15, 1787, Mr. Patterson offered his plan to the conven- 
tion. 

On the powers of Congress it is of interest to note the pro- 
posals of the different plans. Mr. Hamilton proposed that the 
Congress of the United States should be clothed— 


with power to pass all laws whatsoever subject to the negative here 
after mentioned. 


In his fourth proposition he proposed that the executive should 
“have a negative upon all laws about to be passed.” 
Mr. Patterson’s plan as to the powers of Congress provided: 


That in addition to the powers vested in the United States in Con- 
gress by the present existing Articles of Confederation, they be author- 
ized to pass acts for raising a revenue by levying a duty or duties on all 
goods and merchandise of foreign growth or manufacture imported into 
any part of the United States—by stamps on paper, vellum, or parch- 
ment, and by a postage on all letters and packages passing through the 
General Post Office—to be applied to such Federal purposes as they 
shall deem proper and expedient. (Elliott's Debates on Fed. Const., 
1787, p. 208.) 


Mr. Randolph's plan provided: 


That the National Legislature ought to be empowered to enjoy the 
legislative right vested in Congress by the confederation ; and, moreover, 
to legislate in all cases to which the separate States are incompetent 
or in which the harmony of the United States may be interrupted by 
the exercise of individual legislation; to negative all laws passed by 
the several States contravening, in the opinion of the National Legisla- 
ture, the articles of union or any treaty subsisting under the authority 
of the Union. (Id. p. 180.) 


Mr, Charles Pinckney’s draft provided: 
ARTICLE VI. 


SECTION 1. The Legislature of the United States shall have power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, impost, and excises; 

To regulate commerce with all nations and among the several States; 

To borrow money and emit bills of credit; 

To establish post offices; etc. (Id. p. 184.) 


The remaining powers being practically those in the present 
Constitution, except the one giving the power to Congress to 
appoint a Treasurer by ballot. 

On the 18th of June, after the convention had been in session 
nearly a month and Mr. Hamilton had participated but little, 
if any, in its debates, he offered a sketch for a constitution, 
the cardinal features of which show his imperialistic convic- 
tions, the first clause of which is as follows: 


I. The supreme legislative power of the United States of America to 
be vested in two different bodies of men—the one to be called the 
Assembly, the other the Senate—who together shall form the Legisla- 
ture of the United States, with power to pass all laws whatsoever, 
subject to the negative hereafter mentioned. 


This clearly set forth the“ general-welfare” clause. 
Article III of his sketch provides: 


The Senate to consist of persons elected to serve during good be- 
havior. 


Article IV provides: 


The supreme executive authority of the United States to be vested in 
a governor, to be elected to serve during good behavior. „ The 
authorities and functions of the Executive to be as follows: To have a 
negative on all laws about to be passed and the execution of all laws 
passed. 


Article VI provides: 
The Senate to have the sole power of declaring war. 
Article X: 


All laws of the particular States contrary to the Constitution or laws 
of the United States to be utterly void; and the better to prevent such 
laws being passed the governor or president of each State shall be 
appointed by the General Government and shall have a negative upon 
the laws about to be passed in the State of which he is the governor or 
president. 


Article XI: 


No State to have any forces, land or naval; and the militia of all the 
States to be under the sole and exclusive direction of the Unfted 
States, all officers of which to be appointed and commissioned by them, 


Had this proposition for a constitution been adopted it 
would have compared favorably with that of any monarchical 
government in Europe. Mr. Hamilton was a wonderful man, a 
patriotic man, but his belief in republican principles was 
extremely attenuated. He believed in and desired a strong 
centralized government. Think of the effect of the Senate 
being elected during good behavior, or the President during 
good behavior! Think of the power of the President against 
the wishes of the Congress to deny the passage of any and 
every law which he did not approve! This was not the veto 
power, but the power to say to Congress that as he did not 
approve, therefore a bill could not become law. Such a provi- 
sion practically exists in the constitution of Japan to-day, 
which states that the legislative power rests with the Emperor, 
with the approval of the Diet. Consider for a moment the 
power given to the Senate, whose Members are to hold office 
during good behavior, to have the sole power of declaring war. 
Consider what “a wheel within a wheel” would have resulted 
had the Federal Government the power of appointing the gov- 
ernor of each State, and that governor had the power to nega- 
tive any law passed by his State. Not only is power by these 
articles given the President practically to legislate for the 
United States but to legislate for the States, because under 
it he would have the power of appointing the governor of the 
State who would have the power to negative any law passed 
by the legislature of any such State, and then the capstone of 
the arch is seen in Article XI, where the militia of the States, 
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which, under the present Constitution, is reserved to the States 
for their protection and defense, is put under the sole and 
exclusive direction of the United States in order to stifle any 
spark of resistance that this monarchical system might create 
in the minds of the people. And in his speech in the conven- 
tion presenting this scheme (Madison Papers, Vol. V, pp. 202- 
203) he said “that the British Government was the best in the 
world, and that he doubted much whether anything short of it 
would do in America.” 

And discussing the conflict between the powers of the States 
and of the Congress as proposed in the Patterson plan, he said: 


Giving powers to Congress must eventuate in a bad government or 
in no government. The plan of New Jersey, therefore, will not do. 
What then is to be done? Here he was embarrassed. The extent of 
the country to be governed discouraged him. ‘The expense of a general 
government was also formidable, unless there were such diminution 
of expense, on the side of the State government, as the case would 
admit. If they were extinguished he was persuaded that great economy 
might be obtained by substituting a general government. He did not 
mean, however, to shock the public opinion by proposing such a meas- 
ure. On the other hand, he saw no other necessity for declining it. 
They are not necessary for any of the great purposes of commerce, 
revenue, or agriculture. There must be district tribunals—corporations 
for local purposes. But cui bono the vast and expensive apparatus 
now appertaining to the States, 


How different this view, which relegates the States to the 
scrap heap, and that would have merged the people into one 
body politic, from that of Judge Marshall, the great Chief Jus- 
tice, when he used these wonderful words: 


No political dreamer was ever wild enough to think of breaking 
down the lines which separate the States and of compounding the 
American people into one common mass. (McCulloch v. Maryland, 4 
Wheat. 403.) 


How different from the judgments of Marshall and Taney, 
Chase and Waite, Fuller and White and Taft, who have often 
proclaimed the doctrine that to pull down the States would be 
to destroy the superstructure of the Federal Government. 

On the next day (Id. 212) Mr. Hamilton said he— 


had not been understood yesterday. By an abolition of the States, he 
meant that no boundary could be drawn between the National and 
State legislatures; that the former, therefore, must have indefinite 
authority. If it were limited at all, the rivalship of the States would 
gradually subvert it. Even as corporations, the extent of some of 
them, as Virginia and Massachusetts, would be formidable. As States, 
he thought they ought to be abolished. 


‘The explanation only emphasizes his former position. 
On the same day he used this language before the conventien: 


My situation is disagreeable, but it would be criminal not to 
come forward on a question of such magnitude, I have well con- 
sidered the subject, and am convinced that no amendment of the 
Confederation can answer the purpose of a good government, so long 
as the State sovereignties do, in any shape, exist. (Lates's Minutes, 
Elliott's Debates on Federal Constitution, 1787, vol. 1, p. 464.) 


And further (Id., p. 464): 


Such are the lessons which the experience of others affords us, and 
from whence results the evident conclusion that all federal govern- 
ments are weak and distracted. To avoid the evils deducible from 
these observations, we must establish a general and national gov- 
ernment, completely sovereign, and annihilate the State distinctions 
and State operations; and unless we do this no good purpose can be 
answered. 


And further (Id., p. 466): 


What can be the inducements for gentlemen to come 600 miles to 
a national legislature? The expense would at least amount to 
100,000 pounds. This, however, can be no conclusive objection if it 
eventuntes in an extinction of State governments. The burden of 
the latter would be saved, and the expense then would not be great. 


Compare these extracts with the following, from a speech 
made afterwards by Mr. Hamilton in the New York conven- 
tion, urging them to ratify the Constitution (Elliott's De- 
bates on Federal Constitution, 1787, vol. 2, p. 334): 


I insist that it never can be the interest or desire of the National 
Legislature to destroy the State governments. It can derive no ad- 
vantage from such an event; but, on the contrary, would lose an 
indispensable support, a necessary aid in executing the laws, and 
conveying the influence of government to the doors of the people 
. Can the National Government be guilty of this madness? 
What inducements, what temptations, can they have? Will they 
attach new honors to their station? Will they increase the national 


strength—will they multiply the national resources—will they make 
themselves more respectable in the view of foreign nations or of 
their fellow citizens by robbing the States of their constitutional 
Privileges, etc.? 


A EK mutatus ab ilo Hectore qui redit exuvias indutus 
chi 

Mr Hamilton went to the convention with these monarchiat 
ideas, which, if they had been adopted, would have built up 
upon this continent a monarchy more tyrannical than that of 
Imperial Rome. In this attempt be failed, and having failed, 
some of his followers seek by their interpretation of these words, 
“general welfare,” to put into the Constitution that which 
the convention was asked to adopt, which was considered by it 
and rejected (for Article I of his proposed constitution would 
have given Congress the power to pass all laws whatsoever), 
which was temporarily adopted by the convention and after- 
wards reconsidered and rejected, when a part of the Pinckney 
plan, Article I, section 8, clauses 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, was 
adopted on August 16, and again on August 25, when a separate 
resolution embracing the Hamiltonian proposition of giving 
Congress the power to legislate in all cases was voted down by 
a vote of 10 States to 1. 

It is of interest to observe that In a paper, “State of the 
Resolutions,” offered by Mr. Randolph June 19, the word 
“national” is used 26 times in such phrases as National Gov- 
ernment,” “ National Legislature,” “ National Treasury,” and so 
forth, while the word “national” does not appear in the Con- 
stitution at all; and on motion, June 23, the words “ National 
Government“ were stricken out of the third resolution. (U. S. 
Constitutional Convention, 1787, Journal, p. 145.) And also on 
June 25, by motion, in the fourth resolution the word “ national“ 
was stricken out and the words “ United States” substituted 
for it. (Id., p. 146.) 

On July 17 the resolution moved by Mr. Bedford, and passed 
by the committee (yeas 6, nays 4), seemed to embrace Mr. 
ne proposition and a part of Mr. Randolph's, which 
read: 


The Legislature of the United Statcs shall have the power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; and, moreover, to legis- 
late in all cases for the general interest of the Union; and also in 
those in which the States are separately incompetent or in which the 
harmony of the United States may be interrupted by the exercise of 
individual legislation. 


Had this section become a part of the Constitution there 
would remain no doubt of the constitutionality of this proposed 
educational bill. It gave to Cougress unlimited, unrestricted 
power. The passage of this resolution shows conclusively that 
the very question at issue here had been considered by the con- 
vention. Up to this time the convention was feeling its way, 
and had evidently not yet reached the conclusion whether the 
Hamiltonian idea for a centralized, consolidated government 
or a federal republic, as suggested by Mr. Pinckney's plan, 
was to prevail, The adoption of this resolution, however, indi- 
cated the temporary supremacy at least of the Hamiltonian 
idea in the convention. 

On the 23d of July the first important step was taken in 
accomplishing the purpose of the convention by the appoint- 
ment of a committee composed of Rutledge, Randolph, Gorham, 
Ellsworth, and Wilson “for the purpose of reporting 2 consti- 
tution.” Here the struggle began between the contending 
forces. Rutledge and Randolph represented opposing views. 

Mr. Rutledge, on the 6th of August, brought in from his com- 
mittee a report of a draft of a constitution for the United 
States. (U. S. Constitutional Convention, 1787, Journal, p. 
215. 

) Dnarr OF A CONSTITUTION. 

Reported by the committee of five, August 6, 1787: 

We, the people of the States of New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island and Providence Plantation, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Georgia, do ordain, declare, and establish the fol- 
lowing constitution for the government of ourselves and our pos- 
terity : 


ARTICLE I. 
The style of this government shall be “The United States of 
| America.” 
é s * „ * >. * 


ARTICLE VII. 


SECTION 1, The Legislature of the United States shall have 

1. The power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts. and excises; 

2. To regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the sev- 
eral States; 
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3. To establish a uniform rule of naturalization: throughout the 
United States; 

4. To coin money; 

5. To regulate the value of foreign coins; 

6. To fix the standard of weights and measures: 

7. To establish post offices; 

8. To borrow money and emit bills on the credit of the United 
States; 

9. To appoint a treasurer, etc. 


Containing many of the other provisions contained in Ar- 
ticle I, section 8, of the present Constitution; and the conven- 
tion began at once the discussion of this proposed draft, which 
was the subject of discussion until the close of the convention. 
Article VII of this draft, section 1, it will be observed, does not 
include the amendment passed by the House on July 17 on mo- 
tion of Mr. Bedford, but is in the exact form and wording of 
Mr. Charles Pinckney’s original draft submitted to the conven- 
tion on the 29th of May. And on the 16th of August the first 
eight clauses of section 1 of said article were unanimously 
adopted by the convention, and afterwards many of the remain- 
ing sections of that draft, with amendments, were adopted. 

The Rutledge committee, by its report submitted August 6 
for a constitution, having rejected the resolution adopted by 
the convention on the 17th of July, giving Congress the power 
“to legislate in all cases for the general interest of the Union,” 
in favor of giving specific powers to Congress for certain pur- 
poses, and no more, as shown in Article VII of the plan sub- 
mitted August 6, the convention was naturally considering 
whether all necessary Federal powers had been granted to the 
Congress; and on the 18th of August 20 additional proposi- 
tions, giving additional powers to Congress, were referred to 
the Rutledge committee. Some of these were afterwards 
adopted and became parts of the Constitution. (For a list of 
these propositions, see page 260, United States Constitutional 
Convention, 1787, Journal, Boston, 1819.) The exclusion of 
certain of these propositions sheds great light upon the mean- 
ing of those that were adopted. Among those proposed which 
were not adopted were the following: 


To establish a university. 

To establish seminaries for the promotion of literature and the arts 
and sciences. 

To establish public institutions, rewards, and immunities for the 
promotion of agriculture, commerce, trades, and manufactures. 


A vote was taken on the proposition to establish a university 
and it was defeated, and the provision for the establishment 
of seminaries for the promotion of literature, as well as the 
others, failed to become a part of the Constitution, while propo- 
sitions referring to the disposition of unappropriated lands, 
regulating the affairs of the Indians, exercising exclusive legis- 
lative authority at the seat of the General Government, secur- 
ing to authors copyrights, the granting of patents for useful 
inventions, securing to authors exclusive rights for a certain 
time, and others were adopted and put into the Constitution 
among the powers of Congress. Of these 20 propositions, those 
which were adopted and those which were rejected all are 
embraced in the phrase “the general welfare of the United 
States.” If some were put into the Constitution and others 
rejected, can the rejected ones claim the right of recognition in 
legislation under the general-welfare clause in the face of 
their rejection by the convention? ‘This bill proposes to give 
money to support “seminaries for the promotion of literature 
and the arts and sciences.” The convention denied the right of 
the Congress to do either. How then can Congress give money 
for any purpose outside of those for which it is authorized to 
legislate or for purposes distinctly rejected by the convention? 
If its taxes may be bountifully distributed to objects from 
which it is excluded, and which alone can be created and con- 
trolled by another government, is it not an anomaly in the 
history of governments? 

September 8: 


It was moved and seconded to appoint a committee of five to revise 
the style of and arrange the articles agreed to by the House. Passed. 
Committee appointed, as follows: Messrs. Johnson, Hamilton, G, 
Morris, Madison, and King. 


But the advocates of consolidation in the convention were 
not yet ready to yleld; and though the convention had adopted 
the plan submitted by the Rutledge committee on the 6th of 
August limiting the powers of Congress, and though additional 
specifie powers had been added to those on the 18th of August, 
on the 25th of August one more attempt was made to undo what 
had already been agreed to by the adoption of a resolution, 
which was reported, to add to the first clause of the first sec- 
tion, seventh article, which reads: 
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The Legislature of the United States shall have the power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises— 


the following— 


for the payment of said debts and for the defraying of expenses that 
shall be incurred for the common defense and general welfare. 


Observe that the words “of the United States” are not 
found after the words “general welfare” in the above; but 
they do appear in the Constitution. 

This was passed in the negative, Connecticut alone voting 
for it and 10 States against it. Here we find for the first tima 
in the proceedings of the convention the words “the common 
defense and general welfare.” Mr. Johnson, of the Rutledge 
committee, on the 12th of September reported The Constitu- 
tion as revised and arranged,” section 8, Article I of which 
reads: 


The Congress may by joint ballot appoint a treasurer. They shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; 

To pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; 

To borrow money; etc. 

To regulate commerce; etc., through the 18 powers. 


On the Rutledge committee were two men of exceptional 
power in all matters of detail and of accurate expression, Mr. 


Madison and Gouverneur Morris. The convention was in three 


days of adjournment, and if the Constitution as adopted had con- 
tained section 8, Article I, as presented to the convention on the 
12th day of September, the ratification of the Pinckney plan on 
the 6th day of August, which limited Congress to specific grants 
of power, would have been uprooted, and in its stead would 
have been substituted the Hamiltonian provision granting to 
Congress the power “ to legislate in all cases for the interest of 
the Union,” for in the form submitted on the 12th of September 
the power “ to pay the debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States” appears as clause 3 
of section 8, Article I, and is one of the distinct, specific powers 
granted to Congress separated from the second clause by a semi- 
colon just as every other grant in that section is separated from 
the previous grant. It constitutes a clear, distinct, substantive 
grant to Congress. Rutledge, who had fought for limiting the 
powers, Madison, who believed in limiting the powers, saw the 
effect of it, and when the Constitution finally emerged from the 
convention on the 15th this form of Article I, section 8, had 
been changed to read: 


The Congress shall have power— 

To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout 
the United States; 

To borrow money on the credit of the United States; 

To regulate commerce; ete. 


The removal of the words “to pay the debts and provide 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States” constituting the third clause as reported in the Con- 
stitution by Mr. Johnson on the 12th of September, up into 
the second clause, and the elimination of the semicolon after 
the word “excises,” and the addition after the words “ United 
States” of the words “but all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United States,” robbed the 
words “to pay the debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States” of any substantive 
grant of power and merely made them descriptive of the powers 
subsequently enumerated. This is an apt illustration of the 
different meanings that may be given to a sentence containing 
the same words, it may be, but limited by punctuation and by 
the location of a clause in the whole sentence or paragraph. 
When a barber was asked by a customer to give him a drink 
after he had shaved him, the barber refused and asked his 
reason for it. The customer replied, “ Why, here is the sign 
out on your door which reads, What do you think, Jim John- 


son will shave you and give you a drink for 15 cents.’” The 
barber replied, “ You haven't read it right. There is some 
punctuation left out. It should read thus: ‘What! Do you 


think Jim Johnson will shave you and give you a drink for 
15 cents?’” The words were exactly the same as seen on the 
sign by the barber and the customer, but their setting, their 
punctuation, and their arrangement make the two constructions 
different. 

Had the provision reported September 12 been adopted it 
would have meant that Charles Pinckney, who had carried his 
plan through successfully to the last few days of the con- 
vention, had surrendered the question of limiting the powers 
of Congress and had consented to give Congress one unlimited, 
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omnipotent power. The change could mean but one thing, a 
determination to settle finally and forever that no such sweeping 
power as is now sought in this bill was intended to be given to 
Congress. Res ipsa loquitur. No man in the convention had a 
clearer conception of its object than Mr. Madison. He was on 
this committee to arrange and revise the Constitution. 

The arrangement of the words “common defense and general 
welfare“ in the draft submitted on the 12th of September was 
fatal to the objects of Pinckney and Madison; and by changing 
the arrangement and the position of that clause and the punc- 
tuation the same words make an entirely different meaning. 
If the contentions of those who advocate this bill be correct that 
though this Government is one of limited powers, as enumerated 
in Article I, section 8, that still the insertion of the words 
“common defense and general welfare” give Congress the 
power to legislate in all other particulars not enumerated in 
that article, the subsequent enumeration of any powers was 
useless and absurd. Mr. Madison, one of the committee who 
made this change, indorses this view: 


For what purpose could the enumeration of particular powers be 
inserted if these and all others were meant to be inciuded in the 
preceding general power? Nothing is more natural and common than 
first to use a general phrase and then to explain and qualify it by a 
recital of particulars. But the idea of an enumeration of particulars 
which neither explain nor qualify the general meaning and can have no 
other effect than to coufound and mislead is an absurdity which, we are 
reduced to the dilemma of charging either on the authors of the objec- 
tion or on the authors of the Constitution, we must*take the liberty of 
supposing had not its origin with the latter. 


And though the advocates of this bill rely on Judge Story 
and his construction of this clause to justify this bill, he adopts 
Mr. Madison’s construction and argument in the following 
words: 


For what purpose could the enumeration of particular powers be 
inserted if these and all other particulars were meant to be included in 
the preceding general power? Nothing is more natural and common 
than to use a general phrase and then to qualify it by a recital of 
particulars. But the idea of an enumeration of particulars will neither 
explain nor qualify the general meaning and can have no other effect 
than to confound and mislead—is an absurdity which no one ought to 
charge on the enlightened authors of the Constitution. It would be to 
charge them either with premeditated folly or premeditated fraud. 
(Story on the Constitution, § 910.) 


The words general welfare,“ as seen in Article I, section 8, 
clause 1, we hold therefore are merely descriptive of what fol- 
lows through 17 distinct grants to Congress, each separated 
from the other by a semicolon, showing that the whole consti- 
tuted but one sentence; but the whole 17 grants of power in 
this section 8, Article I, can be referred naturally either to the 
“common defense” or the “general welfare.“ The words 
“common defense” are merely descriptive of those grants 
which follow in the same section, to wit, the power of Congress 
“to raise armies; to build a Navy; to use the militia,” under 
certain circumstances. And so as to the words “ general wel- 
fare,” which embrace the powers “to regulate commerce; to 
coin money; to establish post offices and post roads,” ete.; and 
by an examination of this section it is seen that every grant of 
power can be referred either to the clause to provide for the 
“common defense” or to provide for the general welfare.” 
The change made in this clause from its location as reported 
in the Constitution on the 12th of September shows conclu- 
sively that these words were intended to be merely words of 
description, and had no force beyond that. 

Judge Story, after discussing the different stages of progress 
of this clause through the convention, concludes with these 
words: 

In other words, it (this clause) conformed to the spirit of that reso- 
lution of the convention, which authorized Congress “ to legislate, in all 
cases, for the general interests of the Union.” 


Very true, as the learned commentator says, that the “ general 
welfare" clause means the same as the words— 
to legislate, in all cases, for the general interests of the Union. 


But Judge Story fails to note that the resolution containing 
these words which passed the convention was finally rejected 
when Mr, Pinckney’s report was brought to the convention 
from the committee on the 6th of August. Judge Story fails to 


realize that while the general welfare and the clause to which 
he refers mean practically the same, the convention rejected the 
clause giving to Congress the power— 


to legislate, in all cases, for the general interests of the Union 
on the 26th of August, 


If this clause meant what the words “the general welfare” 
mean, and this clause was rejected by the convention, how can 
we reach any other conclusion than that the meaning which 
Judge Story would now give to the words “ the general welfare ” 
was also rejected by the convention? The fact that such a reso- 
lution was proposed in the convention and rejected but adds 
strength to the view that the construction now sought to be 
given to the words “ the general welfare“ was deliberately con- 
sidered by the convention and rejected. Could demonstration 
be stronger or clearer? Not only that, but did not the conven- 
tion fail to adopt Mr. Randolph’s resolution, which resembled 
in some respects that proposed by Mr. Hamilton? (Madison 
Papers, 1220-1221; U. S. Constitutional Convention, 1787, Jour- 
nal, pp. 131, 132, 220.) And did it not fail to adopt the provision 
chee hie by Mr. Hamilton as set forth in article 1 of his plan, 
as follows: 


The supreme legislative power of the United States of America to be 
vested in two different bodies of men, the one to be called the Assembly, 
the other the Senate, who, together, shall form the Legislature of 
the United States, with power to pass all laws whatsoever, subject to 
the negative hereafter mentioned. 


Here are two propositions, Randolph's and Hamilton's, both 
of which in their meaning and scope would have fully covered 
the construction now sought to be put upon the “ general welfare 
clause.” They were both represented by able and prominent 
men in the convention, each of whom came to the convention to 
press a certain form of constitution, and each failed to get in- 
corporated into the Constitution that clause which would have 
given Congress the power to legislate on all subjects; and hav- 
ing failed in getting the convention to adopt it, Judge Story 
seeks to put a construction upon the words “ general welfare,” 
stuck away in the bowels of another power, which it divided 
asunder, that would mean exactly what the rejected proposi- 
tion meant. Can it be possible that so obvious a fact could 
have escaped the detection of the constitutional students of 
those days in the convention? 

The Constitution was agreed to, as amended in the conven- 
tion, on the 15th of September, all the States concurring. 

The foregoing recitals embrace practically all of the action 
of the convention on the clause of the Constitution which we 
are now considering, and we have traced these different steps 
from the beginning to the end to show the impossibility of 
such construction as is now sought to be given to the words 
“the common defense and general welfare.” 

The purposes and divisions among the members of the con- 
vention when it met were quite different and distinct from its 
very beginning. They are so well stated by Luther Martin, a 
member from Maryland, in a speech which he made to the 
Legislature of Maryland on his return home, giving an account 
of his stewardship, that I give a portion of it. He says (El- 
UHott's Debates on Federal Constitution, vol. 1, p. 388) : 


But it may be proper to inform you that on our mecting in conven- 
tion is was soon found there was among us three parties of different 
sentiments and views. 

One party whose object and wish it was to abolish and annihilate 
all State governments and to bring forward one general government 
over this extensive continent of a monarchical nature under certain 
restrictions and limitations. Those who openly ayowed this sentiment 
were, it is true, but few; yet it is equally true that there was a con- 
siderable number who did not openly avow it, who were, by myself and 
maùy others of the convention, considered as being in reality favorers 
of that sentiment, and acting upon those principles, covertly endeavor- 
ing to carry into effect what they well knew openly and avowedly could 
not be accomplished. 

The second party was not for the abolition of the State governments 
nor for the introduction of a monarchical government under any form, 
but they wisbed to establish such a system as could give their own 
States undue power and influence in the government over the other 
States. 

A third party was what I considered truly federal and republican; 
this party was nearly equal in number with the other two and were 
composed of the delegations from Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, 
Delaware, and in part from Maryland; also of some individuals from 
other representations— 


And so forth. 

The purpose of the convention and the object in view in the 
production of such a Constitution are seen in a letter ad- 
dressed to the Congress by the Federal Convention September 
12, 1787, which was agreed to, and contains the following: 


The friends of our country have long seen and desired that the 
power of making war, peace, and treaties, that of levying money and 
regulating commerce, and the correspondent executive and judicial 
authorities shall be full and effectually vested in the General Govern- 
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ment of the Union. But the impropriety of delegating such extensive 
trust to one body of men is evident. Thence results the necessity of 
a different organization. It is obviously impracticable, in the Federal 
Government of these States, to secure all rights of independent sov- 
ereignty to each and yet provide for the interest and safety of all. 
Individuals entering into society must give up a share of liberty to 
preserve the rest. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield for a question? 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I concur with the ideas that 
the gentleman is expressing. I wish to ask him this: If the 
Federal Government can properly spend money on any enter- 
prise, is it not after all the duty of the Federal Government to 
follow that money and see how it is expended? 

Mr. TUCKER. My discussion of that question comes later 
on in my speech. I have not gotten to it yet. Undoubtedly 
the gentleman is correct. What power has the Congress of 
the United States, if it has the power to appropriate this 
money, to give it to another government. it can not control? 
We. as the trustees of the people of this country, are empowered 
to levy taxes, and what right have we as their trustees to 
transfer that tax money to another government over which we 
have no control? It is a violation of a clear trust duty. There 
is no question about it. 

Mr. BOYCE. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes. 

Mr. BOYCE. How about Government aid to roads? 

Mr. TUCKER. I have never doubted the constitutional 
power of the Government of the United States to build certain 
roads. 

Mr. BOYCE. Under the Constitution? 

Mr, TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOYCE. Post roads? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes. 

Mr. BOYCE. I have your idea. How about the Smith- 
Lever Act? 

Mr. TUCKER. I am not so well acquainted with that. 

Mr. BOYCE. Or the Smith-Hughes Act? 

Mr. TUCKER. If the gentleman will read my remarks, 
which I am going to extend, he will find that I take up the dis- 
cussion of the road question and legislation under the Morrill 
Act; “The Congress shall have power to dispose of * * + 
the territory or other property belonging to the United States.” 
(Art. IV, sec. 4, Constitution of the United States.) 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes. 

Mr, BLANTON. Is it not a fact that where the Federal Goy- 
ernment has rendered aid to the States for education the 
educational department here in Washington in such cases has 
insisted upon approving the course of study? 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh, absolutely. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is done in every State now? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman from Virginia may have half an hour 
additional. He is making a very interesting address, 

Mr. TUCKER. I thank the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that the 
gentleman would like to have his time extended. 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes; I would appreciate an extension. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Virginia 
be extended half an hour. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to have an extension 


also 
III. 


ANALYSIS OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL VIEWS ON THIS SUBJECT BY KEITH 
AND BAGLEY, AS: DEVELOPED IN THEIR BOOK, “THE NATION AND THD 
SCHOOLS,’ AND OF JUDGE HORACE M. TOWNER AND OTHERS DURING 
THS LAST CONGRESS. 


Mr. TUCKER. The views just stated would ordinarily 
constitute the conclusion of the constitutional argument against 
this bill, but, in the anxiety of certain parties to carry out 
what they believe to be a good thing for the country, we find 
two extraordinary propositions advanced by the advocates of 
this scheme to meet the lack of power in the Federal Gov- 
ernment, so necessary to the accomplishment of their pur- 
pe The first of these propositions is found developed in a 

k entitled “The Nation and the Schools,” the Macmillan 


Co., 1920, written by John A. H. Keith, president, State Normal 
School, Pennsylvania, and William C. Bagley, professor of edu- 
cation, Columbia University. The book is written to advance 
the Smith-Towner educational bill. Interesting novelties in 
constitutional law are found within its pages. On page 294 
we find the following: 


The federal form of government limits, in many ways, the exercise 
of national power. Therefore, and fortunately, the Government has 
resorted to leadership and as a constitutional substitute for the 
direct exercise of power. 


On page 264 they declare: 


The plan of haying the local community exclusively responsible 
for the public-school facilities has been tried and always with failure, 
The State has found it necessary to set up standards of various 
kinds and to provide supervision. And the Nation has contributed 
in various ways. 


And on page 265 we find: 


Our Federal Constitution, by silence in its original articles and by 
the negative of the tenth amendment, makes the organization, man- 
agement, and supervision of public education exclusively a matter 
of State responsibility. No constitutional barrier, however, les 
against the encouragement of public education by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. i 

And on page 266: 

If the Federal Government desires to appropriate money to the 
several States, to encourage them to equalize educational opportuni- 
ties within their own borders, it has a clear right to do it, and in 
this act the Federal Government may include whatever conditions 
seem to it reasonable and desirable. 


In describing the provisions of the bill and the reasons 
therefor, we find the following on page 297: 


8. A department of education is needed to coordinate and integrate 
the educational forces of the Nation. In discharging this function 
leadership and not law must be the potent force. One of the first 
steps that a secretary of education would take would be to call a 
conference of the chief educational officers of the several States for 
the consideration of national educational policies. Any policies that 
this conference adopted affecting State and local education could be 
carried Into effect, of course, only through cooperative State action. 
With the prestige attaching to a department of education the leader- 
ship essential to this, the only method of working out the Nation’s 
educational problems, would come most readily, and yet not so readily 
that the secretary of education could become in any sense an educa- 
tional dictator. Whatever plans this official proposed would be sub- 
ject to correction, even to rejection, by the conference; only a true 
leader with convincing policies could wield a lasting influence. 


And, on page 299, in describing the necessity for the estab- 
lishment of a secretary of education, it is declared: 


Through leadership of this type every significant value of a Federal 
system of education could be realized without imposing upon the 
country a centralized and necessarily autocratic school administration. 


And further, page 805, in speaking of Federal aid to the 
schools: 


Such subyentions are clearly consistent with historic precedent, and 
a department of education, rather than a national board of education, 
is in harmony with historic method of safeguarding and advancing 
national interests in fields to which the sovereignty of the United 
States does not extend. 


The book abounds in statements like the above, and consti- 
tutes an argument and a plea that will find sympathetic hearers 
among those who are seeking to uproot the Constitution of the 
United States. There is not pending to-day a controversy in 
the United States between organized capital and organized 
labor that will not find conclusive sanctions for disregard of 
law in the arguments which these learned and distinguished 
gentlemen have advanced for this bill. What a relief to the 
contending forces who are to-day threatening the peace and 
good order of America te find that a resort “to leadership as 
a constitutional substitute for the direct exercise of power” 
is recognized as a valid remedy for their troubles, 

Mr. Speaker, if the torch is ever applied to the Temple of 
liberty in America, it will doubtless be carried in the hand of 
one who has substituted “leadership” for law at the demand 
of the mob. These gentlemen hold that “the federal form of 
government limits in many ways the exercise of national 
power,” and in the same sentence provide a substitute for that 
limitation. “Leadership!” By whom ordained? The red- 
coated soviet? Can he, against the constituted authority of 
our country, by bis ipse digit make what is denied to him in 
the Constitution valid by a self-assumed leadership? 
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Having stated, as just quoted, that under the Federal Constl- 
tution “the management and supervision of public education“ 
is exclusively a matter of State responsibility they now add that 
though the power to control the education of the country has 
been denied the Federal Government, that Government may as- 
sume leadership“ on a subject which is denied to its control, 
and that this leadership, mark the words, is to be a “ constitu- 
tional substitute for the direct exercise of power.” Does Article 
V of the Constitution include this mode of amendment? How 
can the Government of the United States, denied the right to 
control in any manner the educational systems of the States, 
create “a leadership” in the Government as a “ constitutional 
substitute” for the exercise of powers which are denied to it? 
Is not this anarchy and defiance of law, pure and simple? And 
this idea is not advanced by soap-box orators on the street 
corners of our American cities, nor by the lately enfranchised 
German, Italian, Hungarian, Polish, or Russian citizens of the 
United States with their ignorant and immature schemes of 
goyernment. But it comes from the highest type of our edu- 
cated citizenship, and, in my judgment, has never been sur- 
passed by the pronouncements of the wildest leaders among 
those who would destroy our constitutional form of government. 
Such doctrine is an open defiance of the Constitution; a recog- 
nition of what is sought in so many directions to make Con- 
gress and not the Constitution the controlling influence in the 
country. We are witnessing to-day the organization of societies 
of all sorts in every State and every community of the Union 
to teach our own people and the foreign elements in our popula- 
tion that the Constitution must be preserved as the guiding star 
of our existence as a Nation. The soviet, the Bolshevik, do not 
hesitate to proclaim the doctrine of resistance to and the de- 
struction of all governments, and it is therefore the more sur- 
prising to find among the educated classes, represented by these 
leading gentlemen, the indorsement of this vicious, heretical 
doctrine. See how strongly this proposition is put in the quo- 
tation made above, In discharging this function leadership and 
not law must be the poteut force.” What has become of the 
doctrine, the pride of America, that boasted doctrine, “ that 
we live in a country controlled by law, not by men,” when our 
educated men can lend the influence of their positions to those 
who would subvert the law and in its place enthrone man pano- 
plied in “ leadership” as “a constitutional substitute” for law? 

The object of Keith and Bagley is a good one, the removal of 
illiteracy from the country. As developed at the outbreak of 
the late war, it naturally produced a profound sensation. No 
nobler, higher purpose can possess the human soul than that of 
shedding light into darkness and substituting knowledge for 
ignorance among the people. 

The assaults upon our form of government and upon the 
Constitution of the United States and the need of enlightened 
study of those questions has emphasized in their minds the 
need of some remedy, for how can the Constitution or our 
Government be studied with effect by people who can not read? 
But it must not be forgotten that the cardinal principles of edu- 
cation are not limited to knowledge. Education must embrace 
three lines of development to constitute real education, head, 
heart, and hand. Its derivation (e and duco) shows this. 
To draw out all that is within the man’s nature. Physical, in- 
tellectual, and moral development are all necessary to con- 
stitute education. 

These constitute a trinity in unity, each important in itself, 
but all three necessary to accomplish the one thing—educa- 
tion. The development of the intellect of man at the expense 
of his physical life is fatal. The development of the physical 
man when the heart and head are permitted to shrivel and 
die is equally fatal, and the development of the head and hand 
at the expense of the heart is an educational monstrosity. And 
thus we find Keith and Bagley, to save our form of govern- 
ment and Constitution from destruction at the hands of illiter- 
acy, inculcating the lesson that in order to secure the educa- 
tion necessary to save the Constitution it is first necessary to 
break it; for finding that under its provisions this education 
ean not be given by the Federal Government they boldly pro- 
claim a doctrine above the Constitution, “a constitutional sub- 
stitute” for the very instrument which they are seeking to pre- 
serve from destruction. This is but the echo of a doctrine that 
for years was heard throughout the land- there is a higher 
law than the Constitution.” What boots it that the Constitu- 
tion which is thus to be smashed can or can not be read? What 
sort of moral education can be secured to the people of the 
United States which can be secured only by a violation of the 
fundamental law of the country? Illiteracy is bad, but by no 
means so bad for the country as moral obliquity. If the Con- 
stitution is to be broken under this fatal doctrine of “ leader- 
ship,” the education attained by*it will be a poor exchange for 


honest illiteracy, The moral stamina of a people is not always 
determined by literacy or illiteracy. And so if this bill should 
pass and become a law, what would be accomplished would not 
be education, if my definition be correct; but the so-called edu- 
cation under it might be likened to the good which a so-called 
minister of the gospel accomplished among his people when he 
boasted that he had succeeded in smuggling in 50 volumes of the 
Holy Bible for them that he had brought from Europe, though 
subject to duty at the customhouse. From such teachings and 
examples as these I invoke the language of the litany, “ Good 
Lord deliver us.” It is the doctrine of resistance to consti- 
tuted authority, to the Constitution, and to the law of the 
country, and is forgetful of the fact that the object of a con- 
stitution is to prescribe certain powers for government and to 
restrain within prescribed limits the activities of the people. 
To substitute “leadership” for the Constitution when a de- 
sirable temporary measure may be wanted is to subvert the 
Constitution. Our Constitution has been to our people a great 
rock of protection, beneath whose shadows they have rested 
secure in their liberties and their rights of property for more 
than 130 years; and now, when some measure is sought which 
can not be brought within its grants of power, it is regarded 
as an impediment to progress. 

It has been our security amid sunshine and storm in the 
past, and the attempt to uproot it by methods like these pro- 
posed must be resisted to the last; its provisions for the pro- 
tection of civil and religious liberty, for the security of prop- 
erty, for the maintenance of equality, ef opportunity to all 
alike have been “houses of refuge” to the weak and op- 
pressed during its long and glorious history. I commend to 
the advocates of this bill who invoke such doctrine in its sup- 
port the impressive language of the Book of Books: 


Remove not the ancient landmark which the fathers have set. 
erbs, xxii : 28.) 


And if this admonition be not accepted, I add the awful male- 
diction of Jehovah's spokesman: 


Cursed be he that removeth his neighbor’s landmark; and all the 
people shall say, Amen. (Deuteronomy, xxvii: 17.) 


But the most fatal admission in this book is that quoted 
above, that the Federal Government can appropriate money 
to the States for education and “may include whatever con- 
ditions seem to it reasonable and desirable.” It is this claim 
by the proponents of the bill that makes its acceptance impos- 
sible. Admitting, as they do, that the States alone can control 
their educational systems, they yet claim that the Government 
may appropriate money to such schools and put such conditions 
upon it as they deem proper. If the States accept the condi- 
tions, is not the control of the system given to the Federal 
Government to that extent? Suppose the Federal Government 
after a few years should exact as a condition of the appropri- 
ations that all schoolbooks should be selected by the proposed 
secretary of education, and the States should accept that con- 
dition, would their acceptance make it valid? By no means; 
for the right to select schoolbooks for children of the States 
is by the tenth amendment left with the States, which they 
can not surrender; to transfer this power to the Federal Gov- 
ernment would require an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, and the consent of the States through their 
legislatures does not meet the requirements of Article V of the 
Constitution for such a change. 

This bill, in one of its provisions, sets forth that the 
$100,000,000 provided by it is to be given to the States to be 
“ administered exclusively by the legally constituted State and 
local educational authorities of said State, and the secretary 
of education shall exercise no authority in relation thereto 
except as herein provided,” and so on. 

The first few years of its administration would probably be 
free from criticism; and if, as Keith and Bagley say, the Gov- 
ernment may give the money upon conditions, suppose the next 
year, after the States have tasted of this “forbidden fruit” and 
find it good, and the Congress of the United States, the bountl- 
ful provider of these funds, should direct that the $100,000,000, 
or $200,000,000, or $300,000,000 should be given to the schools 
under this law on condition (with the view of “nationalizing ” 
education) that the teachers for the California and Maine 
schools should be selected from Virginia and Lonisiana, and 
e contra, the teachers for Virginia should be secured from 
Utah, North Dakota, and Nevada; or suppose the secretary of 
education in the exercise of his or her judgment and power as 
above claimed, in order to nationalize education, should con- 
clude that the textbooks for all of the schools of the United 
States should be written by certain men to be selected by him 
or her, and that those books alone that met his or her approva 
should be open to use in any schools in the United States; o 


(Prov- 
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suppose the secretary of education, in the exercise of the power 
he or she would have in prescribing conditions upon the money 
to be carried by the bill, should require, in order to minimize 
the number of schools in the United States, and in order to 
institute economical methods in their development, that these 
millions of dollars that are to go to the schools could only go 
upon the condition that no separate schools recognizing racial 
differences in the States should exist in the States, can it be 
doubted what would be the result in the United States? 

In this bill the camel only desires to get his neck under the 
tent covering, an act in itself perfectly harmless, but the circus 
managers, for the safety of their business, have found it most 
important not to allow the camel to get his neck in that posi- 
tion. No man who has studied this bill can fail to see that if 
its proponents can only get it passed and started, the control 
of the school systems of the States will pass to the Federal 


Government. The plain declaration on its face that its ad- | 
ministration is to be by State officers and by them alone amounts | 


to absolutely nothing in the face of the open declaration that 
the Federal Government may appropriate the money on any 
conditions it pleases; and the next few years would see these 
conditions imposed, knowing that this bill is for the purpose of 
“nationalizing ” education. Keith and Bagley, page 299, con- 
firm this. Through leadership of this type every significant 
value of a Federal system of education could be realized.” 

The object of its proponents is to “nationalize” education. 
In order to do that they introduce this bill giving money to the 
States for their schools, to be administered solely by State 
officers. 
the schools through this bill in its present form, in which 
Federal control is excluded, for the Government it is claimed 
can impose any conditions it pleases in the future upon the ap- 
propriations it makes. Then, alas! it will be too late for the 
States to resist or to retire, and the Federal Government will be 
secure in its power to “nationalize” the educational system 
or do with it as they please. How can any man doubt this? 


The Federal Government can easily get its hands on 


side and the Rocky Mountains on the other, who, with their 
wonderful climate and diversified population, have developed 
many of the most attractive features of the civilization of all 
sections of the country. America is strongest because of these 
varieties, and would be weaker by the adoption of one common 
mold that would make us all alike. America is a mosaic in 
character incomparably more beautiful and stronger on that 
account than any uniformity of training can bring to its people. 
We boast of all nationalities—Scotch-Irish, Irish, French, Ger- 
mans, British, Italians, Hungarians, Poles, Scandinavians, and 
so forth. Could this uniform mold that is proposed ever make 
a Frenchman of a Scotch-Irishman? Emphatically no; and the 
attempt would ruin both and improve neither—and so with 
other nationalists. 

Leadership as “a constitutional substitute for the direct 
exercise of power” has carried many a mob to the door of the 
county jail and given over the helpless victim of its displeasure 
into the hands of the misdirected populace, Surely no such 
basis as this, in defiance of law and of constitutional limita- 
tious, should be considered for a moment as the foundation for 
this bill. This bill, if enacted into law, inevitably means the 
ultimate unconditional control of the schools of this country by 
the Federal Government. Starting with the admission that 
any conditions may be made which the Government regards 
as desirable, what matters it that the present bill declares that 


the schools are to be administered solely by State officials? 


That is merely the law of to-day, not of to-morrow. Two years 
from now another bill will be presented, and every clause in this 
bill may be uprooted in the enactment two years hence. Only 
17 States of the 48 provide for separate schools for the whites 
and blacks. With the power to fix conditions upon which the 
money shall be spent, will not 31 States control 17 in eliminat- 
ing the separation of races in the schools? The 17 States that 


| demand a separation of the races have in the House of Repre- 


We have an instance of the effect of the 50-50 proposition | 
portion would be 34 to 62. This preponderating influence would 


in our roads. Money appropriated for roads by the Federal 
Government is to be administered by State authorities. 
started just as this bill does, very innocently and with proper 


It 


regard for the rights of the States, and yet to-day not a mile 


of road can be built in any State of the Union with Federal 
money without the declaration of the officers of the Federal 
Jovernment that it measures up to their requirements of a 
road. Look at the militia of the States. A few years ago the 
Federal Government began appropriating money for the pur- 
pose of aiding the militia—the military arm of the State. Year 
by year they have increased these appropriations for various 


and sundry purposes, protesting—“ I vow thou doth protest too | 
much "—that it was merely a desire to aid, not control, the 


militia of the States, To-day the word “ militia” is not found 
in the vocabulary of our Government, but the “ National Guard,” 


the substitute for the militia, it is now claimed owes its first | 


service to the Government of the United States, whereas the 
old militia owed its entire service to the State, except when 
called by the Federal Government to execute its laws, to sup- 
press insurrections, or repel inyasions. See Judge Marshall's 
view of this subject, supra. 

I am not one of those who believe the nationalization of 
education is a desirable thing; that the same education must 
be given to every child in the United States. Such an idea is 
unscientific and would meet with dismal failure if attempted. 
The variety in educational forms and problems found in the 
different States of the Union are stimulating to educational 
activities in others which would be nullified and destroyed by 
a national system. The strength and the beauty of our Ameri- 
can system is found in its variety. Just as the varied flora of 
the United States adds new interest and beauty to the country 
as we pass from one section to the other, so the variety of 


character, developed in different parts of the country, under | 


different conditions, not all alike, not all equally desirable, but 
each with its own individuality, adds strength and beauty to 
the whole. A system that would mold us all alike should be 
resisted. Men from*the Southern States of the Union modestly 
admit that they represent the best people in the United States. 

I have a large sympathy with that feeling, and yet I should 
dislike very much to see all the people of the United States 
molded into the southern type. I would miss the economic 
traits, the thrift, and the sturdy character of New England; I 
would miss the breezy spirit of the great Northwest, the center 


sentatives 152 Members. The 31 States that make no such re- 
quirement have 283 Members, leaving a majority of 131 from 
States that have no such requirement. In the Senate the pro- 


certainly be felt by the secretary of education. To allow our 
school systems in the South to be put in this dangerous posi- 
tion can not be defended. The man who puts his head in a 
lion’s mouth may get it out safely, but surely his friends can 
not complain if he loses it. The same principle applies to 
schoolbooks, teachers, and all the administration of the in- 
tricacies of the system. 

And lastly, though none of these objections be valid, and the 
48 systems could be united in one consolidated system at Wash- 
ington, constituting a “Federal system of education,” or the 
“nationalization” of education, such a system would never 
be as effective in meeting the wants of the people in the vari- 
ous parts of the country or in its efficiency as that adopted by 
the people of the separate States. 

The second point, which has been emphasized by many, 
notably by Judge Towner in a speech made in the House of 
Representatives on the 29th of June, 1922, is that the right of 
the Government to appropriate money to the States for school 
purposes is legal and constitutional because the Government in 
times past has contributed money for such purposes. This 
doctrine seems to me to be somewhat vague, for the question 
is not ‘whether the Federal Government has in the past appro- 
priated money for school purposes, but, if it has, had it the 
constitutional power to do so? The question is not whether it 


has ever been done but whether it has been rightfully and con- 


of energy of this country, with its indefatigable energy, with its | 


powers of endurance, and with its wonders of accomplishment ; 
I would miss the cosmopolitan spirit of the people of the Pacific 


stitutionally done. The question has never been determined 
by the Supreme Court, and every law passed by Congress is 
valid until declared unconstitutional by that great tribunal. 
If the former acts of Congress in appropriating money for 
these purposes were wrong and illegal and unconstitutional, 
can it be contended that such acts, because passed by Congress, 
would make this bill legal and constitutional? 

The argument drawn from this proposition is that continued 
wrong if persisted in will become right. It may be presented 
thus: Here is a law passed by Congress 100 years ago which 
to-day all parties would agree is unconstitutional. It could 
only be set aside by being brought to the Supreme Court and 
tested there. Very few laws of Congress get to the Supreme 
Court. This specifie law, not having been declared void, re- 
mains upon the statute books. It is followed by another 
involving the same principle, equally notorious in its uncon- 
stitutionality, and by another, none of which reach the Supreme 
Court. How often, I ask, must this repetition of lawlessness 
occur to constitute lawfulness? How many infractions of the 
law are necessary to constitute the lawbreaker a law observer? 


coast, circumscribed by thousands of miles of ocean on the one | Must we continue in sin that grace may abound”? God for- 
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bid! How often can’ a man commit murder and go unchal- 
lenged because he escapes detection, and finally be able, when 
caught, to claim his innocence because not prosecuted for the 
previous 20 murders he has committed? Can the bootlegger 
claim immunity from punishment when caught because he suc- 
cessfully eluded the officers of the law for months and was never 
punished; or can his unpunished trips, on which he was never 
caught, save him from punishment when he is caught? Could 
such a plea be admitted in any court—that because a prior 
Violation of law has gone unwhipped of justice the commit- 
ment of another can wipe out the former stain and make the 
last an act of innocence? In the practical operation of Con- 
gress, often when a Member desires the passage of a bill which 
he feels sure is not constitutional he looks for, a precedent. 
That precedent may be admittedly unconstitutional, but he feels 
as if he were in a haven of safety if only he can find a prece- 
dent. That precedent has never been tested by the courts: The 
Member himself may regard it as unconstitutional, but because 
it has eseaped the courts he tries it, hoping his bill will like- 
wise escape. 

And so we are often met by proponents of this law with the 
statement that the “general welfare” clause, without regard to 
its original validity, has become valid from its accepted use 
and exercise by Congress, and numerous instances are given of 
measures which are said to have no other’ standing than this 
elaim of power. : : 

The first measure to which usually attention is called is the 
50-50 appropriation by Congress for roads in the States, and 
this is claimed to be done under the “general welfare“ clause. 
Whether such a policy is advisable or not is one question, but 
the power of Congress to act is. not justified under the “ general 
welfare” clause, but under the war power and the power to 
establish post offices and post roads. Numerous bills were dis- 
cussed in the early history of the country involving this prin- 
ciple, among them the Cumberland road bill, and while the 

- sentiment was by no means unanimous on the proposition it 
has always had strong advocates and, in Congress, sometimes 
a majority in its favor. 


In 1817 President Monroe, in his annual message, denied the con- 
stitutionality of such legislation, but recommended an amendment to 
the Constitution allowing such. That portion of his message was 
referred to a special committee of the House, of which Judge Henry 
St. George Tucker, of Virginia, was chairman. 

The report (see Annals of Congress, pp. 451-460) sustained the 
following propositions: 

“That Congress has the power (1) to lay out, improve, and con- 
struct post roads through the several States, with the assent of the 
respective States; and (2) to open, construct; and improve military 
roads through the several States, with the assent of the respective 
States; (3) to cut canals through the several States, with their assent,, 
for promoting and giving security to internal commerce and for the 
more safe and economical transportation of military stores, etc., in 
time of war, leaving in all these cases the jurisdictional right over the 
soil in the respective States“ (p. 458). 

And on March 10, 1818, as a result of this report, the following 
resolutions were adopted by the Committee of the Whole House om 
the state of the Union: 

“t Resolved, That Congress has power, under the Constitution, to 
appropriate money for the construction of post reads, military and 
other roads, and of canals, and for the improvement of watercourses. 
(Ayes 78, noes 58.) 

“* Resolred, That Congress has power, under the Constitution, to 
construct post roads and military roads; provided that private prop- 
erty be not taken for public use without just compensation. (Ayes 74, 
noes 70.) 

“* Resolved, That Congress has power, under the Constitution, to 
construct roads and canals necessary for commerce between the States; 
provided that private property be not taken for public purposes with- 
out just compensation. (Ayes:70, noes 69.) 

“* Resolved, That Congress has power, under the Constitution, to 
construct. canals for military purposes; provided that no private. prop- 
erty be taken for any such purpose without just compensation being 
made therefor.” (Ayes 75, noes 63.) - 

“ When these resolutions were brought intowhe House on March 14, 
the first was adopted by a vote of 90 to 75; the second was defeated 
by a vote of S2 to 84; the third was defeated by a vote of 71 to 95; 
the fourth was defeated by a vote of 81 to 83.“ (Annals of Congress, 
pp. 1385-1389.) (Tucker's Woman Suffrage by Constitutional Amend- 
ment. pp. 133-153, Yale University Press.) 


While all four of the above resolutions passed the Committee 
of the Whole House; oniy one, the first, when brought into 
the House, received a majority, though the vote on the others 
was very close in the House: I huve never doubted the power 


of Congress to make such appropriations under the above first, 
second, and fourth resolutions, but have had doubts of its 
power under the third resolution, 

We are constantly met also with the claim that the Morrill 
Act of 1862, establishing agricultural colleges; was passed un- 
der the general welfare” clause, and that the principle has 
been broadened from time to time. Without going into this 
question: exhaustively, I beg to submit the following facts in 
reference to the western territory ceded to the United States 
by Virginia. On the 10th of October, 1780, Congress passed 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the unappropriated lands that may be ceded or 
relinguished to the United States, by any particular State, pursuant 
to the recommendation of Congress of the 6th day of September. last, 
shall be disposed of for the common benefit of the United States, * „, 

That the said lands shall be granted or settled at such times and 
under such regulations as shall hereafter be agreed on by the United 
States in Congress assembled, or in nine or more of them. (Journals 
of Congress, No. 6, p. 145.) 


Theodoric Bland, Edmund Randolph, and James Madison 
were among those who represented Virginia at that time in 
the Congress. 

The resolution of Congress of September 6, 1780 (Journals of 
Congress, No. 6, p. 123), urged the States that had claims on 
the western territory to yield them and convey the land to the 
United States.. In compliance with this resolution, Thomas 
Jefferson, S. Hardy; John F. Mercer, Arthur Lee, and James 
Monroe, duly appointed by the General Assembly of Virginia, 
being Members of the Continental Congress from Virginia, 
conveyed the northwest territory belonging to Virginia to the 
United States: on the Ist day of March, 1784. (See Henning's 
Statutes at Large, 1782-1784, Vol. II. p. 571.) In this deed 
they convey “unto the United States in Congress assembled, 
for the benefit of the sald States; all rigut, title, and claim, as 
well of soil as jurisdiction, which this Commonwealth hath 
to the: territory or tract of country within the limits of the 
Virginia charter situate, lying, and being. to the northwest of 
the River Ohio, subject to the terms and conditions contained 
in the before-recited act of Congress the 18th day of September 
last,” and so on. 
erase further, the deed of cession contains: the following (p. 

That all the lands within the territory so ceded to the United States 
and not reserved for or appropriated to any of the before-mentioned 
purposes, or disposed of in bounties to the officers and soldiers of the 
American Army, shall be considered as a common fund for the use 
and benefit of such of the United States as have become, or shall 
become, members of the Confederation or Federal alliance of the said 
States, Virginia inelustve, according to their usual respective propor- 
tions in the general charge and expenditure, and shall be faithfully 
and bona fide disposed of for that purpose, and for no other use or 
purpose whatsoever. 


On Friday, May 20, 1785, Congress passed— 


An ordinance for ascertaining the mode of disposing of lands in the 
western territory: 

Be it ordained by the United States in Congress assembled, That the 
territory ceded by individual States to the United States, which has 
been purchased of the Indian inhabitants, shall be disposed of in the 
following manner. 


Minute directions are given to surveyors as to how to lay out 
plots of townships in the territory, and among the provisions. in 
this ordinance is the following: 


There shall be reserved for the United States ont of every township 
the four lots, being numbered 8, 11, 26, 29, out of every fractional 
part of a township, so many lots of the same number as shall be found 
thereon, for future sale. There shall be reserved the lot No. 16 of every. 
township for the maintenance of public schools within the said town- 
ship, ete. (Journals of Congress No. 10, pp. 118-121.) 


This ordinance was passed in compliance with the resolution 
of Congress of October 10, 1780, which gave, Congress the power 
to grant such lands under such regulations as they might agree 
upon. By Virginia's deed’ a trust power was conferred upon the 
Congress by Virginia for all the States of the Union and all thar 
might come into the Union. The Congress accepted the trust 
with the declaration that it was to have the power to dispose 
of the lands at such times and under such regulations as they 
deemed fit. Virginia, knowing these facts, conveyed accordingly: 
This trust duty which rested’ on Congress was naturally as: 
sumed by the United States of America when the Constitution 
was adopted, and this Constitution recogn:zed such trust obliga- 
tions, for Article VI declares: 
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All debts contracted and engagements entered into before the adop- 
tion of this Constitution shall be as valid against the United States 
under this Constitution as under the Confederation. 


So the United States accepted the trust which expired with 
the expiration of the Confederation, and declared in Article 
IV, section 3, how this trust should be administered: 


The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States. 


The Congress of the Confederation had indicated by the ordi- 
nance of May 20, 1785, that under power given it by the 
resolution of October 10, 1780, to convey this land under such 
regulations as they deemed fit, they would impress it with 
the obligation of supplying the people of the infant Republic 
with education. This is clearly seen in the above ordinance 
of May 20, 1785, wherein lots Nos, 8, 11, 26, and 29 were re- 
served for the United States as a common fund” for all of 
the States (Virginia’s deed of cession), and the same para- 
graph which reserves the above to the United States reserves 
“lot No. 16 to every township for the maintenance of public 
schools within the said township.” Why, in the same para- 
graph, are lots Nos. 8, 11, 26, and 29 reserved to the United States 
generally and lot No. 16 reserved to the township for educa- 
tional purposes? Because the latter was to remain in the 
township for township purposes which Congress could pre- 
scribe under the above resolution of Congress of October 10, 
1780, while the former were to be distributed or granted, under 
Virginia’s deed, proportionately; and lots Nos. 8, 11, 26, and 29 
in one State under this proposition might go to another State 
in the proportional distribution, When lot No. 16 was reserved 
expressly for educational purposes, Congress made known the 
„regulations agreed on by the United States in Congress as- 
sembled,” which may apply to all public land not otherwise 
provided for, and, as far as can be ascertained, the ordinance 
of May 20, 1785, had not been repealed when the Constitution 
of the United States became operative, in which all agreements 
of the Congress of the Confederation were taken over under the 
Constitution of the United States. Congress followed up this 
principle by law, March 8, 1803. In 1826, on the Louisiana 
Purchase, and in 1848, on the acquired Oregon territory, This 
trust duty, thus impressed, became one of the “engagements” 
which it became our duty, under the Constitution, to live up 
to: and when Congress, in the Morrill Act, dedicated a part 
of the same lands to agricultural education, it was but exe- 
cuting an agreement which came to it from the old Congress 
and which had been executed by that Congress under the 
ordinance of October 10, 1785, for educational purposes. There- 
fore grants of these public lands for educational purposes are 
only fulfilling the trust duty imposed upon the United States 
Government, when it agreed to fulfill all “engagements entered 
into” by the Confederation (Article VI, Constitution of the 
United States). The United States, under the Confederation, 
impressed these public lands with an educational frust. They 
had a right so to do, and as their successors we can and have 
carried it out, 

The above two examples of appropriations by the Federal 
Government for roads and agricultural schools are those most 
commonly cited by the proponents of this bill as indorsing the 
doctrine that the general-welfare clause justifies the passage 
of this bill, when, as we have attempted to show, they have 
been maintained and can be justified on consistent constitu- 
tional principles without reference to the general-welfare 
clause; but it is urged by Keith and Bagley in their book, and by 
others, that this law is justified under the general-welfare 
clause because there have been similar laws passed by Con- 
gress from the foundation of the Government up to this date, 
though it is admitted that in that length of time—now more 
than 130 years—the Supreme Court has never passed upon the 
validity of any such law, and it is urged that the insistence of 
Congress in passing these laws and the construction of officers 
of the Government in their administration lends a sanctity 
to such laws and must carry conviction of their constitutionality 
because of the longevity of the practice. The effect of the 
action of Congress in passing such laws and the construction 
of these officers of the Government in their administration has 
been the subject of much discussion. I have sought, therefore, 
as a basis of this discussion the enlightened judgment of one 
of our greatest judges in the deliverance of the Supreme Court 
on this question. 

Judge Brewer, in delivering the opinion of the court in Fair- 
bank v. United States (181 U. S.), presents this question in 
the most logical and convincing way, and upon that opinion 
we rest this branch of our subject. In referring to the case of 
Knowlton v. Moore (178 U. S. 41), he says: 


That was not the first case In which this matter has been considered 
by this court. On the contrary, it has been often presented. See ir 
the margin a partial list of cases in which the subject has been dis- 
cussed. An examination of the opinions in those cases will disclose 
that they may be grouped in three classes: First, those in which the 
court, after seeking to demonstrate the validity of the true construc- 
tion of a statute, has added that if there were doubt in reference 
thereto the practical construction placed by Congress, or the depart- 
ment charged with the execution of the statute, was sufficient to re- 
move the doubt; second, those in which the court has either stated 
or assumed that the question was doubtful, and has rested its deter- 
mination upon the fact of a long-continued construction by the officials 
charged with the execution of the statute; and, third, those in which 
the court, noticing the fact of a long-continued construction, has dis- 
tinctly affirmed that such construction can not control when there is 
no doubt [all italics mine in these quotations] as to the true meaning 
of the statute. 

The first class is illustrated by Cohens v. Virginia (6 Wheat. 264). 
There the question presented was the jurisdiction of this court over 
proceedings by indictment in a State court for a violation of a State 
statute. In an elaborate argument Chief Justice Marshall sustained 
the jurisdiction and then added (p. 418): 

Great weight has always been attached, and very rightly attached, 
to contemporaneous exposition. No question, it is believed, has arisen 
to which this principle applies more unequivocally than to that now 
under consideration.” 

And in support of that referred to the writings in the Federalist, 
which were presented before the adoption of the Constitution and 
were generally recognized as powerful arguments in its favor; also 
the judiciary act of 1789 (1 Stat. 73), the decisions of this court and 
the assent of the courts of several States thereto, saying (p. 421): 

“This concurrence of statesmen, legislators, and of judges in the 
same construction of the Constitution may justly inspire some con- 
fidence in that construction.” 

Again, in United States r. State Bank of North Carolina (6 Pet. 
29, 39), Mr. Justice Story in like manner said: 

“Tt is not unimportant to state that the construction which we 
have given to the terms of the act is that which is understood to 
have been practically acted upon by the Government as well as by 
individuals ever since its enactment. Many estates, as well as of 
deccased persons as of persons insolvent who have made general 
assignments, haye been settled upon the footing of its correctness. A 
practice so long and so general would of itself furnish strong grounds 
for a liberal construction and could not now be disturbed without 
introducing a train of serious mischiefs. We think the practice was 
founded in the true exposition of the terms and intent of the act, but 
if it were susceptible of some doubt so long an acquiescence in it 
would justify us in yielding to it as a safe and reasonable exposition.” 

In the second class may be placed Stuart v. Laird (1 Cranch, 299) ; 
Burrow Lithograph Co. v. Sarony (111 U. S. 53), in which last case Mr. 
Justice Miller, speaking for the court, used this language (p. 57): 

“The construction placed upon the Constitution by the first act of 
1790, and the act of 1802, by the men who were contemporary with 
its formation, many of whom were members of the convention which 
framed it, is of itself entitled to very great weight, and when it is 
remembered that the rights thus stablished have not been disputed dur- 
ing a period of nearly a century it is almost conclusive.” 

See also The Laura (114 U. S..411); United States v. Philbrick (120 
U. S. 52, 59); United States v. Hill (120 U. S. 182); Robertson v. 
Downing (127 U. S. 607): and Schell’s Executors v. Fauche (138 U. S. 
562, 572), in which it was said: 

“In all cases of ambiguity the contemporaneous construction, not 
only of the courts, but of the departments, and even of the officials 
whose duty it is to carry the Jaw into effect, is universally held to be 
controlling.” 

The third class is the largest. While the language used by the sev- 
eral justices announcing the opinion in these cases is not the same, the 
thought is alike. Thus in Swift Co. v. United States (105 U. S. 691, 
695), Mr. Justice Matthews said: 

“The rule which gives determining weight to contemporaneous con- 
struction put upon a statute by those charged with its execution ap- 
plies only in cases of ambiguity and doubt.” 

In United States v. Graham (110 U. S. 219, 221), Chief Justice Waite 
thus stated the law: 

“Such being the case it matters not what the practice of the depart- 
ments may have been or how long continued, for it can only be resorted 
to in ald of interpretation, and it is not allowable to interpret what 
has no need of interpretation. If there were ambiguity or doubt, then 
such a practice, begun so early and continued so long, would be in the 
highest degree persuasive if not absolutely controlling in its effect. 
But with language clear and precise and with its meaning evident there 
is no room for construction; and, consequently, no need of anything to 
give it aid. The cases to this effect are numerous.” 

Im United States v. Tanner (147 U. S. 661, 663), it was said by Mr. 
Justice Brown: 
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“If it were a question of doubt, the construction given to this 
elause prior to October, 1885, might be decisive; but, as it is clear to 
us that this construction was erroneous, we think it is not too late 
to overrule it. United States v. Graham (110 U. S. 219); Swift Co. v. 


United States (105 U. S. 691). It is only in cases of doubt that the con- 
struction given to an act by the department charged with the duty 
of enforcing it becomes material.” 

In United States v. Alger (152 U. S. 384, 897), Mr. Justice Gray used 
this language: 

“If the meaning of that act were doubtful, its practical construc- 
tion by the Navy Department would be entitled to great weight. But 
as the meaning of the statute as applied to these cases appears to this 
court to be perfcetly clear, no practice inconsistent with that meaning 
can have any effect.” 

In Webster v. Luther (163 U. S. 831, 842), Mr. Justice Harlan stated 
the rule in these words: 

“The practical construction given to an act of Congress, fairly sus- 
ceptible of different constructions, by one of the executive departments 
of the Government is always entitled to the highest respect, and in 
doubtful cases should be followed by the courts, especially when im- 
portant interests have grown up under the practice adopted. Bate 
Refrigerating Co. v. Sulzberger (157 U. S. 1, 34); United States v. 
Healey (160 U. S. 136, 141). But this court has often said that it will 
not permit the practice of an executive department to defeat the ob- 
vious purpose of a statute.” 

From this résumé of our decisions it clearly appears that practical 
construction is relied upon only in cases of doubt. We have referred 
to it when the construction seemed to be demonstrable, but then only 
in response to doubts suggested by counsel. Where there was ob- 
viously a matter of doubt, we bave yielded assent to the construction 
placed by those having actual charge of the execution of the statute, 
but where there was no doubt we have steadfastly declined to recog- 
nize any foree in practical construction. Thus, before any appeal can 
be made to practical construction it must appear that the true meaning 
is doubtful. 

We have no disposition to belittle the significance of this matter. It 
is always entitled to careful consideration and in doubtful cases will, 
as we have shown, often turn the scale; but when the meaning and 
scope of a constitutional provision ere clear, it can not be overthrown 
by legislative action, although several times repeated and never before 
challenged. It will be perceived that these stamp duties have been 
in force during only three periods: First, from 1797 to 1802; second, 
from 1862 to 1872; and, third, commencing with the recent statute of 
1898. It must be borne in mind also in respect to this matter that 
during the first period exports were limited and the amount of the 
stamp duty was small, and that during the second period we were 
passing through the stress of a great eivil war or endeavoring to carry 
its enormous debt; so that it is not strange that the legislative action 
in this respect passed unchallenged. Indeed, it is only of late years, 
when the burdens of taxation are increasing by reason of the great 
expenses of government, that the objects and modes of taxation have 
become a matter of special scrutiny. But the delay in presenting 
these questions is no excuse for not giving them full consideration and 
determining them in accordance with the true meaning of the Con- 
stitution. 


Consider for a moment Judge Marshall’s sentiment quoted 
from Cohens v. Virginia, above: 


This concurrence of statesmen, legislators, and of judges in the same 
eonstruction of the Constitution may justly inspire some confidence in 
that construction. 


And Judge Towner’s (from his speech June, 1922, supra) : 


The view as stated by Hamilton, Story, and Pomeroy has been the 
accepted view of America's greatest jurists and statesmen. 


In these pages we have recorded the fact that Hamilton, 
Story, and Pomeroy held to one interpretation of the general- 
welfare clause, but we have also quoted the views and opinions 
of the following who have maintained the contrary view: 
Chief Justice Marshall, Judges Miller and James Wilson, Madi- 
son, Jefferson, Cooley, Hare, Willoughby, Von Holst, Curtis, 
Duer, Grover Cleveland, and Tucker. Have not some of these 
the right to rank among “America’s greatest jurists and states- 
men“? And when the long catalogue of names that could be re- 
counted among the legislators of the country who have con- 
tested this question from the formation of the Government to 
this day; when the Blair educational bill was before Congress 
for 10 or 12 years, pressed by its advocates under the general- 
welfare clause, and finally defeated; when Presidents Madison, 
Monroe, Jackson, Pierce, and Buchanan have signalized their 
disapproval of this view by vetoing measures passed by Con- 
gress under this supposed claim of power, there is no place for 
the claim of “concurrence of statesmen, legislators, and judges” 
in the one construction affirming the validity of this clause. 
This doctrine in our parliamentary history has never gone un- 
challenged whenever the question has arisen, It has never re- 


ceived such sanction “as to afford a basis for the argument that 
a practical construction of the Constitution to that effect has 
been established.” After reviewing all of the cases, J udge 
Brewer settles this doctrine in this clear and simple expression: 


But when the meaning and scope of a constitutional provision are 
clear it can not be overthrown by legislative action, although several 
times repeated and never before challenged. 


What can make this provision clearer than that on the 18th 
of August, among the number of propositions submitted to the 
Federal convention to increase the powers of Congress, were 
these two: 


To establish seminaries for the promotion of literature and the arts 
and sciences. 

To establish public institutions, seminaries, and immunities for the 
promotion of agriculture, commerce, trades, and manufactures. 


Under these provisions, had they been adopted, the right to 
appropriate money for the purposes of this bill would have been 
unquestioned. The convention, therefore, had this distinct, 
specific proposition before it and rejected it. How can any man 
then claim that the words “ general welfare” embrace what had 
been rejected by the convention that framed the Constitution? 
And further, how could any doubt exist when, as we have 
shown, the right of Congress to legislate in all cases for the 
interest of the people was voted down in the convention? 

Judge Brewer, in this very case of Fairbank v. United States, 
page 292, recognizes the conclusiveness of this view in the fol- 
lowing language: 


In other words, the purpose of the restriction is that exportation, 
all exportation, shall be free from national burden. This intent, al- 
though obvious from the language of the clause itself, is reinforced 
by the fact that in the constitutional convention Mr. Clymer moved 
to insert after the word “duty,” the words for the purpose of reve- 
nue,” but the motion was voted down. Sọ it is clear that the framers 
of the Constitution intended not merely that exports should not be 
made a source of revenue to the National Government, but that the 
National Government should put nothing in the way of burden upon 
such exports. F 


Judge Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, after dis- 
cussing some cases such as Stuart v. Ladd (1 Cranch, 299) 
and others referring to this doctrine, says (p. 106, 7th ed.) : 


It is believed, however, that in each of these cases an examination of 
the Constitution left in the minds of the judges sufficient doubt upon 
the question of its violation to warrant their Jooking elsewhere for aids 
in interpretation, and that the cases are not in conflict with the gen- 
eral rule as above laid down. Acquiescense for no length of time can 
legalize a clear usurpation of power, where the people have plainly 
expressed their will in the Constitution and appointed judicial tribu- 
nals to enforce it. A power is frequently yielded to merely because - 
it is claimed, and it may be exercised for a long period, in violation 
of the constitutional prohibition, without the mischief which the Con- 
stitution was.designed to guard against appearing, or without anyone 
being sufficiently interested in the subject to raise the question; but 
these circumstances can not be allowed to sanction a clear infraction 
of the Constitution. 


(See also Bronson, Ch. J., in Oakley v. Aspinwall, 3 New 
York, 568.) 

District Judge Rodgers has met this question with judicial 
emphasis: 


No case has been cited tracing the power to enact any statute to 
the general-welfare clause above quoted, and I do not believe any can 
be. The learned counsel, in this connection, has cited various acts of 
Congress of a nature quite similar to the one in question, but no 
number of statutes or infractions of the Constitution, however numer- 
ous, can be permitted to import a power into the Constitution which 
does not exist, or to furnish a construction not warranted. They, too, 
must stand or fall, when brought in question, by the same principles 
which are to be applied alike in all cases. (Rogers, J., United States 
v. Boyer, 85 Federal Report.) 


The vice of this whole question lies in the fact that all laws 
are not, and can not be, passed upon by the Supreme Court, and 
Congressmen, in their eagerness to satisfy the demands of their 
constituents, are sometimes willing to satisfy them by passing 
such bills, often plainly unconstitutional, in the hope that they 
will never reach the Supreme Court; and then, when not con- 
tested, they remain on the statute books as examples to be fol- 
lowed. In the moral and in the political world there is a com- 
mon principle, and that principle is well expressed in the senti- 
ment, if not the words, of the poet: 


Vice is a monster of such hideous mien, 
That to be hated, needs only to be seen; 

But as we grow familiar with its face, 

First we pity, then endure, and then embrace, 
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Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman from Virginia said that 
in the course of a few years there would be a condition im- 
posed of mixed schools, or that there would be only one kind of 
a school. Does not the gentleman know that the Congress con- 
trolling the schools in this city since 1878 have absolutely sepa- 
rated the schools of the whites and the blacks? Is there a likell- 
hood of Congress attempting to enforce mixed schools instead of 
separate ones? Since it took charge of the Washington schools 
in 1878 it has maintained separate schools here for 45 years. 

Mr. TUCKER. The city of Washington has a large popula- 
tion of Maryland and Virginia people, fortunately for the city. 
[Applanse.] That question has been controlled by the sentl- 
ment of the people here. Let me ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Have you visited the departments down here and seen 
any mixture of races down there? For I have. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir; I have visited there. 

Mr. TUCKER. That is where Congress rules over the Nation. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Does the gentleman contend that the 
Virginians and Marylanders who have lived in the District 
have controlled Congress for 45 years? 

Mr. TUCKER. No, sir. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, the people such as you have re- 
ferred to have ruled except for 16 years in that time. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I visited the schools in the island of 
Porto Rico, controlled by the Government here, and there I 
found colored teacliers who had been educated by Booker Wash- 
ington at Tuskegee, Ala., teaching native Porto Ricans and 
white American children in the public schools. 

Mr. TUCKER. I thank my friend for vindicating my judg- 
ment that the control of the schools by the Federal Government 
will result in mixed schools, 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does not the gentleman think that the 
same principle would apply to aid in road building—that the 
Nation should control the roads? 

Mr. TUCKER. If the gentleman will excuse me, I will ask 
him to read my discussion of that. I haye no trouble in the 
world about the road question. The policy of it is one thing, 
but I am speaking of the constitutionality of the Federal Gov- 
ernment building post roads or roads for war purposes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield right 
there? 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman’s speech could be placed in 
the hands of every woman's club in every State in the Union 
the propaganda that we are filling our wastebaskets with would 
probably never have been written or sent out. I hope the 
gentleman will send his speech to them. Is it not due to the 
fact that they are in favor of higher education, and that they 
have heard that this Sterling-Towner bill is in favor of edu- 
cation, and that therefore they recommend it, although they 
are without information as to its terms? Therefore they are 
writing to us favoring its enactment. 

Mr. TUCKER. That is very true. I have a most powerful 
statement here from one of the greatest educators in our 
Southern States, Bishop Candler, of Georgia, which I beg you 
gentlemen to read, as I will have it published. It is one of the 
most powerful statements, and most of the educators t the 
country agree with it; I will not say all, but most of the edu- 
cators at Harvard, Yale, Princeton, Chicago, and other insti- 
tutions. 

Mr. BOYCE. If Congress is going on, as it has been doing 
in the last 20 years, appropriating money that may or may 
very well not be embraced within the taxing clause of the Con- 
stitution, and going on appropriating money for agricuitural, 
science, and domestic purposes, and now for education of this 
character, and the States continue to accept the appropriations, 
how are you going to get the question, whether it is right or 
wrong, determined by the courts of the country? 

Mr. TUCKER. Of course, the courts of the country would 
only have to determine the legal questions and not the moral 
questions. The latter is for Congress, 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I hope my friend in the course of 
revising his remarks, if he has the opportunity to do so, will 
discuss the question as to how the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts is going to be invoked and obtained to pass upon the 
validity of appropriations, when brought in question, such as 
have been made not only within the last 20 years but within 
the last 50 years. I have in mind the recent decision ot the 
Supreme Court in the Frothingham case in which, I think, the 


gentleman was one of the counsel, where the court declined to 
take jurisdiction to pass on the validity of the maternity act. 

Mr. TUCKER. I am sadly mindful of that fact, and I want 
to ask the attention of the Judiciary Committee this winter to 
just that very question. I would like to discuss it, but have not 
the time just now. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, TUCKER. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Regarding the question of the gentleman 
from Delaware [Mr. Boyce], is it not a fact that the maternity 
bill passed by the last Congress is now being tested in the 
courts? r 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes. That is the case to which my colleague 
[Mr. Moore] referred. 

f 3r MOORE of Virginia. That is. the case to which I re- 
erre 

Mr. BOYCE. But dismissed by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. TUCKER. For want of jurisdiction. 


Iv. 


VIEWS OF JUDGE STORY AND GEORGD TICKNOR CURTIS ON THE GENERAL- 
WELFARE CLAUSE. 

We come now to the consideration of another view of this 
clause. Judge Story, who is the chief authority among the 
commentators upon whom the authors of this bill rely, unequiv- 
ocally declares that these. words in the first clause of section 8, 
Article I, constitute no substantive grant of power to Congress, 
(See Story on the Constitution, Vol. F, sec. 924.) But though 
denied such power, he thinks Congress may appropriate money 
for any purpose whatsoever deemed by them to be for the 
general welfare of the United States; that the enumerated pow- 
ers constitute no limitation upon such right, but since the pre- 
amble of the Constitution declares one of the objects of the 
Constitution to be to promote the general welfare, and this 
clause specifically declares Congress may lay taxes to pay the 
debts and provide * + * for the general welfare of the 
United States, that against these express words no sound argu- 
ment can be raised to confine the right of Congress within 
any limits short of what they may conclude to be for the gen- 
eral welfare of the United States. 

If Judge Story’s contention be correct, we have taken a long 
stride in constitutional development, and one, I dare venture 
to assert, that can not be duplicated among the civilized 
nations of the world, namely, that a government, denied by 
its constitution the power to legislate for a certain purpose or 
to create an organism to carry out such purpose, can appro- 
priate money to another government to do the thing denied to 
it to do. Is it not axiomatic that governments can legislate 
only to carry out their own powers? Can the doctrine be jus- 
tified before any enlightened mind that a government intrusted 
with the power of taxation may exercise that power over its 
subjects, and take the money derived from it and give it to 
objects over which it has no authority or control? The very 
definition of the word “tax” answers such a suggestion. A 
tax is an enforced contribution by government from its citi- 
zens or residents of a part of their property for a publice pur- 
pose. If the taking of that part of the citizens’ property by 
the government by force be not for a public purpose—that is, a 
purpose in the scope of the government authority—it is not 
taxation; it is spoliation; it is tyranny; it is despotism, which 
the Declaration of Independence of our country gives us the 
right to resist, 

But this proposed construction gives to the Federal Govern- 
ment not only the right to develop Federal powers but of appro- 
priating money to execute State powers and functions against 
the limitations of the Constitution itself. No one will deny 
that the power of the Federal Government to provide for, to. 
support by appropriations, any class of institutions in a State 
in its final analysis and result is the same in effect as the 
power to create and support such instrumentalities. And it is 
for this reason we are the more sensibly driven to consider 
whether there is no other construetion te this clause which 
would lead us to a more reasonable and sane conclusion. 

The Federal convention, as has been shown in these pages, 
rejected a proposition to establish a university, and rejected a 
proposition “to establish seminaries for the promotion of litera- 
ture and arts and sciences” and others of like character. 
Congress therefore has no power to legislate in reference to 
either proposition. Congress can not create either, but it is 
said it may appropriate money to them because of the words 
“to provide for the general welfare.” Are not the words 
“ general welfare“ found in the Constitution to be construed by 
the limitations which were put upon them in the convention 
that framed it? And one of those limitations was that the 
establishment of universities and seminaries was denied to Con- 


550 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 3, 


gress. And how, it may be asked, can money from the Federal 
Government reach a university or seminaries in a State? Only 
by legislation. That is the only method that Congress has of 
providing it. The assertion of power of Congress to appropriate 
money to an institution which they are powerless to create or 
control drives the proponents of this proposition to the accept- 
ance of another principle equally as dangerous as the above. 
The tenth amendment to the Constitution declares “the powers 
not delegated to the United States by the Constitution nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States are reserved to the States, respec- 
tively, or to the people.” It is admitted that education has not 
been granted to Congress. Then it belongs to the States, and 
the States alone can control it. The organization, the adminis- 
tration, and the development of the schools of the country rest 
exclusively in the hands of the States. And by this bill Con- 
gress is asked to appropriate money to institutions over which 
they can constitutionally have no control or direction; with no 
power to see that the money is properly expended—money which 
is given for objects from the control of which the Government 
is absolutely excluded. The officers who control it will be State 
officers. The administrators of the system will be State officers, 
over whom the Federal Government has no power whatsoever. 
It is indeed a novel proposition in these marvelous days of 
governmental development that a government should have the 
power to lay and collect taxes and appropriate those taxes for 
a proposition confessedly not a governmental function but, 
under the Constitution, belonging to a distinct and independent 
government to develop. These views lead us the more readily 
to accept the construction of men like Mr. Madison that these 
words were merely descriptive of the subsequently enumerated 
wers. 

pe This bill distinctly disclaims any control over the funds ap- 
propriated—this rests with the State officers under the bill— 
but the Government of the United States is trustee for the peo- 
ple in the use and disposition of their taxes, Can a trustee 
give his trust funds to one over whom he has no control? Is 
not such an act a breach of trust as well by a government as 
by an individual? 

This doctrine is upheld by Black (Constitutional Law, 3d ed., 
p. 287): 

Nor could it (Congress) renounce or surrender any of the powers 
granted to it by the Constitution, whether to the other branches of the 
Government, the States, or private parties. 

Nor can it delegate the powers confided to it, or authorize their exer- 
cise by any other body or any person. 


And by Tucker on the Constitution (Vol. I, p. 484): 


But if appropriated without reservation, then Congress would give 
away its discretion to another to use the money so appropriated for 
the common defense and general welfare as that other might deter- 
mine. This would be an unconstitutional abandonment of duty and 
breach of trust. 


Another view in reference to this clause is of interest. Sup- 
pose clause 1, section 8, Article I, instead of reading as it now 
stands in the Constitution, was as follows: 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises, to pay the debts * * * of the United States. 


: If the clause stood in this form, what would be the meaning 

of the words “the United States”? Would it mean“ the people 
of the United States” or “the people of the States composing 
the United States”? There are no such words as “ the people” 
inserted before “the United States” In the provision in the 
Constitution, for clearly it was not contemplated to pay the 
debts of the people of the United States. The words “the 
United States” would mean the Government of the United 
States, for the preamble to the Constitution says: 


The people of the United States * * do ordain and establish 
this Constitution for the United States of America. 


The words “the United States” would, therefore, mean the 
Government of the United States, under the Constitution, 
Those were the debts which the convention was anxious to pro- 
vide for—the debts which this Government, organized under 
the Constitution, should pay by taxation. Now, suppose the 
omitted words “and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of” are inserted, the conjunctive “and” joining 
these words to “the debts” would give the same construction 
to the words “the United States”—that is, the power to lay 
taxes is to pay the debts of the United States Government, and 
to provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States Government. The words “the United States” 
must have the same meaning with reference to the words“ com- 
mon defense and general welfare” as to the words “to pay the 
debts,” for they are united by the word “and,” and therefore 
“the common defense and general welfare“ provided for would 


be that of “the Government of the United States” and not of 
the people of the United States. 

An examination of the Constitution will show that these 
words “the United States” are used in two senses as repre- 
senting either the territory or the Government of the United 
States. In Article II, section 3 and section 4; Article I, sec- 
tion 1 and section 3; Article IV, section 3, clause 2; Article IV, 
section 4; and Article VI, clause 1, all show that the words “ the 
United States“ mean “ the United States Government.” 

I find a powerful confirmation of this view in an address of 
Mr. George Ticknor Curtis, a scholarly student of the Con- 
stitution, delivered before the Georgetown University Law 
School in February, 1886, in which he said: 


We hear much nowadays about the so-called “ general-welfare 
clause of the Constitution. The Constitution uses the words “ general 
welfare" in just two places, and no more. In the preamble the pro- 
motion of the general welfare is one of the objects enumerated along 
with five others for which the people of the United States ordain and 
establish the Constitution. The wildest and most latitudinarian con- 
structionist would hardly venture to tell an audience of intelligent law 
students that the preamble of the Constitution contains any grant of 
power. It simply asserts the grand objects which the people aimed to 
secure by the Constitution, but as to the means by which they do 
secure these desirable objects we must look into the body of the Con- 
stitution and among its enumerated powers. 

Looking into the body of the instrument, we come upon the first 
clause of the eighth section of Article I of the Constitution, which 
contains the grant of the taxing power. Here the words “ general wel- 
fare” are used again; and, strange to say, there are persons who sup- 
pose that this clause contains a grant of authority to tax in order to 
promote the personal welfare of every man, woman, and child in the 
United States! I shall merely counsel yon to analyze the clause and 
see how strange this notion is. The clause grants to Congress a 
power to tax the people for three special purposes: First, to pay the 
debts of the United States; second, to provide for the common defense 
of the United States; third, to provide for the general welfare of the 
United States. 

In every one of these special purposes for which the taxing power 


is to be exercised “the United States“ means the political corpora- | 


tion known as the United States and not the individual inhabitants 
of the country. The debts that are to be pald are the debts of the 
Government; the common defense that is to be provided for is the 
defense of the Government in all those matters it has duties of defense 
to discharge for the whole country; the general welfare that is to be 
provided for is the well-being of the Government in all those matters 
of which it bas special cognizance and in respect to which its efficiency 
concerns the whole Union. In the very next clause, which contains the 
grant of power to borrow money on the credit of the United States, 
the United States“ is used in the same sense, meaning the Govern- 
ment known as the United States. It is on the credit of the Govern- 
ment, not on the credit of individuals or of States, that Congress is 
authorized to borrow money. 

Now look at the stupendous communism that is wrapped up in the 
taxing power on the supposition that it includes a power to tax for 
the promotion of the welfare of individuals. There is no limit to 
the taxing power excepting that duties, imposts, and excises must be 
uniform throughout the United States. All the property in the country 
may be taxed without limit for the legitimate objects of taxation. If 
one of those legitimate objects is the welfare of individuals or masses 
or classes or of the whole people, the two Houses of Congress and any 
President acting together can divide up all the property in the country 
upon the plea that a general division will promote the general welfare. 
By this process this Government could devour itself, and there would 
be nothing left for it to subsist upon. 


Additional force is added to the above view from a state- 
ment by the Encyclopedia Britannica, yolume 7, in its refer- 
ence to Mr. Curtis. It says: 


This history [his Constitutional History of the United States] which 
had been watched in its earlier progress by Daniel Webster may be 
said to present the old Federalist or“ Webster-Whig view of the for- 
mation and powers of the Constitution. 


V. 


THE EFFECT ON THE MEANING OF THE WORDS “GENERAL WELFARD” BY 
THEIR LOCATION IN CLAUSE 1, SECTION 8, ARTICLE L 
Now consider these words in their structural relationship to 
the clause wherein they are found, Article I, section 8. Article I, 
section 8, contains most of the enumerated powers granted by 
the Constitution to Congress. 


(1) The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises to pay the debts and provide for the common de- 
fense and general welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, 
and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States; 

(2) To borrow money; 

(3) To regulate commerce— 
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and so on, enumerating 18 specific grants of power to Congress, 
The question arises, do these words— 


“to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States,” considering the position in the clause 
and their relation to the whole section— 


grant a substantive power, “or do they declare only the object 
of the tax power preceding.” 

To the first branch of the question we give a negative answer; to the 
second an afirmative answer, for the following reasons: 

First. Tae structure of the sentence requires this interpretation. To 
“pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States“ if a distinct power from the power to “lay 
and collect taxes,“ ete., should not have intervened between the power 
to lay and collect taxes, etc., and the qualification of that power by 
the words “but all duties, etc., shall be uniform,” ete. ‘The latter 
pranch of the sentence as a qualification of the first should not have 
been separated by words which grant a distinct and independent power. 
Such a framing of the sentence so interpreted would be a vice in 
grammer of which the pen of Gouverneur Morris should not be held 
guilty where any other construction is open, ‘The grammatical con- 
struction is vindicated by holding that the words “to pay the debts,” 
etc., do not create an independent power, but only declare the object of 
the preceding tax power. 

Second. To pay debts can hardly be sald to be a political power. To 
Jay and collect taxes is a power, and a proper power, where its object 
is to pay the debts of the Government; and as these words “to pay 
the debts” are indissolubly connected with the words to “ provide for 
the common defense,” etc., it follows that these latter words must 
share the fate of the words to “ pay the debts” and be taken to declare 
the object of the preceding power and not the creation of a distinct 
power. (Tucker on the Constitution, Vol. I, p. 470.) 


The argument from the location of these words in the clause 
as to their proper meaning is most strikingly seen as we have 
shown by reference to this clause (“to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States”) in the revised draft of the Constitution submitted to 
the Federal convention by the committee on style, of which 
Gouverneur Morris and Mr. Madison were members, on the 
12th day of September, three days before the Constitution was 
finally passed. In that draft Article I, section 8, reads: 


The Congress may, by joint ballot, appoint a treasurer. They shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; 

To pay the debts and provide for the common defense and genera) 
welfare of the United States; 

To borrow money on the credit of the United 8 

To regulate commerce. 


And so on. 

In this draft it is seen the words To pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States” is not a part of clause 1, as in the present Constitution, 
but constitutes clause 2 of section 8, a distinct, specific, sub- 
stantive grant of power, just as much so as any of the other 
18 specific grants. Had these words remained as the second 
clause of section 8, as here placed, this discussion would be at 
an end, for it would be useless; but it was too plain to have 
escaped the eyes of Morris or Madison. The subsequent specifie 
enumeration of powers would ‘have been swallowed up in this 
one general grant of power; and when the Constitution appeared 
for its final action, as it was finally adopted, this clause had 
been taken from its position as the second clause of section 8, 
transferred to the first clause of section 8, with the semicolon 
following the word “excises” eliminated, and followed by a 
limitation as to duties, imposts, and excises granted to Congress 
in the first part of clause 1, with the words common defense 
and general welfare” thus shorn of their sweeping power and 
transformed into words of generality and description. 


VI. 


THE STRONG PRESUMPTION AGAINST THE CONSTRUCTION OF THIS CLAUSR 
ADVANCED EY THE PROPONENTS OF THIS BILL. 


The presumption against the construction of these words in 
their broad latitude as now sought in legislation, such as this 
educational bill, is found in the intense opposition at the time 
to the adoption of the Constitution in many of the States in 
the fear that the Federal powers contained in the Constitution 
would annihilate the States; and this fear was shown by 
seven States of the Union on ratifying the Constitution offer- 
ing 126 amendments to the same to limit Federal power, while 
not one of them refers to or mentions the “ general welfare 
clause” as one to be curtailed, amended, or stricken out. 
How can this be explained, except on the theory that the watch- 
ful critics of Federal power, as contained in the Constitution, 
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saw no such power in these words as is now claimed, and the 
men who made them—Madison and others—have ‘testified none 
such was intended? This is shown in an extract from the 
letter of Mr. Madison to Mr. Stevenson, heretofore given in 
full: 

No less than seven States, it appears, concurred in adding to their 
ratifications a series of amendments which they deemed requisite. 
Of these amendments, 9 were proposed by the convention of Massa- 
chusetts, 5 by that of South Carolina, 12 by that of New Hamp- 
shire, 20 by that of Virginia, 33 by that of New York, 26 by that 
of North Carolina, and 21 by that of Rhode Island. 

Here are a majority of the States proposing amendments, in one 
instance 83 by a single State; all of them intended to circumscribe . 
the power granted to the General Government by explanations, re- 
strictions, or prohibitions, without including a single State referring 
to the terms “common defense and general welfare”; which, if 
understood to convey the asserted power, could not have failed to 
be the power most strenuously aimed at, because evidently more 
alarming in its range, than all the powers objected to put together. 
And that the terms should have passed altogether unnoticed by the 
Many eyes, which saw danger in terms and phrases employed in some 
of the most minute and limited of the enumerated powers, must be 
Tegarded as a demonstration that it was taken for granted that 
the terms were harmless, because explained and limited, as in the 
“Article of Confederation,” by the enumerated powers which followed 
them. 


The outstanding fact that when the First Congress of the 
United States assembled, containing members of the Federal 
convention which proposed the Constitution, and also contain- 
ing members of the several State conventions which ratified 
the Constitution who knew from their service in such conven- 
tions the jealousy of the people against Federal powers that 
would consolidate the Government and make it a centralized 
Government, no amendment was offered in that Congress re- 
ferring to the “ general welfare” clause, to limit or annul it, 
showing conclusively that at that date, with the tremendous 
hostility to the Constitution, they had no fear of this clause, 
for such construction had never occurred to anyone as possible 
after Hamilton’s attempf in the convention to get an equivalent 
clause in the Constitution had been so signally defeated. 

The First Congress of the United States was composed of 92 
Members, Senators and Representatives. Of that number, 51 
had been members either of the Federal convention which pro- 
posed the Constitution or of the conventions of the several 
States which ratified it. The character and ability of these 
men could not be questioned. The members of the Federal 
convention who were members of this First Congress were: 


Connecticut: Oliver Ellsworth, William S. Johnson, and Roger 
Sherman. 

Delaware: Richard Bassett and George Read. 

Georgia: William Few and Abraham Baldwin. 

Maryland: Daniel Carroll. 

Massachusetts: Tristam Dalton, Caleb Strong, and Elbridge Gerry. 

New Hampshire: John Langdon and Nicholas Gilman. 

Pennsylvania: George Clymer, Robert Morris, and Thomas Fitz- 
simons. 

South Carolina: Pierce Butler. 

Virginia: James Madison. 

New Jersey: William Paterson. 


The Members of the First Congress who were also members 
of the conventions in their several States that ratified the 
Constitution were as follows: 


Maryland: Charles Carroll of Carrollton; Joshua Seney, William 
Smith, and Michael Jenifer Stone. 

Massachusetts: Tristam Dalton, Caleb Strong, 
George Partridge, and Theodore Sedgwick. 

New Hampshire: John Langdon and Samuel Livermore. 

New York: John Laurance. 
North Carolina: John Steele and Timothy Bloodworth. 

Pennsylvania: Thomas Hartley, Frederick A. Muhlenberg, and Henry 
Wynkoop. 

Rhode Island: Joseph Stanton, jr., and Benjamin Bourn. 

South Carolina; Ralph Izard, Thomas Sumter, Aedamus Burke, and 
William Smith. 

Virginia: William Grayson, James Monroe, Richard Henry Lee, An- 
drew Moore, Alexander White, James Madison, jr., Theodoric Bland, 
and Isaac Coles. 


‘Some of these men had been leaders in the Federal conven- 
tion. Many of them had been leaders in their State conven- 
tions. Mr. Madison and a few others were in both the Federal 
convention and their State conventions. They were all fully 
aware of the opposition to the Constitution in their several 
States and the fear of the Federal Government ubsorbing the 
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rights and powers of the States. In New York, in Virginia, in 
North Carolina, in Rhode Island the hostility was most pro- 
nounced and the organization against its adoption most serious. 

Many of them had come from States which had ratified the 
Constitution on the condition that amendments were to be made 
to it to secure, without doubt, their rights in the States. Their 
minds were keen to the situation, and yet the astounding fact is, 
with their anxiety to respond to the objectors and to those who 
had so vigorously registered their fears, that though a number 
of amendments were offered in that Congress, to be submitted 
to the States for ratification, not one referred to the general wel- 
fare clause. To sum up the argument, the Federal, convention 
in framing the Constitution had before it in concrete form two 
or more propositions giving exactly the same power to Congress 
which is now claimed under the general welfare clause. They 
were rejected. The seven States recited above proposed 126 
amendments, but not one referred to the general welfare clause ; 
and the first Congress that met, a majority of whom had been 
in either the Federal convention or in their State conventions, 
proposed a number of amendments, not one of which referred 
to the general welfare clause. Could proof be stronger that, at 
least so far as the men who framed the Constitution and those 
who ratified it for the people in the States, never dreamed that 
such construction could be put upon it? What the Constitution 
meant when adopted it means to-day. This doctrine has been 
repeatedly affirmed by the Supreme Court. It is not subject to 
changing sentiment. It is the same yesterday, to-day, and for- 
ever, So that if the men who proposed it, and the people who 
ratified it, proposed it and ratified it because it meant a certain 
thing and did not mean a certain other thing, neither disap- 
pointed ambition, nor ingenious and specious dissertations, nor 
humanitarian emotions, nor repeated congressional enactments 
can change that which is as fixed and immovable as the ever- 
lasting hills that are about us. 


VII. 


THE VIEWS OF COMMENTATORS ON THE CONSTITUTION—JUDGES, PUB- 
LICISTS, ETC., ON THE GENERAL WELFARE CLAUSE. 

We will now submit the opinions of commentators, judges, 
and writers on the Constitution on this question. Mr. Hamil- 
ton’s view need not be given because it is well understood from 
his proposed plan of a Constitution for the United States; and 
in his report on manufactures in 1791 he gave the same broad 
construction to this clause and claimed that Congress could 
appropriate money for any purpose which in its judgment per- 
tained to the “common defense and general welfare.” 

Judge Story is the most conspicuous advocate of that doctrine 
among the commentators, but it is difficult to see how that 
distinguished author can arrive at such conclusion after reading 
the following passages from his great work. 

In Story on the Constitution, page 628, section 907: 


Before proceeding to consider the nature and extent of the power 
conferred by this clause, and the reasons on which it is founded, it 
seems necessary to settle the grammatical construction of the clause 
and to ascertain its true reading. Do the words “to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises” constitute a distinct, substantial 
power; and the words “to pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States” constitute another 
distinct and substantial power? Or are the latter words connected with 
the former so as to constitute a qualification upon them? This has 
been a topic of political controversy and has furnished abundaut ma- 
terials for popular declamation and alarm. If the former be the true 
interpretation, then it is obvious that under color of the generality of 
the words to “provide for the common defense and general welfare“ 
the Government of the United States is, in reality, a Government of 
general and unlimited powers, notwithstanding the subsequent enumer- 
ation of specific powers; if the latter be the true construction, then 
the power of taxation only is given by the clause and it is limited to 
objects of a national character, “to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and the general welfare.” (See also id., sec. 909.) 

* * ki = * 

(Id. 910.) For what purpose could the enumeration of 
particular powers be inserted, if these and all others were meant to 
be included in the preceding general power? Nothing is more natural 
or common than first to use a general phrase and then to qualify it by 
a recital of particulars. But the idea of an enumeration of particu- 
lars which neither explain nor qualify the general meaning, and can 
have no other effect than to confound and mislead, is an absurdity 
which no one ought to charge on the enlightened authors of the Con- 
stitution. It would be to charge them either with premeditated folly 
or premeditated fraud. 


These views of Judge Story show most conclusively that the 
words “common defense and general welfare,” in his opinion, 
do not constitute a substantive grant of power, but are merely 
a limitation upon the power of taxation, which must be for 


“the common defense and general welfare.” Up to this point 
Judge Story and Mr. Madison concur, but from this point they 
diverge, and Judge Story holds that though Congress has no 
power under these words to legislate for “the common defense 
and general welfare,” that Congress has the power to appro- 
priate money for objects which may contribute to “ the common 
defense and general welfare,” and which are not embraced in 
the subsequent grants specifically given to Congress. Judge 
Story says (sec. 909): 


The Constitution was, from its very origin, contemplated to be the 
frame of a national government, of special and enumerated powers, and 
not of general and unlimited powers. 


Could language be stronger? Could Madison or Jefferson or 
Cooley have stated it stronger? The judges in all of their de- 
cisions use the same language, that the United States Govern- 
ment is one of “enumerated powers.” Note the plural. Not 
one large, sweeping, consuming power that embraces all, but 
the powers, and those only, enumerated in the Constitution as 
belonging to Congress and none other. If the Government of 
the United States is forbidden to legislate except, as Judge 
Story says, for subjects embraced in the enumerated powers, 
by what process of reasoning can he arrive at the conclusion 
that that Government which can not legislate to create an 
organism for “the general welfare“ can allow some other 
power (the State) that has the right to create it and then by 
appropriation support and maintain it? 

Would such a government be one of “limited powers”? 
Would it not be a government of unlimited powers, which Judge 
Story says was never intended to be the scope of our Govern- 
ment? When he holds that these words do not constitute a 
substantive grant of power, it would seem his whole argument 
falls, for the power to support by appropriation is just as much 
a substantive power as if Congress attempted to create origi- 
nally the organism which it now attempts to support by its 
appropriations. The doctrine which Judge Story says is ac- 
cepted as true by all, that the Federal Government is one of 
“special and enumerated powers,” and not of “general and 
unlimited powers,” is a mockery and a delusion, if the words 
“general welfare” denied by him to constitute a substantive 
grant of power can be so utilized by metaphysical legerdemain 
to give the Federal Government the power to do: everything 
which it could have done had those words, in his judgment, 
constituted a substantive grant of power. 

Pomeroy follows Judge Story, and is in aceord with his 
views. 

Mr. Madison, in the Federalist, No. 41, discusses this ques- 
tion: 


Some, who have not denied the necessity of the power of taxation, 
have grounded a very fierce attack against the Constitution on the 
language in which it is defined. It has been urged and echoed that 
the power “to lay and to collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, 
to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States,” amounts to an unlimited commission to 
exercise every power which may be alleged to be necessary for the 
common defense or general welfare. No stronger proof could be given 
of the distress under which these writers labor for objections than 
their stooping to such a misconstruction. Á 

Had no other enumeration or definition of the powers of the Con- 
gress been found in the Constitution than the general expressions just 
cited, the authors of the objection might have had some color for it; 
though it would have been difficult to find a reason for so awkward a 
form of describing an authority to legislate in all possible cases. A 
power to destroy the freedom of the press, the trial by jury, or even to 
regulate the course of descents, or the forms of conveyances, must be 
very singularly expressed by the terms “to raise money for the general 
welfare.” 

But what color can the objection have when a specification of tha 
objects alluded to by these general terms immediately follows, and is 
not even separated by a longer pause than a semicolon? If the dif- 
ferent parts of the same instrument ought to be so expounded as to 
give meaning to every part that will bear it, shall one part of the 
same sentence be excluded altogether from a share in the meaning; 
and shall the doubtful and indefinite terms be retained in their full 
extent, and the clear and precise expressions be denied any signification 
whatsoever? For what purpose could the enumeration of particular 
powers be inserted if these and all others were meant to be included 
in the preceding general power? Nothing is more natural and common 
than first to use a general phrase and then to explain and qualify 
it by a recital of particulars. But the idea of an enumeration of par- 
ticulars which neither explain nor qualify the general meaning, and 
can have no other effect than to confound and mislead, is an absurdity 
which, as we are reduced to the dilemma of charging either on the 
authors of the objection or on the authors of the Constitution, we must 
take the liberty of supposing had not its origin with the latter, 


1924. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The objection here is the more extraordinary, as it appears that the 
language used by the conyention is a copy from the Articles of Con- 
federation. The objects of the Union among the States, as described 
in Article III, are “their common defense, security of their liberties, 
and mutual and general welfare.” The terms of Article VIII are still 
more identical : 

“All charges of war, and all other expenses that shall be incurred 
for the common defense or general welfare, and allowed by the 
United States in Congress, shall be defrayed out of a common treasury, 
ete. A similar language again occurs in Article IX. Construe either 
of these articles by the rules which would justify the construction 
put on the new Constitution, and they vest in the existing Congress 
a power to legislate in all cases whatsoever. But what would have 
been thought of that assembly, if attaching themselves to these gen- 
eral expressions and disregarding the specifications which ascertain 
and limit their import, they had exercised an unlimited power of 
providing for the common „defense and general welfare? I appeal to 
the objectors themselves, whether they would in that case have em- 
ployed the same reasoning in justification of Congress as they now 
make use of against the convention. How difficult it is for error to 
escape its own condemnation.” 


In his veto message of March 8, 1817, Mr. Madison, also 
discussing this question, used the following language: 


To refer the power in question to the clause, “to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare,” would be contrary to the es- 
tablished and consistent rules of interpretation, as rendering the 
special and careful enumeration of powers which follow the clause 
nugatory and improper. Such a view of the Constitution would have 
the effect of giving to Congress a general power of legislation, in- 
stead of the defined and limited one, hitherto understood to belong 
to them, the terms, “the common defense and general welfare,” 
embracing every object and act within the purview of a legislative 
trust. It would have the effect of subjecting both the Constitution 
and the laws of the several States, in all cases not specifically ex- 
empted, to be superseded by laws of Congress, it being expressly de- 
elared “that the Constitution of the United States, and the laws 
made in pursuance thereof, shall be the supreme law of the land, 
and the judges of every State shall be bound thereby, anything in 
the Constitution or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing.” * * œ A restriction of the power “to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare” to cases which are to be 
provided for by the expenditure of money will still leave within the 
legislative power of Congress all the great and most important meas- 
ures of government, money being the ordinary and necessary means 
of carrying them into execution. 


John Randolph Tucker on the Constitution, Volume I, page 
477, says: 

The point of *ivergence is that Madison holds the words common 
defense and general welfare“ as a general description of the objects 
of the tax power, limited by and commensurate with the objects of the 
Constitution as defined in the enumerated powers thereafter specified ; 
and that there can be no “common defense and general welfare“ in- 
tended by the Constitution beyond what Congress has power to create, 
regulate, and control by virtue of the enumerated grants. E contra 
Hamilton holds that the words common defense and general welfare“ 
include two classes of objects: First, those which are within the 
scope of the subsequently enumerated grants of power; and, second, 
all others that Congress may deem to be for the “common defense and 
general welfare.” 


And he further says (Vol. I. p. 478): 

It would really seem absurd to impute to the framers of the Con- 
stitution a purpose to comprehend objects far beyond the powers it 
conferred upon the Government. It is argued everywhere in the 
Federalist that power ought to be commensurate with purpose. But 
this construction, insisted on by Hamilton and his followers, would 
indicate that the Constitution contemplated the unlimited expenditure 
of money, to be raised by taxation under governmental power, to carry 
out objects which were not within the control given or the powers 
committed to Congress. Power and purpose were not commensurate, 
except that by this construction Congress had unlimited discretion to 
raise and expend money by taxation, to aid and accomplish purposes 
and objects that were beyond the power of Congress to effect, which 
involves the conclusion that the Constitution trusted Congress to spend 
money for objects which might be regulated and controlled by other 
governments, but would not trust Congress to create and regulate 
these objects of appropriation. In other words, Congress can not make 
and control a railroad; but it may raise and appropriate money for 
the benefit of a corporation that is to regulate and control it. Such 
a construction of the Constitution is anomalous, It gives an unlimited 
power of raising money to be expended at the discretion of Congress 
upon any and all schemes which Congress might deem for the “ com- 
mon defense aud general welfare,” although such schemes Congress is 
not empowered to project or to carry into execution by any power 
delegated to it. 


If, under the tenth amendment of the Constitution, a specific power 
to do a particular thing is not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, then it is reserved to the States. Such a thing is in no 


way within the control and discretion of the United States. If it be 
within the words “common defense and general welfare,” still, as 
those words grant no power, Congress can not exercise it. And yet, 
despite this, the construction contended for would give to Congress 
unlimited power to spend any amount of money to carry out a project 
or scheme clearly and only within the reserved powers of the States. 
Is it ligitimate to give to the power of taxation, which is ordinarily 
but a means for effecting the purposes of power, the larger function of 
unlimited discretion in selecting objects not within the delegated power 
as the recipients of the benefactions of revenue? Is it legitimate thus 
indirectly to carry into effect an ungranted power—a power which, 
being ungranted and if not prohibited to the States, is reserved to 
them? Is not this a usurpation by indirection, through taxation, as 
flagrant as if it were a bald exercise of the ungranted power? Judge 
Story says that this construction is conformable to the proposition 
“to legislate in all cases for the general interests of the Union.” But 
that proposition was never adopted and was rejected. Is it legiti- 
mate, then, to conform the construction of the words “to provide for 
the common defense and general welfare“ to a purpose which was 
proposed and rejected? It is true that Mr. Hamilton, in his draft of a 
Constitution proposed that Congress should have “power to pass all 
laws whatsoever, subject to the negative hereafter mentioned,” and 
that the President should have power to negative all laws passed in 
the State by a governor or president, who shall be appointed by the 
General Government. 


And further, on page 480, Mr. Tucker says: 


If Congress can thus by appropriation exercise this power, it would 
indirectly exercise a power not granted and since denied to it. If so, 
what use would there be for the tenth amendment or for Article I, sec- 
tion 1, of the Constitution? It is an anomaly to hold that any gov- 
ernment can raise money except as a means to execute its own power. 
Taxation is a great power, but in itself it does nothing except as it is 
a means for doing that which is within the powers to be carried out by 
a government. That a government should have this great means to 
execute the powers of other governments reaches the point of absurdity. 
Why should government be given the means to execute a power which 
is denied to it and confided to another? Why give it the power to 
help another to do what is denied to it? If Congress can not be 
trusted with the grant of a power, why give unlimited discretion to 
Congress to raise money to enable one not intrusted with the power 
by Congress to perform it? Can such folly be attributed to the framers 
of the Constitution? It is obvious that the mass of powers which 


Congress would thus exercise by means of its revenue powers are 


powers which are reserved to the States; for the powers not delegated 
to the United States, unless prohibited to the States, are reserved to 
them. Thus it would follow that the revenue to be expended by Con- 
gress under this construction would be expended for the execution of 
powers which were reserved to the States. The effect then would be 
that while Congress is denied the particular power, it could effectually 
execute the power and invade the domain of State reservation by the 
expenditure of money; and conditioning the expenditure of money 
upon the substantial concession of power would, through money, vir- 
tually absorb the autonomy of the States and consolidate the whole 
governmental system into centralism. 


Judge Cooley’s views on this subject are well expressed in his 
Constitutional Limitations, page 11, as follows: 


The general purpose of the Constitution of the United States is 
declared by its founders to be“ to form a more perfect Union, establish 
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common defense, 
promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity.” To accomplish these purposes, the Con- 
gress is empowered by the eighth section of Article I: 

(1) To lay and collect taxes; ete. 

(2) To borrow money; etc. 

(3) To regulate commerce; etc. 


enumerating the 17 specific grants of power in this article. 
Judge Cooley thus limits “the general welfare” to the specific 
enumerated powers. 

Judge Cooley may again be quoted: 

General expenses of goverhment.— Every government must provide 
for its general expenses by taxation; and in these are to be included 
the cost of making provision for those public needs or conveniences 
for which, by express law or general usage, it devolves upon the par- 
ticular government to supply. As regards the Federal Government, a 
general outline of these is to be found in the Federal Constitution. 
That Government is charged with the common defense of the Union, 
and for that defense it may raise and support armies, create and main- 
tain a navy, build forts and arsenals, construct military roads, ete. It 
has a like power over the general subject of post offices and post roads, 
and over other subjects enumerated in the Federal Constitution and 
subjected to its authority. It may contract debts, and it must pro- 


vide for their payment. For all national purposes it may levy taxes, 
and its power in so doing to select the ‘subjects of taxation and to 
determine the rate and the methods Is as full and complete as can 
exist in any sovereignty whatsoever, with the exceptions which are 
prescribed by the Constitution itself. (Cooley on Taxation, 2d ed., 
p. 110.) ' 


Judge Miller (Miller on the Constitution, p. 229, note 2) says: 


In the transcript of the Constitution as printed in the Revised 
Statutes, page 19, there is only a comma after the word “excise,” 
which was the end of the clause in the first draft when reported in 
the convention, a semicolon only appearing after the following word 
“States.” The same is also true of the carefully corrected copy found 
in Hickey’s Constitution. It would appear, therefore, that the proper 
value to be attached to this clause and its true meaning, as intended 
by the wise and learned framers of this instrument, are best exempli- 
fied by considering the latter part of the clause as a limitation upon 
the power given by the opening words. Story in his work on the 
Constitution prints it in the same way, but remarks, section 912, that 
in the revised draft in the convention there was a semicolon and para- 
graph as in the other cases; that it so stands now in some copies, 
and it is said so stands in the official copy, with a semicolon interposed. 
In the Federalist this punctuation is referred to, and, referring to the 
complaint that the language amounts to an unlimited commission to 
exercise every power which may be alleged to be necessary, it is asked 
“what color can the objection have when the specification of the objects 
alluded to by these general terms immediately follows, and is not even 
separate by longer pause than a semicolon?” (Federalist No. 41, 
Hallowell ed.; 40 Dawson's ed.) 


Willoughby, who has published one of the latest and one of 
the ablest commentaries on the Constitution, says: 


Especially by those who desire to magnify the powers of the Federal 
Government it has been argued that instead of construing section 8 of 
Article I as simply-the grant of authority to raise revenue in order to 
pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States, it should be interpreted as conferring upon Con- 
gress two distinct powers, namely, (1) the power of taxation and (2) 
the power to provide for the common defense and general welfare. 
And, under the latter of these two grants, it has been argued that the 
Congress has the authority to exercise any power that it may think 
necessary or expedient for advancing the common defense or the general 
welfare of the United States. It scarcely needs be said that this 
interpretation has not been accepted by the courts. Were this view 
to be accepted the Government of the United States would at once 
cease to be one of enumerated powers, for it would then be possible 
to justify the exercise of any authority whatsoever upon the ground 
that the general welfare would thereby be advanced. 


Mr. Jefferson's view is strongly stated in his opinion on the 
power of Congress to establish the bank of the United States 
(February 15, 1791): 

To lay taxes to provide for the general welfare of the United States, 
that is to say, “to lay taxes for the purpose of providing for the gen- 
eral welfare.” For the laying of taxes is the power, and the general 
welfare the purpose, for which the power is to be exercised. Congress 
ure not to lay taxes ad libitum for any purpose they please, but only 
to pay the debts or provide for the welfare of the Union. In like 
manner they are not to do anything they please to proyide for the gen- 
eral welfare, but only to lay taxes for that purpose. To consider the 
latter phrase, not as describing the purpose of the first, but as giving a 
distinct and independent power to do any act they please, which might 
be for the good of the Union, would render all the preceding and subse- 
quent enumerations of power completely useless. It would reduce the 
whole instrument to a single phrase, that of instituting a Congress with 
power to do whatever would be for the good of the United States; 
and, as they would be the sole judges of the good or evil, it would also 
be a power to do whatever evil they pleased. It is an established rule 
of construction, where a phrase will bear either of two meanings, to 
give it that which will allow some meaning to the other parts of the 
instrument and not that which will render all the others useless. Cer- 
tainly, no such universal power was meant to be given them. It was 
intended to lace them up strictly within the enumerated powers, and 
those without which, as means, these powers could not be carried Into 
effect. It is known that the very power now proposed as a means was 
rejected as an end by the convention which formed the Constitution. 


And Mr. Jefferson again expressed his views on this subject 
in a letter to Judge Spencer Roane, October 12, 1815 (The 
Works of Thomas Jefferson, Federal edition, by Paul Leicester 
Ford, 1905, Vol. XI, p. 489): 

I hope our courts will never countenance the sweeping pretensions 
which have been set up under the words “common defense and gen- 
eral welfare." These words express the motives which induced the 
convention to give to the ordinary legislature certain specified powers 
which they enumerate and which they thought might be trusted to the 


ordinary legislature and not to give them the unspecified also; or why 
any specifications? They could not be so awkward in language as to 


mean, as we say, “all and some.“ And should this construction pre- 
val, all limits to the Federal Government are done away. This opinion, 
formed on the first rise of the question, I have never seen reason to 
change, whether in or out of power; but, on the contrary, find it 
strengthened and confirmed by five and twenty years of additional 
reflection and experience; and any countenance given to it by any 
regular organ of the Government I should consider more ominous than 
anything which has yet occurred. 


Hare (American Constitutional Law, Vol. I, pp. 242-243) 
says: ; 


A government authorized to provide for the common defense and 
general welfare Is virtually absolute, because it must determine what 
means are requisite for the end in view, and its decision will necessarily 
be binding on the courts, If such were really the meaning of the clause 
under consideration, the tenth amendment, that “ powers not delegated 
to the United States by the Constitution nor prohibited to it by the 
States are reserved to the States, respectively, or to the people,” would 
have no real significance, since when all has been in effect given there 
can be nothing to withhold; and the concluding words would supersede 
the first or render them superfinous, because the duty to provide for the 
common defense and general welfare be imply the right to tax as 
indispensable to its fulfillment. * * 

The field of controversy is thus cae: but there Is still room for 
doubt. Is the clause an authority to raise money, and consequently to 
appropriate it, for any purpose which Congress may deem conducive to 
the common defense or general welfare? Or does it merely authorize 
the laying and collection of taxes for the exécution of the enumerated 
powers? The former is the literal import of the words employed and 
merely sanctions what would be implied under every form of govern- 
ment but our own; that is the right to expend the public revenue for 
any purpose that may be deemed conducive to the public good. * 

This view is nevertheless open to objections as carrying the power of 
taxation beyond the verge of the Constitution and authorizing the 
Government to take money from the citizen for uses which it can not 
accomplish in its sovereign capacity and which are, on the contrary, 
reserved to the several States. The right of providing for popular 
education confessedly belongs to them and not to the United States, 
and yet the latter may, if the Hamiltonian argument is sound, lay taxes 
with the view of endowing public schools which it can neither estab- 
lish nor regulate. * * » 


It is of special interest to find that Von Holst, one of the 
strongest advocates of a strong and centralized government, 
finds himself unable to indorse Judge Story’s view of this ques- 
tion. On page 118 of his Constitutional Law of the United 
States he says: 


Further restrictions of the right of taxation result from the fact 
that Congress can exercise It only for the fulfillment of the objects 
enumerated, The expression “general welfare” is, indeed, so compre- 
hensive and vague that the discretion of Congress is given the widest 
play. But however much this expression may be stretched, the mén- 
tion of the three general purposes makes it certain that for other pur- 
poses no Federal taxes can be levied. There are certain bounds, more 
or less clearly marked, within which the right of taxation unquestion- 
ably can not be exercised, Above all, everything which comes exclu- 
sively within the jurisdiction of the States must be left alone by Con- 
gress. (Gibbons v. Ogden, Wheaton, IX. 199.) 


Practically every judge on the Supreme Court bench has re- 
ferred to this Government as one of “enumerated powers.” 
That expression could not have been used if the words “the 
general welfare” embraced all powers. Why refer to a govern- 
ment of “enumerated ” powers when one power among the num- 
ber contained all others? Judge Marshall, in McCulloch v. The 
State of Maryland (4 Wheat. $14), says: 


This Government is acknowledged by all to be one of enumerated 
powers. The principle that it can exercise only the powers granted to 
it would seem too apparent to have required to be enforced by all those 
arguments which its enlightened friends, while it was depending before 
the people, found it necessary to urge. That principle is now uni- 
versally admitted. 3 


And Judge Marshall, as a member of the Virginia Convention 
called to ratify the Constitution of the United States, in speak- 
ing of the powers of the States and the General Government 
over the militia, used this language: 


The State governments did not derive their powers from the General 
Government. But each government derived its powers from the people; 
and each was to act according to the powers given it. Could 
any man say that this power was not retained by the States, ax they 
had not given it away? For does not a power remain until it is given 
away? The State legislatures had power to command and govern their 
militia before, and have still, undeniably, unless there be something in 
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this Constitution that takes it away.. There are no negative 
words here. It rests, therefore, with the States. * * All the 
restraints intended to be laid on the State governments (besides where 
an exclusive power is expressly given to Congress) are contained in the 
tenth section of the first article. *® * The power of governing 
the militia was not vested in the States by implication, because being 
possessed of it antecedent to the adoption of the Government and not 
being divested of it by any grant or restriction in the Constitution, they 
must necessarily be as fully possessed of it as ever they had been, and 
it could not be said that the States derived any powers from the system, 
but retained them, though not acknowledged in any part of it. 


Also in Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat. 1), speaking of the 
reserve powers of the States, he said they represented— 


that immense mass of legislation which embraces everything within the 
territory of a State not surrendered to the General Government; all 
which can be most advantageously exercised by the States themselves. 
Inspection laws, quarantine laws, health laws of every description, as 
well as laws for regulating the internal commerce of a State. 


The decisions of the courts are full of such expressions, but I 
shall insert one other, a quotation from the opinion of one of 
the greatest judges, in my opinion, who ever sat upon the bench, 
Justice Brewer, who in Kansas v. Colorado (206 U. S. 89-91), 
said: 

Appreciating the force of this, counsel for the Government relies 
upon “the doctrine of foreign and inherent power,“ adding, “I am 
aware that in advancing this doctrine I seem to challenge great de- 
cisions of the court, and I speak with deference.” His argument runs 
substantially along this line: All legislative power must be vested in 
either the State or the National Government; no legislative powers be- 
long to a State government, other than those which affect solely the 
internal affairs of that State; consequently all powers which are na- 
tional in their scope must be found vested in the Congress of the 
United States. But the proposition that there are legislative powers 
affecting the Nation as a whole which belong to, although not ex- 
pressed in, the grant of powers, is in direct conflict with the doctrine 
that this is a Government of enumerated powers. That this is such a 
Government clearly appears from the Constitution, independently of 
the amendments, for otherwise there would be an instrument granting 
certain specific things made operative to grant other and distinct 
things. This natural construction of the original body of the Constitu- 
tion is made absolutely certain by the tenth amendment. This amend- 
ment, which was seemingly adopted with prescience of just such con- 
tention as the present, disclosed the widespread fear that the National 
Government might, under the pressure of a supposed general welfare, at- 
tempt to exercise powers which had not been granted. With equal 
determination the framers intended that no such assumption should 
ever find justification in the organic act, and that if in the future fur- 
ther powers seemed necessary they should be granted by the people in 
the manner they had provided for amending that act. It reads: The 
powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor 
prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States, respectively, or 
to the people.” The argument of counsel ignores the principal factor 
in this article, to wit, “the people.” Its principal purpose was not 
the distribution of power between the United States and the States, 
but a reservation to the people of all powers not granted. The pre- 
amble of the Constitution declares who framed it, We, the people of 
the United States,” not the people of one State, but the people of all 
the States, and Article X reserved to the people of all of the States the 
powers not delegated to the United States. The powers affecting the 
internal affairs of the States not granted to the United States by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to 
the States, respectively, and all powers of a national character which 
are not delegated to the National Government by the Constitution are 
reserved to the people of the United States. The people who adopted 
the Constitution knew that in the nature of things they could not fore- 
see all of the questions which might arise in the future, all the cir- 
cumstances which might call for the exercise of further national powers 
than those granted to the United States, and after making provision for 
an amendment to the Constitution under which any needed additional 
powers would be granted, they reserved to themselves all powers not 
so delegated. This Article X is not to be shorn of its meaning by any 
narrow or technical construction, but is to be considered fairly and 
liberally so as to give effect to its scope and meaning. 


If Judge Story's construction of the words“ the general wel- 
fare” be correct, is it not of more than passing interest that 
in the history of the Supreme Court, covering more than 130 
years, no case can be produced in which the court rests its 
judgment upon the power of Congress to appropriate money 
for any object which they might deem for the general welfare 
of the people? 

The citations above given show on the one hand that the 
American commentators, Judge Story and Pomeroy, sustain 
Mr. Hamilton’s view, and Mr. Monroe’s name has been added 
to this number, although he certainly did not go as far as 
Judge Story, that Congress has the right to appropriate money 


for any purpose, State or National, which they might deem for 
the general welfare; he clearly states his view as follows (In- 
ternal Improvements, May 4, 1822): 


If, then, the right to raise and appropriate the public money is not 
restricted to the expenditures under the other specific grants accord- 
ing to a strict construction of their powers, respectively, is there no 
limitation to it? Have Congress a right to raise and appropriate to 
any and to every purpose according to their will and pleasure? They 
certainly have not. The Government of the United States is a 
limited government, instituted for great national purposes, and for 
those only. Other interests are committed to the States, whose duty 
it is to provide for them. Each government should look to the great 
and essential purposes for which it was instituted and confine itself 
to those purposes. 


After this statement, could anyone think that Mr. Monroe 
was of opinion that Congress coulé legislate to affect or cou- 
trol matters which were exclusively ia the control of the States, 
and grant appropriations to them? 

On the other hand, Mr. Madison, Mr. Jefferson, Willoughby, 
Von Holst, Cooley, Hare, Judge Miller, Chief Justice Marshall, 
Curtis, James Wilson, Duer, Grover Cleveland, and Tucker 
hold to the contrary. Judge Marshall may, with confidence, be 
placed among the latter number from the following extract from 
his opinion in Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat. 1, 198-199), where 
5 is discussing the power of taxation by Congress and the 

ates: 


Congress is authorized to lay and collect taxes, etc., to pay the 
debts, and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States. This does nof interfere with the power of the States 
to tax for the support of their own governments; nor is the exercise 
of that power by the States an exercise of any portion of the power 
that is granted to the United States. In imposing taxes for State 
purposes they are not doing what Congress is empowered to do. Con- 
gress is not empowered to taw for those purposes which are toithin 
the exclusive province of the States. When, then, each government 
exercises the power of taxation, neither is exercising the power of 
the other. 


If Congress can not tax for State purposes, who among us 
will hold that it may appropriate money for State purposes? 
Congress is not obliged in levying a tax to state the objects 
for which such tax shall be used, for it is presumed they are 
levied for national objects; so if Congress appropriates money 
raised for national objects for State purposes, it is a clear 
breach of trust. 

William A. Duer, of Columbia College, in his Constitutional 
5 second edition, page 211, indorses Madison's view, 
as follows: ‘ 


Congress is accordingly invested with power “to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts, and provide for 
the common defense and general welfare”; and it has also a distinct 
power “to borrow money on the credit of the United States.” 

It was originally urged as an objection to the Constitution, and it 
is still occasionally contended that the latter branch of the form of 
these clauses amounts, in terms, to an authority to exercise every 
power which may be alleged to be necessary for the “general wel- 
fare.” But this construction was promptly refuted by the authors 
of the Federalist. “Had no other enumeration or definition of the 
powers of Congress,“ say they, been found in the Constitution there 
might have been some color for this interpretation, though it would 
have been difficult to have found a reason for so awkward a form of 
describing an authority to legislate in all possible cases.” It ts 
evident that the expressions in question must be taken in connection 
with the preceding branch of the clause, and were intended merely as u 
specification of the objects for which taxes are to be laid, and not to 
convey a distinct and independent power to provide for “the general 
welfare.” 


I add.the view of President Grover Cleveland, one of the 
bravest and most courageous men who ever sat in the presi- 
dential chair, as set forth in a message to the House of Repre- 
sentatives vetoing “An act to enable the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture to make a special distribution of seeds in the drought- 
stricken counties of Texas, and making an appropriation there- 
for.” He says: 


Though there has been some difference in statements concerning 
the extent of the people’s needs in the localities thus affected, there 
seems to be no doubt that there has existed a condition calling for 
relief + . 

And yet I feel obliged to withhold my approval of the plan, as pro- 
posed by this bill, to indulge a benevolent and charitable sentiment 
through the appropriation of public funds for that purpose. 

I can find no warrant for such an appropriation in the Constitution, 
and I do not believe that the power and duty of the General Govern- 
ment ought to be extended to the relief of individual suffering which 
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is. in no manner properly related to the publie service or benefit, A 
prevalent tendency to disregard. the limited mission of this power and 
duty should, I think, be steadfastly resisted. to the end that the lesson 
should be constantly enforced that though the people support the 
Government the Government should not support the people. 


In a lecture on The National and State Constitutions—the 
Legislative Department,“ by James Wilson (Wilson's Works, 
Andrews, Vol. LI, pp. 56-50), we find a striking tion by 
that eminent judge of the views of judges and commentators. 
that we have just cited: 


VI. I come now to the last hend. to consider the powers 
vested In Congress by the Constitution of the United States. 

On this subject we discover a striking difference between the Con- 
stitution of the United States and that of Pennsylvania, By the lat- 
ter each house of the general assembly is vested with every power 
necessary for a branch of the legislature of a free State. In the 
former no clause of such an extensive and unqualified import is to be 
found. The reason is plain. ‘The latter institutes a legislature with 
general, the former with enumerated powers. Those enumerated powers 
are now the subject of our consideration. 

One great end (Constitution. United States, preamble) of the National 
Government is to provide for the common defense.” 


He then refers to all of the enumerated powers in the Con- 
stitution which are related to this provision “provide for the 
common defense,” such as to declare war, raise an army, estab- 
lish a navy, and so forth. He then quotes the other provisions 
of the preamble: “'To insure domestic tranquillity,” “to estab- 
lish justice,” “to. form a more perfect Union,” and recounts the 
enumerated powers of the Constitution which are intended to 
carry out these declarations, and finally (p. 58) he says: 


Once more, at this time: The National Government was intended 
to promote the general welfare.” For this reason Congress has 
power to regulate commerce with the Indians and with foreign nations 
and to promote the progress of science and of useful arts by securing 
for a time to authors and inventors an exclusive right to their com- 
positions and discoveries. 

An exclusive property in places fit for forts, magazines, arsenals, 
dock yards, and other needful buildings, and an exclusive legisiation 
over these places, and also, for a convenient distance, over such dis- 
trict as may become the seat. of the National Government—such ex- 
clusive property and such exclusive legislation will be of great public 
utility, perhaps of evident public necessity. They are therefore vested. 
in Congress by the Constitution of the United States. 

For the exercise of the foregoing powers and for the accomplish- 
ment of the foregoing purposes, a revenue is unquestionably Indis- 
pensable. That Congress may be enabled to exercise and accomplish 
them, it has power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises. 

The powers of Congress are, indeed, enumerated; but it was in- 
tended that those powers thus enumerated should be effectual and not 
nugatory. In conformity to this consistent mode of thinking and 
acting Congress has power to make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution every power vested by the 
Constitution in the Government of the United States or in any of its 
officers or departments. 


The learned judge gives no hint in this statement that the 
“general welfare” was anything more than descriptive of 
those powers which were subsequently stated and enumerated 
in the Constitution. There is not an intimation in his state- 
ment that Congress has any other power than those which 
are enumerated, and that the words “to provide for the gen- 
eral welfare” are merely a general description of that wel- 
fare, which is to be accomplished by carrying out certain 
enumerated powers. 

I will close this collection of the views of statesmen and 
commentators on this subject by inserting Mr. Madison’s sup- 
plement to his letter to Mr. Andrew Stevenson, which, to my 
mind, is among the ablest of American State papers, from 
the reasoning of which any man who will fairly read it will 
say there is no escape (Writings of James Madison, edited by 
Gaillard Hunt, Vol. IX, p. 424): 

It is not to be forgotten that a distinction has been introduced 
between a power merely to appropriate money to the common defense 
and general welfare, and a power to employ all the means of giving 
full effect to objects embraced by the terms. 

1. The first observation to be made is, that an express power to 
appropriate money authorized to be raised, to objects authorized to 
be provided for, could not, as seems to have been supposed, be at all 
necessary; and that the assertion of the power “to pay the debts,” 
ete., is not to be referred to that cause. It has been seen that the 


particular expression of the power originated in a cnutious regard 
to the debts of the United States antecedent to the radical change 
in the Federal Government; and that, but for that consideration, no 
particular expression of an appropriating power would probably have 
been thought of An express power to raise money, and an express 


power (for example) to raise an army, would surely imply a power 
to use the money for that purpose. And if a doubt could possibly 
arise as to the implication, it would be completely removed by the 
express power to pass all laws necessary and proper in such cases. 

2. But admitting the distinction as alleged, the appropriating power 
to all objects of “common defense and general welfare“ is itself 
of sufficient magnitude to render the preceding views of the subject 
applicable to, it. Is it credible that such a power would have been 
unnoticed and unopposed in the Federal convention, in the State con- 
ventions, which contended for and proposed restrictive and explana- 
tory amendments, and in the Congress of 1789, which recommended 
so many of these amendments? A power to impose unlimited. taxes 
for unlimited purposes could never have escaped the sagacity and 
Jealousy which were awakened to the many inferior and minute 
powers which were criticized and combated Jn those public bodies. 

8. A power to appropriate money without a power to apply it in 
execution of the object of appropriation could have no effect but to 
lock it up from public use altogether, and if the appropriating power 
carries with it the power of application and execution the distinction 
vanishes. The power therefore means nothing; or what is worse than 
nothing, or it is the same thing with the sweeping power “to provide 
for the common defense and general welfare.” 

4. To avoid this dilemma the consent of the States is introduced as 
justifying the exercise of the power in the full extent within their 
respective limits. But it would be a new doctrine that an extra- 
constitutional consent of the parties to a constitution could amplify 
the jurisdiction of the constituted government. And if this could not 
be done by the concurring consents of all the States, what is to be said 
of the doctrine that the consent of an individual State could authorize 
the application of money belonging to all the States to its individual 
purposes? Whatever be the presumption that the government of the 
whole would not abuse such an authority by a partiality in expending 
the publie treasure, it is not the less necessary to prove the existence 
of the power. The Constitution is a limited one possessing no power 
not actually given, and carrying on the face of it a distrust of power 
beyond. the distrust indicated by the ordinary forms of free government. 

e. * . . s 

But it would seem that a resort to the consent of the State legisla- 
tures as a sanction to the appropriating power is so far from being ad- 
missible in this case that it is precluded by the fact that the Con- 
stitution has expressly provided for the cases where that consent was to 
sanction and extend the power of the National Legislature. How can it 
be Imagined that the Constitution when pointing out the cases where 
such an effect was to be produced should have deemed it neceasary to 
be positive and precise with respect to such minute spots as forts, 
ete., and have left the general effect ascribed to such consent of an 
argumentative or, rather, to an arbitrary construction? And here 
again an appeal may be made to the incredibility that such a mode of 
enlarging the sphere of Federal legislation should haye been unnoticed 


in the ordesls through which the Constitution passed by those who 


were alarmed at many of its powers bearing no comparison with that 
souree of power in point of importance. 

5. Put the case that money is appropriated to a canal to be cut 
within a particular State. How and by whom, it may be asked, is the 
money to be applied to the work to be executed? By agents under the 
authority of the General Gevernment? Then the power fs no longer a 
mere appropriating power. By agents under the authority of the 
States? Then the State becomes either a branch or a functionary of 
the Executive authority of the United States; an incongruity that 
speaks for itself. 

6. The distinction between a pecuniary power only and a plenary 
power “to provide for the common defense and general welfare“ is 
frustrated by another reply to which it is liable. For if the clause 
be not a mere introduction to the enumerated powers and restricted 
to them, the power to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare stands as a distinct substantive power, the first on the list of 
legislative powers, and not only involving all the powers Incident to Its 
execution but coming within the purview of the clause concluding the 
list, which expressly declares that Congress may make all laws neces- 
sary and proper to carry into execution the foregoing powers vested in 
Congress: 

The result of this Investigation is that the terms common defense 
and general welfare“ owe their Induction into the text of the Consti- 
tution to their connection in the Articles of Confederation, from which 
they were copied, with the debts eontracted by the old Congress and 
to be provided for by the new Congress, and are used in one instru- 
ment as in the other, as general terms, limited and explained by the 
particular clauses subjoined to the clause containing them; that in 
this light they were viewed throughout the recorded proceedings of 
the convention which framed the Constitution; that the same was the 
light in which they were viewed by the State conyentions which 
ratified the Constitution, as is shown by the records of their proceed- 
ings; and that such was tbe case also in the First Congress under 
the Constitution, aceording to the evidence of their journals, when 
digesting the amendments afterwards made to the Constitution. It 
equally appears that the alleged power to eppropriate money to the 
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“common defense and general welfare” is either a dead letter or 
swells into an unlimited power to provide for unlimited purposes by all 
the means necessary and proper for those purposes. And it results 
finally that tf the Constitution does not gire to Congress the unquall- 
fied power to provide for the common defense and general welfare, the 
defect can not be supplied by the consent of the States, unless given 
in the form prescribed by the Constitution itself for its own amendment. 

As the people of the United States enjoy the great merit of having 
established a system of government on the basis of human rights, and 
of giving to it a form without example which, as they believe, unites 
the greatest national strength with the best security for public order 
and individual liberty, they owe to themselves, to their posterity, and 
to the world a preservation of the system in its purity, its symmetry, 
and its authenticity. This can only be done by a steady attention 
and sacred regard to the charter boundaries between the portion of 
the power vested in the Government over the whole and the portion 
undivested from the several governments over the parts composing 
the whole; and by a like attention and regard to the boundaries be- 
tween the several departments—leczislative, executive, and judictal— 
into which the aggregate power is divided. Without a steady eye to 
the landmarks between these departments the danger is always to be 
apprehended, either of mutual encroachments and alternate ascend- 
ancies incompatible with the tranquil enjoyment of private rights or 
of a concentration of all the departments of power into a single one, 
universally acknowledged to be fatal to public liberty, 

And without an equal watchfulness over the great landmarks between 
the Genera] Government and the particular governments the danger is 
certainly not less, of elther a gradual relaxation of the band which 
holds the latter together, leading to an entire separation, or of a grad- 
ual assumption of their powers by the former, leading to a consolida- 
tion of all the governments into a single one. 

The two vital characteristics of the political system of the United 
States are, first, that the Government holds Its powers by a charter 
granted to it by the people; second, that the powers of government 
are formed into two grand divisions—one vested in a government over 
the whole community, the other in a number of independent govern- 
ments over its component parts. Hitherto charters have been written 
grants of privileges by governments to the people. Here they are 
written grants of power by the people to their governments. 

Hitherto, again, all the powers of government have been, in’ effect, 
consolidated into one government, tending to faction and a foreign 
yoke among the people within narrow limits, and to arbitrary rule 
among a people spread over an extensive region. Here the established 
system aspires to such a division and organization of power as will 
provide at once for its harmonious exercise on the true principles of 
liberty over the parts and over the whole, notwithstanding the great 
extent of the whole; the system forming an innoyation and an epoch 
in the science of government no less honorable to the people to whom 
it owed its birth than auspicious to the political welfare of all others 
who may imitate or adopt it. 

As the most arduous and delicate task in this great work lay in the 
untried demarcation of the line which divides the general and the par- 
ticular governments by an enumeration and definition of the power of 
the former, more especially the legislative powers, and as the success 
of this new scheme of polity essentially depends on the faithful ob- 
servance of this partition of powers, the friends of the scheme, or, 
rather, the friends of liberty and of man, can not be too often earnestly 
exhorted to be watchful In marking and controlling encroachments by 
either of the governments on the domain of the other. 


VIII. 


VIEWS OF EDUCATORS, SOCIETIES, AND ORGANIZATIONS ON THE STERLING- 
TOWNER BILL. 

I here submit the views of prominent educators and public 
men and those of certain organizations and societies in the 
United States on the subject of Federal aid to education and 
the Sterling-Towner bill. 

Among those who have expressed themselves most forcibly 
against the Federal Government giving aid to education in the 
States may be mentioned ex-President Charles Eliot, of Har- 
vard; President Nicholas Murray Butler, of Columbia; Presi- 
dent McKinley, of the University of Illinois; President Lowell 
and Dean Briggs, of Harvard University; Mr. Inglis, director 
Harvard Graduate School of Education; President Hibben and 
Dean West, of Princeton ; President Goodnow, of John Hopkins; 
ex-President Hadley, of Yale; President Sills, of Bowdoin; 
President Jessup, of the University of Iowa; and Dean Sutton, 
of the University of Texas. É 

I offer also a resolution passed by the Evangelical Lutheran 
Synod of Missouri, Ohio, and other States during the past year 
on this subject: 


Whereas public education has thriven splendidly under our present 
system of State control and, on account of the differences between the 
States, might suffer grievously if it were supervised and regulated by a 
Faderal bureau; 


Whereas a Federal bureau of education must inevitably result in a 
limitation on State rights, a contraction of individual liberty, and an 
additional financial burden on the taxpayers; 

Whereas the definition of the term “Americanization” and the per- 
Petuation of religious liberty are of vital concern to us all and might 
be materially affected by a Federal bureau of education under political 
and denominational infinences; 

Whereas the Sterling-Towner bill now pending in Congress emtodies 
the probabilities and possibilities just mentioned: Now therefore be It 

Resolved by the Bvangelical Lutheran Synod of Missouri, Ohio, and 
other States, assembled in the national convention at Fort Wayne, Ind., 
from June 20 to 30, 1923, and representing more than a million members 
throughout the United States, That we are opposed to said bill. 


I also offer the views of one of the most distinguished and 
able churchmen in the South, Bishop Candler, of Georgia, on 
this subject: 


[Bishop Warren A. Candler, in the Western Recorder, May 10, 1923. 

Another case in point is that of the Towner-Sterling educational bill, 
which is an utterly unwise and indefensible measure. 

This measure secks to establish an executive department of educa- 
tion, similar to that of the Department of the Interior or the Depart- 
ment of Justice, with a secretary in the President's Cabinet to ad- 
minister {t, It would receive large annual appropriations for dis- 
tribution among the States, and the secretary by disbursing these large 
sums upon certain conditions could, and would, color and control the 
education of the youth of the Nation. 

It is far worse in all its features than the vicious “ Blair bill,” 
which the people opposed vigorously and defeated overwhelmingly about 
80 years ago. It proposes for the United States a thoroughly Prus- 
sianized system of education. The creation of a department of re- 
ligion with a secretary in the President’s Cabinet would be scurcely 
more injurious or more un-American, 

But some good people clamor for its adoption because they wish to 
extirpate ignorance and promote education in the land. Certain edu- 
cational associations, in which a group of officials propose all sorts of 
resolutions and secure their adoption by a body of unthinking delegates, 
have indorsed this dangerous bill. They claim the teachers of America 
are favorable to it. As a matter of fact an overwhelming majority of 
the teachers of the United States have never given it a thought. If 
they had, they would oppose it de an unwarranted and hurtful inter- 
ference by the Federal Government with the work of their noble pro- 
fession. All the people will unite against it as they did against the 
“ Blair dilt” about 30 years ago, once they understand it. 

But at present the people of the country are asleep on the subject, 
and they need to be aroused. They do not perceive the purpose of the 
bill nor apprehend the wretched consequences of the measure if it were 
adopted, 


The people will render a verdict similar to that given by the over- 
whelming majority of the members of the chamber of commerce once 
they are informed and aroused on the subject, and they can not be 
awakened too soon. 

This mischievous measure will be introduced in the next Congress, 
and the dextrous propagandists who have supported it heretofore will 
be working vigorously for it again. Indeed, the people should know 
that a number of lobbying bureaus and boards have headquarters at the 
National Capital and that by postal propagandism with the citizens of 
the country and personal appeals to Members of Congress they are 
constantly seeking to secure the passage of all sorts of paternalistic 
schemes that rob the Federal Treasury, prostrate the States to impotent 
provinces, and increase the burdens of Federal taxation. In cooperation 
with other unwortby agencies they are reducing the Federal Govern- 
ment to a most extravagant and wasteful cooperative society which dis- 
guises its extraction of millions of dollars annually from the pockets of 
the taxpayers by sending back a few paltry appropriations to local 
enterprises and selfish schemes of spurious reformers. 

They not only levy and collect taxes throngh Federal legislation which 
ought not to be levied, but by the most Insidious methods they denature 
the Government itself, displacing the freedom of a constitutional repub- 
dic with the tyranny of an unscrupulous bureaucracy. The Constitution, 
designed for the defense of the liberties of the people, is rapidly becom- 
ing av object of contempt upon the part of these demagogical bureau- 
crats. 

All the people may as weil understand that there is no money but 
their own in the Federal Treasury. * * œ» : 

The people themselves will be forced to furnish the money for all the 
sebemes of the bureaucrats, notwithstanding the pretenses of these 
propagandists that they are getting something out of the Government 
for “ the dear people.” 


In 1921 the Chamber of Commerce of the United States of 
America appointed a committee “to examine the question of 
the Federal Government's participation in education.” The 
committee was composed of eight members, and filed a majority 
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and minority report. The majority report, consisting of five 
members, opposed the creation of a Federal department of ed- 
ucation with a secretary in the President’s Cabinet; second, 
the enlarging the present Federal Bureau of Education; and 
third, Federal aid to education in the States on the 50-50 
basis. A minority of two took the other position, favoring 
those three propositions, while one member of the committee 
favored only one of the propositions practically, namely, that 
of enlarging the Bureau of Education. Their reports were sub- 
mitted by referendum to all of their subsidiary organizations 
throughout the States, which was closed February 9, 1923, 
with reports from 594 organizations on the subject. The propo- 
sitions submitted and the results on the balloting on each 
proposition were as follows: 


I. Do you favor the creation of a Federal department of education 
with a secretary in the President’s Cabinet? 


er es re ler rated ei oases aaa 4614 
Noted etc: een ROE Oe e A niente ron 1, 3194 
II. Do you favor enlarging the present Federal Bureau of Educa- 
tion ? ; 
e ats we ca nhs pecs 623 
Votes pp.. ee 1, O74 
III. Do you favor the principle of Federal aid to education in the 
States on the basis of the States appropriating sums equal to those 
given by the Federal Government? 


ML NOR Rt gia SEE gal ARES ayes a ee a ee SS AE et 527 
N. een ee ee eA ES DES ye en SS Rae ET eS Se 1, 200 


Under the by-laws the chamber Is committed on a proposition 
submitted to referendum by a two-thirds vote representing at 
least 20 States, provided at least one-third of the voting 
strength of the chamber has been polled. 

The result of the final count is that the chamber Is com- 
mitted in opposition to Propositions I and III. It is not com- 
mitted either for or against Proposition II. (See Special Bul- 
letin, March 9, 1923, Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States of America, Mills Building, Washington, D. C.) 

In examining this report, excluding the States from which 
only one organization reported, and there were seyeral of these, 
41 States through more than one organization made reports. 
Of the 41 States, 22 voted against all three propositions. Nine 
States voted for all three propositions. The latter States were 
North and South Dakota, Utah, Nebraska, Montana, Mis- 
sissippi, Florida, California, and Arizona. Ten States reported 
for some and against others, These States were as follows: 
Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Maine, Missouri, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, Rhode Island, South Carolina, and Washington. Of 
these latter 10 States, 7 reported aguinst I and III, so that of 
the 41 States, 12 voted for I and III, and 29 against I and III. 


IX, 


IMPERFECTIONS OF THE BILL IN ITS PROVISIONS, NATIONALIZATION OF 
EDUCATION, ETC. 

If this bill could fairly escape the criticisin of its unconsti- 
tutionality, and the appropriation by the Federal Government 
of money to the schools of the States was without legal objec- 
tion, the bill itself is open to the most serious objections. 

The first of these is. evidenced in the Keith and Bagley book 
and by publications of various societies in the country showing 
a purpose on the part of its advocates to nationalize, federalize, 
and standardize education in the United States. Such a 
scheme, without regard to its constitutionality, is unscientific, 
un-American, and must result in dissatisfaction and confusion. 

What is meant by the terms “nationalized,” “ federalized,” 
and “standardized” education in the United States? These 
are all suggested in the literature which has been produced ad- 
yocating this bill, although the bill itself declares that the 
control of education under this bill is to be left entirely with 
the several States. If the Federal Government is excluded 
from all control of the schools in the States, how can any one 


of these three be accomplished? There are two provisions in the 


bill which show how it is done, The Federal Government is 
given power to appropriate money to the schools and, second, 
to lay down conditions upon which the money can be received 
by the States. Those conditions will bring about the stand- 
ardization or nationalization of education into one uniform, 
inflexible system common to all the States, while the bill on its 
face gives the complete control of the schools to the States. 
The very words themselves, federalize, nationalize, and 
standardize, import a control which is confessedly denied under 
the Constitution to the Federal Government. Federalized arith- 
metic and nationalized geography and standardized psychology 
all denote most plainly the elimination of State control of those 
subjects. We want no uniform standard of education in the 
United States. It would be as fatal and as absurd as for the 


Federal Government to standardize or nationalize agriculture 
and apply the same methods to the pine-clad hills of Maine as 
to the orange groves of Florida. If the States have the right to 
control education, the right to control the standard, the meth- 
ods, the books, the teachers, the whole system must remain with 
the States. 

Even Keith and Bagley seem to seriously doubt whether this 
right to nationalize or standardize education is within the 
power of the Federal Government, for on page 154 they say: 


There is another reason for not attempting to prescribe by Federal 
legislation the methods of procedure by the States. Constitutionally 
the right to organize, superyise, and administer education within a 
State Is clearly the function of the State itself. If a State accepts a 
law with procedure specifically defined in it, it substantially enters into 
a contract with the Federal Government. It is an open and undeter- 
mined question whether such a contract is not Itself unconstitutional, 
In other words, can a State by contract surrender to the Federal Gov- 
ernment a function which the Constitution has reserved to the State? 


And yet their whole book is filled with arguments to show 
how this bill will federalize and will standardize education. 

To standardize or nationalize the school system of America is 
merely another word for transferring the system bodily from 
the control of the State to the control of the Federal Govern- 
ment. Having the power to impose conditions, that power will 
be exercised, and after the system gets into operation in future 
bills we will find new conditions imposed by the Federal Gov- 
ernment which will culminate in Federal control and the extin- 
guishment of the control of the States. 

The word nationalization carries with it the obliteration of 
State control and the adoption of national control. It carries 
with it the idea of one controlling central power at Washington 
to supervise the 48 systems of the States. One head to con- 
trol 48 different systems, which by this bill are declared to be 
free from such control. Or, if not, it means the obliteration of 
the 48 systems, merged into 1 system, the same for each of 
the 48 States. This doctrine of standardization of education 
has been well treated in a pamphlet issued by the American 
Council on Education at Washington in connection with the 
proposed Smith-Towner bill, as follows: 


The power to establish standards would unquestionably be the most 
influential prerogative of a department of education. Under the 
Smith-Towner bill the department is implicitly given this power. 
Through its ability to withhold appropriations unless State plans meet 
with its approval the department can establish minimum standards in 
some of the principal fields of educational effort, It is this implied 
power to coerce through shutting off supplies that constitutes in the 
minds of critics of the bill one of its principal dangers. Standards 
formulated in the serene seclusion of Washington may be imposed 
without debate or appeal upon institutions in all parts of the United 
States. Nothing is more likely to foster bureaucratic tendencies. 


No stronger statement on this subject has been made than the 
following: 


That all education should be in the hands of a centralized authority, 
whether composed of clergy or of philosophers, and be consequently all 
framed on the same model and directed to the perpetuation of the 
same type, is a state of things which, instead of becoming more ac- 
ceptable, will assuredly be more repugnant to mankind with every 
step of their progress in the unfettered exercise of their highest facul- 
ties, (John Stuart Mill. The Positive Philosophy of Auguste Comte, 
p. 92.) 


The Hon. Franklin K. Lane, ex-Secretary of the Interior, in 
his report to the President of February 28, 1920, says: 


Federal control of schools would be a curse because the inevitable 
effect of Federal control is to standardize, 


Second. The bill provides for the establishment of a Secre 
tary of Education, as a Cabinet officer, with power to unify and 
expand all of the supposed educational activities of the Federal 
Government. Exactly why an office of this character should be 
created it is difficult to see; confessedly the Federal Govern- 
ment has no control over the educational activities of the 
States, and yet it is here proposed to create an officer with 
nothing that he can do constitutionally. An officer not to ere- 
cute the law, but to break it. It would be as sensible on the 
part of the Government to abolish the Army of the United 
States and yet continue to appoint officers of the Army with 
nothing for them to command. Is it not enough that the 
people should be taxed to pay the salaries of officers who are 
carrying out the legitimate powers of the Government, and not 
be required to pay additional taxes to create thousands of new 
offices that can not constitutionally function? 

But the fatal objection to such an establishment, which must 
be evident to all, is that the creation of such a department 
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would bring the schools of the country into politics and make 
them the football“ of political parties in the wild appeals 
which would be made to the people in the political campuigns 
of the country. The vitality, the force, and efficiency of the 
schools depend on their absolute freedom from any political 
Intluence, and this security can not be had when the controlling 


power of the schools would be u political appointee. Millions 
upon millions of dollars in taxation would be needed to supply 
Stllaries for tens of thousands of new offices to be created under 
the bill. 

The theory that the Secretary of Education would be above 
political bias is simply absurd and can not be believed by any 
intelligent man who has an adequate conception of our form 
of government: His idealism and standardization would last 
for four years when a new appointee would come into office, 
and of course he would regard it as his duty to inflict his ideals 
and his: standards: upon the country. It Is difficult to contem- 
plate the political power which such an office would create in 
the Government, with 48 superintendents of schools in the dif- 
ferent States—all men of influence and power —with the super- 
intendents of schools of the counties and cities of each State 
under them; with the teachers of each county and ‘city. of the 
States under these State superintendents, to the number of 
600,000 in the United States, this army could and would be 
marshaled as a solid phalanx to carry a political election. And 
think of such an army) of lobbyists. The hundred million döl- 
lars carried by this bill would soon: be increased to billions. 
Consolidation and destruction of the Government would be in- 
evitable.. The history of Germany need ly be referred to as 
an example of such a system. 

Third. Should this bill become a law: it would doubtlessly re- 
sult either in the-impairment: or the destruction of the school 
systems of many of the States rather than the upbuilding of 
the same, which, of course, is the object of its proponents. It 
is inevitable that the power to couple. appropriations-with con- 
ditions can not exist without the school systems taking on the 
color and character of those who have the power to make the. 
conditions. This being the case, the schools will, of course, as- 
sume that character which a majority of the. States. desire 
them to have, for the Congress can prescribe standards of 
education indefinitely as a condition of their appropriation of 
money to the States. One of them in this bill is a “local 
school term of at least 24 weeks“ for each State that accepts 
this appropriation. 

Now, suppose Virginia. to have a school term of 20 weeks; 
by accepting this appropriation Virginia would agree with the 
Federal Government to make the term 24 weeks. Are not the 
four additional weeks agreed to by Virginia a control by the Fed 
eral Government of the school system of Virginia to that extent 
at least? So that, if the Constitution puts the control of the 
schools in the hands of the States, can the State, by consenting 
to that control being lodged in the hands of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, change the Constitution? Article V of the Constitn- 
tion, which provides for amending it, prescribes no such method. 
This is a new invention in constitutional development; and 
when it is remembered that this power in the Federal Govern- 
ment, it is claimed, may extend to any conditions, or any num- 
ber of conditions, is it not seen that each additional condition 
imposed will be additional control of the systems by the Federal 
Government? The advocates of this bill deny any desire to 
give the Federal Government control of the schools in the 
States, and yet they openly claim the power to make conditions 
which will give that control to the Federal Government. Things 
that are equal to the same thing are equal to each other, 
What. this proposition in the bill really means when analyzed 
Is this, that all that is left of the school systems of the States 
after all has been taken from them by conditions imposed by 
the Federal Government is to be left to State control. But 
the control given to the States of the school systems by the 
Constitution embraces the entire organization, administration, 
and execution of the systems, and by just so much as that broad 
and inclusive control is depleted and diminished by conditions 
imposed by the Federal Government, by just that much is that 
control unconstitutional and void. If a condition imposed by 
the Federal Government is complied with. by the State, that 
part of the school. system represented in the condition is as 
completely under the control of. the Federal Government as if 
such power were originally granted it in the Constitution itself. 
Then multiply these conditions as the years.go by and. see 
where the State control is left. 

The Secretary of Education is to be a member of the Cabinet. 
Our Government is a political government. One of the most 
Prominent politicians of his day in Virginia declared 
that the posttion of superintendent of schools of the State was the 
most valued asset of any political party that could secure it. 


With 600,000 school-teachers in the United States, with 48 
State school. superintendents; with thousands upon thousands of 
county superintendents; with the council of education provided 
for in this bill, all revolving in the same orbit, constituting an 
army “more terrible than an army with banners,“ to carry out 
the political program of the political secretary. of education, 
what would be the result? Would the systems be improved? 
Such a result means the. annihilation. of the school systems of 
the country by politics, In the literature promulgated on the. 
subject we find it argued that there would be much benefit to 
the country through the school system if teachers from other 
States could be brought into each State so.as to give the points 
of view of those brought up and educated in other surround- 
ings, that teachers of Virginia should be sent to Utah and 
North Dakota, and that teachers of Utah and North Dakota 
should be sent to Virginia, and it would not be surprising to 
find that the secretary of education might believe that the most 
enlightened writers of schoolbooks for children could be found 
alone in his or her own State or section. 

The power claimed to make conditions is a power to control 
the school system: To deny it is useless, and the practical effect 
of such principle is already seen in the bill for Federal aid to 
roads and the Federal Board for Vocational Education, which 
were at first as modest and considerate as are the authors of 
this bill; but after the operation of a few years, in the case of 
roads, it is seen that not a mile of road is built under the 
Pederal-aid system except as approved first by the Federal 
Government; and in the case of vocational education the board 
controlling that system now disburses Federal money, “laying, 
down regulations, controlling, inspecting, and dictating the man- 
ner in which vocational education shall be carried on by the 
States, the cities, and towns and other local educational units.“ 

The issue is clear; the passage of the first bill that starts 
this iniquitous system must be fought—obdsta principiis: Giving; 
control to the States in this bill fools nobody. The next bill 
may take it all from the States by imposing conditions. “ Surely 
in vain the net is spread in the sight of any bird.” 

This bill contains a condition that each State must have a 
compulsory system of education. 

Gen. James A. Garfield, in the House of Representatives, June 
8, 1866, on the bill to establish a bureau of education, said: 


The genius of our Government does not allow us to establish d com- 
pulsory system of education, as is done in some of the countries of 
Europe. There are States in this Union, however, which. have adopted 
a compulsory system; and perhaps that is well. It is for each State 
to determine, 


Ik, as General Garfield says, the question of a compulsory 
system of education is for each State to determine, how can 
Congress in this bill propose a. compulsory system in each State 
as one of the conditions upon which each State shall receive 
this appropriation? Garfield was an earnest friend of educa- 
tion, but he could not indorse sueh violation of the: Constitution: 
as this. 

Fourth: This, bill gives to Congress the power to appropriate 
money to the States for school purposes, and with such grant 
relinguishes any control ihatsoever f he money granted and 
places that control in the hands of another government. This: 
is a plain surrender of a plain trust duty residing in Congress 
to control the expenditure of all money appropriated by it. 

The duties confided to Congress are trust duties. The great 

powers to lay and collect taxes and to appropriate money are 
the highest trust duties; to use the power to gather money from 
the people by taxation, and then by appropriation give thut 
money to a State without let or hindrance by Congress is an 
abandonment of a trust duty which no court will sustain. Even- 
if the money is appropriated to the State to carry out a pur- 
pose within the control of Congress, it is clearly an unauthor- 
ized abandonment of their trust duty to control the people's: 
money, and if the money be appropriated to a State—another 
government—to carry out a purpose denied to Congress, their 
guilt is only enhanced. If the Federal: Government retains 
partial control, this is equally unconstitutional, for “Congress. 
can not delegate the powers confided to it” at all. How can 
the United States Government surrender, control of. its own 
funds. into the hands of another government and keep faith 
with the people as their chosen trustee? The people, in mak- 
ing our Constitution, never intended that the taxes wrung from 
them should be used and administered by another distinct gov- 
ernment. No, trustee, charged with a duty, and accepted by 
him, can escape his responsibility under the trust who. abandons. 
his trust by surrendering it to another. 
Fifth. As a corollary of then last doctrine asserted, it follows 
that no law of Congress would be walid that takes away a duty 
devolving upon Congress and seeks to place it in the hands of 
‘another power or government. 
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Black on Constitutional Law, third edition, page 287, says: 


It is clear in the first place that Congress can not pass any law 
altering the form or frame of the Government, curtailing the autonomy 
of the United States, or subjecting the Government to the influence or 
ascendency of any foreign power. 


This principle is so clear that it hardly needs affirmaticn or 
discussion. A minute examination of this bill shows it to be 
clearly subject to this objection. Such examination will show 
its revolutionary character and will show with equal clear- 
ness the attempted grant of power to the one or the other 
which is denied to it in the Constitution, or the exclusion of 
the one or the other from the exercise of a power granted to it. 
Neither can be admitted. 

Finally: Why should we by this bill increase the debt of the 
Government $100,000,000, or more likely by $500,000,000, in 
five years when every patriot in the country is striving to 
reduce it? Are we willing to pay such a price for the chance 
of mixed schools? For imported teachers, not of our own 
choice? Or for books selected by the secretary of education 
for the children of the schools? This bill also represents a 
large spoke in the large wheel of consolidation, which unless 
checked will finally place all of the interests of the people of 
the United States, national and local, in a consolidated empire 
at Washington. Time would fail me to record even a partial 
list of the bills that have become laws and those that are press- 
ing for consideration involving appropriations to the States. 
Each is a spoke in this great wheel of consolidation. Most of 
them rely upon money drawn from the States by taxation and 
brought to Washington to be sent back to the States for the 
discharge of State functions. Business methods would suggest 
that this mone¥ should be left in the States for the discharge 
of State functions and not be subjected to the losses incident 
to its transfer to Washington and its retransfer to the States 
by the employment of thousands of extra employees to do this 
Work. No business corporation would ever stand for such a 
system. This bill attempts to appropriate $100.000,000. In five 
years, should this bill go through, we may expect the appropria- 
tion to be $500,000,000. 

The maternity law passed two years ago that carried an in- 
significant appropriation, in the budget for this year has 
largely increased that amount. If it should ever be uniformly 
adopted by the States, in a few years it will require millions 
of dollars annually. How can this tax-ridden people stand 
such burdens? This policy seems to be invoked in every de- 
scription of legislation, but for fear some State power might 
have been omitted in its transfer to the Federal Government, we 
find pressing for consideration a bill to create a “General 
Welfare Department" to complete the concentration of all 
powers of the States in the Federal Government. Bureaus and 
commissions of every kind and description, moving in indepen- 
dent orbits, drain the public Treasury of taxes drawn from the 
people and add to the congestion of powers in Washington. 

With a national debt of $22,.000,000,000; with an annual 
interest charge of about $1,000,000,000; with the people crying 
for relief from the burdens of war taxation; with this bill 
offering to give the States $100,000,000, an additional burden to 
the people, may not the question seriously be asked of the 
States, in Biblical language, “Js it a time to receive money, 
and to receive garments, and olive yards, and vineyards, and 
sheep, and oxen?” 

What matters it that the Treasury Department can pay off 
800,000,000 of the debt if we stand here prepared to add 10 
times that amount by the bills that are pressing? The first 
duty of a legislator is to reduce this debt and thereby reduce 
taxation, and if this bill is passed the debt of the Government 
and the taxation of the people will both be largely increased. 
Not only that, but the bill represents a vicious principle seen in 
so many bills now before Congress of attempting, by indirec- 
tion, to transfer powers to the Federal Government which, 
under the Constitution, belong to the States, until the concen- 
tration of power at Washington in this the greatest republic of 
modern times will soon rival the condition which existed in 
Germany at the outbreak of the late war, when all power had 
been taken from the people in their localities and concentrated 
in Berlin; and this bill, and others of like character, are not 
only increasing the debt of the country and thereby increasing 
taxation, but they are concentrating in the city of Washington 
powers which should remain in the States. 

Germany to-day is suffering from this very principle, and is 
a sad example of it. In the forests of Germany the Anglo- 
Saxon principle of local self-government was first developed. 
That principle was brought to England by the Saxons and 
nurtured in the congenial atmosphere of the mother country. 
Our fathers brought it to this country and first planted it on 
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the banks of the “Noble James” at Jamestown, Va. Note 
the difference in the development of the two civilizations. We 
took the principle from the Saxon commonwealth and have 
faithfully developed it in this country until recent years. Local 
self-government has been the shibboleth of those who believe 
in the highest development of the individual man. It teaches 
the principle that where the Government touches him closest, 
in his home, that there his power as a citizen should be greatest 
to defend and protect that home; and what, I ask, comes closer 
to the home than schools? And, therefore, when we are brought 
face to face here in Congress with the bold attempt asserted in 
these bills to destroy that principle of home rule and substitute 
in its place a consolidated Government embracing not only 
national but the local powers of the people at home, I find 
myself, in duty bound to the noble people I represent, to resist 
such bills to the uttermost. 

I beg any man to look at the history of Germany and see how 
year by year and century by century the local powers which 
originally belonged to the people had become concentrated in 
Berlin in one iron hand, and its results! Concentration of 
power results in irritation, congestion, and inflammation in 
the body politic and the destruction of liberty; and, like the 
human body suffering with inflammation, needs a counter- 
irritant to draw out such inflammation. A mustard plaster in 
the latter case will usually relieve the patient, and in the 
former the return of the local powers of which the people in 
their States, counties, and districts have been stripped will 
bring the desired relief. The experiment of free government 
in this American Republic is at stake. The fight is on. 

I invoke the aid of patriotic men of every creed and party 
to put their armor on and resolve never to take it off until 
the victory is won for the integrity of our own Constitution, 
the only hope of this American Republic. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HILL of Maryland. In view of the fact that the cus- 
tomary time for the adjournment of the House has come, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House for three-quarters of 
an hour on Monday instead of to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Maryland [Mr. Hi] 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for three-quarters 
of an hour on Monday next. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HILL J, but I ask 
in that connection that following the gentleman from Maryland 
I may have two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Branton] 
asks unanimous consent that on Monday next, following the 
address of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HILL], he may 
address the House for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 15 minutes following the addresses by 
the gentlemen who have already been allotted time on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mc- 
Keown] asks unanimous consent to address the House for 15 
minutes on Monday next following the gentlemen who have 
already been allotted time. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend in the Recoxp an article written by Mr. Mondell, formerly 
floor leader of this House, on the general subject of Congress 
and its work. I asked permission to extend this article in the 
Recorp just before the holidays. On first presentation it was 
objected to by a Member or two, but those Members, after an 
examination of the article, withdrew their objection, but too late 
for me to get permission before the House adjourned for the holi- 
days. I now ask permission to extend this article in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Tu. 
sox] asks unanimous consent to extend in the Recorp an 
article written by Mr. Mondell on the general subject of Con- 
gress. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted to me 
to extend my remarks I include the following: 

WHAT'S THE MATTER WITH CONGRESS? 
(By Hon. Frank Wheeler Mondell, floor leader in the last two Con- 
gresses, ) 

In propounding the inquiry which forms the title of this article, with 
a view to suggesting some possible answers thereto, it may not be amisa 
to acquaint the reader with the fact that when on March 4 last the 
Sixty-seventh Congress closed its sessions 28 years had elapsed sinco I 
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first took my seat as a Member of the House of Representatives. With 
the exception of two years of involuntary retirement following the 
campaign of 1896, when a free-silyer candidate occupied the seat, I had 
served continuously in the House as the lone representative of the Com- 
monwealth of Wyoming and the last four years as floor leader of the 
Republican majority. 

Twenty-eight years is a brief period in-the tides of time, but it is a 
Jong span in the life of a man and a very considerable one in that of a 
nation when important history is in the making. The period of my 
service covered all or a part of the administrations of six Presidents 
Cleveland, McKinley, Roosevelt, Taft, Wilson, and Harding—and of five 
Speakers—Reed, Henderson, Cannon, Clark, and Gillett—and wit- 
nessed all the stirring and important legislative battles and accomplish- 
ments which this list of illustrious names calls to mind. 

During this time we fought two foreign wars, extended our boundaries 
and our jurisdiction from the continent of America to the islands of the 
eastern and western seas, planted our flag in the fartherest Orient, and 
united the two great oceans at Panama, Speaking now from the view- 
point of the balance of the world, the Republic in this period passed 
from the condition of an isolated and comparatively unimportant west- 
ern nation to a position of acknowledged world supremacy in power and 
moral influence. Measuring our activities by expenditures, we pro- 
gressed from an annual outlay of half a billion dollars to the expendi- 
ture, during the World War, of $33,000,000,000 in a twelve-month and 
to the present budget of nearly $4,000,000,000. 


CHANGE IN ATTITUDE TOWARD GOVERNMENT. 


The period has been one of profound change of opinion and viewpoint 
on the part of a majority of our people with regard to tremendously 
important policies. and even principles of government. As a result we 
have embarked upon many enterprises of government new to the earlier 
view, touching the limitation of Federal authority and the safe and 
proper field of publie activity. This change of view has not been wholly 
confined to the people of any particular class or party; in fact, it has 
been most noticeable, in some important instances, among those whose 
historic faith strongly inclined them to a narrow and restricted view 
of the proper field of government activity. 


CONGRESS ACTS IN RESPONSE TO PUBLIC DEMAND. 


Whether all of our new ventures and undertakings of government have 
been wise, whether all of our new departures in legislation and in 
administration shall proye to be sound and workable, only the acid test 
of experience can demonstrate. It is beyond controversy, however, that 
these things have come to pass by reason of widespread and very active 
and insistent public demand. Perhaps the most curious feature of it all 
is the fact that we have so expanded and extended the jurisdiction and 
activities of the Federal Government with so few changes in our organic 
law. In this connection one is reminded of Mr. Dooley’s observation to 
Mr. Hennessey to the effect that, whether or not the Constitution follows 
the flag, the Supreme Court follows the election returns. 

In carrying out the tremendous program of extension and expansion 
of Federal jurisdiction and activity, both within and without the pur- 
view of new constitutional amendments, the Congress has held the 
laboring oar, has been the instrument through which the supposedly 
popular will has been crystallized into statute law. It is possible, of 
course, that a Congress may misunderstand or misinterpret the public 
and the national will and purpose. It may neglect or refuse to carry 
into effect a fairly definite national mandate, but none of these condi- 
tions can, under our form of government, long continue. Beyond ques- 
tion, in the long run the laws enacted by the Congress fairly reflect the 
majority sentiment, and those things within its jurisdiction which it 
fails or declines to do may safely be assumed to lack the continuous, at 
least the persistent, support of a majority of the people. To deny this 
would be to confess the failure of our system of legislation, 

THE TENDENCY TO BELITTLE CONGRESS, 


The Congress being the instrument for carrying out the popular will 
in legislation, reflecting as it does, in the main and in the long run— 
approximately, at least—the view and purpose of a majority of the 
people, it might naturally be expected that it would be a highly esteemed 
and popular institution. I doubt if even the best friend of the Congress 
would be justified in asserting that this is entirely and continuously 
true. Individual Members of oth House and Senate are very generally 
highly esteemed and respected, particularly by those who know them 

` best—which is the highest proof of quality—and the fact that men of 
the highest culture and position frequently put forth great efforts to 
Secure seats in one body or the other is conclusive proof of the public 
appraisal of senatorial and congressional service. Notwithstanding all 
this, it must be admitted that the Congress as a body is far oftener 
subjected to hostile criticism than it is made the recipient of approval 
and that it riyals even mothers-in-law and the “ filvver” as the butt 
and subject of the jokesmith. 

As a student of congressional affairs and of the attitude of the press 
and public toward the Congress, I am inclined to the opinion that there 
is nothing particularly anomalous nor necessarily alarming in the atti- 
tude of criticism to which I have referred. In fact, it is not noyel; 
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and taking into consideration the increasing number of vital issues that 
Congress is called upon to meet and the growth in the number and 
diversity of organs for the expression of public opinion, it is by com- 
parison neither as general nor as violent as it was formerly. On the 
other hand, in the very nature of the case, there is bound to be an 
increase in the variety and volume of criticism of legislation, and there- 
fore of legislative bodies. if we continue, as it seems likely we shall, to 
enlarge the field and widen the character of Federal activities, and 
particularly as we more and more lay a restraining or a directing hand 
on the individual and augment his burdens and responsibilities. 


CRITICISM TO BE EXPECTED. 


No fortunate possessor of a large income can be expected to be happy 
in the payment of a considerable income tax, but this fact does not 
restrain the criticism on the part of him who, being less fortunate in 
his income, berates the Congress because it has not placed a greater 
burden on the rich. There is no thirsty “wet” but who will criticize 
a statute even reasonably enforcing the eighteenth amendment; but 
there are a multitude of “drys” who will always doubt if the law has 
sufficient “teeth” or is properly enforced. A considerable number of 
people view with alarm any plan of ship subsidy; but many, including 
some of the aforesaid, complain bitterly because Congress appropriates 
for Federal operation of the fleet. Some rail at Congress because of 
legislation proposed in the interest of the farmers, but a lot of the 
folks from the home region of the “farm bloc” insist that Congress 
has not done enough for the farmer. Whatever may be the attitude 
of Congress on these and countless other matters, there is certain to be 
a flood of criticism, and the wider the field and the greater the variety 
of the interests affected the louder the chorus of disapproval. 

THE “GRIST” OF CONGRESS, 

The active legislator frequently notes curiously contradictory criticism 
from the same source. For instance, a certain astute political manager, 
realizing the advertising value of slogans, dubbed the Sixty-seventh 
Congress in its first session “The do-nothing Congress.” The epithet 
sounded well, and it went far afield. In the meantime the Congress 
proceeded to consider and dispose of a very considerable number of 
exceedingly important problems and to transact in the aggregate an 
enormous volume of business, and at its close it became my duty as 
majority floor leader to set forth in some detail its accomplishments, 
In performing this duty, after calling attention to the important char- 
acter and complex nature of many of the problems considered, I made 
some reference to the vast volume of business transacted, referring to 
the fact that 931 laws had been placed upon the statute books. This 
announcement was a veritable red rag to the “ Do-nothing Congress" 
journals, and they quite exhausted their vocabulary in the denuncia- 
tion of a Congress that had seen fit to grind out so large a legislative 
grist. 

In view of the fact that, whatever may be its faults and short- 
comings, the Congress does place upon the statute books many meas- 
ures having back of them a tremendous force and yolume of favorable 
public sentiment, it might be expected that it would receive a con- 
siderable amount of warm and spontaneous public approval. But that 
is not our national habit. 

Every important legislative proposal has its more or less im- 
portant divisions of plan and detail with regard to which it is in- 
evitable there should be honest differences of opinion. Out of these 
differences spirited contests frequently arise, and the outcome may 
be a measure generally approved in principle and generously “ damned“ 
in detail. Principles and policies may ordinarily be stated in brief 
and simple terms, and, so stated, receive general approval; but their 
application to problems and conditions frequently subjects the legis- 
lative body attempting them to the criticism of both friend and foe, 
Out of such conditions any considerable amount of unqualified ap- 
proval is scarcely to be expected. 

HOUSE PROCEDURE: SPEAKERS REED, CANNON, CLARK, AND GILLETT. 

It is quite natural, perhaps, that there should be, from time to 
time, severe criticism of methods of congressional procedure; in fact, 
a certain amount of criticism of this character is likely to be chronic. 
Whatever may be one’s legislative slant or interest, unless things 
are going more smoothly than can be ordinarily expected or more 
rapidly than they should consistent with the best results, the disap- 
pointed or impatient one is likely to lay the blame to faulty organi- 
zation. I began my service under Czar Reed. I was compara- 
tively young, as congressional ages go, and neither then nor at any 
time during my service did I have the advantage of the influence that 
frequently attaches to membership in a large State delegation or 
from a State and region haying commanding or pivotal importance. 
Nevertheless I fared well, and without especial pleading, in commit- 
tee assignments important to my section; and I enjoyed a similar ex- 
perience under Speakers Henderson and Cannon. 

In those earlier years the outcry against Reed's “ czarism™ and 
the Reed rules was in the main partisan, but it had some vogue for 
a considerable period of time. Hepburn, of Iowa, maintained a per- 
sistent opposition to some features of the rules, particularly the 


rule with regard to recognition for debate, but the country did not 
take the matter seriously and that particular rule was never modified. 
Then came the hue and cry against Cannon and “Cannonism,” re- 
sulting eventually in the revolutionary action through which the 
Speaker was shorn of a large share of his powers. It was inevitable 
that with the growth of sentiment in the country favorable to the 
extension and enlargement of Federal activities and to a more liberal 
and nation-wide view of existing problems there should come a brond- 
ening of responsibility In the organization of the House. The con- 
centration of control in the Speaker and the Committee on Nules, 
while it undoubtedly tended to efficiency, hampered and prevented the 
development and expression of the broader and more advanced view- 
point. The grievanees forming the excuse for the spectacular attack 
which a favorable political situation rendered successful had little 
merit, but conditions were ripening for a plan of organization more 
in harmony with the political view and spirit of the times. 

Following the modification of the rules under Speaker Cannon came 
the further changes under Speaker Champ Clark; but the present 
system of organization and management in the House was not effected 
until four years ago, as the outcome of the contest in which, while 
Mr. Gtr won the Speakership, the Mann adherents secured control 
of the organization. Having been selected as majority floor leader 
under the new plan of organization and having served in that capacity 
until my voluntary retirement from the House, I shall not attempt 
to pass judgment on that plan. That it renders the work of House 
management much more difficult and trying to those charged with 
responsibility than did the old scheme of centralized authority there 
ean be no donbt. That it necessitates more general, generous, and 
continuous consideration by the organization of the sometimes widely 
varying views of the majority there can be no question. 

The retention of the confidence and respect of the House was always 
essential to successful leadership and management; but in addition 
the new plan necessitates free and full and continuous consultation 
and acquaintance with and a reasonable consideration of every shade 
of opinion among the responsible majority, as well as reasonable 
consideration of the views of the minority. If the majority, realizing 
its responsibility, will give proper support to the organization which 
it may choose, and the management is wise in its recognition of the 
varying opinions that may exist among the members of its supporting 
majority, the new plan, with or without modification, ought to, and 
I have no doubt will, prove successful in reflecting in its labors the 
best judgment of the House. 

THE DEMAND FOR A STRONGER LEADERSHIP, 


Of late it has been popular in certain quarters to complain of the 
alleged lack of leadership in the Congress. Curiously enough, much of 
this criticism comes from the same general sources that at one time de- 
nounced “Czar” Reed and at another launched philippics against 
Cannon and “ Cannonism.” One thing Is quite certain, unless we shall 
return to a control of the House of Representatives by a triumvirate 
there can be no such thing as a powerful leader in the sense of one who 
can command and compel the carrying out of his will and wishes. In 
fact, that could not always be accomplished even under the old order. 

I well remember the time when President Roosevelt made his famous 
compact with Messrs. Cannon, Payne, and Dalzell, under which he was 
not to insist upon an immediate revision of the tariff, provided certain 
specified legislation passed the House. There were quite a number of 
Republican Members who would, as loyal party men, have been seriously 
embarrassed had they in the first instance been Informed of the terms 
of that agreement and requested to adhere to it. Fortunately we were 
not so informed until we were well started on the road of insurgency 
and quite “off the reservation,” and there was no honorable way of 
turning back. While the powerful House organization, aided by the 
President, and in one case by the minority, did carry out the agree- 
ment to the letter as far as the House was concerned, sufficient stir 
was made to raise friends in the Senate and in the country for our 
contentions and eventually they were sustained. 


A SMALLER HOUSE WOULD BE MORE EFFICIENT, 


Unquestionably the House of Representatives would do better work 
if the body were smaller. Possibly, In expressing that opinion, I should 
apologize for the fact that in the first session of the Sixty-seventh Con- 
gress I approved a plan which contemplated an increase. I took that 
Position because, having failed to secure legislation for the reappor- 
tionment of Representatives contemplated, if not commanded, by the 
Constitution after the taking of each decennial census, I felt it my duty 
to assist in passing a reapportionment bill under the new census on the 
only terms that seemed obtainable. I am glad now that the effort 
failed. Since it is generally admitted that the House would function 
more satisfactorily If reduced from its present membership of 435 to 
800 or 350, it will no doubt be suggested that the Congress is derelict 
in its duty in not making the reduction. Assuming for the sake of 
argument that the Members of Congress are sufficiently disinterested 
and self-sacrificimg to agree to legislate themselves out of districts—for 
a reduction would place the seats of the great majority in jeopardy— 
the folks at home who mana uch things and who take pride In 
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having large delegations would probably veto the plan. In view of 
these conditions, any considerable reduction In the size of the House 
can be brought about only by an overwhelming public sentiment operat- 
ing to that end, and it is to be hoped that suficient public interest may 
be aroused to overcome ‘the selfish and local interests which now de- 
mand an increase, 

GREAT GAINS FROM BUDGET SYSTEM. 


Few realize the triumph effected for the cause of efficiency and 
economy in government by the adoption of the budget system and by 
placing the authority to originate appropriations in the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the hands of a single committee. The adoption of the 
budget system and the modification of the rules which accompanied it 
undoubtedly greatly strengthened the position of the House In the 
control of appropriations; but the surrender of authority by the mem- 
bers of the various powerful committees that formerly reported appro- 
Priation bills constitutes one of the finest examples in legislative his- 
tory of the voluntary relinquishment of power and jurisdiction. 

It is true that not all Members of the House are entirely reconciled 
to the new plan of a single appropriating committee, but the change 
is so clearly in the public interest that I do not anticipate any serious 
effort to return to the old system. There is need, however, of a modi- 
fication of the Rules of the House with a view to giving important 
committees—tike those having to do with military, naval, and foreign 
affairs, agriculture, and interstate and foreign commerce—a_ secure 
and privileged status for the presentation of their more important 
legislation. It would be well, indeed, if in consideration of such a 
change in rules the committees that formerly reported appropriation 
bills which carried a considerable portion of the legislation coming 
within their jurisdiction would adopt the policy of consolidating their 
legislation in the form of omnibus bills. Such a policy has been suc- 
cessfully effected by the Committee on Indian Affairs and, to a certain 
extent, by several other committees. These changes would tend to 
eliminate at least one legitimate ground for complaint of delay on the 
part of the Congress. 


THE SENATE’S PART IN CAUSING DELAY, 


The Constitution provides that “All bills for raising revenue shall 
originate in the House of Representatives; but the Senate may propose 
or concur with amendments, as on other bills;” and the Senate has 
interpreted the latter clause of this provision as, giving it authority 
and jurisdiction over revenue measures equal to that of the House. As 
a result, It has become the fashion of the Senate to scrutinize care- 
fully and consider thoroughly revenue, and particularly tariff, meas- 
ures. In fact, in the last Congress the Senate spent almost 13 months 
in consideration of the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill, and amended it 
so vitally that nearly a month was required in the conference to adjust 
the differences between the two Houses. This delay of the tariff bill, 
at a time when the country was expecting and demanding tariff Jegis- 
lation, was undoubtedly largely responsible for the vogue which the 
“Do-nothing Congress slogan acquired. 

It seems to be no part of the people's business to discriminate crit- 
ically between the two bodies of Congress, the Senate and the House. 
Perhaps this is entirely as it should be, so far as it relates to approval 
or disapproval of legislative enactments; but it is not so evident that 
such an attitude is either fair or reasonable when the criticism is occa- 
sioned by delay or failure to act, and that delay or failure may be 
chargeable to but one branch of Congress. 

Of late years the time of the Senate has been occupied to a greater 
extent than formerly with the consideration of foreign affairs, over 
which it has exclusive jurisdiction. In all likelihood the consideration 
of questions of this nature will in the future consume an Increasing 
proportion of the time of the Senate. These duties can be performed 
without any overburdening of the Senate, as compared with the House, 
owing to the fact that the House must give much time and attention 
to the consideration of all the details of appropriation bills, since it 
originates them, whereas the Senate, except in cases of wide differences 
of opinion in matters of policy, frequently considers on the floor of the 
Senate only proposed Senate amendments and the more important items 
in controversy. The Senate committees do give considerable time and 
attention to appropriation bills, but the Senate itself can and gencrally 


does dispose of them very speedily. 
THR SHIP SUBSIDY BILL—LACK OF CLOTURE. 


Reference to the delay in the Senate of the Fordney-McCumber tariff 
bill and the criticism that grew out of it brings to mind the Jong- 
drawn-out contest in that body over the shipping bill. This measure 
passed the House November 29, 1922, at the special session; went to 
the Senate at once, and remained there, the subject of a continuous 
and persistent filibuster, until the gavel fell on the 4th of March, 1923. 

The Senate has oo cloture; that is, it has no effective rule under 
which a majority can bring debate to an end. ‘This fact has led un- 
kindly critics to refer to the Senate as a “ debating society.” But that 
is hardly fair to debating societies, because they do eventually decide 
who wins, while a successful filibuster in the Senate prevents any de- 
cision being reached. The Senate, so far as the writer is now informed, 
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is the only legislative body in the world that has not some rule under 
which the majority may, when ready to do so, bring a pending question 
to a vote and final decision. 

There was a time when the fact that the Senate had no cloture was 
of little importance. Originally it had but 26 Members, and there was 
so little for it to do that time hung heavily on the hands of the Sena- 
tors and there was no reason for hurrying anything. In those days 
and for a long time thereafter no one thought of conducting a filibuster 
or talking a bill to death. As no one thought of doing it, why have a 
rule to prevent it? But times and conditions and the Senate have 
changed. August and dignified representatives of sovereign States, 
chosen by carefully selected legislatures, have made way for Senators 
the products of primaries and of universal suffrage. The Senate grew 
to a membership of 96 when all of our contiguous continental territory 
came to Statehood. 

In the meantime problems grew and multiplied. Roth the volume 
and importance of legislation increased prodigiously; and If the affairs 
of the country are now to be thoroughly considered, even in the long 
congressional sessions which have become and are likely to continue to 
be the rule, there is no time for endless discussion of questions unre- 
lated to the matter in hand; for long speeches delivered largely for the 
purpose of wearing away the time of the session. 


AN INTOLERABLE SITUATION, 


The most direct, and therefore the most apparent, ill effect of a suc- 
cessful Senate filibuster is the defeat of the measure against which it 
was directed. Thus, the filibuster of last winter prevented a decision 
by the Congress of the momentous question of what is to be done with 
serviceable units of the great fleet which cost the Nation nearly $3,000,- 
000,000 to build and on a portion of which the Shipping Board was at 
one time expending annually from fifty to sixty million dollars of the 
people's money for expense of operation in excess of income, while the 
remainder lay rotting at anchor, 

The present administration, while improving the service, has suc- 
ceeded in reducing the cost of operation over income by more than half; 
but this improvement and economy leaves the primary issue unsettled. 
The country and the administration are entitled to a decision on this 
tremendously important question. The House passed the so-called 
ship subsidy bill by a substantial majority. The Senate had an entire 
session of Congress In which to make up its mind and record its judg- 
ment in the matter; but after endless, fruitless, and aimless debate 
the Congress came to an end with the question quite as far from 
settlement ag it was at the beginning. 

Do the American people, as represented in the Congress, desire to 
maintain or to attempt to maintain a merchant fleet through the 
medium of a subsidy as proposed in the House bill? Do they desire 
the Government to continue to operate merchant ships as it is now 
doing? Or, on the other hand, is it the will of the people that the 
ships owned by the Government, from the mighty Leviathan io the 
most unserviceable wooden hull, be disposed of on the best terms chtain- 
able? No one can answer these questions definitely, because a minority 
in the Senate prevented the Congress from registering its opinion. 
Consequently the administration, denied a decision in the matter, is 
doing the best it can to handle a situation which never should have 
been allowed to develop. 

It oceurs to me that no argument is necessary to demonstrate the 
fact that a situation like this is intolerable. It is legislative anarchy. 
There may be, and no doubt is, a wide diversity of opinion in the coun- 
try as to what disposition should have been made of the flest; but 
there can be no difference in opinion as to the duty of Congress to dis- 
charge its responsibility and settle the matter one way or the other. 

A FILIBUSTER MAY HOLD UP AN ENTIRE LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM, 

While the failure of the legislative measure, against which a filibuster 
is directed, is the most apparent of the unfortunate effects of the lack 
of a yote-enforcing rule in the Senate, it is by no means the most 
regrettable or menacing. The indirect effects on the legislative program 
in general are much more harmful. Unfortunate as it is to have the 
settlement of a question involving vast expenditures and a Government 
policy of primary importance delayed indefinitely, there are infinitely 
greater possibilities of harm In baving the entire legislative program of 
the country subjected for an indefinite period to the whims and caprices 
of the managers of a chronic filibuster. 

The entire uppropriation and legislative program of the recent ses- 
sion of Congress was considered in the Senate under a flag of truce in 
the intervals in which the managers of the Senate filibuster were 
pleased to make way for measures other than the shipping bill. No 
argument is needed to convince anyone at all familiar with legislative 
procedure that legislation can not be properly and fairly considered 
under such circumstances. What compromises in legislative plans and 
provisions were necessary from time to time to secure the temporary 
muzzling of the filibustering batteries, no one, except those who arranged 
the details of the legislative truces, can know. That the conditions were 
fayorable to the presentation and acceptance of legislative compromises 
and conditions, no one can deny, 

During this period the Senate passed on one occasion more than 100 
bills in about the same number of minutes, There was not time to read 
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even the titles in full, if they were long. It is true that some of these 
measures were comparatively unimportant, but quite a number of them 


treated of matters of moment and involved heavy expenditures. Appro- 
priation bills containing thousands of items were passed with the read- 
ing of only a few Senate amendments, Under the circumstances, this 
procedure could not be avoided; otherwise appropriation bills would 
have failed and an extra session would have been inevitable. But the 
flag of truce was never utilized for the consideration of any measure to 
which there was serious objection on the part of the minority; and 
thus the filibuster directed against one measure operated to render im- 
possible the proper consideration of all, and eventually prevented any 
action on a number of measures of importance in addition to the ship- 
ping bill. 

This lack of a cloture in the Senate and the legislative throttling. 
which it renders possible have a profound and unfortunate effect upon 
all legislation and legislative procedure not only in the Senate, but also, 
unfortunately and unhappily, in the House, No legislative program 
can be carried out in the most satisfactory fashion without consultation 
and cooperation between the responsible managers of the two bodies of 
Congress with regard to the plan of legislative procedure and the time 
and sequence in which measures are to be considered. Manifestly such 
agreements and understandings are difficult, if not impossible, in the 
face of a situation where the legislative managers in one body can form 
no definite or intelligent opinion as to how long a legislative hold-up 
may continue or as to when it may be temporarily suspended. 

The existence of a state of filibuster affords the finest possible oppor- 
tunity for the presentation of demands for amendment or modification 
of any or all of the measures considered. In fact, I have been sur- 
prised at times at the moderation displayed in this regard, in view of 
the extraordinary opportunity. Nevertheless, these legislative hold-ups 
occur often. 

I know there are defenders of the Senate rule of unlimited debate. 


As I have already pointed out, there was a time when that rule was 


not objectionable, because it was not abused. The lack of a cloture 
rule unquestionably magnifies the importance of the individual Senator, 
but just as certainly reduces the stature of the Senate as a body. No 
one has the right under our form of government to be the potential 
possessor of a practically unlimited legislative veto, and that is what 
the lack of a cloture in the Senate amounts to. The President may 
exercise the veto only in the open, taking full responsibility, but even 
then, by a two-thirds vote, the Congress may override him; but the 
situation existing in the Senate with its lack of a vote-enforcing rule 
is one in which, particularly when a filibuster is in progress, every 
Senator carries a potential veto of legislation great and small, impor- 
tant and unimportant. 

In recent years the business of the Congress has increased many- 
fold in volume and vastly in the importance of many of the problems 
presented. If this business is to have proper consideration, the rules 
of both Houses of Congress must, while affording reasonable and even 
liberal opportunity for the expression of opinion and the presentation 
of views, contain provisions under which, when the matter in hand 
has been considered, it may be put to a vote, 

Some critics of the Congress have been inclined to the view that 
the rules of the House governing debate are not sufficiently liberal. 
Ordinarily there is no disposition unduly to limit discussion of the 
question at issue when It is proceeding in good faith, and the rules 
are none too drastic when the minority under competent leadership 
starts a filibuster. The Senate with its small membership may never 
adopt, and perhaps should nót adopt, rules under which debate may be 
limited to the extent possible under the House rules; but careful 
students of American legislation must admit that the present situation 
in the Senate with regard to debate is intolerable. In the considera- 
tion of treaties and other matters having to do with foreign relations, 
in which the jurisdiction of the Senate is exclusive, it may be wise 
and proper to continue the present rule of procedure in the Senate, 
though eyen that may be somewhat doubtful. The important matter, 
however, is the limitation of debate on legislative questions. 


PRESIDENT AND CONGRESS, 


The relations between the Executive and the Congress and the 
proper attitude of one toward the other have been matters of endless 
discussion, developing wide differences of opinion, since the beginning 
of cur history. When things are not going to suit it, one section or 
another of the press bewails the lack of a strong and forceful” Chicf 
Executive who would tell the Congress what to do and insist upon its 
doing it. On the other hand, we have at certain periods in our his- 
tory heard much of the alleged subserviency of the Congress to the 
Executive. Just how a President would get along in these days who 
might attempt to “ boss” the Congress and make a business of telling 
it just what should and should not be done I am not entirely certain. 
Under peace conditions no President in our time has attempted it, 
and therefore we have no actual experience on which to base an 
opinion, 8 

It is said that President Wilson exercised a dominating influence 
over the Congress and compelled action according to his way of think- 
ing, It is entirely true that during the period of the war and imme- 
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diately thereafter, when we were living amid war-born conditions, 
Congress did accept in a large measure, though frequently with mate- 
rial amendment, the program of the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment; but Congress was not responding to President Wilson's demands, 
nor to those of the members of his Cabinet, but to the overwhelming 
national patriotic impulse under which it gave the benefit of the doubt 
to anything and everything urged by those in administrative authority 
as essential to the accomplishment of the great enterprise in which 
We were engaged. In cases where the majority halted or hesitated, 
the minority forced the issue. 

The heart and soul of America was set on doing in splendid fashion 
our share of the job on hand; and that was the influence, rather than 
any mandates from the White House or the departments, which per- 
suaded the Congress, frequently with much doubt and misgiving— 
which was fully justified—to act promptly and generally favorably on 
the recommendation of the administration. 

THE WILSON ADMINISTRATION. 


As floor leader of the majority I had an interesting. experience 
tonching the attitude of the Wilson administration toward the House 
of Representatives. Immediately upon the completion of the organiza- 
tion of the Sixty-sixth Congress, in the middle of President Wilson's 
second term, I sought an interview with ex-Speaker Champ Clark, then 
minority leader, and on behalf of the majority said to him that while 
we expected, of course, to take responsibility for what was done, we 
were anxious, particularly in view of the abnormal conditions following 
the war, to cooperate so far as reasonably possible with the adminis. 
tration, and to that end we would be glad, in addition to those recom- 
mendations and suggestions that might come to us in the usual official 
way, to be confidentially. advised from time to time as to their views. 
It is not necessary to quote the exact language of the Missouri states- 
man's reply. It was emphatic and somewhat lurid, and to the effect 
that if we desired to know what the administration wanted, except as 
it came officially, it would be necessary to go elsewhere, “ For,“ said 
he, “they never confer with me.“ A similar suggestion made to 
Mr. Kitchin, chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, brought 
a smiling and sarcastic answer of the same tenor and to the same 
effect. 

The very creditable volume of important legislation enacted by Con- 
gress during the first term of President Wilson did not in any consid- 
erable degree originate with the White House nor reach enactment 
through White House influence or pressure. As a matter of fact, the 
administration of President Wilson had the good fortune to assume 
control of affairs at a time when long-continued discussion had prac- 
tically crystallized public sentiment on a variety of important prob- 
lems. The Federal reserve system is perhaps the most striking ex- 
ample of this fact. Legislation improving the Postal Service and pro- 
viding for farm credits are further examples of this condition. 

ROOSEVELT AND. HARDING, 


Those who hanker for an Executive who shall wield a “ big stick” 
over the Congress frequently refer approvingly to President Roosevelt 
in this connection; and yet the fact is that few Presidents in our 
time or in any time of our history conferred more frequently with 
Members and Senators or kept better informed as to their opinions 
and views than did President Roosevelt. Roosevelt had a very 
effective way of influencing Congress by appealing to the country, but 
his attitude toward the Congress itself was in the main perfectly 
frunk and generally friendly and one of consultation and cooperation. 
He did not expect that Congress would accept his views unless he 
gave reasonable consideration to Its views, as evidenced by the inci- 
dent referred to earlier in this article. 

President Harding has maintained an attitude of frequent and 
friendly consultation and of a “give and take“ cooperation with the 
Congress. Congress has not always agreed with the President or 
carried out his views, but the only important instances of divergence 
were controlled by conditions altogether out of the ordinary. Under 
the powerful mfiuence of a pride in and patriotic appreciation of the 
services of our soldiers in the World War, a widespread sentiment was 
developed favorable to the granting of a bonus. While this sentiment 
prevailed, a large majority of Members and Senators pledged them- 
selves or were pledged by their party locally to bonus legislation. 
The sentiment of the country changed somewhat, but the pledge of 
the legislator remained, He was compelled to fulfill that pledge, while 
the President felt justified in vetoing the measure on the ground that 
it made no provision for meeting the obligations incurred. 

The failure to dispose of the shipping bill in the Senate could not 
have been avoided by Executive pressure, no matter how powerful, so 
long as the Senate maintains rules under which a small minority can 
paralyze the operations of the Government. In my opinion the policy 
of frequent and friendly consultation with Congress that has been 
followed by President Harding and the attitude of cooperation which 
has been maintained quite continuously between the President and 
Congress constitute the logical and reasonable relation, and will, in the 
long run, produce the best results. There are bound to be times when 


the majority in the Congress will find it difficult to agree wholly with 


a President, no matter how reasonable he may be, and there are 
certain to be periods when the Congress may appear to the Executive 
to be quite unreasonable, but such situations are not to be avoided or 
Improved either by an overbearing attitude on the part of the Chiet 
Executive or one of hostility or indifference on the part of Congress, 

Service in the Congress of the United States has never been a par- 
ticularly easy or a care free enterprise, and the requirements of such 
service have very greatly increased in recent years. The extraordinary 
growth of the country in wealth and population, the tremendous 
broadening of the field. of Federal jurisdiction and activity have all 
served to swell the importance, to enlarge the number, and to increase 
the complexity of the problems which the legislator must meet. The 
Member or Senator must also recognize and adjust himself to n new 
attitude on the part ot his constituents differing widely from the 
usual attitude of other times. In former days he came to Washington 
and during the sessions heard comparatively little from his constitu- 
ents. He was left quite undisturbed to meet the comparatively few 
and simple problems of the time, 4 


TO-DAY’S DEMANDS ON REPRESENTATIVES AND SENATORS. 


To-day, with a vastly improved mail service and a disposition to 
use it, universal telegraph and telephone systems, the Representative 
or Senator is within easy reach of all who may desire to communicate with 
him. ‘This is the day of organization and organized propaganda, and 
the legislator is fairly submerged with suggestions, requests, appeals, 
and demands for or against a perfectly bewildering variety of legisla- 
tive proposals. Time was when many constituencies seemed to take 
pride in an independent spirit on the part of their Representatives, but 
in these days of easy communication, cheap printing, and flowing 
oratory the Member or Senator who feels called upon to take a de- 
cided stand in opposition to any of the plans and purposes of these 
organized minorities finds himself confronted with a serious situation 
when he returns home. Modern militant minorities have no patience 
with or toleration of those who do not agree with their most extreme 
demands. 

I am glad to bear testimony to the honesty, the patriotism, the sin- 
cerity, and the devotion to the public Interest of the overwhelming 
majority of those with whom I have served in Congress for over a 
quarter of a century. These are essential qualifications for public 
service, and the Congress possesses them in abundant measure. 

Such good judges of congressional requirements as the late Champ 
Clark and “ Uncle Joe” Cannon have declared that the most essential 
qualincation for a modern legislator is moral courage. These veterans 
voiced the general opinion among men experienced in legislative affairs. 
It does require moral courage of the finest quality to discharge in full 
measure, to the best interest of all the people, the responsibilities now 
laid upon a Member of the Congress. 

The Congress is seldom called upon to take action that is clearly 
and unquestionably, on its face, not in the public interest. Such ap- 
peals, if made, would be easily denied, because no one would dare 
publicly to defend them. The proposals and demands against which 
the legislator must be most on his guard are those that have a specious 
and appealing form, and are urged by perfectly well-meaning people 
who believe, or claim to believe, that they are just and reasonable, 
wise, and sound. They are quite generally persuasively presented in 
the name of progress, advance, and reform and with claim or appear- 
ance of wide popular support. 

Those who in these days urge upon the Congress plans and proposals 
of legislation of the character I have referred to no longer follow the 
more or less casual method of other days. They organize thoroughly 
and present their plan and purpose in its most appealing and alluring 
form. ‘They select their officers with care and their legislative repre- 
sentatives with an eye single to securing results. 

Quite frequently such representative, who must justify his employ- 
ment, makes demands not essential to the plan or purpose which he is 
expected to serve; but woe be to the legislator who fails to respond, 
for the tale that is carried back to the constituency is likely to picture 
him as hopelessly hidebound and reactionary. I have in mind a case 
in which a Member of Congress holding a responsible committee posi- 
tion felt called upon very frankly and quite earnestly to oppose a 
legislative proposal that had the support of a small but most active 
body of entirely worthy persons who would be benefited by it and from 
whose personal and interested viewpoint the matter, no doubt, seemed 
just and proper. In the campaign that followed the people in this 
particular Member's district who were directly interested in the mat- 
ter and who could not have numbered over a baker's dozen organized 
for his defeat, and by an adroit argument, which few people seem to 
have taken the trouble to analyze, accomplished their purpose, and a 
very active and very useful Member of Congress went out of publie 
life. 

Imagine the situation of a Member or Senator who feels called upon 
to oppose the extreme demands of several of these militant minorities 
capable of organizing quickly and widely in these days of easy pub- 
licity. Nothing short of a miracle could, in the case of a close election, 
prevent the defeat of one so offending, If there be time and oppor- 
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tunity to place before a constituency the actual character and the 
probable effects of what is proposed, the response is likely to be favor- 
able, but in the midst of a political campaign, involving all sorts of 
questions and problems, the opportunity to effectively present the candi- 
date's side is very rarely offered. 

In view of this situation, is it to be wondered that those of un- 
questioned integrity, tried judgment, and long experience in legisla- 
tive life hold that moral courage has come to be—whether or not it 
has always been—one of the essentials, if not the prime qualification, 
Of a legislator? 

Many men in Congress possess this quality; but political conditions 
neither encourage nor promote it, because the average voter is much 
inclined to take the word of every plausible pleader for governmental 
activity, aid, or favor rather than the word or judgment of the man 
he or she helped to elect to Congress. 

THE VOTER’S RESPONSIBILITY. 


We need a revival of the old-time spirit and attitude toward govern- 
ment—the attitude of service and support rather than one of appeal 
and pleading on behalf of groups, interests, or causes. We need a 
revival of the spirit which rewarded fidelity, duty, unwavering courage, 
and reasonable independence of view and action. x 

While we shall never have a Congress free from criticism so long as 
men’s opinions differ, we may have one that more nearly meets the 
public's: reasonable expectations when the great body of the people, 
who have no special axes to grind, no special interest to serve, shall 
take the time to inform themselves and, being informed, give their 
support to those who have the courage of their convictions and who 
do not hesitate to oppose questionable plans, purposes, and proposals, 
however appealing and popular, 

The average constituent may have some difficulty in judging between 
the secial pleader and the Representative or Senator, but he is gen- 
erally safe in deciding for the latter if, in addition to the virtues of 
honesty and sincerity of purpose, he has earned a deserved reputation 
for courage—not the courage of the zealot, the radical, or the ob- 
structionist, but the courage that holds men steadfast to principle 
and sound policy when local, temporary, and: popular appeals tempt 
him to grant special favor or embark on dangerous experiments. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—LAWS OF THE PHILIPPINE 
LEGISLATURE, 
To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 19 of the act of Congress approved 
August 29, 1916, entitled “An act to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status of 
the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more 
autonomous government for those islands,” I transmit here- 
with a set of laws and resolutions passed by the Sixth Phil- 
ippine Legislature during its first session, from October 27, 
1922, to February 8, 1923, inclusive, and its special session, 
from February 14, 1923, to February 24, 1923, inclusive. 

There is transmitted also a copy of Act No. 3059, which was 
passed by the Fifth Philippine Legislature at its third session, 
and which became effective on September 16, 1923. 

These acts and resolutions have not previously been trans- 
mitted to Congress, and it is therefore recommended that they 
be printed as public documents as heretofore. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Tue Warre Hovse, January 3, 1924. 


The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—SEVENTY-FOURTH ANNUAL REPORT 
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE PANAMA RAILROAD co. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
seventy-fourth annual report of the board of directors of the 
Panama Railroad Co. for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Tere Warre House, January 3, 1924. 

The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—CLAIM PRESENTED BY 

GOVERNMENT OF FRANCE, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in 


THE 


relation to a claim presented by the Government of France 


against this Government on account of losses sustained by a 
French citizen in connection wifi the search for the body of 


Admiral John Paul Jones, which was undertaken by Gen. 
Horace Porter, formerly American ambassador to France, and 
I recommend that an appropriation be made to effect a settle- 
ment of this claim in accordance with the recommendation of 
the Secretary of State. 

I may state that the claim was brought to the attention of 
Congress in messages from the President dated June 4, 1918, 
July 21, 1919, and July 11, 1921, which are printed respectively 
in Senate Document No. 231, Sixty-fifth Congress, second ses- 
sion; in House Document No. 156, Sixty-sixth Congress, first 
Session; and in House Document No. 101, Sixty-seventh Con- 
gress, first session. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Tue Warre House, January 3, 1924. 


The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PEESIDENT—CLAIM PRESENTED BY THE 
GOVEENMENT OF SWEDEN. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in 
relation to a claim presented by the Government of Sweden 
acainst the Government of the United States on account of the 
sinking of the Swedish fishing boat Lilly by the United States 
Army transport Antigone off the coast of Denmark on March 
23, 1920, and I recommend that an appropriation be made to 
effect a settlement of this claim in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of State. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE, 

TRR Wuire House, January 3, 1924. 


The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF GORMAN v. BUCKLEY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a com- 
munication from the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting the contested-election case of John J. Gorman 
versus James R. Buckley, from the sixth district, State of Illi- 
nois, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CLxnk's Orrics, 
Washington, D. C., December 28, 1923, 
The SPEAKER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 

Sm: I have the honor to lay before the House of Representatives the 
contest for a seat in the House of Representatives for the Sixty-eighth 
Congress of the United States for the sixth district, State of Illinois, 
John J. Gorman v. James R. Buckley, notice of which has been filed in 
the office of the Clerk of the House, and also transmit herewith origi- 
nal testimony, papers, and documents relating thereto. 

In compliance with the act approved March 2, 1887, entitled “An 
act relating to contested-election cases,” the Clerk has opened and 
printed the testimony in the above case, and such portions of the 
testimony as the parties in interest agreed upon or as seemed proper to 
the Clerk, after giving the requisite notices, have been printed and in- 
dexed, together with the notices of contest, and the answers thereto, 
and original papers and exhibits have been sealed up and are ready 
to be laid before the Committee on Elections. 

Two copies of the printed testimony in the aforesaid case have been 
mailed to the contestant and the same number to the contestee. The 
briefs when prepared will be laid before the Committee on Elections 
to which the case shall be referred. 

Very respectfully, 
Wu. TYLER PAGE, 
Olerk of tħe House of Representatives. 


8 SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Elections 
0. 3. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. McSwatn, for four days, on account of sickness in 
family. 

To Mr. McSweeney, for six days, on account of important 
business at home. 

To Mr, JACOBSTEIN, for two days, on account of death in 
family. 

To Mr. BANKHEAD, for three days, on account of illness in 
family. 
PRESIDENTS MESSAGE—LAWS OF THE PHILIPPINE LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, was the message 
touching the Philippine question referred? 
The SPEAKER, Yes; to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 
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THE LATE HON. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following order, which 
I ask unanimous consent to have immediately considered and 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That Wednesday, the 9th day of January, 1924, at 12 
o'clock noon, be set apart for addresses on the life, character, and 
public services of Hon. CLAUDE KITCHIN, late a Representative from the 
State of North Carolina. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the adoption of the 
order? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 6 
minutes p. m.) the House, in accordance with the order pre- 
viously made, adjourned until Monday, January 7, 1924, at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

216. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Flushing Bay, N. V.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

217. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex- 
amination and survey of Flushing Bay and Creek, N. X. (H. 
Doc. No, 124); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed. 

218. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
list of disbursing officers of the Navy who have been relieved 
of losses under a provision of the naval act, approved July 11, 
1919, to and including November 20, 1923; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

219. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft 
of legislation granting the Panama Canal special authority in 
the matter of making open-market purchases; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

220. A letter from the Secretaries of the Treasury, War, Navy, 
and Commerce, transmitting a draft of proposed legislation to 
amend the act entitled “An act to readjust the pay and allow- 
ances of the commissioned and enlisted personnel of the Army, 
Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
and Public Health Service,” approved June 10, 1922; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

221. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a statement showing the receipts from rentals, extension of 
Capitol grounds, for the period from December 1, 1922, to and 
including November 30, 1923, aggregating $6,182.50; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

222. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Mattox Creek, Va.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

223. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination and survey of Washougal Slough, Wash.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

224. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Christiana River, Del., from Newport to Chris- 
tiana; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

225. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation, “An act to amend the act enti- 
tiled ‘An act for the relief of Hubert Reynolds’”; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. x : 

226. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation“ For the relief of Grace Buxton”; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

227. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation “To provide for the equalization 
of promotion of officers of the Staff Corps of the Navy with 
officers of the line”; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

228. A letter from the chairman of the United States Bureau 
of Efficiency, transmitting a report showing the publications is- 
sued by the bureau during the fiscal year 1922, the cost of 


preparation, printing and paper, and the total number dis- 
tributed; to the Committee on Printing. 

229, A letter from the chairman of the United States Ship- 
ping Board, transmitting a report of arbitration awards or 
settlements of claims agreed to since the previous session of 
Congress by the United States Shipping Board and the United 
States Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Corporation; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

230. A letter from the chairman of the national legislative 
committee of the American Legion, transmitting the complete 
annual report of the American Legion; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

231. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft 
of proposed legislation, The Comptroller General of the United 
States is authorized to settle and adjust claims for armory. 
drill pay and for pay of State property and disbursing officers 
for service during the fiscal years 1917, 1918, and 1919, or any. 
portion thereof, and from time to time to certify the same to 
Congress”; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

232. A letter from the Director of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, transmitting a report of typewriter and other labor- 
saving machines purchased in exchange during the fiscal year 
ended June 80, 1923, from the appropriations “ Medical and 
hospital services,” “Salaries and expenses,” and “ Vocational 
rehabilitation“; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

233. A letter from the president of the Chesapeake & Potomac 
Telephone Co., transmitting annual report of the Chesapeake & 
Potomac Telephone Co, for the year 1923 (December estl- 
mated) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

234. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
of expenditures on account of appropriation “ Contingent ex- 
penses, War Department,” during the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1923; to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment. 

235. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a re- 
port supplementing report transmitted December 13, 1923, 
covering publications issued by the War Department during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923; to the Committee on Printing. 

236. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary 
examination and suryey of Goose Creek, Tex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

237. A letter from the Comptroller General, transmitting re- 
port of the General Accounting Office of January 2, 1924, rela- 
tive to augmenting the reclamation fund by crediting there- 
to repayments by water users, etc. (H. Doc. No. 125); to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands and ordered to be 
printed. 

258. A letter from the chairman of the Personnel Classifica- 
tion Board, transmitting records and documents of the Per- 
sonne! Classification Board in response to House Resolution 
No. 78, passed December 20, 1923; to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 8 

239. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a draft of legislation changing the phraseology of the item 
“Pay of other employees, Public Health Service,” appearing 
on page 699 of the Estimates of Appropriations for 1925, to 
read as follews, “Pay of other employees, Public Health 
Service: For pay of all other employees (attendants, etc), 
840.000: Provided, Hereafter appointments or promotions in 
the Public Health Service shall be effective as of the date of 
oath or entrance upon duty of the employee, subject to sub- 
sequent approval by the Secretary of the Treasury”; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

240. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary 
examination and survey of Columbia River between the mouth 
of the Willamette River and the city of Vancouver, Wash., 
with a view to determine whether the United States should 
maintain the channel if it is deepened to 25 feet by the Port 
Commission of Vancouyer, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 126); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

241. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the Assistant Secre- 
tary of Commerce submitting a claim for damages to privately 
owned property in the sum of $294.25, which claim he has ad- 
justed under the provisions of the Forty-second Statutes, 1066, 
and which requires an appropriation for its payment (H. Doc. 
No. 127) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

242. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting ə communication from the Acting Secre- 
tary of Commerce submitting a claim for damages to privately 
owned property in the sum ofe$20, which claim has been ad- 
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zusted by the Director of the Coast and Geodetie Survey, and 
which requires an appropriation for its payment (H. Doc. No. 
128); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
inted. 
27243 A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the Acting Secre- 
tary of Commerce submitting claims for damages to privately 
owned property in the sum of $262.09, which claims have been 
adjusted by the Commissioner of Lighthouses, and which re- 
quire an appropriation for their payment (H. Doc. No. 129); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

244. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting schedules of claims amounting to $1,458,- 
297.09 allowed by the various divisions of the General Account- 
ing Office which require appropriations for their payment (H. 
Doc. No. 130) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

245. A letter from the chairman of the Joint Committee to 
Readjust the Salaries of Officers and Employees of Congress, 
transmitting the report of the Joint Committee for the Read- 
justment of Salaries of the Officers and Employees of Congress 
as required by section 10 of the act approved Mareh 4, 1923 
(H. Doc. No. 181) ; to the Special Committee on Readjustment 
of Salaries of Officers and Employees of Congress and ordered 
to be printed. 


IKkEPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. CURRY: Committee on the Territories. H. R. 4121. A 
bill to extend the provisions of certain laws to the Territory of 
Hawall; without amendment (Rept. No. 19). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House of the state of the Union. 

Mr. HICKEY: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 62. A 
bill to create two judicial districts within the State of Indiana, 
the establishment of judicial divisions therein, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 20). Referred to the 
Conmmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1641) granting a pension to Emma W. Mitchell; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to Esther A. Deyo; 
Comunittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2560) granting a pension to Parthine Curtis; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3048) granting a pension to Clara V. Watson; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3069) granting retirement pay to Christ Roesch; 


Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3497) granting a pension to Esther T. Church; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 3625) granting a pension to Susan Clark; Com- 
miftee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
morials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 4436) to repeal section 800, 
Title VIII, of the revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4437) to quiet title 
to land in the municipality of Flomaton, State of Alabama; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 4438) to amend section 300 of 
the war risk insurance act; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKS of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4439) to amend 
section 71 of the Judicial Code, as amended; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 4440) to reimburse taxpayers 
their reasonable costs in prosecuting appeals from the action of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in assessing additional 


taxes against them when, upon review, it shall be determined 
that the taxpayers’ original returns were fair, honest, and cor- 
rect; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4441) to pro- 
vide for quarterly instead of monthly money-order accounts to 
be rendered by district postmasters of the third and fourth 
class post offices; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4442) to extend the insurance and collect- 
on-delivery service to third-class mail, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 4448) for the protec- 
tion and control of anadromous and shore fishes and other 
aquatic forms of any State or Territory, and authorizing the 
Department of Commerce to define the seasons and regulate 
the manner and conditions under which they may be taken or 
destroyed; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bin (H. R. 4444) to provide for the 
equalization of promotion of officers of the Staff Corps of the 
Navy. with officers of the line; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 4445) to amend section 115 
of the act of March 3, 1911, entitled “An act to codify, revise. 
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary”; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4446) to regu- 
late the shipment of firearms by interstate carriers; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 4447) to fix the compensation 
of employees in post offices for overtime services performed ia 
excess of eight hours daily; to the Commiitee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4448) authorizing establishment of rural 
routes of from 36 to 75 miles in length; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4449) granting allowances for rent, fuel, 
light, and equipment to postmasters of the fourth class, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4450) to provide a 1-cent postage rate on 
local letters and expedite the handling of that class of mail 
matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 4451) to provide for the appointment of 
postmasters of the third class by the Postmaster General; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4452) to grant cer- 
tain lands to Brigham Young University for educational pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 4458) to amend subsection 
(b) of section 800 of an act entitled “An act to reduce and 
equalize taxation, to provide revenue, and for other purposes,” 
approved November 28, 1921; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4454) to amend paragraph 11 of section 
1001 of an act entitled “An act to reduce and equalize taxation, 
to provide revenue, and for other purposes,“ approved Novem- 
ber 23, 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4455) to make an investiga- 
tion of the needs of the Nation for public works to be carried 
on by Federal, State, and municipal agencies in periods of 
—— depression and unemployment; to the Committee on 


By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4456) granting a pension to 
the regularly commissioned United States deputy marshals of 
the United States District Court for the Western District of 
Arkansas, including the Indian Territory, now the State of 
Oklaboma, and to their widows and children under 16 years of 
age; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 4457) conferring jurisdic- 
tiun upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and 
enter judgment in any claims which the Cherokee Indians may 
have against the United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 4458) providing for board of 
appeals to hear appeals in cases of removal or reduction in 
rank, grade, er salary of classified employees of the United 
ae Government; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

ervice. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 4459) to aid and extend the 
commissary privileges to the widows of officers or enlisted men 
of the Navy and Marine Corps; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4460) authorizing payment to certain Red 
Lake Indians, out of the Chippewa Indian funds, for garden 
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plats surrendered for school-farm use; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4461) to provide for the payment of certain 
claims against the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 4462) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act authorizing the payment of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw town-site fund, and for other purposes;” to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 4463) giving civilian clerks, 
Signal Service at large, the same military status as Army field 
clerks; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 4464) exempting local as- 
sociation of employees of a designated firm, business house, or 
corporation in a particular municipality from the payment of 
income tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 4465) to regulate and control 
the manufacture, sale, and use of weights and measures, and 
weighing and measuring devices for use or used in trade or 
commerce, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 8 

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 4466) to prohibit and sus- 
pend immigration to the United States of America until January 
1, 1930; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 4467) to provide for allow- 
ance for maintenance for all rural carriers in the Postal Serv- 
ice operating either horse-drawn or motor-driven vehicles; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4468) to amend section 721 of the Judi- 
cial Code so as to secure uniformity of decision between the 
Federal and State courts in all cases arising under the laws 
of the several States of the Union; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 4469) adjusting the pay of 
students of officers’ training camps; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4470) for building and repairing levees, 
protecting life and property, and the control of flood waters 
of the Mississippi River between Kimmswick, Mo., and Witten- 
berg, Mo.; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 4471) to amend the act of 
June 29, 1906 (84 Stat. L., pt. 1, p. 596), as amended in sec- 
tions 16, 17, and 19 by the act of Congress approved March 4, 
1909 (35 Stat. L., pt. 1, p. 1102); in section 13 by the act of 
Congress approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. L., pt. 1, p. 880) ; by 
the act of Congress approved March 4, 1913 (37 Stat. L., pt. 
1, p. 736), creating the Department of Labor; by the act of 
Congress approved May 9, 1918 (Public, No. 144, 65th Cong., 
2d sess.) ; and by the act of Congress approved September 22, 
1922 (U. S. Stat., pt. 1, ch. 411, p. 1021, 67th Cong., 2d sess.) ; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 4472) for the purchase 
of land adjoining Fort Bliss, Tex.; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4473) fixing the rank of the 
officer of the United States Army in charge of public buildings 
and grounds; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4474) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of War to transfer to the Treasury Department a por- 
tion of the Fort Clinch Military Reservation; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4475) providing for sundry matters affect- 
ing the Milltary Establishment; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4476) to 
amend an act of Congress approved June 18, 1898, entitled “An 
act to regulate plumbing and gas fitting in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4477) to authorize the opening of a minor 
street from Georgia Avenue to Ninth Street NW. through 
squares 2875 and 2877, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4478) to authorize the widening of Georgia 
Avenue between Fairmont Street and Gresham Place NW.; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4479) to regulate the practice of oste- 
opathy in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4480) to amend an act approved February 
28, 1899, entitled “An act relative to the payment of claims for 
material and labor furnished for District of Columbia build- 
ings”; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 4481) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of Commerce to exchange land formerly used as a site for 


the Point of Woods Range Lights, Mich., for other lands in the 
vicinity ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4482) providing for the disposal of certain 
lands on Crooked and Pickerel Lakes, Mich., and for other pur< 
poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOYLAN: A bill (H. R. 4483) for the relief of 1 
retired officers of the Marine Corps; to the Committee on Nay 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4484) authorizing. 
the Postmaster General to prescribe fees for the issuance of, 
domestic money orders; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4485) to 
require the furnishing of heat in living quarters in the District 
of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4486) to fix the salaries of officers and 
members of the Metropolitan police force and the fire depart- 
ment of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4487) to authorize the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to close certain streets, roads, or high- 
ways in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) to regulate the practice of the 
science of chiropractic in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4489) to prevent fraud respecting securities 
offered for sale within the District of Columbia, to provide a 
“summary proceeding therefor, to register persons selling securl- 
ties in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4490) to make the necessary survey and 
to prepare a plan of a proposed parkway to connect the old 
Civil War forts in the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4491) to provide for an investigation and 
report upon the condition of the Chain Bridge, across the Po- 
tomae River, and the preparation of plans for a bridge to take 
the place thereof should it be deemed necessary; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4492) to authorize the widening of Fourth 
Street south of Cedar Street NW., in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. SINCLAIR: A bill (H. R. 4493) defining the crop 
failure in the production of wheat, rye, barley, oats, and flax 
by those to whom the Government of the United States loaned 
money, under the act of March 8, 1921, for the purchase of 
wheat, rye, barley, oats, or flax for seed and from the Presi- 
dent’s emergency fund in the years 1918 and 1919, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4494) authorizing extensions of time for 
the payment of purchase money due under certain homestead 
entries and Government land purchases within the Fort Berthold 
Indlan Reservation, N. Dak.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4495) to provide for the establishment of 
a dairying and livestock experiment station at Mandan, N. 
Dak.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 4496) granting to the State 
of New Mexico 250,000 acres of land in the sald State for the 
use and benefit of educational purposes; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4497) granting to the State of New Mexico 
2,000,000 acres of land in said State for the use and benefit of 
reclamation, irrigation, and drainage; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 4498) to authorize the State 
of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate two bridges, and 
approaches thereto, across the Fox River, in the county of Ken- 
dall and the State of Illinois; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4499) granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois, department of public works and buildings, 
division of n to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Rock River, in the 
county of Winnebago, State of Illinois, in section 24, T. 46 
N., R. 1 E. of the third principal meridian; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4500) to authorize the pur- 
chase by the city of Coquille, Oreg., of certain lands formerly 
embraced in the grant to the Coos Bay Military Wagon Road 
Co., and revested in the United States by the act approved 
June 9, 1916; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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By Mr. DICKSTEIN: A bill (H. R. 4501) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898, known as 
the bankruptcy act of 1898; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4502) to amend the act entitled “An act 
regulating immigration of aliens to and residence of aliens in 
the United States,” approved February 5, 1917; to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4503) to amend an act entitled “An act 
requiring common carriers engaged in Interstate and foreign 
commerce to make full reports of all accidents to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and authorizing investigations thereof 
by such commission,” approved May 6, 1910; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RANKIN: A bill (H. R. 4504) to refund to lawful 
claimants the cotton tax collected for the years 1863, 1864, 1865, 
1866, 1867, and 1868; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 4505) to authorize the appro- 
priation of additional sums for Federal aid in the construction 
of post roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4506) to authorize an 
appropriation to enable the Director of the United States 
Veterans’ Bureau to provide for the construction of additional 
hospital facilities and to provide medical, surgical, and hospital 
services and supplies for persons who served in the World War, 
the Spanish-American War, the Philippine insurrection, and the 
Boxer rebellion, and are patients of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4507) to 
amend an act for the appointment of an additional circuit court 
judge for the fourth judicial circuit, for the appointment of ad- 
ditional district judges for certain districts, providing for an 
annual conference of certain judges, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved September 14, 1922; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 4508) to amend section 129 of 
the Judicial Code, allowing an appeal in a patent suit from a 
decree which is final except for the ordering of an accounting: 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4509) to amend the prac- 
tice and procedure in Federal courts, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 4510) to detach the 
Waco division of the western judicial district of the State of 
Texas from the said western judicial district. and to attach the 
same to the northern judicial district of said State, and to fix 
the time and places of holding courts in said districts, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4511) to 
amend che law relating to taxation in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BECK: A bill (H. R. 4512) to reimburse the Gov- 
nur of the State of Wisconsin for expenses incurred by him 
in aiding the United States to raise, organize, and supply and 
equip armed forces of the United States in the late war with 
zermanxy and its allies, and to protect citizens of the United 
States in Mexico and on the Mexican border; to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4513) to authorize 
the Arlington County (Va.) sanitary district to connect its 
sewernge system with the sewerage system of the District of 
Columbia, in the discretion of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 4514) to amend 
section 5 of the act entitled “An act supplemental to the na- 
tional prohibition act,” approved November 23, 1921; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4515) authorizing the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey to make seismological investigations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4516) to authorize 
reservations of mineral rights in lands exchanged in the Manti 
National Forest, Utah; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 4517) to establish in the 
Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce of the Department 
of Commerce a foreign commerce service of the United States, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 4518) authorizing the pur- 
chase of Indian lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation in 


By Mr, SPROUL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4519) relating to 
reports to Congress on claims of postmasters; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 4520) authorizing the addi- 
tion of certain lands to the Medicine Bow National Fores 
17 and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Publi 

nds. 


By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 4521) to provide for th 
appointment of a court reporter by each judge of the Unit 
States district court, fixing their salaries and fees, defining 
their duties, and repealing all laws and parts of laws incon- 
sistent herewith ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: A bill (H. R. 4522) to provide for the 
completion of the topographical survey of the United States; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4523) to 
amend Schedule A, stamp tax of the revenue act of 1921; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 4524) to tax the net income 
on municipal and State securities; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4525) making 
an appropriation for the completion of the improvement of a 
section of roadway on the Fort Sill Military Reservation; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 4526) to incorporate the 
United States Blind Veterans of the World War; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 4527) to create two judici 
districts within the State of Indiana, the establishment o 
judicial divisions therein, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4528) to authorize con- 
demnation proceedings of patents necessary to the manufac- 
ture of tungsten and nitrogen lamps; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 4529) to carry out the 
provisions of Article I of the Constitution; to the Committee 
on the Census. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 4530) to increase 
the efficiency of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4531) to 
vacate certain streets and alleys within the area known as the 
Walter Reed General Hospital, District of Columbia, and to 
authorize the extension and widening of Fourteenth Street 
from Montague Street to its southern terminus south of Dahlia 
Street, Nicholson Street from Thirteenth Street to Sixteenth 
Street, Colorado Avenue from Montague Street to Thirteenth 
Street, Concord Avenue from Sixteenth Street to its western 
terminus west of Eighth Street west, Thirteenth Street from 
Nicholson Street to Piney Branch Road, and Piney Branch 
Road from Thirteenth Street to Blair Road, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. R. 4532) to add certain lands 
to the Uinta National Forest, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4533) to establish 
standard weights for loaves of bread, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANKIN: A bill (H. R. 4534) for the improvement 
of the Federal building at Aberdeen, Miss.; to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHALLENBEPRGER: A bill (H. R. 4535) for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Clay 
Center, Nebr.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4536) providing for the extension and en- 
largement of the post office and court building at Grand Island, 
Nebr.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4537) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Red Cloud, Nebr.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4538) for the purcase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Minden, Nebr. ; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) providing for the extension and en- 
largement of the post-office and court building at Hastings, 
Nebr.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4540) for the purchase of a site and the 


Idaho for reservoir purposes in connection with the Minidoka | erection of a public building at Franklin, Nebr.; to the Commit- 


irrigation project; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4541) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Alma, Nebr.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4542) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a publie building at Superior, Nebr.; to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RANKIN: A bill (H. R. 4548) for the erection of a 
public building at Starkville, Oktibbeha County, Miss.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 4544) for the erection of a public building 
at Amory, Monroe County, Miss.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 4545) for the erection of 
a post-office building at Pecos, Tex., and appropriating money 
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4546) authorizing the con- 
struction by the Secretary of Commerce of a power-plant build- 
ing on the present site of the Bureau of Standards in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4547) authorizing the purchase by the 
Secretary of Commerce of a site and the construction and 
equipment of a building thereon for use as a master track 
scale and test car depot, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4548) authorizing the Secretary of Com- 
merece to acquire, by condemnation or otherwise, a certain tract 
of land in the District of Columbia for the enlargement of the 
present site of the Bureau of Standards; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 4549) making appropriation to 
complete the public building at Red Bluff, Tehama County, 
Calif.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4550) increasing the limit of cost of a 
public bone and site at Red Bluff, Tehema County, Calif.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: A bill (H. R. 4551) providing for the 
erection of a monument at Cowpens battle ground, Cherokee 
County, S. C., commemorative of Gen. Daniel Morgan and 
those who participated in the Battle of Cowpens on the 17th 
day of January, 1781; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. EVANS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4552) for the pur- 
chase of a site for and the erection of a post-office building 
at Hamburg, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. PARKS of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4553) for the 
purchase of a site and,the erection thereon of a public building 
at Magnolia, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4554) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire a suitable 
site and erect thereon a suitable building for a railway post- 
office terminal at Nashville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 4555) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Benton Harbor, 
in the State of Michigan; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. . 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 4556) to provide for the 
purchase of a site for a public building at Columbia, Pa.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4557) providing for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Lancaster, Pa.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 4558) for the en- 
largement of the Federal building at Butte, Mont.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 4559) for the purchase 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at Cam- 
eron, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4560) authorizing 
the erection of a Federal building at Mount Vernon, Ind.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 4561) to provide for 
the erection of a public building on ground already acquired 
at West Plains, in the State of Missouri; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4562) to provide for the erection of a public 
building on ground already acquired at Caruthersville, in the 
State of Missouri; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. STEVENSON: A bill (H. R. 4563) to increase the 
limit of cost of the United States post-office building at Lan- 
easter, S. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4564) to authorize the acquisition of a 
site and the erection of a Federal building at York, S. C.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4565) to-authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Rock Hill, S. C., and 
to sell the present site; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4566) to anthorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Cheraw, S. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4567) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Winnsboro, S. C.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4568) to authorize 
the acquisition of a site and the erection thereon of a Federal 
building at Hampton, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bin (H. R. 4569) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a publie building at Booneville, Ark.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4570) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Paris, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 4571) for the erection of 
a post-office building at Kerrville, Tex., and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4572) for the erection of a post-office 
building at Big Spring, Tex., and appropriating money therefor; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 4578) to provide for the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Gallup, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

By Mr. WAINWRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 4574) authorizing the 
purchase of a site and to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of White Plains, N. T.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4575) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the village of Nyack, N. V.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4576) to acquire additional 
land for the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By the SPEAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 114) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KAHN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 115) approving 
the action of the Secretary of War in directing the issuance of 
quartermaster stores for the relief of sufferers from the cyclone 
at La Grange and at West Point, Ga., and vicinity, March, 
1920; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLANTON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 116) con- 
stituting It cause for impeachment and removal from office, and 
dishonorable discharge from the service, and discharge from 
Government employment, respectively, for any executive officer, 
member of the judiciary, Senator, Representative in Congress, 
officer or enlisted man in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, or 
any employee of the Government of the United States, to pur- 
chase intoxicating liquors from a “ bootlegger” (as that term 
is commonly understood), or to manufacture, sell, or transport 
intoxicating liquors within, or to import the same into, the 
United States, for beverage purposes, or to conspire with any 
person to violate the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States and laws passed in enforcement thereof; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 117) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Census. 

Also, Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Census, 

By Mr. BLANTON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 119) author- 
izing and directing the President to use and employ the Army 
and Navy, the militia of the several States, and the resvurces 
of the Government in suppressing all smuggling into the United 
States of intoxicating liquors, narcotics, and aliens, and to sup- 
press the insubordinate rebellion now being waged by those in 
authority in several States and large cities of the United States 
against the fundamental laws of the Republic, to the end that 
the President may obey the Constitution of the United States 
by faithfully executing the laws; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 120) prohibiting officials of 
the United States from issuing permits to any diplomatic repre- 
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sentative, secretary of embassy or legation, counselor of em- 
bassy or legation, military attaché, nayal attaché, commercial 
attaché, consul, agent, commissioner, or special envoy of any 
foreign country accredited to and residing in the United States 
that would authorize any of them, or any member of their 
official family, to import into, transport within, possess, or dis- 
pense in the United States any intoxicating liquors for beverage 
purposes, in violation of the eighteenth amendment, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr, FAIRCHILD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 121) 
declaring it to be the policy of the United States not to sell 
war material to any foreign government, and prohibiting any 
such sale; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CELLER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 122) providing 
an immigration commission; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WINTER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 123) authoriz- 
ing the erection of a monument to the memory of Sacajawea 
or bird woman; to the Committee on the Library, 

By Mr. BLANTON: Resolution (H. Res. 113) calling for an 
investigation of the alleged bootlegging organizations in Wasb- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: Resolution (H. Res, 114) authorizing 
the printing of the report of the Governor General of the Phil- 
ippine Islands; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 115) authorizing the printing of the 
twenty-third annual report of the Governor of Porto Rico; to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KELLY: Resolution (H. Res. 116) amending Rule 
XXVII of the Rules of the House of Representatives; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. COOK: Resolution (H. Res. 117) to amend section 
4 of Rule XXVII of the House of Representatives; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Resolution (H. Res. 118) providing 
for an additional clerk to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization ; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Resolution (H. Res. 119) requesting 
certain information from the Secretary of State regarding 
Mexico; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Michigan, favoring the enactment of legislation for the 
national defense; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 4577) for the examina- 
tion and survey of Mill Cut and Clubfoot Creek, N. C.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4578) to provide for an examination and 
survey of Beaufort Harbor and Beaufort Inlet and entrance 
thereto, North Carolina; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 4579) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Winnfield, State of 
Louisiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4580) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Many, State of Louisiana, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4581) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Jena, State of Louisiana, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4582) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Marksville, State of Louisiana, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4583) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Colfax, State of Louisiana, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4584) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4585) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Alexandria, State of Louisiana, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4586) authorizing the Secretary of War ta 
donate to the town of Leesville, State of Louisiana, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEEDY: A bill (H. R. 4587) granting a pension to 
Phoebe A. Chadsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4588) granting a pension to Clara J. Foss; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Cora E. 
Farrar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4590) to extend the benefits of the United 
States employees’ compensation act of September 7, 1916, to 
Charles C. Sawyer; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension to 
Franklin M. Magee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to Susan A. 
Kuhn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4593) granting a pension to Mary Roland; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 4594) granting a pension to 
Nancy M. Burroughs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4595) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria A. Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4596) granting an increase of pension to 
Mark Hebblethwaite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 4597) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles V. Harris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to Zilpha V. 
Dore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYCE: A bill (H. R. 4599) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Joseph; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. BOYLAN: A bill (H. R. 4600) granting a pension to 
Fannie Fleischmann; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4601) granting a 
pension to Edmond L. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4602) granting a pension to George Hurtt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4603) granting a pension to John Scott; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 4604) for the relief of 
Katherine Simon; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4605) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna Withers; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4606) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Thorp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4607) granting a pension to Spencer E. 
Graves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 4608) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isabella Burk; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 4609) for the relief of Pay- 
master Charles R. O’Leary, United States Navy; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4610) for 
the relief of the estate of Filer McCloud; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 4611) granting an increase 
of pension to Ella Williamson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4612) granting a pension to Lavenia A. 
Collett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 4613) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the name of E. D. Macready; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4614) granting a pension to FE. D. Mac- 
ready; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4615) for the relief of the heirs of Israel 
Folsom, deceased; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. CLEARY: A bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of the 
Union Ferry Co. of New York and Brooklyn, owners of the 
ferryboat Montauk; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLE of Ohio: A bill (H. R, 4617) granting a frank- 
ing privilege to Florence Kling Harding; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 4618) for the relief of H. W. 
Doss; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 4619) authorizing the President 
of the United States to appoint Samuel Woodfill to the position 
and rank of captain in the Army of the United States and im- 
mediately retire him with the rank and pay of a captain; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4620) granting 
a pension to Anna Ballard, widow of George A. Ballard, late 
of Company B, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4621) granting a pension to Arlina De La- 
plain, widow of Henry Randall De Laplain, late of Company 
C, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4622) granting a pension to Angelina 
Shaw, widow of Menzo Shaw, Company H, Fourth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, Civil War; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. CROLL: A bill (H. R. 4623) for the relief of John 
Purdy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4624)-granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Rathman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (EL R. 4625) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 4626) for the relief of the 
heirs of R. M. Bryson; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DEMPSBY: A bill (H. R. 4627) granting an increase 
of pension to John A, Rafter; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4628) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Henry F. 
Leib; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4629) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Mallory; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4630) granting a pension to Perina Abigail 
Morrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4631) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah F. Barber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DUPRÉ: A bill (H. R. 4632) for the relief of Richard 
E. A. Thiele; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 4633) for the relief of the Re- 
liance Realty & Investment Co., a corporation, owners of the 
Republie Building at the southwest corner of Seventh and Olive 
Streets, city of St. Louis, State of Missouri; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 4634) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Kerr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 4635) to grant an honor- 
able discharge to Charles W. Johnson; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr: FAUST: A bill (H. R. 4636) granting a pension to 
Bert Sabins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 4687) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Flannery; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4638) granting a pension to Frederick 
Kreiselmeier ; to the Committee on Pensions. z 

By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 4639) granting a pen- 
sion to Jennie G.. Bourne; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4640) for the relief of Philip T. Post; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 4641) for the relief of 
U. S. Davis; to the Committee on Claims. | 

By Mr. GARNER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4642) for the relief 
of Hal L. Brennan; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4643) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry Lawton Hicks; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 4644) to carry into effect the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of 
the First Columbia National Bank, of Columbia, Pa.; to the 
Committee on War 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4645) for the relief of Lin- 
coln County, Oreg.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4646) granting a pension to Esther Hill 
Morgan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4647) for the relief of the 
Underwood Typewriter Co. and Frank P. Trott; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 4648) granting 
a pension to Mary D. Surber; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 4649) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse A. Baggett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4650) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hartley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 4651) granting a pension 
to Louis Anderson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4652) for the relief of Alfred E. Means; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4653) for the relief of Albert F. Gholson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) for the relief of Milam H. Wright; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) for the relief of John McIntyre; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) granting a pension to Peter O. 
Jackson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4657) for the relief of A. C. Russell; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4658) for the relief of Sabino. Apodaca; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4659) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4660) for the relief of A. R. Gold; to the 

ttee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4661) granting a pension to Jasper H. B. 
Norfleet; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4662) granting a pension to Ferdinand 
Heinen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4663) granting a pension to Mark Y. Judd; 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4664), granting a pension to Sarah Curry; 
to the Committee on Pensions’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4665) for the relief of L. L. Kyle; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KELLER: A bill (H. R. 4666) for the relief of W. J. 
Benfield; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 4667) granting a pension to 
Lena M. Persell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4668) to correct the record of John Stod- 
dard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 4669) granting an increase 
of pension to Malinda Seameans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 4670) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P. Prowse; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4671) granting a pension to John Clarence 
Giles; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 4672) granting an 
increase of pension to Alice Quitzow; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 4673) for the relief of 
William F. Brockschmidt; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4674) granting a pension to James Duffy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 4675) for the relief of 
William C. Corning; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 4676) granting a pen- 
e to Sarah J. Benjamin; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. MacLAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 4677) providing for 
the restoration of Maj. James S. Greene to the active list of 
the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4678) for the relief of John R. Scupham; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of George Barrett; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) granting a pension to Alice Maud 
Gay; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4681) granting a 
penson to Irena Goodwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 


By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 4682) granting an increase 


of pension to Samuel D. Lee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4683) granting a pension to John H. 
Mooney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Hatton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 4685) granting a pension to 
Mamie A. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4686) granting a pension to Ada Thorp; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 4687) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the town of Bethany, State of Mis- 
sourl, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4688) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Gallatin, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4689) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Kingston, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4690) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Richmond, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4691) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Liberty, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4692) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Plattsburg, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4693) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Maysville, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4694) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Albany, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4695) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Grant City, State of Missouri, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4696) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Excelsior Springs, State of Missouri, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4697) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Cameron, State of Missouri, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4698) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Stanberry, State of Missouri, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4699) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of King City, State of Missouri, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4700) granting a pension to Mary A, 
Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4701) granting a pension to Reese Tunks; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4702) granting a pension to Lany M. 
Brelsford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4703) granting a pension to John T. Bur- 
riss; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4704) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Princeton, Mo., one German cannon or 
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4705) granting 
an increase of pension to David S. Hills; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4706) for the relief of Frank B. Lawton; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4707) granting 
un increase of pension to Walter Scott Lafans; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4708) for the 
relief of J. H. Teasdale Commission Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4709) granting a pension 
to Kate McGehey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4710) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4711) granting a pension to Joycy Waits; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAIGE: A bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to 
Albert Goldthwaite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4713) for the relief of Sherman Miles; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKS of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4714) for the 
relief of Mary C. Nutt; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 4715) for the relief of 
James A. Ashba; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4716) granting a pension to Lora M. 
Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4717) granting an inerease of pension to 
Joseph Walter Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANKIN: A bill (H. R. 4718) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Macon, State of Mississippi, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4719) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Columbus, State of Mississippi, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4720) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Corinth, Miss., one German cannon or field- 
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 4721) for the relief of 
Clayton H. Adams; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4722) granting 
an increase of pension to Tabitha S. Bennett; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to Levi Barrett; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4724) granting a pension to Newton Gam- 
brel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4725) granting a pension to Laura Hen- 
drickson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 


- Also, a bill (H. R. 4726) granting a pension to Joe H. Ross; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4727) granting a pension to Esther Meece; 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 4728) granting a pension to 
Belle Kelley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 4729) granting an increase of 
pension to William A, Holmes; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 2 

Also, a bil (H. R. 4730) granting an increase of pension to 
George Tuttle; to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4731) to amend the record of Company G. 
Sixteenth Regiment Missouri Cavalry, by including the name 
of Morgan L. Atchley therein, with the date of his enlistment 
and the date of his discharge, ete.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 4732) to correct the naval ree- 
ord of Garnet A. Sylvester; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4733) granting a pension 
to Royal O. Tylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4734) granting a pension to Sarah Emma 
Gillespie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4735) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Bowser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4736) granting a pension to Clifton E. 
Lime; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4737) granting a pension to Frances D. 
Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 4738) to entitle Edward C. 
Seovel and Mary C. Seovel to receive the benefits of the act en- 
titled “An act for the retirement of employees in the classified 
civil service, and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 4739) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of John T. Henderson as captain of Field Artillery; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Roth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4741) granting an increase of pension to 
Evaline Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4742) granting a pension to Alice Weiser; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4743) 8 a pension to Barney 
Shriver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 4745) granting a pension to 
Dennis B. Lucey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4746) granting a pension to Addie Gratton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4747) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) granting a pension to Frances La- 
port; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4749) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: A bill (H. R. 4750) for the relief of 
James F. Jenkins; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4751) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ella C. Reynolds; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 4752) for the relief of Emma 
Zembsch ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 4753). for the relief of Cresner Manufae- 
turing Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4754) granting 
a pension to John W. Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4755) granting a pension to Willie E. 
Vaughan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4756) granting a pension to Henry T. 
Bishop; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4757) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Albert A. Bragg; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4758) granting a pension to Isadora Amos; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4759) for the relief of Sherman P. Brown- 
ing; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4760) for the relief of the estate of C. M. 
Cole, of Butler County, Ky.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4761) provid- 
ing for an increase of pension to John L. Marshall; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4762) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbia A. Seaman; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4763) granting an inerease of pension to 
Edmond Willis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4764) granting a pension to Alexander 
Seals; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4765) granting a pension to Kate Chit- 


wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4766) granting a pension to Alice C, Rea; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4767) to enroll certain persons with the 
Choctaw Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4768) for the relief of Mary Wells; to the 
Committee on Claiins. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4769) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter F. Weasel; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4770) providing for the payment of a pen- 
sion to John P. Eubanks: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4771) granting a pension 
to Louise F. Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4772) granting a pension to Catherine E. 
Whetstone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill H. R. 4773) granting a pension to 
Jennie M. Bond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 4774) granting a pension to 
William B. Kimbrel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4775) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Protection, State of Kansas, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 4776) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Hess; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4777) granting an increase of pension to 
Nora Lee Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 4778) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Carl; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLER: A bill (H. R. 4779) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Stern, and Melville A. Stern and Benjamin Stern, as ex- 
ecutors under the last will and testament of Louis Stern, de- 
ceased, and Arthur H. Hahlo, as executor under the last will 
and testament of Isaac Stern, deceased, all of New York City, 
N. Y., for compensation and in settlement of their damages 
and loss sustained by virtue of a lease, in writing, dated 
September 12, 1919, between the said parties and the United 
States of America, by Daniel C. Roper, Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4780) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hanna M. Batt; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4781) granting a pension to Newt Ford; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) granting a pension to Emily C. 
Wilkey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Michigan; A bill (H. R. 4783) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary L. Cornell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4784) granting a pension to Catherine 
Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Orilla §. 
Spicer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4786) granting a 
pension to Thomas M. Brisco; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4787) for the 
relief of Louis Bender; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4788) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
French; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4789) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to Emily J. 
Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 4791) granting a pension to 
Eliza Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 4792) for the relief of George 
Stoll and the heirs of Charles P. Regan, Marshall Turley, Ed- 
ward Lannigan, James Manley, and John Hunter; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 4793) for the relief of Samuel 
Richeson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4794) granting a pension to Annie Eliza 
Harmon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 4795) granting a pension to Ida 
Rains; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEAL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 124) for the relief 
of citizens of Cradock, Va.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: : 

327. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the Life 
Underwriters’ Association of New York, indorsing the Mellon 
plan of tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

828. Also (by request), petition of Willis A. Dibble, jr., and 
other citizens of the State of New York, favoring reduction of 
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

329. Also (by request), petition of board of directors and 
executive committee of the National Retail Coal Merchants’ 
Association, indorsing the proposed plan of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for the reduction of Fedéral taxes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

830. Also (by request), petition of the Brockton Shoe Manu- 
facturers’ Association, indorsing the proposed plan for the re- 
duction of Federal taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

331. Also (by request), petition of the Martindale Mercantile 
Agency, approving Secretary Mellon's tax-reduction program; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

332. Also (by request), petition of the Employers’ Association 
of Eastern Massachusetts, objecting to the tendency to restrict 
and hamper the railways in the administration of their legiti- 
mate and economie activities; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

333. Also (by request), petition of A. H. Kline, Chicago, III., 
approving Secretary Mellon’s tax-reduction program; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

334. Also (by request), petition of the Old National Bank, 
Beaver Dam, Wis., favoring a reduction of taxes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

835. Also (by request), petition of Flint, Wellington & Co., 
Boston, Mass., approving the plan of Secretary Mellon to reduce 
Federal taxes; to the Committee on.Ways and Means. 

336. Also (by request), petition of R. A. Hebey, St. Louis, 
Mo., favoring the Mellon plan of reducing taxes with no bonus; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

337. Also (by request), petition of Edith E. Davis, Lansing, 
Mich., favoring a constitutional amendment to prohibit child 
labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

338. Also (by request), petition of the Filipino Club, of 
Washington, D. C., protesting against any monopolistic ag- 
grandizement of the islands of Mindanao and Sulu; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

339. Also (by request), petition of municipal councils of 
Barotac Viejo and other cities of the Philippine Islands, asking 
that independence be granted to the Philippine Islands; to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs, 

340. Also, petition of the municipal council of Casiguran, 
Philippine Islands, expressing sympathy, grief, and sorrow over 
the unexpected death of the President of the United States, 
Hon. Warren G. Harding; to the Select Committee on Death of 
President Harding. 

341. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of M. K. Mayer, secretary St. 
Lukes Hospital Alumnae Association, New York City, represent- 
ing a thousand graduate nurses, urging graduate nurses be 
placed in the professional group; to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

842. Also, petition of George E. Turman, 64 Wall Street, New 
York, and 14 other residents of New York, urging Congress 
make a stand for lower taxes at this session of Congress; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

243. By Mr. CURRY: Petition of East Contra Costa Chamber 
of Commerce, Brentwood, Calif., and Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburg, Calif., protesting against any change in the trans- 
portation act at the present time; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

344. By Mr. DARROW: Petition of the Union League of 
Philadelphia, urging, tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

345. Also, petition of the Grocers’ and Importers’ Exchange 
of Philadelphia, favoring the Mellon tax-reduction plan; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

346. Also, petition of Typothetae of Philadelphia, favoring 
the Mellon tax-reduction plan; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

347. Also, petition of the Philadelphia Bourse, favoring the 
Mellon tax-reduction plan; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

348. By Mr. FENN: Petition of trustees of the City Savings 
Bank of Connecticut, and Middletown Chamber of Commerce, of 
Connecticut, favoring the early enactment of the Mellon plan 
for tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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349. Also petition of Wadhams Post, No. 49, Department of 
Connecticut, G. A. R., Waterbury, Conn., favoring increased 
pensions for the veterans of the Civil War, their widows and 
minor children; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

350. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Chicago Motor Club; 
favoring repeal of the excise tax on automobiles and automo- 
bile parts; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

851. Also, petition of the National Association of Letter Car- 
riers, the National Ladies’ Auxiliary to the National Association 
of Letter Carriers, and the Ladies’ Auxiliary No. 160, of Rock- 
ford, III., favoring reclassification and increase of salaries for 
postal employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, 

352. Also, petition of the G. E. Wholesale Grocery Co., of Men- 
dota, III., favoring the repeal of the tax on telephone and tele- 
graph messages; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

353. Also, petitions of T. M. Hoarty, of Streator, III., and the 
Streator (III.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring reclassifica- 
tion and increase of salaries of postal employees; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

354. Also, petition of the Evangelical Lutheran Synod of Mis- 
gouri, Ohio, and other States, opposing the Sterling-Towner 
bill for a department of education; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. N 

355. Also, petition of the Forest City Wholesale Grocery Co., 
of Rockford, III., protesting against the enactment of the bill 
(II. R. 742) to amend section 8 of the pure food and drug 
act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

356. Also, petition of Riley P. Martin, an ex-service man, of 
Rockford, III., opposing the granting of a bonus to World War 
veterans who were not injured in the service; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

857, Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Illinois, favoring the 
plan of Secretary Mellon for tax reduction and opposing the 
granting of a soldiers’ bonus; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

358. Also, petition of sundry posts of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, favoring an increase of Civil War pensions; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

359. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of the Lothrop Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Lansing, Mich., favoring an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States to prohibit 
child labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

360. Also, petition of the social service board of the First 
Baptist Church of Lansing, Mich., favoring an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States to prohibit child labor; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

361, Also, petition of the Lansing Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring Secretary Mellon's recommendations for the revision 
of the present income tax law; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

362, Also, petition of the citizens of Lansing, Mich., favoring 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to pro- 
hibit child labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

368. By Mr. KING: Petition of Mrs. Anna G. Wall and 1,200 
other citizens of Quincy, III., urging that war between nations 
should be abolished and declared a public crime and be out- 
lawed; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


364. By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: Resolutions by the Chamber 
of Commerce of Milford, Utah, and town board of Hiawatha, 
Utah, opposing any radical change in the transportation act of 
1920; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

365. By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of the Music Industries 
Chamber of Commerce, favoring the tax recommendations of 
President Coolidge, and urging prompt and favorable action by 
Congress; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

866. By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Petition of city council 
of the city of Minneapolis, urging Congress to prevent private 
monopoly of electricity; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

367. Also, petition of Mr. V. J. Mullery and other residents 
of Minnesota to Congress to bring up for consideration at the 
present session the question of reduction in income taxes as 
proposed by the Secretary of the Treasury; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

368. By Mr. RAKER: Petition of University of California, 
Berkeley, Calif., in re appropriation for agricultural census to 
be taken in 1925; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

869. Also, petition of the Pacific Coast Shoe Travelers’ Asso- 
ciation, San Francisco, Calif., in re enforcement of transporta- 
tion act regulation; te the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eigo Commerce, 


370. Also, petitions of the Bankers & Shippers’ Insurance Co. 
of New York, Pacific Coast department, San Francisco, Calif., 
in favor of reductions in taxes; and Gimbel Bros., San Fran- 
cisco, in re tax reduction and soldiers’ bonus; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

371. Also, petitions of W. W. Baldwin, Highland Park, IIL, 
in re tax reduction and soldiers’ bonus; B. Ogden Chisolm, 
New York City, in re tax reduction; National Council of Tray- 
eling Salesmen’s Associations, New York, in re tax reduction; 
and American Paper and Pulp Association, New York City, in 
favor of reduction in taxes; to the Committee on W. and 
Means. 

372. Also, petition of James H. Holl, director Lassen County 
Farm Bureau, Susanville, Calif., in re grazing on the forest 
ranges; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

373. Also, petition of Fifty-sixth Fruit Growers and Farmers’ 
Convention, Santa Anna, Calif., in re lowering and removal of 
duties on their products; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

874. Also, petition of Evangelical Lutheran Synod of Mis- 
souri, Ohio, and other States in re Sterling-Towner bill; to 
the Committee on Education. 

375. Also, petition of Dolores Parlor, No. 208, Native Sons 
of the Golden West, in re law excluding from United States 
persons ineligible to citizenship; and Columbia Parlor, No. 258, 
Native Sons of the Golden West, in re law excluding from 
United States persons ineligible to citizenship; to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

876. Also, petition of Placerville Parlor, No. 9. Native Sons 
of the Golden West, in re law excluding from United States 
persons ineligible to citizenship; El Capitan Parlor, No. 222, 
Native Sons of the Golden West, in re law excluding from 
United States persons ineligible to citizenship; and Plumas 
Parlor, No. 228, Native Sons of the Golden West, in re law 
excluding from United States persons ineligible to citizenship; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

377. Also, petition of the Fresno Traffic Association, Fresno, 
Calif., in re transportation act of 1920; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

378. Also, petition of Excelsior Water & Power Co., Califor- 
nia, disapproving any changes in the transportation act; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

879. Also, petition of board of directors of the San Diego 
Chamber of Commerce, in re continuation of aerial mail sery- 
ice from New York to San Francisco; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


380. Also, petition of Fort Bayard Chapter, No. 1, Disabled 
American Veterans of the World War, re legislation in favor 
of 60 days per year for furloughs; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


881. Also, by the Military Order of the World War, resolu- 
tion opposing reduction in strength of the Regular Army; the 
Military Order of the World War, resolution re support of ade- 
quate appropriation for the United States Army; the Military 
Order of the World War, resolution indorsing House bill 11066; 
the Military Order of the World War, resolution indorsing Air 
Service; and the Military Order of the World War, resolution 
indorsing legislation for disabled emergency Army officers; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

882. Also, petition of Tehama County Farm Bureau, Red 
Bluff, Calif., that the United States accept offer of Henry Ford 
for the development of Muscle Shoals; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

383. Also, petition of Arad B. Brown, 1071 Annerly Road, 
Oakland, Calif., in re increase in salary of Railway Mail Serv- 
ice employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

384. Also, petition of Hugh H. Hilgenstock, Los Angeles, 
Calif., in re Lehlbach bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

385. Also, petition of United Veterans’ Council of San Fran- 
cisco, in re legislation giving full equality in hospitalization and 
compensation to veterans of all American wars; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. : 


386. Also, petition of Sacramento Typographical Union, No. 
46, Sacramento, Calif., in re enactment of a law providing for 
Saturday half holiday; to the Committee on Printing. 

387. Also, petition of Alameda County Nurses’ Association 
(Inc.), Oakland, Calif., in re reclassification bill for Govern- 
ment employees; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. A 

388. Also, petition of Bank of A. Levy (Inc.), Oxnard, Calif., 
in re income tax reduction and soldiers’ bonus; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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389. Also, petitions of E. Goss & Co., San Francisco, Calif., 
in re excise tax, and Kahn-Beck Co., Los Angeles, Calif., in re 
excise tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

890. Also, petitions of the New First National Bank, Burbank, 
Calif., in re income tax reduction and soldiers’ bonus, and the 
Security State Bank, of San Jose, Calif., in re income tax re- 
ductions and soldiers’ bonus; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

301. By Mr. RAMSEYER: Petition of the carriers of the 
sixth congressional district, requesting a maintenance of equip- 
ment Allowance of 6 cents per mile and a modification of the 
retirement act; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

392. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition of Dubuque 
Women's Club, Dubuque, Iowa, favoring adjustment of salaries, 
etc., of postal employees; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

393. Also, petition of third congressional district of Iowa, 
fayoring inclusion of moneys expended for life insurance pre- 
miums as deductible under the income tax law of the United 
States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

394. By Mr. SITES: Petition of Lebanon Paper Box Co., 
Lebanon, Pa., indorsing the reduction of taxes suggested in the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, dated November 10, 
1923, addressed to Hon. WILLIAM R. Green, acting chairman 
Committee on Ways and Means; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

395. By Mr. TEMPLE: Resolution of Bentleyville Chapter, 
Isaac Walton League of America, Bentleyville, Pa., indorsing 
Senator McCormick’s bill providing for a 300-mile national 
preserve in the Mississippi Valley from Rock Island, III., to 
Wabasha, Minn.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

896. By Mr. VARB: Petition of Philadelphia Chamber of 
Commerce, urging that no change be made in the transportation 
act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

897. Also, petition of Wissinoming Improvement Association, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., asking that work be given to the Frank- 
ford Arsenal in such amounts as will continue the operation of 
that plant; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, January 7, 1924. 


The Chaplain, Rey. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Accept our thanks this morning, our Father, for the bright- 
ness of the day. Grant that in all the work of the day we 
may exercise those conceptions of obligation and of duty 
which will meet Thy favor and be to Thy glory. Lead us 
always, we beseech of Thee, and so help us in the understand- 
ing of the times that the result will be gratifying and uplift- 
ing to all the people. Hear us, accept of us, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER, 


The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the following 


communication: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, D. C., January 7, 1924. 
To the Senate: 

Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. Grorag H. 
Moses, a Senator from the State of New Hampshire, to perform the 
duties of the Chair this legislative day. 

ALBERT B. CUMMINS, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. MOSES thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. CURTIS 
and by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed 
with and the Journal was approved. 


TRIBUTE TO THE LATE PRESIDENT HARDING. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing messages of condolence on account .f the death of the 
late President Harding, addressed to the President of the Sen- 
ate by the presiding officers of the Senates of the Argentine 
Republic, Brazil, Chile, Cuba, and Mexico, respectively, which 
were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows; 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 4, 1924. 
The Hon. ALBERT B. CUMMINS, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith messages of con- 
dolence, on account of the death of the late President Harding, ad- 
dressed to the President of the Senate by the presiding officers of 
the Senates of the Argentine Republic, Brazil, Chile, Cuba, and 
Mexico, respectively. A translation, made in the Department of 
State, is attached to each message. 

I also inelose a copy of a note from the chargé d'affalres of Bel- 
gium, containing the text of addresses delivered in the Belgian Senate 
on the occasion of the death of President Harding, which the chargé 
d'affaires requested be communicated to Congress, 

I have the honor to be, sir, 

Your obedient servant, 
CHARLES E. HUGHES, 


[Translation.] 
BUENOS Ames, August $, 1923. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington: 

In the name of the Argentine Senate and in my own I have the 
honor to present to your excellency our profound condolences for 
the great loss suffered by your friendly country in the lamented 
death of the eminent President, Mr. Harding. I salute Your Excellency, 

ELPIDO GONZALBZ. 


[Translation of telegram.] 
RIO DE JANMIRO, 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 
Washington: 

I have the honor to inform your excellency that the Brazilian 
Senate as a mark of sorrow for the death of President Harding has 
just adjourned. I present to your excellency and the high body 
over which you preside the expression of my most sincere condolences, 

EstAcio COIMBRA, President, 
[Copy of translation.] 
[Telegram received—The White House.] 
; SANTIAGO, CHILD, August 3, 1923. 
To his Excellency the PRESIDENT or THR 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, 
Washington: 

The Senate of Chile at its session of to-day unanimously voted to juin 
in the mourning of the United States of America for the lamentable 
demise of President Warren G. Harding and adjourned as a token of 
sorrow. In making this resolution known to your excellency I have 
the honor to express to you my personal condolence. 

Luis CLARO Sonar, President. 
ENRIQUE Zanartu IGUIGUREN, Secretary. 


{Translation.] 
HABANA, August 3, 1923. 
The honorable the PRESIDENT or THE SENATE: 


The death of President Harding, illustrious late member of the 
American Senate, created in Cuba an impression of deep sorrow. The 
Cuban Senate, over which I preside and whose sentiment I voice, sends 
to the brother body the assurance of its most sincere condolence, 

AURELIN ALVAREZ, 
President of the Senate of Cuba. 


(Translation.] 
Mexico Crry, August 3, 1923, 
To the honorable the PRESIDENT OF THE 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES OP NORTH AMERICA, 
Washington, D. 0.: 
The Senate of the Mexican Republic has the honor to present its 
condolences on sccount of the lamentable demise of the illustrious 
President Warren G. Harding to the Senate of the United States of 
North America. 
The President of the Senate: 
FERNANDO IGLESIAS CALDERON. 
AMBASSADE DE BELGIQUE, 
Washington, D. C., September 4, 1923, 
To the honorable The SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Department of State, Washington, D. 0. 
Sır: I haye the honor to send you, under this cover, a copy of the 
Belgian Senate report, which I have just received from Mr. Jasper, 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, by whom I have been instructed to com- 
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municate it to you. It contains the text of the addresses delivered at 
the opening of the sitting of August 7, 1923, by the president of the 
Senate and by Mr. Jasper on the occasion of the death of President 
Harding. 

As you will see, Count t'Kint de Roodenbeke, president of the Senate, 
said to the members of the upper house, all standing, the following 
words: 

“The news of the sudden death of Mr. Harding, President of the 
United States, has created upon us a painful impression. The eminent 
statesman who watched over the destinies of the great and powerful, 
friendly Nation had, in many circumstances, shown his cordial sympathy 
toward our country. 

“Belgium will remember it with a deep and grateful emotion. 

“T shall, doubtless, be the interpreter of this whole assembly when, 
asking the King's Government to transmit to the United States Govern- 
ment in the sorrow which has befallen it, the expression of the heart- 
felt sympathy of the Belgian Senate.” 

Mr. Jasper’s answer reads as follows: 

“The Government, with all their hearts, join in the sentiments which 
have been so well expressed by the president of this assembly. 

“President Harding had been called in March, 1921, to succeed 
President Wilson. He had been given a number of votes never before 
attained in the United States, which proves that he was the true 
representative of the very soul of that great people. 

During his tenure of office, President Harding distinguished himself 
by an initiative as bold as generous. He called to Washington the 
first Conference on Disarmament. Owing to bis personal intervention, 
Belgium was invited to participate in it by the side of the great 
powers. 

“The President was at all times a great friend of our country. 

“From the beginning, in favor of the intervention of the United 
States in the war, he always said that one of the reasons which had 
helped him to form his conviction had been the injustice committed 
agains\; our country. 

“ Belzium, who ever keeps the memory of the attitude of the United 
States toward her during the Great War, joins wholly in the bereave- 
ment of the American Nation. 

“The Government has caused, on the day of the funeral of President 
Harding, to have the national flag at half-mast on all public buildings. 
It is the first time that such a measure has been taken on the occasion 
of the death of the head of a foreign State. The Government wanted 
thus te show the specially profound nature of the feelings which bind 
us to the United States.” j 

In instructing me to bring the foregoing addresses to your knowledge, 
the Minister for Foreign Affairs expressed the wish that you be so kind 
as to communicate them to the Congress of the United States. 

Please accept, sir, the renewed assurances of my highest considera- 
tion. 


(Sgd.) Le MAIRE DE WARzEE D'HERMALLB. 


CONVENTION OF AMERICAN INSTRUCTORS OF THE DEAF. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the president of the Columbia Institution for 
the Deaf, transmitting, pursuant to law, the proceedings of the 
twenty-third meeting of the Convention of American Instructors 
of the Deaf, held at Belleville, Ontario, Canada, June 25 to 
June 30, 1923, inclusive, which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


FEDERAL CONTROL OF RAILROADS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed 
in the Recoxp, as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, a 
communication from the Director General of Railroads and 
Agent of the President submitting a summary of the progress 
made to December 31, 1923, in liquidating “all matters, includ- 
ing compensation, and all questions and disputes arising out 
of or incident to Federal control,” as provided for in section 
202 of the transportation act of 1920. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


THe WHITE House, January 7, 1924. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 8, 1925. 
Mr. PRESIDENT: I herewith submit a summary of the progress made 
to December 31, 1923, in liquidating “all matters, including compen- 
sation, and all questions and disputes arising out of or incident to 
Federal control,” as provided for in section 202 of the transportation 
act of 1920, 


LXV— 37 


The claims presented against the Government arising out of the 26 
months of Federal control of railroads can be roughly divided into two 
classes: 

1. The claims of those carriers whose property was actually taken 
over and actively operated by the director general. 

2. All other claims. 


L 


CLAIMS OF CARRIERS WHOSE PROPERTY WAS ACTUALLY TAKEN OVER AND 
ACTIVELY OPERATED BY THE DIRECTOR GENERAL, 


These claims represent the demands of all carriers whose property 
was actually taken over and actively operated by the director general, 
and, in addition to railroad property, include the Pullman Co., coast- 
wise and inland steamship lines, floating equipment used in harbors 
by railroads, sundry private car lines, elevators owned and operated 
by railroads, a number of electrically operated lines, and three water- 
works companies owned and operated by railroads furnishing water to 
municipalities. 

The property taken over represented 241,194 miles of first main 
track, and, including additional main line, passing tracks, and switching 
yards and tracks, there was a total of 366,197 miles of track. 

There were 532 properties taken over and actually operated. In 
some instances a number of separate properties were operated as one 
system. There were 181 standard contracts executed, which included 
813 separately owned properties. The property of 219 carriers was 
taken over and no contract made with the companies. 

These carriers filed claims against the Railroad Administration in 
the total sum of $1,014,397,446.72. During the investigation of these 
claims sundry voluntary reductions were made and the administration 
paid to carriers sums on account. This reduced the aggregate amount 
of the claims as finally presented for adjustment to $769,974,783.35. 

Up to December 31, 1923, $763,106,521.24 of these claims had been 
finally adjusted, or definite tentative agreements made looking to final 
adjustment. The principal items involved in these claims were com- 
pensation, material and supplies, retirements, replacements, deprecia- 
tion, maintenance of way and structures, and maintenance of equip- 
ment. 

In making these adjustments there was paid or is to be paid cash 
to creditor roads $242,828,947.42, and there was recelved or is to 
be received from debtor roads in cash and interest-bearing obligations 
$192,946,209.34, making the net cost to the Government of the settle- 
ments to date (exclusive of overhead) $49,882,738.08. This represents 
6.537 per cent on the claims as finally presented for adjustment. 
These settlements cover 99 per cent of all mileage taken over. 

Every railroad or other company whose property was actually taken 
over presenting a claim has been given a full hearing. All class 1 
roads have been finally settled with except five. Of these five, three 
are in the hands of receivers; one, an electric line, is being operated 
by its bondholders, and one company was not given a hearing until the 
last of December. Negotiations looking to an adjustment with these 
five companies are in progress. 

The outstanding feature of this liquidation, now so nearly com- 
pleted, is the fact that same has been accomplished without litiga- 
tion. As each claim presented many items with large amounts in dis- 
pute, and the legal rights of the parties were wholly without precedent, 
this result could not have been accomplished without fair cooperation 
on the part of the representatives of the carriers in reaching amicable 
conclusions. 

II. 


ALL OTHER CLAIMS. 


These claims consist largely of the demands of third persons—em- 
ployees and the trayeling and shipping public. They are for loss and 
damage to freight, overcharges, and reparation in freight transporta- 
tion, personal injuries, and fire. There are also the claims of certain 
short-line railroads, whose properties were never actually operated 
by the Government and were formally relinquished within six months 
from the commencement of Federal control. There is also the liqui- 
dation of the American Railway Express Co.'s claims growing out 
of its relations with the United States Railroad Administration during 
the period of Federal control. 

In addition, there remains a final checking of what are known as 
the trustee accounts between the roads actually operated and the 
United States Government, and the collection of outstanding accounts 
in the field, 

Much progress has been made in disposing of these controversies, 
and the great bulk of them should be finally adjusted during the calen- 
dar year 1924. This adjustment will be made with a greatly reduced 
overhead, and, as shown in the succeeding paragraph hereof, the cur- 
rent receipts of the Railroad Administration should be more than 
sufficient to take care of all of these adjustments and the expenses 
attending same, : 
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III. 
FINANCIAL CONDITION GF THE RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION, 


As of December 31, 1923, the following is a brief summary of the 
finances of the United States Railroad Administration: 


Balance unexpended appropriations to the credit of 

the administration (this includes avails of equip- 

ment trust certificates and interest and principal 

payments on other obligations of carriers, reappro- 

priated for liquidation purposes under section 202 

of the transportation act $280, 736, 204. 05 
Balance of $40,000,000 tentatively set aside to pay 

Judgments, decrees, and awards from the revolv- 

ing fund provided for in sections 206 and 210 

of the transportation act — — 18,827. 898. 98 


Deposits in United States Treasury and banks — 42, 660, 065. 76 
Total cash assets —— 836, 923, 868. 74 
Obligations of carriers held by Railroad Administra- 
tion: 
Bonds F 28, 626, 800. 00 


Equipment trust note 86, 181, 600. 00 
Notes of carriers practically all secured by col- 


— — 231, 230, 000. 00 


12, 200, 000. 00 


awaiting completion of detalls 


Total carrier obligations — 308, 237, 900. 00 

This makes the assets of the Rallroad Administration, cash, and 
definitive obligations of carriers, $645,161,765.74. 

The obligations of the carriers, taken and to be taken, aggregating, 
as above stated, $308,237,900, all bear and will bear 6 per cent in- 
terest, interest payable semiannually. As the important claims re- 
quiring Iarge cash expenditures have been adjusted, the receipts from 
interest on these obligations and the collection of assets in the field 
should be more than sufficient to liquidate and adjust all of the out- 
standing claims growing out of Federal control, including all over- 
head, and from January 1, 1924, the Railroad Administration will be 
an income-producing asset of the Government instead of a liability. 

Iv. 
COST OF FEDERAL CONTROL. 

At this time there can be stated with reasonable accuracy the cost 
to the Government growing out of Federal control and the six months’ 
guaranty period immediately following the end of Federal control, 
which is as follows: 

Congress appropriated to pay cost of operation and to 

provide funds for liquidation a total of... — $1, 750, 000, 000 
Under sections 206 and 210 of the transportation act 

provision is made for the payment of judgments, 

decrees, awards, and reparation out of the revyoly- 

ing fund under the jurisdiction of the Interstate 

Commerce Commission. The expenditure in this 

matter is estimated at. a 40, 000, 000 


This makes a total direct appropriation by Congress 

for the Railroad Administration of 1, 790, 000, 000 
The Railroad Administration should return to the 

Treasury in unexpended appropriations, cash, and 

definitive obligations of the carriers, as shown in 


paragraph 8 hereof in round figures 645, 000, 000 


This leaves the cost of Federal control, including the 2 
liquidation of liabilities succeeding that period... 1, 145, 000, 000 
To find the total cost to the Government of Federal 
control there should be added to this amount the 
claims arising under what is known as the guar- 
anty period, being the six months immediately fol- 
lowing Federal control. The Interstate Commerce 


Commission estimates that this will cost sale 536, 000, 000 
There should also be added the cost of reimburse- 

ment of deficit roads (short lines) under section 

204 of the transportation act. The Interstate Com- 

merce Commission estimates this will cost 15, 000, 000 


Making the total cost to the Government of the 26 

months of Federal control and the 6 months’ guar- 

ante: Periods eS ET ee eee 1, 696, 000, 000 

A detailed report of the matters above referred to under the juris- 
diction of the United States Railroad Administration is in course of 
preparation. 

Respectfully submitted. i 

James C. Davts, 
Director General of Ratlroads and Agent of the President. 
Hon. CALVIN COOLIDGE, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. O. 


ADJUSTED COMPENSATION FOR WORLD WAR VETERANS. 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, this morning I received a 
letter from Hon. John R. Quinn, national commander of the 
American Legion, to which I replied as follows: 

DEAR MR. COMMANDER: Yours of January 4 received. You are cor 
rect in your conclusion that a well-organized lobby is working by day 
and by night here in Washington in opposition to a bonus for the poor 
soldiers, and I might add that this same lobby is also working by day 
and by night In behalf of a bonus for a large number of millionaires 
whose hides and fortunes in the World War were saved by the valor of 
the American doughboy. 


Sincerely yours, Henry F. ASHURST, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate resolutions 
of the City Council of the city of Chicago, III., favoring a Federal 
survey of the Chicago River and Calumet River trafie with 
reference to the problem of fixed-bridge construction, which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be 
printed in the Record, as follows: 


CITY or CHICAGO, 
OFFICÐ OF THR CITY CLERK, 
January 2, 1924. 
Hon. ALBERT B. CUMMINS, 
President pro tempore United States Senate, 
Washington, D. O. 

Dran Sin: By direction of the City Council of the city of Chicago, I 
transmit herewith a certified copy of a certain resolution adopted by 
said city council on December 12, 1928, requesting that a Federal 
survey be made of Chicago River and Calumet River traffic with refer- 
ence to the problem of fixed-bridge construction. 

Will you kindly bring this matter to the attention of the Senate? 

Yours very truly, 
AL. F. GORMAN, City Clerk. 


Whereas the city of Chicago is so laid out that the Chicago River 
Separates its great commercial center from its industrial and the resi- 
dential districts and the Calumet River separates important industrial 
districts; and 

Whereas the rapid growth of the city of Chicago in population and 
in commercial and social activities has filled its streets with a great 
and continuous traffic, which must move across the bridges over the 
aforementioned rivers; and 

Whereas the problem of providing relief from trafe congestion has 
become one of great importance and becomes more serious and more 
pressing day by day; and 

Whereas the city of Chicago is spending large amounts of money in 
constructing, maintaining, and operating movable bridges across said 
rivers; and 

Whereas the commerce carried in masted vessels upon the rivers is of 
value and importance to the port of Chicago; and 

Whereas the opening of the bridges from time to time to permit the 
passage of these masted vessels causes inconvenience, delay, and loss to 
the citizens of Chicago who must pass to and fro across the bridges in 
their daily pursuits; and 

Whereas there is an insistent demand from those who travel over 
the bridges that fixed bridges be substituted for the movable bridges 
now in use; and 

Whereas there is a natural desire on the part of those using the 
river that water transportation facilities shall remain as they are or be 
increased; and 

Whereas the city of Chicago as a whole is directly interested in the 
matter of bridge costs, which are not the same for movable and for 
fixed bridges; and 

Whereas there is a conflict of interests in this matter between the 
citizens using the streets and those using the river; and 

Whereas the City Council of the city of Chicago has directed that a 
full and complete Inquiry be made into all of the conditions bearing on 
the problem of a bridge-construction policy, and this inquiry will con- 
sider, among other things, the value and character of the present and 
prospective commerce upon the said Chicago River and Calumet River, 
the volume and importance of the traffic across the said rivers, and the 
losses resulting from the interruption to that traffic throngh the open- 
ing of the bridges, and the present and prospective costs of building, 
maintaining, and operating movable bridges as compared with the 
present and prospective costs of building and maintaining fixed bridges; 
and 

Whereas this survey so directed is now being made with all possible 
speed and thoroughness and a report thereof will be returned to the 
city of Chicago as soon as may be; and 

Whereas the Chicago River and the Calumet River are navigable 
Waters of the United States, and the lawful consent of the Congress of 
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the United States would be necessary to any change of policy affecting 
the control or regulation of the said rivers, if any change in the pres- 
ent policy should be suggested: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the City Council of the city of Chicago, That the Con- 
gress of the United States be, and the same is hereby, respectfully 
requested and urged to direct the Secretary of War and the Chief of 
Engineers of the War Department of the United States, or such other 
agent or agents as the said Congress may select, as soon as may be, to 
make a survey of the commerce upon said Chicago River and Calumet 
River and in the port of Chicago and of the traffic across the sald 
rivers in the streets of the city of Chicago, and of the respective costs 
of movable bridges and fixed bridges, and to report upon the feasibility 
of the substitution of fixed instead of movable bridges across the said 
riyers within the limits of the city of Chicago, and upon the readjust- 
ments of traffic and commerce, and of the harbor development and port 
regulation necessary and incident thereto; and be it further 

Resolved, That the city clerk of the said city of Chicago be, and he 
is hereby, directed to forward copies of this resolution, certified under 
the hand and seal of the said city of Chicago, unto the Congress of the 
United States of America, directed, respectively, to the Clerk of each 
of the Houses and to the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors of each of the Houses of the sald Congress. 


STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

I, Al. F. Gorman, city clerk of the city of Chieago, do hereby certify 
that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy of the certain 
resolution adopted by the City Council of the city of Chicago at a 
regular meeting held Wednesday, the 12th day of December, A. D. 1928. 

Witness my hand and the corporate seal of the said city of Chicago 
this 2d day of January, A. D. 1924. 

(SBAL.] AL. F. GORMAN, 

City Clerk. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance: 


Concurrent resolution proposing to memoralize the Congress of the 
United States to initiate and to pass such legislation as will result 
in the general prohibition of the issuance of tax-free securities by 
the United States and the several States. 


Whereas there have been issued from time to time by the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the several States, respectively, and 
by the various political subdivisions of the respective States, securi- 
tles wholly or partially exempt from taxation; and 

Whereas the exemption from taxation of such securities is of 
benefit to but a few of the citizens of the United States, has con- 
tributed to the economical unrest throughout the country, and has 
resulted in depriving the respective taxing districts in the State of 
Towa and over the United States of a considerable amount of taxes on 
property within such taxing districts: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That we, the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Iowa, in special session assembled, do 
hereby call upon and request the Congress of the United States to 
immediately initiate and adopt such legislation as will result in the 
prohibition and curtailment of the issuance of tax-free or partially 
tax-free securities by the United States, any State or political sub- 
division of the United States, or any State. 

That a copy of this resolution be sent to the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and the Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Con- 
gress of the United States and to the respective Members thereof 
from Iowa. 

J. H. HBNXDERSON, 
Speaker of the House. 

JOHN HAMMILD, 

President of the Senate. 

I hereby certify that Concurrent Resolution No. 4 originated in the 
house and passed both the house and senate of the special session of 
the Fortieth General Assembly of Iowa. 

A. C. GRESTAPON, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


Mr. ROBINSON presented a petition of the Federated 
Trades of Van Buren, Ark., praying for the repeal of the 
transportation act, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Washington presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Yakima, Wash., praying for the passage of the 
so-called “public shooting grounds—game refuge bill,” which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the mayor and alder- 
men of the city of Lawrence, Mass., favoring the granting of 
increased compensation to employees of the Postal Service, 
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Packard Carton Co. and 
sundry of its employees, of Campello, Mass., favoring adop- 


tion of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the United 
States, praying for the participation of the United States in 
the Permanent Court of International Justice, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented a resolution of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Synod of Missouri, Ohio, and other States, as- 
sembled in national convention at Fort Wayne, Ind., protest- 
ing against the passage of legislation creating a department 
of education, which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Jacob Gutschmidt and 17 
other citizens of Gackle, N. Dak., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Newton bill for the purchase of surplus wheat 
to feed the starving in Germany, and also for action looking 
to the collection of the French debt owing to the United 
1 which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
atlons. 

He also presented resolutions of the Forrest E. Williams 
Post, No. 94, the American Legion, of Alexander, N. Dak., 
favoring the extension of benefits accruing to World War 
veterans from hospitalization, compensation, rehabilitation, 
land settlement, ete., to the veterans of all wars and minor 
wars, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of S. M. Willard and sundry 
other citizens of Ray, Wheelock, and vicinity, in the State of 
North Dakota, praying for the stabilization of the prices of 
wheat, which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. LADD presented the petition of Mrs. J. Langton and 18 
other citizens of Lawton, N. Dak., praying for the participation 
of the United States in the Permanent Court of International 
2 which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

He also presented the petition of John Buntrup and 314 
other citizens of North Dakota, praying for the enactment of 
legislation stabilizing the price of wheat and also indorsing the 
so-called Norris-Sinclair bill establishing a minimum price for 
wheat, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of A. MeMachen and four 
other citizens of Williston, N. Dak., praying for an increased 
tariff on wheat and the stabilization of wheat prices, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of E. Meigely and 44 other 
citizens of Hebron, N. Dak., praying for an increased tariff 
on wheat, flax, and its oils and substitute oils used therefor, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Jamestown (N. Dak.) 
Chamber of Commerce, favoring the passage of legislation 
abolishing the telegraph and telephone taxes, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. G. Hunt and 13 other 
citizens of Wimbledon, N. Dak., praying an amendment to the 
Constitution regulating child labor, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of A. H. Boyd and 111 other 
citizens of Fargo, N. Dak., praying for the passage of the so- 
ealled Dyer antilynching bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FESS presented a resolution of Dayton Post, No. 5, 
American Legion, Department of Ohio, favoring the passage of 
adequate conscription laws so as to conscript into the United 
States service during war all of the Nation’s resources, includ- 
ing capital, labor, industry, transportation, and fighting men, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions of Dayton Post, No. 5, American 
Legion, Department of Ohio, favoring the passage of a more 
rigid immigration law, which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration, 

He also presented a resolution of the Cuyahoga County Coun- 
cil of the American Legion of Ohio, favoring the granting of 
adjusted compensation to veterans of the World War, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Toledo, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Dyer antilynch- 
ing bill, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions of the northern Ohio group o? 
the Investment Bankers’ Association of America, favoring adop- 
tion of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan and opposing 
the passage of a soldiers’ bonus bill, which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Evangelical 
Lutheran Synod of Missouri, Ohio, and other States, opposing 
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the enactment of legislation creating a department of educa- 
tion, which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented resolutions of the Kiwanis Club of Cincin- 
nati and of the Chamber of Commerce of Nelsonville, both in 
the State of Ohio, favoring the adoption of the so-called Mellon 
tax-reduction plan, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the office and factory employees 
of the American Bottle Co., of Newark, Ohio, praying for adop- 
tion of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILLIS presented resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
meree of Nelsonville, the Kiwanis Club of Cincinnati, and the 
board of directors of the Chamber of Commerce of Marietta, 
all in the State of Ohio, favoring adoption of the so-called 
Mellon tax-reduction plan, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Henry W. Stoer and eight 
other officers of the Troy Laundry Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, 
favoring adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Akron (Ohio) Clearing 
House Association, favoring adoption of the so-called Mellon 
tax-reduction plan and opposing the granting of adjusted com- 
pensation to ex-service men, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Youngstown (Ohio) Chamber of Commerce, praying for the 
adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan and remon- 
strating against the passage of a Federal soldiers’ bonus bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of Dayton Post, No. 5, Ameri- 
can Legion, Department of Ohio, and of the Cuyahoga County 
Council of the American Legion of Ohio, favoring the enact- 
ment of legislation granting a bonus to ex-service men, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry members and em- 
ployees of the Osborn Engineering Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation granting a 
bonus to ex-service men, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Cambridge (Ohio) 
Federation of Women's Clubs, favoring the passage of legisla- 
tion forming the Upper Mississippi River National Preserve, 
and especially including the Winneshiek Bottoms, which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of Chillicothe (Ohio) Grange, 
No. 2075, Patrons of Husbandry, protesting against the pas- 
sage of a daylight savings law, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Ohio State Grange, 
adopted at its fifty-first annual session in Toledo, Ohio, De- 
cember 11-14, 1923, favoring the passage of the so-called Pur- 
nell bill, authorizing a more complete endowment of agricul- 
tural experiment stations, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions of Dayton Post, No. 5, Ameri- 
can Legion, Department of Ohio, favoring the passage of a 
mere rigid immigration law, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented resolutions of Dayton Post, No. 5, Ameri- 
can Legion, Department of Ohio, favoring the passage of laws 
to conscript into the service of the United States during war 
all of the Nation’s resources, including capital, labor, industry, 
transportation, and fighting men, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I present a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of Iowa relating to tax-exempt 
securities. I ask that it may be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. May the Chair ask the Sen- 
ator from Iowa if it is the same resolution which the Chair 
just laid down as coming from the Legislature of Iowa? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I do not understand the rule in such 
a case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is that the resolu- 
tion of a State legislature shall be printed in the Recorp, but 
the Chair received a concurrent resolution which was passed 
by the Legislature of Iowa, and which will be printed in the 
Ricord in the ordinary course. 

Mr. BROOKHART. If it is the same, one printing is, of 
course, sufficient. 

(See concurrent resolution of the Iowa State Legislature pre- 
viously laid down to-day by the Presiding Officer.) 


RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr, HARRIS. Mr. President, last week I introduced a biil 
to prohibit immigration for five years. In previous sessions 
of Congress I have introduced similar bills. I do not think 
there is any legislation more important to the people of our 
country. Some of our citizens who came from European coun- 
tries gaye trouble and caused embarrassment before, during, 
and since the World War. We already have too many of that 
class in our country. They do not understand our form of gov- 
ernment or our laws. You will find relatively a larger per cent 
of law breakers in the jails and penitentiaries from this class; 
some of them have urged the overthrow of our Government. 
Everyone that comes here takes the place that belongs to one 
of our own citizens; even those who fought against our country 
are coming. They work cheaper and reduce the wages of our 
own laborers, and send back their savings to their own country. 
Many of them are the lowest class, and their own countries are 
glad to get rid of them. They are a menace to our country. 
What we need now is to make 100 per cent Americans out of the 
people now in our country instead of allowing more to come 

ere. 

At the fourth and fifth annual meetings of the American 
Legion they unanimously passed resolutions urging the pro- 
hibition of immigration for five years, I ask that a copy of 
the resolution be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Committee on Immigration, of which I am a member. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Georgia that the matter be referred 
to the Committee on Immigration and printed in the Rxcokb? 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration, as follows: 


IMMIGRATION, 


NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, THE AMERICAN LEGION, 
Fiera NATIONAL CONVENTION, 
San Francisco, Calif., October 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 1923. 

Whereas the future policy of this country respecting Immigration is 
one of the most vital and imperative problems before the American 
people to-day and should therefore be of utmost concern to the Ameri- 
can Legion; and 

Whereas the American Legion is especially concerned in the preser- 
vation and continuance of constituted American Government, American 
institutions and fdeals, and the advancement of the opportunities, 
welfare, and prosperity of the citizens of this country; and 

Whereas the accomplishment of these purposes is greatly interfered 
with and hindered by an overcrowded and ‘ever-increasing unassimilable 
and menacing alien population in the United States, many of whom by 
reason of insuficient laws and the lax enforcement thereof have been 
admitted without proper or any qualifications, and who through lack 
of understanding or appreciation or vicious intent seek to undermine 
or destroy, by propaganda or direct action, our Institutions and Gov- 
ernment ; and 

Whereas the permanent and lasting prosperity and welfare of the 
Nation and its citizens will be impaired and endangered by the over- 
crowded condition of the population, such as exists in some foreign 
countries ; and 

Whereas the continued admission of undesirable immigrants into the 
United States under the operation of present laws, taken in connection 
with the vast numbers of nonnaturalized and nonassimilated persons 
heretofore admitted through insufficient laws and their lax enforce- 
ment and administration, constitutes a growing menace to American 
institutions, Government, and ideals; and 

Whereas this menace, if not checked, will eventually undermine and 
destroy respect for law, orderly government, every patriotic impulse, 
and the loyal character of American citizenship, as well as disorganize 
our industrial and economic structure, and should therefore be of 
concern to every true American ; 

Resolved, That we renew and emphasize the action of the fourth 
national convention urging the enactment without delay of laws, and 
the negotiation of treaties If required, for the exclusion as immi- 
grants or permanent residents of the United States of all persons 
ineligible to citizenship under the laws thereof. 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this convention that Congress 
should enact laws as follows: 

First. Entirely suspending immigration for a period of five years 
or for such period of time as will enable the formation of a definite 
and constructive plan for the protection of our people and our Nation 
from the present dangerous influx of allens. 

Second. That if and when immigration is allowed to resume a 
restriction be placed thereupon in a manner that will lead to immi- 
gration only from nations having ideals kindred to those of the 
American people. 

Third. That for the purpose of controlling immigration at its 
source immigration commissioners or other suitable agents of the 


1924. 


Government be established in foreign countries for the purpose of 
examining into the qualifications of all aliens seeking admission into 
the United States, and to prevent all those who are unqualified from 
reaching our shores. 

Fourth, That a suitable system of registration and identification 
of all aliens be put into effect prior to their leaving thelr own coun- 
tries, such system to be continued while they are residents in the 
United States. 

Fifth. That the standards of admission for aliens entering this 
country be materially raised as to mental, moral, and physical quali- 
fications, 

Sixth. That among other salutary regulations there should be pref- 
erence given by law under restricted immigration to the immediate 
families of those who haye served honorably in the armed forces of 
the United States, and, secondly, to the immediate families of per- 
sons resident in the United States, its territories and possessions, 
who are citizens thereof, provided they are otherwise qualified and 
eligible for citizenship. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 75) for the relief of the Cleveland State 
Bank, of Cleveland, Miss., reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No, 14) thereon. 


Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 


referred the bill (S. 129) for the relief of the William D. 
Mullen Co., reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 16) thereon. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 1376) to provide for the 
equitable distribution of captured war devices and trophies to 
the States and Territories of the United States and to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 17) thereon. 


BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS, . 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to report back favorably with amend- 
ments the bill (S. 76) to create a Bureau of Aeronautics in 
the Department of Commerce, to encourage and regulate the 
operation of civil aircraft in interstate and foreign commerce, 
‘and for other purposes, and I submit a report (No. 15) thereon. 
J desire to give notice that I shall ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar, : 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
Senate Resolution 109, submitted by Mr. La Fotierre on the 
8d instant, reported it favorably without amendment, and it 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as fol- 
lows; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 
100 words to report such hearings as may be held in connection 
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, fo which was referred Sen- 
ate Resolution 112, submitted by Mr. Harrexp on the 3d in- 
stant, reported it favorably without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-eighth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 
100 words to report such hearings as may be had in connection 
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1725), for the relief of Rubie M. Mosley (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1726) to amend section 11 of the Federal highway 
act, approved November 9, 1921; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1727) for the relief of the Sinclair Panama Oil 
Corporation; and 

A bill (S. 1728) for the relief of the Export Oil Corporation; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1729) for the establishment of a probation system 
in ae United States courts, except in the District of Columbia; 
an 

A bill (S. 1730) to amend an act entitled “An act to parole 
United States prisoners, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 25, 1910, as amended by an act approved January 23, 
1913; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1731) for the relief of Robert G. Hayes; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ODDIE: 

A bill (S. 1732) for the relief of Benjamin F. Spates; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1733) to authorize the Secretary of War to secure 
for the United States title to certain private lands contiguous 
to and within the Militia Target Range Reservation, State of 
Utah; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. NORBECK: 

A bill (S. 1734) to amend section 7 of the act of February 
6, 1909, entitled “An act authorizing the sale of lands at the 
head of Cordova Bay, in the Territory of Alaska, and for 
other purposes”; to the Committee on Public Lands and Sur- 
yeys. 

By Mr. FERNALD: 

A bill (S. 1735) relative to public buildings and grounds in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 1786) granting an increase of pension to Grace F. 
Marix: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (S. 1737) granting a pension to Ella M. Porter and 
three minor children; 

A bill (S. 1738) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Amelia Batson; and 

A bill (S. 1739) granting a pension to Mary Wyckoff: to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1740) to provide relief for the victims of the nir- 
plane aecident at Langin Field; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1741) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
one German cannon or fieldpiece to the American Legion post 
at Moundsville, W. Va.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 1742) to amend the revenue act of 1921; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1743) granting a pension to Anthony P. J. Henry 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1744) granting a pension to Etta Fix (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1745) allowing and regulating boxing and sparring 
matches in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District! of Columbia. 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A bill (S. 1746) to provide for payment of amount of war-risk 
insurance policy to a beneficiary designated by Capt. Clarence 
Centenial Sichel, deceased; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1747) for the relief of Joseph A. Frayne; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1748) granting a pension to Amelia A. Collins; and 

A bill (S. 1749) granting a pension to Charles Schlipf; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1750) to amend section 217, as amended, of the act 
entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of 
the United States,” approved March 4, 1909; to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1751) authorizing and directing the sale at public 
auction of certain lands within the Crow Creek Agene not used 
for agency purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1752) to construe the application of subsection 
(3) of section 234 of the revenue sct of 1921, approved Novem- 
ber 28, 1921; to the Committee on Finance. 

3y Mr. LENROOT: 

A bill (S. 1753) authorizing the Secretary of War to cause a 


preliminary examination and survey to be made of the outer 
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channel of Green Bay Harbor, Wis.; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1754) granting an increase of pension to Alphonso 
Armstrong; and J 

A bill (S. 1755) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Warren; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1756) to define trespass on coal lands of the United 
States and to provide a penalty therefor; to the Committee 
on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. McNARY;: 

A bill (S. 1757) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine claims of certain bands or tribes 
of Indians residing in the State of Oregon; to the Committee 
on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1758) granting a pension to Mary Fitzpatrick ; 

A bill (S. 1759) granting a pension to Marguerite Daugherty ; 
and 

A bill (S. 1760) for the relief of Edward L. Briggs; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUCE: 

A bill (S. 1761) to reimburse the city of Baltimore, State of 
Maryland, for moneys expended to aid the United States in the 
construction of works of defense during the Ciyil War; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A bill (S. 1762) providing for the acquirement by the United 
States of privately owned lands within Taos County, N. Mex., 
known as the Santa Barbara grant, by exchanging therefor 
timber or lands and timber within the exterior boundaries of 
any national forest situated within the State of New Mexico; 
to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. PHIPPS: 

A bill (S. 1763) to validate certain payments made to George 
M. Apple and to authorize the General Accounting Office to 
allow credit to certain disbursing officers for payments of 
salaries made on properly certified and approved vouchers; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 1764) fixing the rank of the officer of the United 
States Army in charge of public buildings and grounds; tu the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 1765) for the relief of the heirs of Agnes fugels, 
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 1766) placing certain positions in the Postal Service 
in the competitive classified service; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 1767) to amend the act of May 1, 1920, entitled 
“An act to revise and equalize rates of pension to certain sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines of the Civil War and the war with 
Mexico, to certain widows, including widows of the War of 
1812, former widows, dependent parents, and children of such 
soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to certain Army nurses, and 
granting pensions and increase of pensions in certain cases”; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 1768) granting an increase of pension to Alice I. 
Simpson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1769) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the Fore River Shipbuilding Co.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1770) to authorize the payment of $1,000 to the 
Government of the Netherlands for compensation for personal 
injuries sustained by Arend Kamp and Francis Gort, subjects 
of the Netherlands, while the U. S. S. Canibas was loading at 
Rotterdam on May 1, 1919; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. LODGE (by request) : 

A bill (S. 1771) to provide for the enforcement of the fif- 
teenth, eighteenth, and nineteenth amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENDRICK; 

A bill (S. 1772) for the relief of William W. Sproul; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1773) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Schnider ; 

A bill (S. 1774) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
Hilty ; and 

A bill (S. 1775) granting a pension to William Betherum; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 1776) for the relief of W. C. Moye and Nannie 
Moye; to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1777) granting a pension to Maria Lamar Duvall; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 1778) providing for the relief of certain disburs- 
ing officers of the Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1779) making certain allowances for printing to 
any clerk, deputy clerk, or assistant to a clerk of a United 
States district court, who is also a United States commissioner; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 1780) granting a pension to Emily French (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 1781) to increase the efficiency of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (8. 1782) to provide for the widening of Nichols Ave- 
nue, between Good Hope Road and S Street SE.; 

A bill (S. 1783) to regulate the practice of medicine and mid- 
wifery in the District of Columbia, and to punish persons violat- 
ing the provisions thereof; 

A bill (S. 1784) to provide for the closing of a portion of 
Massachusetts Avenue NW., in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 1785) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
regulation of the practice of dentistry in the District of 
Columbia and for the protection of the people from empiricism 
in relation thereto,” approved June 6, 1892, and acts amendatory 
thereof; 

A bill (S, 1786) to amend sections 5, 6, and 7 of the act of 


Congress making appropriations to provide for the expenses of -. 


the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, approved July 1, 1902, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1787) authorizing the extension of the park system 
of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. FESS: 


A bill (S. 1788) granting a pension to Frank L. Nelson; to- 


the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMERON; 

A bill (S. 1789) to provide compensation for accidental in- 
juries to employees in certain occupations in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1790) for the relief of Herman O. Kruschke; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1791) validating and confirming conveyances of 
lands made by allottees on the Yakima Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Washington; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1792) granting a pension to Clara Morilon; 

A bill (S. 1793) granting a pension to Wilbert E. Parsons; 

A bill (S. 1784) granting an increase of pension to Nancy G. 
Pease ; 

A bill (S. 1795) granting an increase of pension to Malcolm 
J. MeNeill: and 

A bill (S. 1796) granting a pension to Edith Taylor Moore 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1797) for the relief of the Pacific Creosoting Co.: 

A bill (S. 1798) for the relief of Ira M. Krutz; 

A bill (S. 1799) for the relief of Caroline M. Killough ; 

A bill (S. 1800) for the relief of W. H. Presleigh; g 

A bill (S. 1801) for the relief of the M. A. Phelps Lumber 
Co. ; 

A bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Nellie Harrington; and 

\ bill (S. 1808) for the relief of Jasper N. Hafer (with ac- 
coapanying papers); to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Mary A. Merrifield; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1805) to authorize the disposition of lands no 
longer needed, and the acquisition of other lands required, for 
nayal purposes; 

A bill (S. 1806) to provide for the equalization of promotion 
of officers of the staff corps of the Navy with officers of the 
line; 

A bill (S. 1807) to provide for the creation, organization, ad- 
ministration, and maintenance of a Naval Reserve and a Ma- 
rine Corps Reserve ; 

A bill (S. 1808) providing for sundry matters affecting the 
Naval Establishment; and 
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A bill (S. 1809) for the relief of Emelus S. Tozier (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 1810) granting a pension to Jefferson Higbee; 

A bill (S. 1811) granting a pension to Marie L. Graves; 

A bill (S. 1812) granting a pension to Katherine Hager; 
and 

A bill (S. 1813) granting a pension to Phillipa Drake; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLER: 

A bill (S. 1814) granting an inerease of pension to William 
Thornburn, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 1815) for the relief of Capt. Murray A. Cobb; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 1816) for the relief of the Gulf Towing & Trans- 
portation Co., of Tampa, Fla.; to the Committee on Claims. 


LEASE OF THE MAMMOTH OIL CO. 


Mr. CARAWAY. I introduce a joint resolution to cancel the 
lease of the Mammoth Oil Co. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 54) to cancel the lease of the 
Mammoth Oil Co. was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I should like to have the joint resolution 
read and see if we can not get immediate action on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks that the joint resolution be read for the information of 
the Senate. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas on the 7th day of April, 1922, a lease was executed by the 
United States by the then Secretary of the Interior, Hon. Albert B. 
Fall, and Hon. Edwin Denby, Secretary of the Navy, acting for the 
United States, to the Mammoth Oil Co., as represented by H. F. Sin- 
clair; and 

Whereas the said lease was against the publie interest; and 

Whereas said lease was. made by private negotiations; and 

Whereas said lease attempts to appropriate publie revenues; and 

Whereas it now appears that sald lease conveyed, or attempted to 
convey to the said Mammoth Oil Co. all of the oils, gases, and min- 
erals in what is known as petroleum reserve No. 3; and 

Whereas it now appears that said lease was corruptly obtained: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That said lease of said date, and an modifications 
and contracts made thereunder, and all rights and immunities there- 
under granted, is and are hereby, canceled; that all of the resources 
therein sought to be conyeyed are hereby restored to the possession of 
the United States, and shall be held and retained for the use and 
benefits for which they were dedicated by Executive order prior to the 
execution of said lease; that there shall be an accounting had by said 
lessee and assignees with the United States for all oils, gases, and 
minerals by it taken from said lands. 


Mr. CARAWAY. TI ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that very subject is under 
consideration by the Committee on Public Lands and has 
been for two months and a half.. The hearings have not been 
completed, and I very much object to its consideration until 
after the hearings shall have been completed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection is made, and the 
joint resolution will be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

LEASE OF THE PAN AMERICAN PETROLEUM. & TRANSPORT co. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I wish to introduce a joint resolution 
dealing with petroleum reserves Nos. 1 and 2. I suppose 
there will be the same objection to its present consideration. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; the same objection. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 55) to cancel the 10386 of 


the Pan American Petroleum & Transport Co. was read twice | 


by its title: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution which he has just introduced, but objection is 
made, and it will be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

HAZEL k. SIMMS. 

Mr. SMOOT. Senate bill 1274 for the relief of Hazel E. 
Simms was referred to the Finance Committee. A similar bill 
was. referred to the Finance Committee during the last session 
of Congress, and that committee was then discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill. I now ask that it be 
discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill 1274 


and that the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
where it belongs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the Senator from Utah? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


SOVIET GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA, 


Mr. NORRIS. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp an article by the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Boran] on the subject of the recognition of the Russian Gov- 
oe It was printed in the New York Times of December 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Bouan STATES THE CASE ron Ressta—Wourp MILITARISM OR PEACE 
INVOLVED IN QUESTION or RECOGNITION, FIN Sr er TIRAR- 
ING FOR Sovipp TO ANSWER CHARGES, 

(By Wira E. BORAN.) 

All around us the world is conyulsed by the agonies of great nations. 
Hundreds and thousands of women and children will die of hunger and 
exposure this winter while the American producer goes bankrupt for want 
of a market. There is scarcely a Government in Europe which looks upon 
the future with complacency, Intolerance, racial antipathy, vengeance, 


and no great power speaks the voice of conciliation, humanity, aud < 


Justice. Is it not time, after these five years sincè the armistice, t 
make a real effort to establish a spirit of amity and to bring, in so far 
as possible, accord among the nations? One of England’s greatest 
premiers upon a most trying international occasion declared: “ Cour- 
tesy of language, a willingness to concede, reluctance to take offense 
will always, even when carried to excess, command respect and ad- 
miration and bring their fruits of good understanding and peace. 
What the masses of mankind are praying for now is that some great 
nation may lead out in a broad, tolerant, healing, constructive policy 
which will bring these estranged nations together and restore old rela- 
tions of interchange, trade, and confidence, 

There can be no peace in Europe until two outstanding problems are 
adjusted, Russia and the Ruhr. It seems a great tragedy that we did 
not urge interested nations to eome together in an economie conference 
prior to the invasion of the Ruhr. I have never doubted the confer- 
ence could have been conyened, and in all probability the awful situa- 
tion, tho adjustment of which now seems so difficult, avoided. But 
while the Ruhr problem bas passed to a marked extent out of our 
hands the Russian problem is ours to control. We‘can adjust it and 
do so without sacrificing any principle or compromising any of our 
rights. Here are 140,000,000 people, a great people, outlawed. It is 
a menace to the peace of Europe. Does anyone really believe that 
anything in the nature of real peace can obtain in Europe so long as 
the Russian problem is unsettled? 


ANOTHER ARMAMENT R` 7. 


We are now in the midst of another armament race. The armies 
of Europe are a million larger than in 1918, notwithstanding Ger- 
many and Austria-Hungary no longer count. Vast sums extorted 
from overtaxed people are being expended for all kinds of armament, 
particularly airplane fleets and submarines. The ingenuity of the 
human brain is harnessed day and night to the task of contriving and 
manufacturing more deadly gases and taming the germs of disease 
to the uses of war. At no time in the history of the world has there 
been the vast preparation of such destructive and deadly weapons of 
warfare. At a time when the people are driven like peons to pay 
for a war just closed, we see another stupendous armament race being 
arranged and the people are to be taxcd for a war prophesied to be 
just ahead. When you read after or talk to those who urge these 
preparations and these huge expenditures, they will tell you that the 
present unsettled conditions make such preparations necessary. They 
will point you to Russia banished from the family of nations, and the 
Ruhr, and with these suggestions they consider their case made. 

Can you have peace in Europe, can you have disarmament, can you 
even make a start to accomplish these things, until Russia is back in 
the family of nations? To fail to adjust the Russian problem is 
to foment and keep alive the spirit of distrust and war and to justify 
the piling up of armament and the increasing of taxes upon the people 
without limit. A few days since an advocate of larger armies and 
greater armaments, one who believes we ought to expend $40,000,000 
at least for airplanes, rather took me to task for opposing the pro- 
gram, I said, Where is the danger, where is the nation that wants 
to fight?” His prompt reply was, “Look at the Ruhr; that means 
war. Lock at Russia.“ I replied, “Why not recognize Russia, ad- 
just our differences, get her back into the family of nations? She has 
declared she is willing to reduce her army to 200,000 men when that 
is done.” His reply was, “I would rather fight her than to recognize 
her.“ So the program goes forward. No effort to adjust the Russian 
problenr is to be put forward and the unsettled and menacing situation 
is to be used to justify the building up of armament and the increasing 
of taxes. 
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EUROPE KEPT IN TURMOIL. 


The delegation from the American Farm Bureau, after studying the 
situation in Europe, has declared that a market for farm products at 
a price which will enable the farmer to live and pay his taxes depends 
upon the adjusting of European problems, It is perfectly clear that 
this Is true. If the millions now being expended for armament can 
be turned to the purchase of food for the underfed and starving in 
Europe, if normal conditions are to be restored, trade revived, and 
exchange stabilized, the questions now keeping Europe aroused and in 
turmoil must be adjusted. One of these problems, it is conceded upon 
all hands, is Russia. There will be no normal conditions so long as 
Russia is outside, A former premier of France declares, So long 
us Russia is not restored to the cycle of nations, there will be neither 
economic equilibrium nor security in Europe.“ 

Lioyd-George declared at Genoa and many tinres since that the set- 
tlement of the European problem was the settlement of the Russian 
problem. The American market will not be restored until the Russian 
situation is ironed out. Of course, the American farmer will not sell 
his products (except cotton) directly to Russia. But the restoration 
of normal conditions in the countries to which he must sell, if he sells 
at all, depends upon the Russian adjustment. Europo can not buy 
until peace is restored and until the expenditures now being used for 
military establishments are curtailed, and until these things happen 
central Europe will be underfed and starving and the Anrerican farmer 
Cs ae see many of his products rot in the feld or molder in the granary. 

eanthne, American statesmanship exhausts itself and its intellectual 
resources when it makes an appropriation out of the Treasury to feed 
a few starving people, the victims of these same policies. 


HAD OPPORTUNITIES WITH RUSSIA, 


But while the farmer would not himself sell directly to Russia, our 
business men and manufacturers would. This would give additional 
markets at home for farm products. One business institution in Rus- 
sia purchased cotton in this country this year to the amount of 
$40,000,000, and paid for it. The business had to be transacted, how- 
ever, through English and German agents. A shoe man in the United 
States, I am responsibly advised, sold a large order of shoes to Russia 
and received his money. When asked how he carried on the business, 
he said, “Through an English merchant,” to whom he had to pay a 
heavy commission. I had supposed this stopped in 1776. Russian 
trade with the United States, when sound, economic conditions are 
restored, will be very large, for Russia must necessarily have a large 
supply of the things which we have to sell. A member of the English 
Parliament writes that England’s trade with Russia is very considerable 
and increasing rapidly, and he further says that the news items being 
put out now and then that this trade Is not important, etc., is for con- 
sumption in the United States. 

No one knows better than the English statesman that “ by taking the 
larger view of things we master the little, fidgeting spirit of circum- 
stances.” Business men in Seattle and on the coast are now in Russia 
ready and anxious to open up trade, but the difficulties of doing business 
under the present relationship between the two countries are such, so 
they advise me, as to make it practically impossible to complete ar- 
rangements. Is it not worth while to strive in good faith, with dignity 
and honor, if you please, to restore trade relations and give our peo- 
ple the benefit and advantage which would flow therefrom—a benefit 
and advantage now accruing to others? I am thus deeply anxious and 
persistent about adjusting our affairs with Russia, because T believe, 
and have long believed, that there can be no peace, no real peace, no 
start for the reduction of armament, no restoration of normal trade 
and business, and no opening up of the markets for the American 
farmer until this adjustment comes. 

This is no new subject with me, Six years ago this month, Decem- 
ber, in an article contributed to the New York Times, under the title 
“Shall we abandon Russia?” I urged our Government to send a com- 
mission to Russia to aid, counsel, and advise and to help lead “ this 
noble people struggling in madness and blindness to be free.“ And I 
will, I trust, be pardoned for saying, as that article indicated, that in 
my opinion the treatment of Russia by the Allies since the war has 
no parallel or precedent for shortsightedness, for cruelty and injustice, 
in the history of international affairs. 

THE PRESIDENT’S POSITION, 


What is the present situation with reference to Russia? The Presi- 
dent in his message said: “ Whenever there appears any disposition to 
compensate our citizens who were despoiled and to recognize that debt 
contracted with our Government, not by the Czar but by the newly 
formed Republic of Russia; whenever the active spirit of enmity to 
our institutions is abated; whenever there appear works meet for 
repentance, our country ought to be the first to go to the economic 
and moral rescue of Russia." 

The President justly limits the question of debt to debts contracted 
by the newly formed Republic, although I am one of those who believe 
that in due time this Government of Russia ought to, and will, take 
care of all debts legitimately contracted by its predecessor Govern- 
ment. Repudiation and confiscation among nations is the same as 
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theft and robbery among individuals. It is for this reason that I look 
upon our dealing with the alien property in this country as a humilia- 
tion beyond the power of language to tell. 

RUSSIA READY TO NEGOTIATE, 


But the Russian Government must have time and opportunity, the 
Same as we have given to England, the same as France is taking. In 
my opinion, the best debt in Europe to-day among all those who owe 
us, outside of England, is Russia's. The President says:“ Whenever 
there appears any disposition.” Russia is now ready to take up the 
question of compensation and the payment of her debt to the United 
States. She is prepared to proceed just as any other government 
would and does. Russia says she has claims against the United States 
arising out of the presence of our soldiers in Russia at a time when 
we were not at war with Russia. These claims may be well founded 
or they may not be. If they are well founded, we should pay them, 
for we as a people are neither cheats nor bullies. If they are not well 
founded we could never become liable for them without the approval 
of our commissioners and the proper authorities of the Government. 

But I assert publicly, unqualifiedly, without fear of successful con- 
tradiction, that Russia is now ready to take up these matters covered 
by the President’s message, adjust and settle them upon principles 
of right and fair dealing. Why not do so? We will never get com- 
pensation or collect our debt until we do take these matters up in 
the ordinary businesslike way. The present program will collect no 
debts nor secure any compensation. 

We next come to the question of propaganda. No living man, 
nothing less than omniscience, can separate the truth from falsehood, 
the genuine from forged documents, in this mass of lying and crimi- 
nation and recrimination which has been going on for five years, 
Philip Gibbs, famous traveler and celebrated journalist, declares: “ In 
Riga and Helsingfors and other places near Russian frontiers there 
are factories of lies and Hars busy with the cables accusing the 
Soviet Government,” ete. Riga got into action the next day after 
the debate in the Senate, and some of the “new” material for- 
warded to the State Department is interesting but not new. Profes- 
sor Ross, of the University of Wisconsin, a student of this matter for 
months, and even years, declares: The émigrés and their sympa- 
thizers abroad waged the greatest and most successful campaign of 
misrepresentation that mankind has ever seen. The anti- 
Bolshevists hold the world's record for the quantity, production, and 
marketing of untruth.” 


CAN THE UNITED STATES REFUSE? 
Bishop Neulson, Bishop Blake, Doctor Hartman, and a multitude of 


other men of undoubted intellectual force and unquestioned moral 
standing sustain these assertions. Now it is charged that certain 
documents have been discovered which disclose an attempt upon the 
part of the Soviet Government to interfere with the internal affairs 


of our Government. The Soviet Government openly declares that they 
are forged and that it has never indulged in any such practice, and 
asks for an opportunity to prove its position before an arbitration 
tribunal. Can the United States, which has been for more than 100 
years an advocate of arbitration, and which is now deeply interested in 
entering u world court, refuse a Government representing 140,000,000 
people a chance to arbitrate a question which involves the good 
relationship between two great peoples? If this kind of a question 
can not be adjusted through peaceful means and through arbitration, 
what are arbitration tribunals and world courts for? 

In other words, the Russian Government stands ready to accept 
the President's message, appoint commissioners to adjust all differ- 
ences, and where there are accusations inyolying good faith between 
the Governments to submit the question to arbitration. Is not this 
a “disposition to compensate,” and is it not a recognition of the 
principle of the debt? Assuming that there has been propaganda 
heretofore, is it not a distinct abatement of the same when Russia 
stands ready to disprove the charges and, in any event, to enter into 
solemn guaranties as to the future? 

The great majority of the people everywhere want peace, the 
people of the different nations want to trade and do business with 
each other, Some think we can best secure peace through the league 
and a world court. Others think that we, as Americans, can best 
serve the cause of peace by remaining free to throw our influence upon 
the side of justice in any crisis which may arise uncommitted and un- 
embarrassed by previous obligations. 

THE WAY TO RBAL PRACE, 


But whether leaguers or antileaguers, all must realize that it is 
useless to talk of peace while 200,000,000 white people are pro- 
scribed by the advocates of peace themselves. One hundred and 
forty million are outlawed and 60,000,000 marked for dismember- 
ment by those who are ostentatiously advocating peace. While we 
talk of peace and carry on a campaign for a world court we abso- 
lutely refuse to confer with a government which represents 140,- 
000,000 people, and we sit voiceless while 60,000,000 are being driven 
to utter ruin in face of the most solemn pledges made by us during 
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the war. What can a league do, or what can a court effectuate, when 
the family of nations is thus broken up and demoralized? What can 
be gained by talking about a world court when we will not even 
use the most ordinary means of adjustment and arbitration? If we 
would do the things which are immediately at hand to be done, if 
we would bend our energies and exert our influence to bring about 
accord among the nations and good understanding among peoples, 
if we would follow the precedent of Washington during the propa- 
gandist days of the French Revolution, much indeed could be done 
in the cause of peace. We are traveling the same road over which 
the nations traveled for 25 years prior to 1914. Always things have 
bred their like; again they can breed nothing but their like.” 

Our people can, and will, easily withstand this miserable tian 
and futile trash which has been exhibited in this country as*propa- 
ganda. It will not have the slightest effect upon our citizens, except 
to warn them and to instill in them a greater love for orderly and 
regulated liberty. But our people can not well withstand another 
World War, for the great burden will fall most heavily upon us this 
time. They can not well endure another armaments race. And they 
will not brook another season of turmoil and strife and closed mar- 
kets. It will be unfortunate for the party in power if it remains 
unacquainted with the language of truth until it hears it from the 
complaints of the people. 


SECRETARY MELLON’S TAX PROPOSAL. 


Mr. BROOKHART. I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp an editorial from the Des Moines Regis- 
ter of January 2, 1924, on the Mellon tax plan. 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp as follows: 

SECRETARY MBLLON’S PROPOSAL. 

It is not important so early to pass any final judgment on Secre- 
tary Mellon's proposed reduction in income taxes. That may wait 
until debate has brought out fully just what is intended and just 
what will be done. We may be sure of protracted debate when the 
Senate receives the Secretary's recommendations, because the in- 
surgent group will insist upon knowing in full and in detail just 
what is involved. Without the votes of the insurgent group, or 
without a corresponding accession of support from the Democrats, 
there is no majority in the Senate for the Secretary's proposal, even 
with all other Republicans for it, which is unlikely. 

At the very outset, why did not the Secretary in his report to the 
Committee on Ways and Means give a tabulated statement of all 
the reductions proposed? Why were the reductions on incomes up 
to $10,000 a year given and the reductions on incomes above $10,000 
n year passed over without notice? 

Here is Secretary Mellon's statement to Congressman GREEN of 
Towa: 

“To show the effect of the proposed changes on the income of 
a typical salaried taxpayer, married and having two children, I call 
your attention to the following comparative figures: 


Saving to 

tax. taxpayer. 
20000 „ „ snessecsscaccssns 315.75 812. 25 
$5,000.. 38.25 29.75 
$6,000. 72.00 56. 00 
$7,000. 99. 00 87.00 
$8,000. 144. 00 132.00 
$0,000. 189. 00 177.00 
N 000 E N O NT 234. 00 222. 00 


Why did he limit his table to these incomes and then pass the 
higher incomes with the mere suggestion that the total tax saved 
to them would be less than the total tax saved to the smaller in- 
comes? Why did he pass the higher incomes with the bare sug- 
gestion: 

„The schedule shows a loss of revenue of about $92,000,000 in the 
brackets under $6,000, and a further loss of revenue of about $52,000,000 
in the next bracket of $6,000 to $10,000. In short, about 70 per cent 
of the reduction would be in the brackets of $10,000 or less, and less 
than 5 per cent would fall in the brackets over $100,000.” 

Curiosity is bound to be piqued by this sort of presentation and the 
Secretary must have known it. The question is bound to be, What is 
the reduction of tax on the higher incomes? The further question is 
bound to be, Why is emphasis put on the total saving on smaller as 
against higher incomes, rather than on the percentage of reduction on 
the higher as contrasted with the lower incomes? The Secretary might 
much better for his own case have made a complete showing and sub- 
mitted his proposal fairly to consideration. $ 

Turning to the high incomes here is a table, which may be accepted 
as official, in which the same comparison the Secretary makes for 
incomes of $10,000 and under is continued for incomes of $30,000 
and over, with this exception that the table for the higher incomes 
shows only the incomes listed as “ unearned"; that is, incomes on in- 
vestments and the Uke. 


Table showing the total tax payable upon certain incomes under the 
rates of the present law and under the rates suggested in the Secre- 
tary's letter to Representative GREEN ; 


Married man with two dependents, unearned income, 


Net ineome. 8 e 8 
$2,612 shut 
4,902 784 
6, 632 1,944 
19, 792 10, 284 
35, 292 20,784 
50, 792 35, 784 
66, 292 49, 284 
$1,792 62,784 
143, 792 116,774 
298, 792 551, 754 
1,538,893 | 1, 381,98 


Now, it is true that in 1920, the last year for which the reports 
have been tabulated, there were 442,557 paying tax on personal in- 
comes of from $4,000 to $5,000, and here were only four paying incomes 
on $5,000,000 or over. The saying, Secretary Mellon figures, for the 
first class would be $12.25 apiece, or a total of $5,421,318. The sav- 
ing to the four men who pay the highest tax would be $1,331,983 
apiece, or a total of $5,327,932. In other words, Secretary Mellon 
would take from Henry Ford and his son Ensel and from Mr. Rocke; 
feller and one other New Yorker substantially as much burden of taxa- 
tion as he would take from the nearly half million taxpayers who have 
Incomes of from $4,000 to $5,000. 

In this connection, it is not going to escape attention that the Secre- 
tary is himself the second richest man in the United States or there- 
abouts, although not ranking with the big four in income. The biggest 
income reported from Pennsylvania in 1920 was one between $3,000,- 
000 and $4,000,000. Without question this is Secretary Mellon's. It 
is not necessary to go to the tables to discover that the saving to this 
one income in Pennsylvania alone would be in the neighborhood of 
$1,000,000 a year, 

It is undoubtedly true as Secretary Mellon reports that the total 
saving would be greater on the schedules below $10,000 than above, 
because there are many more incomes that fall below $10,000 limit 
than above it. But even there the difference is not so pronounced as 
at first glance might be supposed. For instance, there were in 1920 
74,511 incomes of $7,000 to $8,000 and there were 44,531 incomes 
from $15,000 to $20,000. The curious fact Is disclosed that there were 
44,531 incomes from $15,000 to $20,000 when there were only 40,129 
incomes from $9,000 to $10,000. There were in 1920, 2,191 incomes 
of $100,000 to $150,000 and 169 incomes from $300,000 to $400,000. 
Therefore the very big cut in taxes under the Mellon plan on the bigger 
incomes helps a very considerable number of wealthy taxpayers, and 
does make a very big total of tax reduction on the big incomes, 

But, as was suggested before, there will be time enough in which 
to debate the burden of taxation wealth ought to pay when the bill 
incorporating the Mellon plan is before Congress. The important 
thing to recognize now is that Secretary Mellon prejudiced his own 
ease by not setting forth in full Just what he purposed, so that thera 
would be nothing to be brought out later. As a mere matter of 
strategy it is far better to have the worst known at the start. Then 
the affirmative strength begins to grow, if there is merit in the plan. 
If there is not merit in the plan, the sooner it is killed the better, 
So in any case the Secretary would have served a public purpose by 
making a clean breast of what he planned to do. 

Secretary Mellon is a very able business man, and no doubt he will 
make a vigorous argument in favor of taking taxes off from wealth 
and scattering them over the community at large. A powerful argu- 
ment can be made for that view. On the other hand, a powerful 
argument can be made for making everybody pay in proportion to the 
benefits he has from Government, in proportion to his ability to pay. 
It is to be hoped that the whole matter will not become so Involved 
in next year’s politics that it will not be considered on its merits, 


PLAN TO END WAR. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask leave to have printed in the 
Recorp “A plan to end war between nations and to achieve 
and preserve the peace of the world,” by Rev. John Faville, of 
Lake Mills, Wis. 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed 
in the Recor, as follows: 


A PLAN ro END War BETWEEN NATIONS AND TO ACHIEVE AND I’RESERVE 
THE PEACH OF THE WORLD, 


(By John Faville, D. D., Ph. D., Lake Mills, Wis.) 


A question always with us is, How ought we live together as human 
beings in this world? Wars between nations have always been one 
of the ways in which we have met this question. No argument is now 
needed to prove that a better way may be possible. We have per- 
fected the art and the science of war. Powder and lead are outgrown. 
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Oln and poison have the right of way. Land and water are almost 
helpless to defend us. The air is master. The last war, they tell us, 
will rank as a skirmish in its death toll as compared with the next 
world war, if it comes. Inventions have made war a mechanical 
massacre,” 

We are not in a quest new to the world. The Grand Design of Queen 
Elizabeth's day, The Holy Alliance of Alexander of Russia's time, The 
Hague conferences, the League of Nations, the national and inter- 
national laws and codes for lessening and alleviating war, the peace 
societies in many nations, the protests of peace advocates, are not to 
be forgotten or undervalued. 

A practical plan for world peace must have these merits: It must 
appeal to the people, be easily understood, recognize present conditions, 
have the fewest possible objections, unite peace societies and forces 
now at work, not sit in judgment on past methods, and be free from 
“premature explicitness” and “entangling alliances.” It must not 
sacrifice the real Interests or the free institutions or the sovereignty 
of any nation, It must be the shortest road to the end sought. It 
must satisfy the moral sense, the consciences, of those who take these 
into this subject, and, above all, it must not lessen or alleviate but 
forever abolish war. 

War is now a legal way to settle disputes between nations. To 
fight and kill, as well as to trade with each other, is held to be neces- 
sary. The war system is an authorized institution. International 
laws and codes are honeycombed with orders as to how to conduct wars 
between nations. Wars in the name of conscience and right and 
religion have abounded. Devout souls on both sides in every war 
have sent out volumes of prayers to their war gods. 

But history is in part a record of the world moving from methods 
of violence and force to law. Relations and methods once regarded 
as right are found to be wrong. We make now a crime what we once 
sanctioned and approved. On this fact we are to find and to build 
a plan for ending national wars. 


1. THE PLAN. 


We have moral laws. Any normal human being developed to a cer- 
tain degree perceives right and Wrong as not the same. And these 
moral laws apply to groups as well as persons. An age-long moral 
command has been, Thou shalt not kill.“ The past has not made 
this law a command to nations. The time has come when we as a 
nation must do this. 

There is no call now for us to assall or to condemn the past. To 
improve, not judge it, is our task. We as a people have reached 
a stage of progress where we believe “Thou shalt not kill” means 
“Thou shalt not kill each other as nations." We must now find a 
plan that will best express and carry out that conviction, That plan 
is to outlaw war. A legal recourse to war can never abolish it. 
Under that plan we will always be on the verge of war. Thou shalt 
outlaw war means that henceforth war must be not a “ misfortune” 
or a “ necessity " or “inevitable,” but a crime. Peace between nations 
is not an end to be longed or hoped for; it is a duty, a command to 
be obeyed. 

But this plan is not a moral protest against war, nor a moral propo- 
sition to abolish it. It is a plan to “ abolish the war system as an 
nuthorized and legally sanctioned institution“ —a system under 
which international politics and policies are now conducted; a sys- 
tem which is not only legitimate, but which under certain conditions 
is claimed to be the only one possible. This new plan substitutes for 
the war method of nation dealing with nation something funda- 
mentally different. 8 

Other plans are before us—the “political,” the “economic,” the 
“ constitutional amendment,” the “no neutral nations,” the “ non- 
resistance,” the “ militarist,” etc. International courts and codes are 
already in the fleld. This plan to outlaw war recognizes in all of 
them honest and serious and able efforts, and it can utilize all that 
is practical in any of them. But they must all be rejected just so far 
as they are the product of the war system aud provide for, regulate, 
and make legal wars between nations. 

Other merits of this plan are that it does not attempt too much at 
once; it is one we can begin to work upon immediately, it is simple, 
it is new, it is not in the hands of only the rulers or diplomats or 
politicians; in fact, it has the merits we have claimed a plan “to 
achieve and preserve a world peace” must have. 

ll, THE METHODS OF THIS PLAN FOR OUR NATION. 


It must begin with the people. We deny as a nation that the State 
is “power” or “reason” or “the highest reason.“ 4 nation is 
first a certain kind of thinking, a habit of opinion, the way a given 
group of people are behaving themselves. One of the tragedies of 
war has been when the individual conscience says No“ and the nä- 
tional conscience Les.“ The average man has but little to say; he 
bas not been much consulted about war. But he is the first material 
needed to carry it on. Forty million of them were called out in the 
last war. Here is a plan above all others where the people can be 
challenged, put on record. If they reject it, we must abandon it; if 
they adopt it, nothing can stand before it. 


The first step our Nation must take is to enter at once upon a 
nation-wide and nation-deep crusade to find if we believe in outlawing 
war. And then we must help find what other nations believe. Thon 
we must get together to eliminate, to annihilate the war system. We 
must give now as a nation the war problem, the greatest problem be- 
fore the world, the place it deserves and demands. Into this crusade 
we must at once utilize every fact and motive and experience, every 
Person and group possible. We must mobilize all our forces: Here 
are some, by no means all, of the practical eforts needed for a suc- 
cessful campaign, for a winning crusade, against the war system. We 
must enlist— =| 

1. THE CHILDREN. 


o schools as a whole have been peace societies. They must be- 
come more so. The schoolhouse and the barracks, the schoolbook and 
bayonet, have little in common. Histories in our schools have ex- 
aggerated, sometimes glorified, war. Let them now give peace a fair 
hearing. From kindergarten to university these schools, training to 
make good citizens and a worthy nation, must show us a better way 
of living together as nations than killing each other. We must have 
a crusade for and by those who in the future will be the material 
for and the victims of war, if it comes—the children. 


2. THE YOUNG PEOPLE. 


The greatest young people's society of the world a few years ago 
sent out as one of its mottoes: “A saloonless Nation in 1920." That 
society now sends out this challenge: “A warless world in 1930.“ 
The other young people in our Nation, in their groups or singly, will 
unquestionably join them when Shall we outlaw war?“ becomes a 
leading question, Then, as go the young people, so goes the Nation. 


8. THE AMERICAN LEGION, 


The ex-service man or woman who was in foreign camp or on the 
battle field is not in love with war. They had some experiences of 
value to themselves and to us; they did their best for the world as it 
was, but in their hearts and minds those who helped kill their fellow 
men overseas are ready for something better. The legion’s recent 
proposal for an international conference to limit war aircrafts is 
gratifying, but it does not go far toward world peace. Let the 
4,000,000 of men who were called on to give themselves to the last 
war say, as most of them will, We will help outlaw the war system," 
then other nations, as well as ours, and the veterans in them, will 
stop and listen. 

4. THE FARMERS. 


The tiller of the soll is not pining for more war. He cultivates, not 
devastates, fields, Battles destroy, peace produces. War prices have 
little charm for him now. Proflteering is not his forte. In this 
Nation he can be counted on to help abolish war. And the farmers 
of all nations will join him. A farmers’ “bioc” with this as a fore- 
most part of its creed, “ We believe in world peace; we will help 
outlaw war,” is more than a possibility in this plan and will be a tre- 
mendous force for it. 

5. THE LAWYERS, 

This plan demands that we shall conclude that what we once thought 
was right is wrong. But this means also that we must take the steps 
necessary to make what was legal illegal. Law not war” is the 
goal. The lawyer is a fighter but not a man-killer. The true lawyer 
is a leader in his protest against violence and physical force and in 
his faith in and use of other methods. This plan has a large place for 
him, and he has a large responsibility in promoting it. 

6. THE PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 

Why not a “we will outlaw war” shelf in every public Übrary? 
Why not every librarian an active peace propagandist? Our libraries 
overflow with war literature. Some of them are pitifully weak in anti- 
war books. A modest legacy to every public library to equip it with 
material for a crusade to outlaw war would work wonders. To spread 
art, science, poetry, fiction, history as we do through them is fine. 
But it is not good sense nor education nor morals for any library to 
forget that the world's greatest need now is for us to stop killing 
each other, 

7. THE NEWSPAPERS, 

The metropolitan dafly can do much, the smaller city and village 
and country weekly can do more. The papers could get a “law not 
war” window poster in almost every home. Our papers should put 
at the head of their editorial column such mottoes as We consider it 
a crime to settle national differences by bloodshed,” Our Nation, 


may she always be a leader against war,” “ We believe in outlawing. 


war." They could well give a half column a week to this crusade. 

Headlines on peace progress would be worth more to the world than 

many of the headlines now used. -And when we, the people, ask for 

such a hearing from the newspapers for this plan, we will have it. 
8. POLITICAL PARTIES. 


We must haye a peace plank in every party platform. Not a “ glit- 
tering generality,” but something like these, We stand for the nboli- 
tion of war,” “ We pledge ourselves as a party to help outlaw the war 
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system.” Already some minor parties have gone on record against 
war. If all parties and candidates will campaign for this plan with 
the zeal and faith and love it deserves, it will bring new life to every 
political party and they will become a foremost power in this antiwar 
crusade. 

9. LABOR ORGANIZATIONS, 


No group has been more outspoken against war. A passion for 
peace has possessed many in them. The common toiler has a Just and 
fierce wrath against a way of getting on with his fellow workmen in 
other nations which demands that he shall kill him, and then he him- 
self go back to work to pay for the cost of that killing! Labor unions 
in some other nations are fighting harder than those in our own to 
make war impossible. They have emphasized as the causes of war 
industrial conditions, and have said that to change them will be the 
cure for war. This plan opght to capture them, for to outlaw the war 
method and thus make a war-free world is the shortest cut to better 
industrial and economic conditions. 


10. THE BROTHERHOODS. 


These fraternities say, I believe in man the brother.“ World peace 
would go a long way toward putting into practice that creed. The 
phenomenal rise of these brotherhoods among us has helped develop a 
peace spirit. Now the time has come for these groups to help leaven 
our Nation and all nations with the conclusion that Thou shalt not 
kill” includes wars between nations. And they will. Varied in aim 
and method as they are, they are one in teaching that we were put 
upon this earth to be our brothers’ keepers instead of killers. 


11. THE CHURCHES, 


The church in our Nation has not been a derelict nor traitor con- 
cerning world peace. Nor is she free from criticism and reproach. 
The same people with the same weaknesses and limitations are in her 
that are in other groups. But no other body of men have so persist- 
ently and unitedly protested against war as the clergy. And to-day 
as never before the church is saying, “Thou shalt not kill” means 
“Thou shalt have no more wars between nations.” The church will 
be a worthy leader and educator and inspirer in this crusade. 


12. THE PEACE SOCIETIES. 


Nearly a hundred different organizations making, in some department 
or as a whole, world peace their goal are now among the people. Most 
of them are among us. They do not agree as to the way to abolish 
war, but there is a splendid faith and a zeal and devotion in them. 
If they will unite, who can stand against them? Here is a plan ou 
which they ought to agree. It is clear, clean, simple, definite, practical, 
and has the moral appeal. The spirit in the past in every peace society 
has been one that would outlaw war. Now is the hour for their united 
action, 

18. THE WOMEN, 


Hells most hellish quarters have always been where defenseless 
woman has had to meet the brutalities of war. Not far away from 
that quarter has becn what war has dene to her innocent children. 
The womanhood of our Nation is practically a unit against war. With 
her new-born rights as a citizen, her wider outlook, her tenderues- and 
moral insight, she ought to be and will be an invincible army in this 
crusade in our Nation, And not only the women in our Nation. The 
Woman's International League for Peace and Freedom is aiready 
in 14 nations. The women of the world who know what war means 
are sick unto death over it. “Thou shalt war no more,” obeyed, would 
mean a new world for woman, Nothing less than the annihilation of 
the war system can meet her needs or satisfy her demands, 


14. OUR COMMONWEALTHS, 


The machinery of the State, from the governor to the capitol gnide, 
must have a part in this campaign. This governmental unit nearest to 
the people can not, it is true, declare for or against national wars. 
But it can discuss, educate, make sentiment, help mold and mass 
public opinion, Should one State indorse and another reject the plan 
to outlaw war at first, no lasting harm will come. What we want 
first and most is “pitiless publicity.” Forcing to the front “Shall 
we outlaw war?” is the first essential, and in this undertaking our 
States can not ignore their part. 

15. OUR FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. 


The abolition of war between nations is for the people. The win- 
ning plan must be worked from the people up to national goyernments, 
rather than from rulers, diplomats, statesmen, ambassadors, and mili- 
tary chieftains down to the people. First the plan, then a crusade of 
and by and for the people. But a foremost responsibility is on the 
Government, first, in every way possible to aid the people to in- 
augurate and carry on this crnsade; then to build the machinery 
necessary to make it effective. Governments have done and ean yet 
do much to inflame the minds and passions of the people and make 
them believe that war is necessary. So can they do much to rouse the 
people to a crusade for peace. Our Nation has had a noble record in 
Its bearing toward war. But our Federal Government has now e new 
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opportunity and a new responsibility. Some of its departments that 
can make themselyes especially helpful now are— 

(1) The War Department: The equipment of our Nation for war 
in the past bas been necessary and can not yet be abandoned, for we 
live still under the war system. We may yet go to war to prove that 
“Right has at her service more might than might alone can muster.” 
But this fact can be in harmony with “ We believe in outlawing war.“ 
There is nothing inconsistent in our Nation's War Department trying 
to help abolish war, There can be through it appropriations to inform 
and educate the Nation In the direction of plans for peace. A war- 
ship’s worth of peace propaganda from our Government every year 
would not be an extravagant contribution. The stanchest friends of 
peace, the strongest haters of war, are often among those who have 
made war a business. A war department in our Nation not blind to 
present facts and dangers, vigilant and practical, but also with the 
faith that war can be outlawed, may be and onght to be a part of this 
crusade. 

(2) The Supreme Court: There are no finer advocates of world 
peace in our Nation than some of the members of this court. Any 
practical plan to end war is sure of thelr hearty personal help. 
How much they can do now on this plan as a court may not be known, 
but the Nation's leading interpreters of law, in our effort to make 
unlawful what has been legal and to get a world court to help carry 
out this decision, can surely have a most important part. 

(3) Congress: Congress can now prepare for and make rules for 
and declare war. It is as lawful for it to raise money for Army 
corps as for roads. Some advocate as our best plan against war a 
change in our Constitution depriving Congress of its war-making 
powers. But this attempts a second step before we have taken the 
first. Already Congress has before it in resolutions introduced the 
first essentials of this plan. An indorsement of it before the people 
are heard from is possible, but not probable. Congress will probably 
ask for instructions from those who sent them. But this group in 
our Government can not escape a present personal responsibility. 
Every Member must be asked to go before his party and the people 
and tell them his conclusions about outlawing war. Congress can 
appoint committees on world peace. It can include in its budget 
money to organize and mobilize certain forces for ending wars between 
nations. There never has been such a far-reaching all-important ques- 
tion before our National Congress as “ Shall we outlaw war?" It can 
at once help send out this challenge to our Nation and then to all 
nations. 

(4) The Executive Department: Our Presidents have been bewil- 
dered, saddened, burdened, broken in health, and martyred by past 
wars. As Commanders in Chief they have had to say, “ Suffer it to be 
sọ now,” but on bended knees they have asked, How long, how long?“ 
They have been eager and fertile in plan for better conditions in war, 
for decreasing armaments, for international codes and world courts. 
Some of them have been powerful peace factors in the world’s wars. 
And future Presidents and Cabinets can be depended on to join in any 
practical plan for peace. Our presidential candidates, aspirants for 
the greatest political office of the world, under this plan can be given 
the greatest question in the world, “ Shall we kill the war system?” 
Their answers will be heard around the world, And not the least of 
the benefits in such a crusade will be the developing and vitallzing 
experience that will come to help a President to Tlo his best by his own 
Nation when he has this vision and faith for the good of all nations 
concerning war. 

Ill. THE PLAN AND OTHER NATIONS. 


We must find a plan to end war that will appeal to and finally 
capture other nations. Wars between nations might conceivably be 
abolished under more than one method. But we are seeking for the 
best. Will this one make the strongest appeal to other nations? It is 
certain that we can have world peace if we can get the consent and 
the efforts of a few of the leading nations of the world. Will this plan 
appeal to them? 

Other nations are made of essentially the same human nature that 
we are. We are all folks. The people in other nations are willing to 
stop killing each other if a better plan can be found. All nations 
concede that right and wrong are not the same, though we may not 
yet agree as to what is right and what is wrong. 

It does not follow if we have reached a standard of morals where 
we conclude national wars are a crime that all nations have. But 
this does not destroy even for them the moral appeal that is under 
this plan. It reopens the question, Is war between nations right? 
Can we take our conscience into it? But we have already said our 
plan is not a moral protest against war, though it grounds in the 
moral law. It proposes to outlaw the war system because we can 
now put something immeasurably better in its place. Many nations 
know, as we do not, the hard and horrid fruits of war. Appeals to 
outlaw war because of its cost in money and life, its devastations and 
degradations and miseries, will have a peculiar power with them. 
They know better than we that the equipment of nations to kill each 
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other in war has now nearly reached its awful climax. They are 
fearing that future wars are not far away. So this plan, beginning 
with crusades among them as with us, that will get their minds away 
from war and toward world peace may fruit in convictions and deci- 
sions among some nations sooner than with us. Ten years ago rulers 
who said war is of God are now discredited and disinherited. Ten 
years ago the people in these nations did not as a whole want war. 
But they did not hate it as now. Ten years ago the women and 
children feared war, but not as they fear it now. Ten years ago 
there was a duty among the leading nations to avert war, if possible, 
but the demand on them now to carry out “and nation shall war 
against nation no more“ is overwhelming. It is the “fullness of 
time” among otber nations for this crusade. 


IV. OUR PART TOWARD OTHER NATIONS. 


We can invite them to join us in this crusade and send out the chal- 
lenge, “ This plan appeals to us: does it to you?“ To get any nation 
to thinking away from and against war is a long stride toward out- 
lawing it. By going to them in the neighberly spirit with this plan 
we will convince them that we are “A hundred per cent American,” 
and more. Then to quote, God made of one blood all nations” and 
“Above all nations is humanity,” will not be “ sounding brass.“ The 
world knows that we are not a coward nation and that we have the 
most material at hand to equip us for success in future wars. They 
know that in the last war we entered upon no scramble for the 
spoils of war. And they are now calling to us around the world to 
lead. ‘They will know then that we repudiate that damning heresy 
that because wars have been, they always will be or must be.” By 
going out to other nations with this plan we will show our faith in 
the people, in the humanity of all nations. 

The immigrant can help us here. Our Nation has in it a sprinkling 
of all nations. Fire our citizens who came from other lands with 
the conviction that the war method ought to be and can be killed and 
they will help spread that faith to their fatherlands. The chureh of 
our Nation has gone out to the world in its missionary activities with 
a great aim and faith. So must our Nation go in this crusade 
against war. Ambassador and immigrant, traveler and merchant and 
manufacturer can all have a part in it as they mingle with the 
people of other lands. We have helped the credit of other nations, 
We have been generous with our flour and meat. But we have some- 
thing even more important for them now. If we go to them in the 
spirit that we have had when we have helped their starving children, 
we will find a willing and an eager response. i 

If we go to other nations with this plan, we will be drawn nearer to 
each other in all good relations. We do not grow world brotherhood 
or good will between nations through pledge, or contract, or treaty, 
or commerce, or diplomacy, or balance of power. The impulse of a 
common good, the inspiration of a righteous cause, this passion for 
peace, this united effort to kill war will, as nothing else can, draw 
us together. Seek first the kingdom of good will among nations and 
all else will be added.“ We can help teach as never before then 
that when nations quibble over boundaries and haggle over repara- 
tions and nibble at peace plans that still have in them virus of war, 
that when any nation plays with peace and prepares for war it is 
the old folly and crime repeated. Straining at gnats and swallowing 
camels.” To go out to other nations with this plan will mean that 
they will have much to give us. We need them to help us, not only 
in our own crusade but for our general welfare. We are now too 
much given to pessimism, introspection, a crude national egotism, a 
shallow self-laudation. We magnify our material troubles and minify 
our moral responsibilities. We whine or bluster over our rights and 
refuse to put to the front as citizens and societies our duties. We 
deify our personal desires and defy law. To go out to other nations 
with an unselfish, n sacrificinl, spirit with tbis pinn menns that In 
this losing of life” we shall “ find our life" as a Nation. 


v. THE MACHINERY FOR THE PLAN, 


As important as that will be, and as great a task for the best 
minds and hearts of nations as it may be to make effective this plan, 
it is not the first or greatest need, A successful antiwar crusade, a 
decision on the part of even a few leading nations to outlaw war, will 
best furnish the material for the organizations, the courts, and the 
codes. Purge the present organizations of the war system now in them 
and they will have a wealth of material for our needs. The Perma- 
nent Court of International Justice“ of the “League of Nations,” 
“The Permanent Court of Arbitration” of The Hague, the talked-of 
“World Court“ can unquestionably all be of inestimable service. 
“The creation of a code of international law based on equality and 
justice between nations, the code to contain as its inviolable principle 
the outlawing of war by making it a crime against civilization, and 
the clothing of this international court with affirmative jurisdiction to 
hear and to decide all purely international controversies.” This state- 
ment is probably as clear and specific and comprehensive as to the 
machine that will be needed as has yet been given. 


We must organize for outlawing war, mobilize our forces, persuade 
Congress to take the necessary action, communicate that aetion to 
other nations, have an exchange of treaties, and then will come a 
machine built out of all that was good in the past and added to it all 
that is necessary In these new natlonal relations. 

The contents and merits and methods of this plan have been given. 
But what it needs more than all else this hour is a deeper, soberer 
realization on our part of the world’s need and of our responsibility. 
Our Nation holds the key to world peace. Until it is plowed into 
our hearts and minds that we must act, must lead, must help other 
nations, we ‘will be “found wanting.“ We can be a pioneer in the 
world's newest, most imperative, most glorious adventure, the outlawry 
of war. There can be no compromise. We can not go on as a world 
half at war and half at peace. We are too near together now. We 
must stop killing each other or complete and use our plans for a 
general slaughter. Every other world need or cause or crusade almost 
shrivels into insignificance compared with this. The world will not 
be a paradise if wars between nations shall cease, but It will then 
have taken the longest stride it haa yet attempted out of perdition 
toward paradise. A baptism of brotherliness that will forever cast 
out the Cain method is in this plan. Our Nation, all nations, must 
now decide whether or not the command, “When ye pray, say Our 
Father,” means anything. If the spirit of Him who cried out over His 
doomed city, 0, Jerusalem, Jerusalem.“ shall brood over us as we 
look over a war-crushed world, an will go well. A present, dominant, 
unescapable demand“ to achieve and preserye the peace of the world” 
is upon us. We can meet It if we will outlaw war. Blessed are we 
if we say, Thou shalt not kill” is a command to nations, and we 
agree to ground arms.” 


BOK PEACE PLAN. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, I hope that my Republican friends 
will not take the offer which I am about to make as a confession 
that I am supporting Mr. Coolidge. 

The President of the United States, following his predecessor, 
recommended the entrance of the United States into the World 

Court. I had the honor to offer a resolution in the last Congress, 
as also in this Congress, asking that we adhere to the protocol. 
The Bok peace plan, which has attracted considerable attention 
because of the prize which was obtained by a certain individual, 
is published in the morning papers. It is a very illuminating 
document, and I am sure we shall all be glad to peruse it and 
have it preserved in the Recorp. I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Rxconp the text of the winning peace plan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


(The complete manuscript of plan No. 1409 providing for cooperation 
between the United States and other nations “to achieve and preserve 
the peace of the world” is given below, including the author's rea- 
soning :) 

Five-sixths of all nations, including about four-fifths of mankind, 
have already created a world organization the purpose of which is “to 
promote international cooperation and to achieve international peace 
and security.” 

Those nations can not and will not abandon this system, which has 
now been actively operating for three and a half years. If leading 
members of the United States Government ever had serious hopes that 
another association of nations could be formed, such hopes were dis- 
pehed during the Washington conference by plain intimations from 
other powers that there is not room for more than one organization 
like the League of Nations. 

The States outside the organized world are not of such a character 
that the United States could hopefully cooperate with them for the 
purpose named, 

Therefore the only possible path to coopcration in which the United 
States can take an Increasing sbare is that which leads toward some 
form of agreement with the world as now organized, called the League 
of Nations. 

By sheer force of social international gravitation such cooperation 
becomes incvitable. 


POSITION OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The United States Government, theoretically maintaining a policy of 
isolation, has actually gone far, since March 4, 1921, toward * coopera- 
tion with other nations to achieve and preserve the peace of the world.” 

The most familiar part of the story is the work of the Washington 
conference wherein President Harding’s administration made a begin- 
ning of naval disarmament, opened to China a prospect of rehabilita- 
tion, and joined with Great Britain, Japan, and France to make the 
Pacific Ocean worthy of its name. 

Later came the recommendation that the United States should adhere 
te the Permanent Court of International Justice. 

Not long after that action President Harding wrote to Bishop Gailor: 
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“I do not believe any man can confront the responsibility of a Presi- 
dent of the United States and yet adhere to the idea that it is possible 
for our country to maintain an attitude of isolation and aloofness in the 
world.” 

But since the proposed adhesion to the permanent court would bring 
this country into close contact at one time and point with the League 
of Nations, and since such action is strenuously opposed for exactly 
that reason, it is pertinent to inquire not only how much cooperation 
with the league and its organs has been proposed during the life of the 
present administration but also how much has been actually begun. 


REPRESENTED ON COMMISSIONS. 


The United States Government has accredited its representatives 
to sit as members “in an unofficial and consulting capacity” upon 
four of the most important soclal-welfare commissions of the league, 
viz, health, opium, traffic in women and children, and anthrax (in- 
dustrial hygiene). 

Our Government is a full member of the international hydrographic 
bureau, an organ of the league. Our Government was represented by 
an “unofficial observer“ in the Brussels conference (finance and eco- 
nomie commission) in 1920. It sent Hon. Stephen G. Porter and 
Bishop Brent to represent it at the meeting of the Opium Commission 
last May. 

Our Public Health Service bas taken part in the serological eon- 
gresses of the epidemics commission and has helped in the experi- 
mental work for the standardization of serums. 

Our Government collaborates with the league health organization 
throngh the international office of public health at Paris and with 
the agricultural committee of the league labor organization through 
the International Institute of Agriculture at Rome. 

In February, 1923, Secretary Hughes and President Harding for- 
mally recommended that the Senate approve our adhesion to the per- 
manent court under four conditions or reservations, one of which 
was that the United States should officially participate in the elec- 
tion of judges by the assembly and council of the league, sitting as 
electoral colleges for that purpose, 

Unofficial cooperation from the United States with the work of the 
league includes membership in five of the social-welfare commissions 
or committees of the league, in one on economic reconstruction, and 
in one (Aland Islands) which averted a war. American women 
serve as expert assessors upon the opium and traffle in women com- 
missions. 

Two philanthropic agencies in the United States have between them 
pledged more than $400,000 to support either the work of the epi- 
demics commission or the league inquiry into conditions of the traffic 
in women and children. 

The United States being already so far committed to united coun- 
sels with league agencies for the common social welfare, all of which 
have some bearing upon the preservation of world peace, the question 
before us may take this form: 

low can increasing cooperation between the United States and the 
organized world for the promotion of peace and security be assured 
in forms acceptable to the people of the United States and hopefully 
practicable? 

Without any change in its present policy, already described, the 
United States Government could, first, show its willingness to cooper- 
ate similarly with the other humane and reconstructive agencies of 
the league. To four of these agencies that Government has already 
sent delegates with advisory powers. It could as properly accept in- 
vitatlons to accredit members with like powers to each one of the 
other welfare commissions. It has already received invitations from 
two of the latter. 

It is, secondly, immediately practicable to extend the same kind of 
cooperation, whenever asked to do it, so as to include participation in 
the work of the commissions and technical committees of the labor 
organization. Tbe record shows that such cooperation is already 
begun. 

The single common purpose of all these committees fs the collec- 
tion and study of information, on which may be based subsequent recom- 
mendations for national legislation. 

All conventions and resolutions recommended by the first three con- 
gresses of the international labor organization have already been laid 
before the Senate of the United States and, without objection, referred 
to the appropriate committee. No different procedure would have 
been followed if the United States were a member of the labor organi- 
zation of the league. 

THE INTERNATIONAL COURT, 


A third immediately practicable step is the Senate's approval of the 
proposal that the United States adhere to the Permanent Court of 
International Justice for the reasons and under the conditions stated 
by Secretary Hughes and President Harding in February, 1923. 

These three suggestions for increasing cooperation with the family 
of nations are in harmony with policies already adopted by our Goy- 
ernment, and in the last case with a policy so old and well recognized 
that it may now be called traditional, 


They do not involve a question of membership in the League of 
Nations as now constituted, but it can not be denied that they lead 
to the threshold of that question. Any further step toward coopera- 
tion must confront the problem of direct relations between the United 
States and the assembly and council of 54 nations in the league. 

[Fifty-seven States, Including Germany, are members of the Interna- 
tional Labor Organization of the league. There are about 65 inde- 
pendent States in the world.] 

The practical experience of the league during its first three and a 
half years of life has not only wrought out, in a group of precedents, 
the beginnings of what might be called the constitutional law of the 
league but it has also shifted the emphasis in activities of the league 
and foreshadowed important modifications in its constitution, the 
covenant. 

At Its birth the covenant of the league bore, vaguely in article 10 
and more clearly in article 16, the impression of a general agree- 
ment to enforce and coerce. Both of those articles suggest the action 
of a world state which never existed and does not now exist. How 
far the present league is actually removed from functioning as such a 
state is sufficiently exhibited in its dealings with Lithuania and Poland 
over Vilna and their common boundary, and with Greece and Italy over 
Corfu. 

PROBLEM OF ARTICLE 10. 


Experience in the last three years has demonstrated probably in- 
superable difficulties in the way of fulfilling in all parts of the world 
the large promise of article 10 in respect to either its letter or its. 
spirit. No one now expects the league council to try to summon 
armies and fleets, since it utterly failed to obtain even an international 
police force for the Vilna district. 

Each assembly of the league has witnessed vigorous efforts to inter- 
pret and modify article 10. In the fourth assembly an attempt to 
adopt an interpretation of that article in essential agreement with the 
senatorial reservation on the same subject in 1920 was blocked only 
by a small group of weak States like Persia and Panama, which evl- 
dently attributed to article 10 a protective power that it possesses only 
on paper. 

Such States, in possible fear of unfriendly neighbors, must decide 
whether the preservation of a form of words in the covenant is more 
vital to their peace and security and to the peace and security of the 
world than the presence of the United States at the council table of 
the family of nations. 

As to article 16, the council of the league created a blockade com- 
mission, which worked for two years to determine how the “ economic 
weapon ” of the league could be efficiently used and uniformly applied. 
The commission falled to discover any obligatory procedure that weaker 
powers would dare to accept. It was finally agreed that each State 
must decide for itself whether a breach of the covenant had been 
committed. 

The second assembly adopted a radically amended form of article 
16, from which was removed all reference to the possibility of em- 
ploying military force, and in which the abandonment of uniform 
obligations was directly provided for. The British Government has 
since proposed to weaken the form of requirement still further. 

Articles 10 and 16 in their original forms have therefore been prac- 
tically condemned by the principal organs of the league and are to-day 
reduced to something like innocuous desuetude. The only kind of com- 
pulsion which nations can freely engage to apply to each other in the 
name of peace is that which arises from conference, from moral judg- 
ment, from full publicity, and from the power of publie opinion. 


AVOIDS NEW WORLD ISSUES. 


Another significant development in the constitutional practice of the 
league is the unwillingness of the league council to intervene in any 
American controversy, oven though all States In the New World except 
three are members of the league. 2 

This refusal became evident in the Panama-Costa Rica dispute in 
1921 and in the quarrel between Chile, Peru, and Bolivia, a quarrel 
which impelled the last two States to absent themselves from the third 
assembly wherein a Chilean was chosen to preside. 

Obviously the league intends to recognize the leadership of the 
United States in the New World precisely as the United States claims 
it. This is nothing less than the observance of an unwritten law 
limiting the powers and duties of the league council, defined in article 
11 of the covenant, to questions that seem to threaten the peace of tha 
Old World. When the United States is willing to bring the two halves 
of the world together for friendly consideration of common dangers, 
duties, and needs, it will be possible to secure, if it is desired, closer 
cooperation between the league organizations and the Pan American 
Union, already a potential regional league. It is conceivable that tho 
family. of nations may eventually clearly define certain powers aud 
duties of relatively local significance which may be developed upon 
local associations or unions, But the world of business and finance is 


already unified. The worlds of scientific knowledge and humane effort 
are nearly so. Isolation of any kind is increasingly impossible, and 
world organization, already centralized, is no more likely to return 
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to disconnected effort than the United States is likely to revert to 
the Calhoun theory of State rights and secession. 

The operation of the league has therefore eyolved a council widely 
different from the body imagined by the makers of the covenant. It 
can employ no force but that of persuasion and moral influence. Its 
only actual powers are to confer and advise, to create commissions, to 
exercise inquisitive, conciliative, and arbitral functions, and to help 
elect judges of the Permanent Court. 


LEAGUE CHANGES POSITION. 


In other words, the force of circumstances is gradually moving the 
league into position upon the foundations so well laid by the world’s 
leaders between 1899 and 1907 in the great international councils of 
that period. The assemblies of the league and the congresses of the 
international labor organizations are successors to The Hague con- 
ferences. 

The Permanent Court has at least begun to realize the highest hope 
and purpose of the second Hague conference, 

The secretariat and the labor office have become continuation com- 
mittees for the administrative work of the organized world, such as The 
Hague conference lacked resources to create, but would have rejoiced 
to see, 

The council, resolving loose and large theories into clean-cut and 
modest practice, has been gradually reconciling the league, as an 
organized world, with the ideals of international interdependence, 
temporarily obscured since 1914 by the shadows of the Great War. 

No one can deny that the organs of the Teague have brought to the 
service of the forces behind those ideals an efficiency, scope, and variety 
of appeal that in 1914 would have seemed incredible. 

It is common knowledge that public opinion and official policy in 
the United States have for a long time, without distinction of purty, 
been favorable to international conferences for the common welfare 
and to the establishment of conciliative, arbitral, and judicial means 
for settling international disputes. 

There is no reason to believe that the judgment and policy have 
been changed. Along these same lines the league is now plainiy 
crystallizing, as has been shown, and at the touch of the United 
States the process can be expedited. 

In no other way can the organized world, from which the United 
States can not be economically and spiritually separated, belt the 
power of public opinion to the new machinery, devised for the pacific 
settlement of controversies between nations and standing always ready 
for use. 

CONDITION OF COOPERATION. 


The United States Government should be authorized to propose co- 
operation with the league of participation in the work of its assem- 
bly and council under the following conditions and reservations: 

I. The United States accepts the League of Nations as an instrument 
of mutual counsel, but it will assume no obligation to interfere with 
political questions or policy or internal administration of any foreign 
state. 

In uniting its efforts with those of other States for the preservation 
of peace and the promotion of the common welfare, the United States 
does not abandon its traditional attitude concerning American inde- 
pendence of the Old World and does not consent to submit its long- 
established policy concerning questions regarded by it as purely 
American to the recommendation or decision of other powers. 

II. The United States will assume no obligations under article 10, in 
its present form in the covenant, unless in any particular case Con- 
gress has authorized such action. 

The United States will assume no obligations under article 16, in 
its present form in the covenant or in its amended form as now pro- 
posed, unless in any particular case Congress has authorized such 
action. 

The United States proposes that articles 10 and 16 be either 
dropped “altogether or so amended and changed as to eliminate any 
suggestion of a general agreement to use coercion for obtaining com- 
formity to the pledges of the covenant. 

III. The United States will accept no responsibility and assume no 
obligation in connection with any duties imposed upon the league by 
the peace treaties, unless in any particular case Congress has author- 
ized such action. 

IV. The United States proposes that article 1 of the covenant be con- 
strued and applied, or, if necessary, redrafted, so that admission to 
the league shall be assured by any self-governing State that wishes to 
join and that receives the favorable vote of two-thirds of the assembly. 

INTERNATIONAL LAW PROPOSAL. 


V. As a further condition of its participation in the work and 
counsels of the league, the United States asks that the assembly and 
council consent—or obtain authority—to begin collaboration for the 
revision and development of international law, employing, for this 
purpose, the aid of a commission of jurists. This commission would 
be directed to formulate anew existing rules of the law of nations, to 
reconcile divergent opinions, to consider points hitherto inadequately 
provided for but vital to the maintenance of International justice, and 


in general to define the social rights and duties of States. The recom- 
mendations of the commission would be presented from time to time, 
in proper form for consideration, to the assembly as to a recommend- 
ing if not a lawmaking body. 

Among these conditions Nos. 1 and 2 have already been discussed. 
No. 3 is a logical consequence of the refusal of the United States 
Senate to ratify the treaty of Versailles, and of the settled policy of 
the United States, which is characterized in the first reservation. 
Concerning Nos. 4 and 5, this may be said: 

Anything less than a world conference, especially when great powers 
are excluded, must incur, in proportion to the exclusions, the suspicion 
of being an alliance, rather than a family of nations. The United 
States can render service in emphasizing this lesson, learned in The 
Hague conference, and in thus helping to reconstitute the family of 
nations as it really is. Such a conference or assembly must obviously 
bear the chief responsibility for the development of new parts of the 
law of nations, devised to fit changed and changing conditions, to ex- 
tend the sway of justice, and to help in preserving peace and security. 


PROPOSED TAX REDUCTION, 


Mr. CARAWAY, I ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp an address by my colleague, the senior Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON], on tax reduction. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

WHY THE CONGRESS SHOULD REDUCE TAXES. 


While many unanswerable arguments may be urged to justify the 
reduction of Federal taxes, not a single one suggests itself in oppo- 
sition. 

The impatience of the public with Government policies as they af- 
fect living conditions is in part reflected in the widespread demand for 
a reduction of taxes. 

Members of Congress daily receive many communications from their 
constituents urging support of the Mellon plan. Many of these 
messages are identical in language, while a similarity of argument 
runs through a large majority of them, disclosing their common orlgin, 
Propagandist influences undoubtedly are at work; nevertheless, over- 
whelming public sentiment is behind the movement for tax reduction, 
and this sentiment is based on justice and sound reason. 


REVENUES EXCEED EXPENSES. 


If Treasury reports and figures are to be accepted, a surplus is ac- 
cumulating. The total receipts for 1923 were $4,264,905,600, while 
expenditures on all accounts were $3,888,063,082, an apparent net 
balance of $275,842,518. Every evidence indicates that this surplus, 
under present tax rates, may be expected to gather volume and to 
increase rapidly. 

CORRECT PRINCIPLES OF TAXATION. 


The correct principles of Federal taxation, from the Democratic 
standpoint, are expressed in the message to the Congress of former 
President Woodrow Wilson, May 20, 1919, in which he said: 

“I hope that the Congress will find it possible to undertake an early 
reconsideration of Federal taxes, in order to make our system of tax- 
ation more simple and easy of administration and the taxes themselves 
as little burdensome as they can be made and yet suffice to support 
the Government and meet all its obligations. 

“The main thing we shall have to care for is that our taxation shall 
rest as lightly as possible on the productive resources of the country, 
that its rates shall be stable, and that it shail be constant in its rey- 
enue-yielding power. 

“I can only suggest the lines of a permanent and workable system, 
and the placing of the taxes where they will least bamper the life of 
the people.” 

Only such taxes should be levied as may be necessary to meet the 
expenses of the Government when honestly and economically admin- 
istered. Revenues should not be so abundant as to invite extravagant 
expenditures or to encourage attempts to find new and broader spheres 
for governmental activity. 


REDUCTION OF FEDERAL TAXES CAN GIVE ONLY PARTIAL RELIEF. 


The high cost of Government—the high taxes complained of are not 
confined to Federal laws. Indeed, they are due in a greater degree 
to State and municipal authority, and of course no act of Congress 
can give direct relief from these. 

Decisive reduction of Federal taxes, however, will start a general 
movement which will gather momentum and result in reductions down 
the long line, and this in turn will afford some measure of relief against 
the high cost of living, which again seems to be going up. 


“THE MELLON PLAN.” 


The “ Mellon plan,” which many talk about, and which few under- 
stand, is incorporated in a bill providing for the complete revision of 
the revenue law. Its salient features, aside from the repeal of taxes 
now levied on admissions, telegraph and telephone messages, and cer- 
tain miscellaneous nuisance taxes, include: 

1. A 25 per cent reduction in the tax on “ earned income.” 
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Earned income is to be defined as wages, salaries, and professional 
tees.“ It does not contemplate reductions of taxes on the earnings of 
farmers or small business men who derive their income from business 
personally carried on with their own capital. 

Mr. Mellon’s definition of earned income may be broadened so as 
to give relief to these classes, and a limit may be fixed on the amount 
which will be generous, but which will also avoid any loophole for 
tax dodgers. 

2. The Mellon plan“ proposes where the present normal tax is 4 
per cent to reduce it to 3 per cent, and where it is now 8 per cent to 
reduce the rate to 6 per cent. 

Efforts will be made to secure still further reductions in the normal 
tax, particularly as it applies to the smaller incomes. 

8. Perhaps the most controversial feature in the Mellon plan“ is 
the proposal to reduce the surtax rates by beginning their application 
at $10,000 instead of $6,000, and scaling them progressively upward 
to a maximum of 25 per cent at $100,000. 

Only minor differences arise respecting the surtax to be applied to 
the smaller incomes, but a contest will occur over the rate as applied 
to the large incomes, 

During the Inst Congress the higher surtax was reduced from 65 
per cent to 50 per cent. Fifty per cent is now the maximum, sng it 
begins on incomes of $200,000 and applies upward, 

If the principle of a surtax is justified, why should not a distinction 
be made between incomes of $100,000 and very large incomes ranging 
as high as $2,000,000? True, the proposed reduction in the rates on 
large incomes is justified, in part at least, as necessary to prevent tax 
evasion ; still it can not be demonstrated that 25 per cent is the one 
and only rate which, will diminish investments in tax-exempt securities 
and invite them into industrial and eommercial enterprises, Im fair- 
ness from every standpoint, should not the individual who enjoys an 
income of $500,000, $1,000,000, or $2,000,000 pay a higher tax rate 
than he who receives an income of only $100,000? 

It is said that the reduction of the surtax rate from a maximum of 
60 per cent to the present maximum of 50 per cent already has had 
the effect of increasing investments by the owners of large capita, In 
business. From what evidence does it appear that a maximum of 40 
per cent levied on income above $200,000 will not have a similar effect 
to a greater degree? 


HOW TAX-EXEMPT SECURITIES MAY BE REACHED, 


There is a method by which, without amending the Constitution, 
tax-exempt securities may be reached for taxation purposes. This 
may be accomplished by the imposition of transfer or inheritance taxes 


which distinguish between securities that have borne their fair share of 


tax burdens in the decedent's lifetime and securities of the same class 
which have not. 

It is legal to tax the latter higher than the former. The Supreme 
Court of the United States in Watson and others against the Comp- 
troller of the State of New York (254 U. S., page 122) has held that 
such a tax is neither a property tax nor a penalty; that it is based 
upon a reasonable classification and does not violate the equal protec- 
tion clause of the fourteenth amendment to the Federal Constitution. 

In this way so-called tax-exempt securities may be made to share 
the burdens of Government without injustice, and thus constitute a 
sources of additional revenue, making possible further reductions in 
other and more onerous taxes. 

A great service will be rendered the country through tax reduction. 
This does not mean, however, that the Congress should fall to exercise 
its best judgment in framing the legislation. Differences always arise 
touching the subject matter of important legislation. Senators and 
Representatives, while cooperating to secure substantial reduetions in 
Federal taxes, should see that fairness and justice are done toward every 
class of taxpayers, to the end that our taxation shall rest as lightly 
as possible on the productive resources of the country, that its rates 
shall be stable, and that it shall be constant in its revenue-yielding 
power.” 


DISTRIBUTED AND UNDISTEIBUTED EARNINGS OF CORPORATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, being 
Senate Resolution 110, which will be read for the information 
of the Senate. 

The reading clerk read Senate Resolution 110, submitted by 
Mr. Jones of New Mexico on the 3d instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
directed to furnish to the Senate informatiom regarding the distributed 
and undistributed portions of the earnings or profits of corporations 
(including gains and profits and income not taxed) accumulated during 
the taxable years for which returns have been made or information 
furnished during the calendar year 1923, showing such earnings or 
profits of such corporations upon business done during the calendar 
year 1922 or for any fiseal year for which information regarding such 
earnings or profits with respect to which information has been fur- 
nished in returns filed during the calendar year 1928 in tabular form, 
as follows, to wit: 


First. It Is desired that all corporations reporting net income shall 
be classified with respect to industries substantially as was done under 
the direction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue as reported in 
Table 9 on pages 58 to 68, inclusive, of the Statistics of Income from 
Returns of Net Income for 1921," and for each class of industries as 
reported by serial numbers from 1 to 165, inclusive, of said statistics. 

Second. The number of corporations in each class as indicated by 
said serial numbers which have distributed or ordered to be distributed 
to its stockholders of such earnings or profits accumulated during the 
taxable year for which the returns were made— 

(a) Less than 10 per cent of such earnings or profits, 

(b) 10 per cent and less than 20 per cent of such earnings or 
profits, 

tc) 20 per cent and less than 30 per cent of such earnings or 
profits, ; 

(d) 80 per cent and less than 40 per cent of such earnings or 
profits, i 

(e) 40 per cent and less than 50 per cent of such earnings or 


| profits, 


(f) 50 per cent and less than 60 per cent of such earnings or 
profits, 

(g) 60 per cent and less than 70 per cent of such earnings or 
profits, 

(h) 70 per cent and less than 80 per cent of such earnings or 
profits, 

(i) 80 per cent and less than 90 per cent of such earnings or 
profits, 

(j) 90 per cent or more of such earnings or profits— 
together with the total amount of such earnings or profits distributed 
or ordered to be distributed in each indicated percentage and the total 
amount of such earnings or profits not distributed or ordered to be 
distributed. 

Third. That such information as above requested be arranged in 
such tabular form as will clearly show the information requested in 
conformity as nearly as may be practicable with the plan used in the 
statistics of Income above referred to, together with totals pertaining 
to each group of industries according to the style and form used in 


said statistics. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing 


to the resolution. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, we were unable to hear the 
reading of the resolution, and I desire to inquire what is its 
nature? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a resolution coming over 
from a previous day, No. 110, and will be found on page 7 
of the calendar. The resolution was introduced by the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the revenue act 
which was last passed required that information be furnished 
in the returns of corporations as to the proportionate share 
of the earnings of corporations which was distributed in divi- 
dends. Some four or five weeks ago I addressed a letter to 
the Secretary of the Treasury requesting that information 
with respect to the returns of business for the calendar year 
of 1922 be included in the returns which were filed in the spring 
of 1923. The Secretary informed me that the information had 
not been tabulated. It may be seen at once that the informa- 
tion is very important at this particular time, when we are 
proposing to revise the revenue system of the country. So I 
have simply asked that the Treasury Department compile the 
information which it has and put it in form which will be 
of the most beneficial character to the Senate. In the form 
in which I have requested the information it would be espe- 
cially desirable. 

The Treasury Department has already arranged the various 
groups and classifications of corporate industries. Senstorg 
have all, doubtless, received that information. It covers, how- 
ever, only the income for the year 1921. The Treasury De- 
partment has divided the corporate industries of the country 
into various groups, and has divided those groups into dif- 
ferent classes, embracing 165 different classes of industry—not 
groups but classes—and it has given for that year the incomes 
of those yarious groups and classes. What I am now asking 
for is that the department shall, with respect to each class, 
inform us the percentage of income which has been retained 
and is undistributed by corporations. I have asked that in- 
formation by gradations of 10 per cent, so as to show the 
number of corporations in the different classes which have 
distributed less than 10 per cent; the number of corporations 
in the classes which have distributed more than 10 per cent 
and less than 20 per cent; and so on up the list. The informa- 
tion is, indeed, desirable; and I ean see no possible objection 
to the Senate having it. It would certainly be most valuable. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, when the Senator from New 
Mexico submitted his resolution and asked for its immediate 
consideration, I objected to his request. I have asked the 
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department about what the cost of obtaining the information 
will be, for I know there have been resolutions passed by the 
Senate, compliance with which has cost $50,000, and when 
the information was received it was never heard of afterwards. 
I am not going to object to the adoption of this resolution, 
because I myself should like to have the information for 
which it calls. I think it is information which ought to be 
in the possession of every Senator, provided it may be secured 
within a reasonable time and can be done without excessively 
high cost. In the form in which the resolution is drawn it 
applies to only one year, while when I first heard the resolu- 
tion read I thought it applied to three years, and I knew that 
such information could not be obtained, because for some of 
the years it would be impossible to furnish it. However, Mr. 
President, I have no objection to the adoption of the resolu- 
tion in its present shape. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SOVIET GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning business is closed, 
and the calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts is recognized. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, before beginning what I am 
about to say I ask to have printed as an appendix to my r>- 
marks a memorandum relating to the press laws of Russia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

(The memorandum will be found as an appendix to Mr. 
Lopce’s remarks.) 

Mr. LODGE. During the course of my remarks there are 
some quotations, several of them rather long, which I think 
it will not be necessary for me to read in their entirety. 
I ask, however, that they may be printed in full in my 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be entered. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the resolution introduced by the 
Senator from Idaho and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, with the understanding made on the floor that the 
subject should be investigated, really presents only one question. 
The resolution declares that “the Senate of the United States 

_ favors the recognition of the present Soviet Goyernment of Rus- 
sia.” The sole question involved, therefore, is whether, in the 
opinion of the Senate, the Soviet Government of Russia ought to 
be recognized by the Government of the United States. The 
power of recognition, as we all know, rests wholly in the 
hands of the Executive. It is on this single question that I 
propose to speak to-day. What I desire to show is that. the 
so-called Russian Soviet Republie should not be recognized at 
this time by the Government of the United States, because the 
Russian Government, directly or indirectly, in one form or 
another, is making efforts to cause disorder and dissension 
among the American people and advocating actions and agita- 
tion which if successful would result ultimately in the radical 
alteration and perhaps the destruction of our present form of 
constitutional government, their immediate purpose being to get 
possession of the labor unions of the United States. I shall 
base my argument entirely on public records and documents 
which are before the world to be examined by anyone who will 
take the trouble to do so. I do not think many people have 
made this examination, but none the less the records which I 
shall quote have all been made public. My argument will con- 
tain no secret or anonymous reports of any kind. 

The first and essential point is to begin by understanding 
just what constitutes in reality the Government of Russia— 
I mean the real Government—and who the men are who 
control it. I therefore present at the outset a table which 
I have had prepared with great care, showing the different 
organizations which constitute the real Government of Russia 
and the names of the officials of that Government, which I 
ask leave to have printed in the Recorp at this point. I shall 
not read the table. I have had it printed on a sheet for the 
convenience of the Senate, so that by glancing at it the Senate 
may see exactly the point I make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

[The table referred to appears on page 594.] 

Mr. LODGE. I also desire to present the following brief 
statement in explanation of these various divisions and offices 
of the Government of Russia: 


All-Russian Congress of Soviets: A congress 
of soviets from the various local soviet organi- 
vations throughout the country. It is the su- 
preme authority in Soviet Russia. Meets an- 
nually and elects an All-Russian Central Ex- 
ecutive Committee, which exercises all the 
powers of the All-Russian Congress when the 
latter is not in session. 

All-Russian Central Executive Committee: 

The supreme authority in periods between the 
holding of the annual congresses and supreme 
legislative, administrative, and controlling 
body, technically speaking, in Soviet Russia. 
Appoints the Soviet of People’s Commissars. 

Let me pause here a moment to call your attention to the 
following facts in connection with the definitions I have just 
given: The political bureau and the central committee of the 
Russian Communist Party—which, as I shall presently show, 
is the controlling body of the Russian Government—and the 
All-Russian Central Executive Committee representing the All- 
Russian Congress, which is also a subdivision of the Russian 
Soviet Republic, and the central executive committee of the 
Federation of Soviet Republics are all composed of precisely the 
Same persons. This group, 11 in number, control and repre- 
sent the Government of Russia in all its three divisions. They 
are the Government of Russia. Take Zinoviev, about whom 
there has been some discussion. He is a member of the con- 
trolling committee of all three branches of the Russian Govern- 
ment. He directly represents all three, including, of course, 
the Russian Soviet Republic. He is also president of the 
executive committee of the Communist International and a 
member of the presidium of the executive committee, or inner 
directorate, of the same body. No man, except Lenin and 
Trotski, holds positions of such power or represents so fully 
the entire Russian Government in all its three divisions as 
Zinoviey. 

Soviet of People’s Commissars: The supreme 
executive body in Soviet Russia. In a general 
way may be likened to our Cabinet officers. 

It is composed of the heads of the, principal 
administrative departments of State. 

Soviet of Labor and Defense: A small body 
composed of the heads of the seven most im- 
portant administrative departments, together 
with a representative of the trades-unions. Its 
duties are to coordinate and develop the ac- 
tivities of all the departments of State in the 
interest and defense of the country and of 
economic reconstruction. In practice it actu- 
ally functions as a committee of the Soviet 
of People’s Commissars. 

Central Committee of Russian Communist 
Party: The governing and controlling body of 
the Russian Communist Party. It is elected at 
the annual congresses of the party. 

Commissariat: Corresponds to our executive 
departments. 

Commissars: Chiefs of the various execu- 
tive departments. 

Vice Commissars: Assistant chiefs of the ex- 
ecutive departments. 

Presidium of the All-Russian Central He- 
ecutive Committee: A small body elected by the 
All-Russian Central Executive Committee. 

Carries on the current work of the All-Russian 
Central Executive Committee. ° 

Local Eæecutive Committees: Supreme local 
authorities. They are elected by the local 
soviets and carry out the decisions and decrees 
of the central authorities at Moscow. 

Russian Socialist Federal Soviet Republic 
is made up of 8 autonomous republics and 13 
autonomous regions. 


You will see by examining the table that there may be said 
to be six divisions in the Soviet Government of Russia, for in 
that Government all those divisions take part, and when I ex- 
plain it I think it will be made obvious where the real power 
is and who the men are who hold that real power in their 
hands. 

The first division of the organization which constitutes the 
Government of Russia is the Russian Communist Party, and 
that has two subdivisions, the political bureau and the central 
committee, 
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Then comes the Russian Soviet Republic, which is nominally 
the body with which we are supposed to deal and which we are 
asked to recognize. It consists of four subdivisions: The So- 
viet of People’s Commissars, the All-Russian Central Executive 
Committee, the presidium of the central executive committee, 
and the Soviet of Labor and Defense. 

The third division is the Federation of Soviet Republics, 
consisting of four autonomous republics, which are the Rus- 
sian Socialist Federal Soviet Republic, the Ukrainian Socialist 
Soviet Republic, the White Russian Socialist Soviet Republic, 
and the Caucasian Socialist Federal Soviet Republic (Georgia, 
Azerbaidzhan, and Armenia). 

Those associated republics comprise a large part of Russia. 
The Ukraine is the most populous and the richest part of 
Russia, a great wheat region. White Russia extends between 
the Polish border and Moscow, roughly. The line of march of 
Napoleon’s armies, when he invaded Russia, was along the 
railroad which leads from Warsaw to Moscow. The boundaries 
of the Ukraine and White Russia have never been exactly 
defined, so far as I can find out; but those are the portions 
of Russia, as we see it on the map, which have these separate 
autonomous republics. The Caucasian Soviet Republic com- 
prises, as I have said, Georgia, Azerbaidzhan, and Armenia, 
and lies to the extreme southeast of Russia, in the region of 
the Caucasus. They are remote, and, I think, sparsely popu- 
lated Provinces. a 

The federation has four subdivisions: The central exec- 
utive committee, the presidium of central executive com- 
mittee, the Soviet of People’s Commissars, and the Soviet 
of Labor and Defense, This body, when it meets in Congress, 
which is known as the All-Russian Congress of Soviets, includes 
in its membership the high officials of the Soviet of People's 
Commissars, who may roughly be described as the department 
officers, and is supposed to be the supreme authority in Soviet 
Russia. That Congress is almost entirely composed of members 
of the Communist Party, which I shall describe later. I will 
give a list of the Congresses from November, 1918, to December 
22, 1922, which is the last of which I have any official record. 
In the first Congress, the earliest that it is necessary to speak 
of here, there were 950 delegates, 933 of whom were Communists 
and 17 non-Communists, the percentage of Communists being 97. 
(From stenographic report of the Sixth All-Russian Congress 
of Soviets, page 179.) 

The second Congress which I have examined had 1,002 dele- 
gates, 970 of whom were Communists and 32 non-Communists, 
the Communist representation being 96 per cent. (See The 
Economic Life—a Russian publication—of December 10, 1919.) 
In the Congress of December 3, 1920, there were 1,728 delegates, 
1,614 of whom were Communists and 114 non-Communists, the 
representation of Communists being 93 per cent. (From 
Prayda (Truth) of December 31, 1920. This is the organ 
of the Central Committee of the Russian Communist Party, 
published in Moscow.) The Congress which met in December, 
1921, had 1,631 delegates, of whom 1,522 were Communists and 
109 non-Communists, the representation of Communists being 
93 per cent. (From Economic Life of December 29, 1921.) 
The last Congress of which I have a record is that of Decem- 
ber, 1922, composed of 1,217 delegates, of whom 1,154 were Com- 
munists and 63 non-Communists, the representation of Com- 
munists being 94 per cent. (From Izvestia—Bulletin or 
News—of December 28, 1922. ‘This publication, which is an 
official organ of the Government, carries in large letters at 
the immediate right of the name the following: Central Ex- 
ecutive Committee of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
and All-Russian Central Executive Committee of the Councils 
(Soviets) of Workmen’s, Peasants’, and Red Army Deputies.“) 

These figures show the complete control of the Congresses by 
the Communist Party, whose total numbers did not much ex- 
ceed 700,000 out of a total population of 120,000,000 and whose 
membership has since decreased to approximately 400,000. In 
other words, these figures prove the supreme control of the 
Communist Party of Russia in the Congresses which are sup- 
pesed to represent the voters who support the Government. I 
shall analyze this membership more fully later. 

The last three of the six divisions of the Russian Government 
are minor divisions, the Communist International, which is the 
organization of the Third International in Russia, the Third 
International being supposed to be, and in some respects cor- 
rectly so, representative of a number of other nations. This 
has two subdivisions, the central executive committee and the 
presidium of the executive committee. Then there is the 
Russian Labor Union, with its presidium of central soviets. 


LXV—38 


The last of the six divisions is the Trade Union International, 
5 which they have as a subdivision only an executive com- 
ttee. 


There are also two subordinate organizations, which do not 
appear in the table but are under the parent organizations given 
in the table, and I will describe them here because, although not 
a controlling force, they are part of the organization. 

The first is the League of Communist Youth. This organiza- 
tion was established under the egis of the soviets to unite the 
most revolutionary elements of the working youth and bring 
them into the class struggle. It has to-day a membership of 
about 400,000 and includes both sexes between the ages of 14 
and 22. These members are also trained for their future 
membership in the Communist Party. Similar organizations 
are being effected in all countries of the world. In the United 
States the Union of Labor Youth of America” has a formal 
organization, and held its second annual congress in the sum- 
mer of 1923. On this occasion it sent a fraternal telegram to 
the Russian Communist Youth. According to the Moscow 
Izvestia of July 19, 1923, the American congress has unani- 
mously approved the experiments of your organization work 
in the factory germs and villages. * * * We hope the day 
is near when we shall victoriously march hand in hand with 
you against our common enemy.” 

The congress of the International Union of Youth is still 
held in Moscow, usually in conjunction with the congresses of 
the Third International. At these congresses the American 
“Union of Labor Youth of America” is represented by ap- 
pointed delegates. At the international congress at Moscow, 
the American delegate, Carr, reported that in the United States 
the American Union carried on the economic struggle con- 
jointly with the American Communist Party and that the 
union considers the factory “ germ-cells” suitable for work 
among proletarian juveniles. (See Moscow Pravda, December 
12, 1922.) Zinoviev, who spoke at the congress, urged that the 
young generation should be brought up in the spirit of a united 
international Communist Party. The young must “think in- 
ternationally.”. I shall call attention, as I now do in this 
instance und as I proceed, to the various bonds of connection 
between Russian and American organizations. 

The other is the Red International of Trade Unions, which 
grew out of a “ Provisional International Soviet of Trade and 
Productive Unions” founded at the second congress of the 
Third International at Moscow, held in July, 1920. 

Its purpose was to fight the Amsterdam Federation of Trade 
Unions (called the “ Yellow Federation”), and to supplement 
the Third or Communist International, acting as a sort of 
preparatory school thereto. The only condition necessary for 
a trade union to join is complete dissociation from the Amster- 
dam Federation. 

Writing in the March, 1921, number of the Communist Inter- 
national, Zinoviev says: 


The work of these two congresses (i. e., the Red International of 
Trade Unions and the Third Congress of the Third or Communist 
International) * * * must be connected by an internal unity, 
The one supplements the other. 


The first congress of the Red Trade Unions met in July, 1921, 
at the close of the third congress of the Third or Communist 
International. Its first meeting was called before the end of 
the sittings of the third congress of the Communist Inter- 
national and many of the same delegates attended both. It 
claimed at that time 16,000,000 members. The best-known 
labor organization in America belonging to it is the I. W. W. 
It was arranged that one member of the Red International was 
to be a member of the Third International. 

Both the Red International of Trade Unions and the Third 
International attempted to make capital out of the Ruhr 
troubles for the world revolution. Lozovsky, president of the 
executive committee of the Red International, writes in an 
article in No. 25 of the Communist International: Naturally 
the Communist International and the Red International of 
Trade Unions instantly set to work to collect all the revolu- 
tionary forces available in Europe for a united front.“ The 
first step was to attempt to call a one day’s strike, followed by 
a call to a conference in the Ruhr region, actually held at 
Frankfort in February, 1923. One of the concrete proposals 
debated at the conference was the formation of a workers’, i. e., 
communist, government in Germany. 

This illustrates their activities in other countries. 

That the Red International of Trade-Unions is one of the 
instruments of the Moscow “ interlocking directorates” for use 
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dives. a . 


in bringing about the world revolution, including a revolution 
in the United States, may be seen from the following: 

Kalinin, “ President” of the Union of Soviet Republics, is a 
member of the executive committee of the Red International; 
alternate in the political bureau of the Russian Communist 
Party (the inner controlling organ of the party); member 
of the central committee of that party; president of the central 
executive committee of the Russian Soviet Republic; an im- 
portant member of the Russian Soviet Government which we 
are asked to recognize. 

Tomsky, member of the executive committee of the Red In- 
ternational, besides also holding the same or similar positions 
to those held by Kalinin in all the organizations mentioned, is, 
in addition, member of the central soviet of All-Russian Trade- 
Unions. He, too, is a member of the Russian Soviet Govern- 
ment we are asked to recognize. 

Lozovsky, who is on the executive committee of the Red 
International of Trade-Unions, is also a member of the 
presidium of the central Soviet of Labor and Defense of the 
Russian Soviet Republic. You will observe that all these 
men sre members of the controlling executive committee of 
the Red International of Trade-Unions and members of the 
Russian Soviet Government. 

Now, I wish to examine in some detail the actual membership 
of the bodies which form the Russian Government, of which I 
have already given the list. Any Senator who will take the 
trouble to look over the table which I have presented and 
compare the names and the arrangement of the names in the 
different lists, confining his inquiry for the present to the 
names of chief importance, which are given first in the table 
in the space set off by stars and which are those of the men 
who really govern Russia, will see at once a system of inter- 
locking directorates which would be accepted at once by any 
court or any jury in this country as demonstrated without any 
further inquiry. It is a system of interlocking directorates 
formed with a thoroughness and completeness which 1s very 
striking, and those interlocking directorates constitute the real 
Government of Russia. All power is theirs. For what one 
does all are responsible. In the presence of these facts it is to 
my mind absurd to say that the division headed “ Russian 
Soviet Republic” really governs Russia. That is merely one 
of the divisions and not the most important. 

You will notice that the president of the Federation of Soviet 
Republies, the head of the political bureau and of the central 
committee of the Russian Communist Party, and the President 
of the Russian Soviet Republic is Lenin. He is also president 
of all the other organizations. Lenin, of course, is known to 
the world but I will give a brief account of him for convenience. 

Lenin (Vladimir Ilyich Ulianov) was born on April 10, 1870, 
and is the son of a governmental counselor and a hereditary 
noble. His brother, Alexander, was executed in 1887 for par- 
ticipating in a conspiracy against Alexander III. He attended 
the University of Kasan in 1887, from which institution he 
was expelled. In 1895 he made his first journey to Germany 
and was arrested in Petrograd in the same year for socialist 
agitation and was banished for three years to eastern Siberia. 
In 1900 he went abroad and began his career as a socialist 
leader. During the next 17 years he was prominent in the 
series of socialist congresses and conventions. During this 
period he met most of the revolutionary leaders of Europe. 

He is president of the Soviet of People’s Commissars of the 
Federation of Soviet Republics ; president of the Soviet of Labor 
and Defense of the Federation of Soviet Republics; a mem- * 
ber of the political bureau of the Russian Communist Party; 
a member of the central committee of the Russian Communist 
Party; president of the Soviet of People’s Commissars of the 
Russian Soviet Republic; president of the Soviet of Labor and 
Defense of the Russian Soviet Republic, and an alternate mem- 
ber of the central executive committee of the Communist Inter- 
national. 

Kamenev (L. B.) is vice president of the Soviet of People's 
Commissars of the Federation of Soviet Republics; a member 
of the presidium of the central executive committee of the 
Federation of Soviet Republics; a member of the Soviet of 
Labor and Defense of the Federation of Soviet Republics; a 
member of the political bureau of the Russian Communist 
Party; a member of the central committee of the Russian 
Communist Party; vice president of the Soviet of People's 
Commissars of the Russian Soviet Republic; and a member of 
the presidium of the central executive committee of the Rus- 
sian Soviet Republic. He was born in Tiflis, and from 1904 
onward was actively engaged in political work in the Mos- 
cow group of the Russian Social Democratic Labor Party. 
From 1910 to 1912 he engaged in literary pursuits in France 
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the Party” convoked by Lenin at Prague. He was con- 
demned to exile as a result of an antiwar speech he made in 
1914. After the outbreak of the Russian Revolution in 1917, 
he became a member of the Petrograd Soviet. In 1920 he 
was sent to England as head of the Soviet peace delegation 
and engaged in Bolshevik propaganda in that country. In 
1921 he was appointed president of the emergency commission 
for the supply of capitals established by the Council of Labor 
and Defense to take special measures in regard to the serious 
fuel crisis. He is considered to be one of the chief intellectual 
forces of the Bolshevik movements. 

You will observe, if you follow this list of leaders, the num- 
ber of key positions each one holds in their organizations which 
constitute the Government of Russia. 

Trotski (L.), the most powerful man in the Russian Govern- 
ment next to Lenin and probably the best known, is a member 
of the Soviet of People’s Commissars of the Federation of Soviet 
Republics; a member of the Soviet of Labor and Defense of 
the Federation of Soviet Republics; a member of the political 
bureau of the Russian Communist Party; a member of the 
central committee of the Russian Communist Party; a member 
of the Soviet of Labor and Defense of the Russian Soviet 
Republic; and an alternate member of the central executive 
committee of the Commun'st International. Trotski was born 


the east. In 1920 he attended the communist congress in Baku 
and negotiated with Mustapha Kemal in Armenia. 

Zinoviev is a member of the political bureau of the Russian 
Communist Party; a member of the central committee of the 
Russian Communist Party; a member of the All-Russian Cen- 
tral Executive Committee of the Russian Soviet Republic, as 
already explained; and the president of the central executive 
committee of the Communist International. He is of Uk- 
rainian origin, and was born in 1883. In his early youth 
he came under Lenin's influence. He suffered imprisonment 
during the days of the old régime, and lived abroad after his 
release. During the 10 years immediately preceding the war, 
he was one of the most active members of the Bolshevist Cen- 
tral Committee. From 1914 until 1917 he edited with Lenin 
the Social Democrat in Switzerland. He may be considered as 
a faithful mouthpiece of Lenin. Zinoviev is one of the most 
powerful men in the Government of Russia and is said to be 
one of the most ruthless. It is he who by the offices which 
he holds in the Communist Party and the Communist Inter- 
national is at the head of all propaganda in foreign countries. 

Rudzutak (J. E.) is a member of the presidium of the cen- 
tral executive committee of the Federation of Soviet Republics; 
an alternate member of the political bureau of the Russian 
Communist Party; a member of the central committee of the 


and in the latter year attended the “General Conference of | with soviet endeavors to set on foot subversive propaganda in 
| 


in 1877 in the Government of Kherson, of Jewish parentage, | Russian Communist Party; a member of the presidium of the 
arrested at the age of 22, at Odessa, on account of his connec- | central executive committee of the Russian Soviet Republic; 
tion with the South Russian Workmen's League, and banished | and a member of the presidium of the central soviet of the 


for four years to Siberia. In the third year of his exile, he 


Russian Labor Union. He is of Lettish origin. Has been con- 


escaped and appeared in the revolution of 1905. As president of | nected in the past with the railway administration of Russia 


the Petrograd Council of Workmen, he was arrested and exiled | 
to eastern Siberia for life. He escaped after six months and | 
disappeared abroad. During the succeeding 10 years he lived 
in France, Switzerland, Austria, Germany, and New York 
City, supporting himself by journalism. At the beginning of 
the war he was in Paris editing a Russian socialist paper | 
and steering a middle course between Menshevism and Bolshe- | 
vism, and later was in New York. He returned to Russia just | 
previous to the revolution of 1917. 

Let me say once for ail that the accounts which I give of 
these men are all official and all taken from public records. 

Rykov (A. I.) is a member of the presidium of the central 
executive committee of the Federation of Soviet Republics; a 
member of the Soviet of Labor and Defense of the Federation | 
of Soviet Republics; a member of the political bureau of the 
Russian Communist Party; a member of the central committee 
of the Russian Communist Party; vice president of the Soviet 
of People's Commissars of the Russian Soviet Republic; a mem- 
ber of the presidium of the central executive committee of the 
Russian Soviet Republic; vice president of the Soviet of Labor 
and Defense of the Russian Soviet Republic; and a member of 
the presidium of the central soviet of the Russian Labor 
Union. 

He was born in 1881 of peasant parentage. He specialized 
in foreign languages and was instrumental in organizing the | 
Bolshevik group of the Russian Social Democratic Party. He 
may be considered as one of the“ pre-1905” group of the then 
Bolshevik faction of the Russian Socialist Democratic Labor 
Party. He was for many years closely associated in this 
respect with Lenin, Zinoviev, and Kamenev. Under the soviet 
régime he has been assigned primarily to economic posts. 

Tomsky (M. P.) is a member of the presidium of the central 

executive committee of the Federation of Soviet Republics; a 
member of the political bureau of the Russian Communist 
Party ; a member of the central committee of the Russian Com- 
munist Party; a member of the presidium of the central execu- 
tive committee of the Russian Soviet Republic; a member of the 
presidium of the central soviet of the Russian Labor Union; 
and a member of the executive committee of the Trade Union 
International. 

He is reported to have undergone a period of penal servitude 
previous to the February revolution in 1917. He appeared as 
one of the defenders of the accused in the trial of the social 
revolutionaries in 1922. 

Stalin (I. Va is a member of the presidium of the central 
executive committee of the Federation of Soviet Republics; a 
member of the political bureau of the Russian Communist 
Party; a member of the central committee of the Russian 
Communist Party, and a member of the presidium of the cen- 
tral executive committee of the Russian Soviet Republic. 

Stalin is of Georgian origin. He was formerly principal 
organizer of the Bolshevik section of the Russian Social Dem- 
ocratic Labor Party and a collaborator of Lenin. He was 
twice exiled to the Vologda Province and once to Siberia. As 
People’s Commissar for Nationalities in 1918, he was associated 


and is considered of low intelligence. His progress, however, in 
the Communist Party has been rapid and he is considered by 
some as one of the most prominent younger communists. He 
was a member of the Soviet Russian delegation to the Genoa 
conference in 1922. 

Kalinin (M. I.) is the president of the presidium of the 
central executive committee of the Federation of the Soviet 
Republics; an alternate member of the political bureau of the 


| Russian Communist Party; a member of the central executive 


committee of the Russian Communist Party; the president of 
the presidium of the central executive committee of the Rus- 
sian Soviet Republic; and a member of the executive committee 
of the Trade Union International. He was born in 1875, 
by origin a peasant of the Province of Tver, worked as an 
apprentice in a factory in Petrograd, and entered the ranks 
of the Social Democratic Party in 1898. In 1899 he was 


| arrested and exiled to the Caucasus. Exiled from the 


Caucasus to Reval. In 1908 arrested by the Reval 
authorities and exiled to eastern Siberia. In 1912 he was 
exiled from Moscow and deprived of the right to live in all 
industrial centers. In 1917 he was again arrested and sen- 
tenced to exile to Siberia. The revolution saved him. He 
takes great interest in the activities of the department of 


| propaganda among the peasantry. 


Molotov is an alternate member of the political bureau of 
the Russian Communist Party, and a member of the central 
committee of the same party. But little is known of Molotov. 
He is reported to be one of the more progressive younger com- 
munists, of the same type as Rudzutak. 

Bukharin (N. I.) is a member of the political bureau of 
the Russian Communist Party; a member of the central com- 
mittee of the Russian Communist Party; and a member of the 
central executive committee of the Communist International. 
He is the son of a counselor of the Russian court, and was 
a member of the former Russian Social Democratice Labor 
Party. He was arrested in 1902 and exiled to Archangel. 
After 1917 he became a member of the Petrograd Soviet, and 
later a member of the old Russian Central Executive Com- 
mittee. He may be regarded as a leader of the Communists of 
the Left. He contributes freely to soviet newspapers and is 
the author of the Communist Programme and Economics of the 
Transitory Period. He is strongly opposed to the granting of 
concessions to foreigners. 

Chicherin (George) is a member of the Soviet of People’s 
Commissars, and of the federation of the central executive 
committee, of the Federation of Soviet Republics; and a mem- 
ber of the All-Russian Central Executive Committee of the 
Russian Soviet Republic. He is practically the Secretary of 
State of the Russian Soviet Republic and the correspondence 
with our Government has been conducted through him. He 
is a pure Russian of good family. In 1907 he was a member 
of the central committee of the Berlin Social Democratic 
Party. He was expelled from Germany in 1908. During the 
first years of the war he lived in London and was closely con- 
nected with the British Socialist Party. After the Brest- 
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Litovsk treaty he succeeded Trotski as Commissar for Foreign 
Affairs. He is considered an indefatigable worker and a close 
friend of Lenin. 

I know how tiresome it is to go through these lists, but my 
object is to illustrate the power of these men. The 11 men 
whose names I have read are the Government of Russia. With 
the exception ef Chicherin, they are all members of the four 
controlling branches of the Russian Government. They are all 
members of the political bureau of the Russian Communist 
Party, of the central committee of the Russian Communist 
Party, of the All-Russian Central Executive Committee of the 
Russian Soviet Republic, and all members of the Federation of 
Soviet Repub ies. 

I shall not analyze these tables further. The names I have 
given and which, with the exception of Chicherin’s, appear 
on the lists in the space above the stars, are those of men hold- 
ing positions in most of the organizations which constitute in 
reality the Government of Russia. The four I have read are 
the four controlling organizations, but these men are in the 
other committees also. They are all members of soviets, either 
general or local. I have given the offices and the career of 
these men who are at the head of the real Government of Rus- 
sia, and I call attention to the fact that there is one body on 
which with one exception, Chicherin, they ail appear—they all 
appear on four, as I have already pointed out—and that is the 
political bureau and the central committee of the Russian Com- 
munist Party. 
powerful committees. This shows what undoubtedly is the 
case that the Russian Communist Party is the controlling 
force throughout the Russian Government. This small group 


Committee of the Russian Soviet Republie. 


I mention those because they are the most 


of men is absolutely In control of the Russian Communist 
Party and they are found in every key position in all the other 


divisions and subdivisions of the Russian Soviet Government. 
That is the point to bear in mind. These men are the Gov. 
ernment of Russia. They are not merely the heads of one 
branch of the Government; they are the heads and the con- 
trolling force of all parts. They are the Government, and 
therefore they are responsible for all that is done, whether by 
the Federated Republics, by the Russian Soviet Republic, or by 
the Russian Communist Party, which controls them all. 

Now let me consider this very important point a little more 
fully, because it is necessary to understand, as will be seen 
by anyone who studies these lists of names, that the Russian 
Communist Party is the dominant power in the Russian Gov- 
ernment. I have already called attention to their control of 
the congresses of soviets and their control of the elections, 
despite the fact that it appears that the membership of the 
Russian Communist Party has never exceeded 700,000 out of 
a total population of 120,000,009, 

I have not attempted to go into all the details of the election 
system of Russia. 
voting is done simply by local soviets. They have a series of 
elections, There was a table, I may say, setting that all out 
with great fullness and clearness, submitted in 1919 in the 
House by Representative FRENCH, of Idaho. 

We are dealing with an oligarchical organization which is of 
the highest efficiency. It is needless to say that it is a tyranny 
of the most absolute kind. Russia has never been governed by 
anything but a tyranny and never by a tyranny more thorough 
or more ruthless than the present one. I am not unmindful of 
the debt of gratitude we owe to Russia for her attitude during 


the Civil War, but at that time the Russian people had no voice | 


whatever in the Government or in its foreign policy. The action 
which Russia took on that occasion was the action of the Em- 
peror Alexander II. It was he who took the position which 
broke up the attempt of the Emperor Napoleon III to form a 
combination against us. It was he who sent the Russian fleet 
to New York. 


in 1861 and who later was killed in the streets in 1881 by a 
Nihilist bomb. I have no desire whatever in what I say to 
reflect on the Russian people. I have been im Russia and 1 


22, 1923). 


never had any share in the Government. They have never 
made their power really felt until the government of com- 
munists and Bolshevists undertook to take their land. Then 
they rose and made their feelings known with such force that 
the communist government retreated, and we had that period 
represented by Krassin when there was an apparent move- 
ment toward what they ealed the capitalistic system, and what 
we should call free government, in which the rights of the 
are fully respected and which the people themselves 
really control by their own votes the government of the country. 
Krassin is now one of the leading men in Russia, and is a man 
of distinguished ability. He is charged with the duty of seeing 
government officials and diplomatie representatives of dif- 
ferent countries in Europe and was sent abroad for the purpose 
of impressing upon the rest of the world the fact that Russia 
was turning toward conservative government. He is a member 
of the Soviet of People’s Commissars, and of the federation of 
the central executive committee of the Federation of Soviet 
Republics; and a member of the All-Russian Central Executive 
In a speech made 
during the twelfth congress of the Russian Communist Party 
Krassin said: 


The basic task of the foreign policy of the soviet power consists 
first, In the “loosening” of the world reyolution, in securing the 
maximum conditions guaranteeing peace, f. e., recognition de jure, and 
in obtaining economic nid, loans, credits, etc. The world revolution 
follows a laborions path; we have no miraculous means to“ loose it. 
The most efficacious way of “loosening” the world revolution and 
aiding it is the strengthening of the soviet state, the labor-peasant 
State. (Pravda, April 20, 1923.) 


Throughout I give the source and authority for quotations of 
any kind. 

The Pravda is the organ of the Communist Party. 

Now, if we examine the membership of the higher local gov- 
ernmental organizations, we find the same condition of affairs. 
Of the 1.436 members of the executive committees of 58 Prov- 
inces, 1,295, or 90 per cent, are Communists (Izvestia, April 
All the members of the controlling bodies of the 
Soviet Government are members of the Russian Communist 
Party. This is true both in regard to the Federation Soviet 
Government and the Government of the Russian Soviet Re- 


| public, one of the four Republics entering inte the composi- 


tion of the soviet federation, Of the 27 members, including 
both commissars and vice commissars of the Federation Soviet 
of People’s Commissars, the supreme executive authority, 27 


| are members of the Russian Communist Party; of the 19 


| members of the presidium of the federation central exeeutive 


It is a very complicated one. Most of the | 


committee, the supreme legislative authority in the Soviet 
Federation, 19 are members of the Russian Communist Party. 
Of the 15 members of the Soviet of People’s Commissars of the 
Russian Soviet Republic, 15 are members of the Russian Com- 
munist Party. 

Of the 17 members of the presidium of the All-Russian Cen- 


| tral Executive Committee, 17 are members of the Russian Com- 


It was his Government which seld us the 


Territory of Alaska. He was the Czar who freed the serfs) 
| committee, 9 are members of the central committee of the Rus- 


munist Party. In fact, there is not known of a case of a 
single member of the higher governmental organs, either in 


| the federation or in the so-called Russian Soviet Republic, who 


is not a member of the Russian Communist Party. A funda- 
mental fact to be borne in mind is the fact that the Com- 
munist Party is the only legal party in either Russia or the 
federation. The control exercised by the Russian Communist 
Party can be further illustrated by showing the position oc- 
enpied by members of the central committee of the Russian ` 
Communist Party, the supreme governing body of that party, in 
the Soviet Government. 

The higher the governmental organ, the greater the percent- 
age of places occupied by members of the central committee. 
Of the 19 members of the presidium of the central executive 


| sian Communist Party. Of the 15 members of the Soviet of 


judged from what I saw that they are naturally a kindly | 


people but profoundly ignerant, and the peasants, the muzhiks, 
are really the Russian people. They seemed to me, as I saw 
them, very religious and very devout. Owing probably to 
their illiteracy, and perhaps racially, they are given to what 
one may call mass thinking. It is seen in their history, both 
in political and more especially in religious movements. 
When an idea gets into the minds of any considerable 
bedy of them they appear to pass entirely beyond control 
and are indifferent to life, whether their own lives or the 
lives of others. It must be difficult to rouse the Russian people 


People's Commissars, 9 are members of the central committee 
of the Russian Communist Party. Of the 9 members of the 
Soviet of Labor and Defense, probably the most important 
executive body in the Soviet Government, 8 are members of the 
central committee of the Russian Communist Party. Further- 
more, the method of electing members of the All-Russian Central 
Executive Committee illustrates clearly the domination of the 
Communist Party: The regular practice is to read the list of 
candidates drawn up by the Communist group in the All-Rus- 
sian Congress of Soviets, which list is then unanimously elected 
by the Congress. S 

There has neyer been any attempt by the Bolshevik leaders 


to any general movement, but when they are aroused I should | to conceal or mask the control of the governmental machinery 
think them not only formidable but dangerous. They have by the Communist Party, and I should like here to call atten- 
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tion to some of their statements in that respect. “The party,” 
said Zinoviev at the Twelfth Congress of Soviets, must gov- 
ern and guide in literally every sphere of our economic life.” 
(Pravda, April 18, 1923.) Kamenev, speaking at the same con- 
gress, declared that “we have never drawn a line between 
soviet machine and party.” (Pravda, April 20, 1923.) He de- 
nounces those who “no longer so foolish as to come with de- 
mands for a ‘constituent assembly’ or ‘soviets without Com- 
munists,’ were trying to sever the connection between the party 
and the State machinery, to get them apart.” In a resolution 
of the congress adopted after hearing the report of the central 
committee (Pravda, April 20, 1923), it is stated that the con- 
gress hold that— 


at the present moment the Russian Communist Party directs and must 
direct all the political, cultural work of the soviet organs, directs and 
must direct the activity of all economic organizations of the Republic. 
The task of the party is not only to distribute correctly its workers 
throughout the various branches of the Government, but also to 
verify and determine the very course of this work. The dictatorship 
of the labor classes can not be materialized in any other way than in 
the shape of the dictatorship of their vanguard—that is, the Com- 
munist Party. 


This single statement of the last All-Russian Congress, 
and the one which follows, shows the control of the Govern- 
ment of Russia by the Communist Party. 

Zinoviev, speaking in Petrograd on May 8, 1923, expressed 
in clear language the position of the Bolshevik leaders as to 
the relations of the party and the State, in view of the slum- 
bering discontent of certain members at the complete domina- 
tion of the governmental machinery by the party (Pravda, 
May 12, 1923). Asserting that it was a fundamental Com- 
munist principle that the dictatorship of the proletariat is 
impossible without the dictatorship of its vanguard—that is, 
without the dictatorship of its party (the so-called Soviet Gov- 
ernment is, according to the soviet constitution, a dictatorship 
of the proletariat)—he goes on to point out what the word 
State“ means. 


Speaking strictly scientifically, State means the aggregate of State 
institutions and organs concentrated as weapons and tools of com- 
pulsion in the hands of a governing class. But frequently by State 
is meant the country, the society. From both points of view it is 
necessary for the party to retain the State machinery in its hands, 
for only by this means can the proletariat wield the dictatorship in a 
peasant country. 


Zinoviey then goes on to indicate the difficulties that would 
arise if the Mensheyiks and Social-Revolutionists were legal 
parties. As to the suggestion that the economic apparatus of 
the Soviet Government should be exempted from the control of 
the party, he stated: 5 


The party will not yleld an inch, it win not permit itself to be 
pushed away from economic work. The party will go into every 
economic detail, it will appoint every economic worker, from the 
highest to the lowest. The party strongly objects to the suggestion 
that politics should be superseded by economics. 


The Bolshevik leaders, therefore, are determined to maintain 
the complete control of the so-called Soviet Government ma- 
chinery. “Party dictatorship,” says Zinoviev, “is the lever 
which we can not let out of our hands.” 

The interrelationship of the organization of the Communist 
Party and of the machinery of the Soviet Government appears 
in many striking ways. At times it goes so far as to be almost 
actual identity. As a result of a decision of the twelfth congress 
of the Communist Party, held in April, 1923, the workmen's- 
peasants’ inspection, an organ of the so-called Soviet Govern- 
ment whose function was to supervise, control, and criticize the 
work of the various departments and institutions of the so- 
called Soviet Government, has been practically amalgamated 
with the central control commission of the Communist Party, 
whose task it was to control party work in governmental institit- 
tions. 

The duties of the president of the central control commis- 
sion and of the workmen’s-peasants’ inspection were combined 
in one man, Kuibyshev. Not less than half the members of 
the central control commission are to be assigned to duties 
in the workmen’s-peasants’ inspection. The organization act 
covering the new commission directs the central control com- 
mission to see to it that all the soviet governmental organs 
pursue the policies laid down by the Russian Communist 
Party and keep the party informed in regard to everything 
that is going on in soviet institutions and in the public. It 
shall also assist the central control commission in watching 
over the development and enforcement of economie policy 


and in selecting the directing staffs of party, state, and 
economic organizations. (Pravda, May 31, 1923.) Thus, the 
central control commission, a party institution, is to have the 
dominant voice in the reshaping of the workmen’s-peasants’ 
inspection, a very important Government institution which has 
now become a sort of branch of the central control commis- 
sion. Here we have practically the amalgamation of a State 
organ and a party organ. In an article in the Rabochaya 
Moskva, of March 6, 1923, Lenin points out that the belief 
that a party institution can not at the same time be a soviet 
institution is an erroneous one. He expresses the conviction 
that the amalgamation of a soviet institution with a party 
organization, in the case of the workmen’s-peasants’ inspec- 
tion, would bring only good results, 

The control of the Communist Party also extends to the new 
soviet judicial system. One of the tasks of the central con- 
trol commission is to look after the interest of members of the 
party who have fallen into the hands of the courts. In such 
cases “we have raised the question of the expediency and 
advisability of public trial in court lest we undermine the politi- 
eal authority of our comrades.” (Report of Shkiratov at the 
twelfth congress of the Russian Communist Party). In the 
Izyestia of September 16, 1923, certain tribunals in the supreme 
court are instructed to send immediately information to corre- 
sponding party institutions, provincial committees, etc., concern- 
ing every member of the Communist Party who has been pun- 
ished by the court. It is also proposed to submit to the supreme 
court monthly lists of members of the Communist Party who 
have been punished by the court with further information to 
the central committee of the Russian Communist Party. 

As a further example of the interchangeability of party and 
soviet organs, it is interesting to note certain instances that 
occurred at the third session of the federal central executive 
committee of November, 1923. In the Izvestia of November, 
1923, the following notice is inserted after a summary of the 
report of Sokolnikoy, the Commissar of Finance: “ The debates 
on the report of Comrade Sokolnikov are transferred to a 
meeting of the Russian Communist Party.” It then goes on to 
say that after Sokolnikov’s speech the session is closed, Then 
commences a closed session of the Russian Communist Party at 
which Karzyanovski, the president of the State plan commis- 
sion, delivers his speech.” On the following day the Izvestia 
reports that— 


the morning session was given over to debates on the three reports 
concerning Industry, prices, and financial policy, and was conducted 
at a group session of the Communist Party and members of the cen- 
tral executive committee of the federation. At night committee meet- 
ings took place. This morning the debates continued at a closed 
session of the group of the Russian Communist Party. 


To summarize : 

First. The Russian Communist Party, therefore, exercises 
complete control which at times amounts almost to the identi- 
fication of party and soviet organs. 

Second. The Russian Communist Party and the so-called 
Soviet Government are controlled and dominated effectively 
by a small group technically known as the “ political bureau 


(politbureau).” 

The so-called Soviet Government, then, is absolutely con- 
trolled and dominated by the Russian Communist Party. 
What is the character and organization of this party which with 
little more than 400,000 party members controls a country of 
120,000,000 inhabitants? To understand this it must first of 
all be realized that the Russian Communist Party, although 
numerically insignificant in comparison with the population 
of Russia, is a most highly organized group, The Communist 
Party is not a political party in the ordinary sense of the 
word. It can in no wise be compared to party organizations 
in the United States or in western Europe. It is a closely 
organized, rigidly disciplined, military corps of tried and 
trusted men picked with great care from the general body of 
professing communists and admitted into the party only after 
a year's probationary period, during which their loyalty is 
put to every conceivable test. 

The members are bound together by a strict party discipline 
and taught to believe that a high responsibility attaches to 
them as communists for the defense and expansion of the 
revolution, whether by arms against external enemies, or 
against the present economic disorganization of Russia. At 
the party congress held in April, 1923, it was decided that for 
one year only industrial laborers were eligible to be enrolled 
in the party, and they must be seconded by two party mem- 
bers. All other applicants, it was decided, are to remain 
candidates for another year. (Pravda, April 28, 1923.) 
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After admittance into the party, the new members must sur- 
vive periodic combings of the party roster, during whieh their 
records as practicing party members are minutely scrutinized. 
The slightest infraction of party regulations is sufficient to 
bring a culprit in disfavor (Pravda, May 20, 1923); actual diso- 
bedience is sufficient for ejection; and if guilty of delinquency 
or failure they are more severely punished than others who 
are not members of the party. Since 1921 the Communist 
Party has undergone a series of “cleansings” which have re- 
duced it from a total membership of 658,093 to 410,000 in 
March, 1923. (Pravda, April 1, 1923.) The object of these 
“cleansings” is to eliminate all those who are not sincere 
communists. In 1922 all members of the intelligentsia who 
joined the party in 1919, 1920, and 1921 were excluded. 
(Pravda, April 1, 1923.) Of the 400,000 party members only 
10,000 were members of the party prior to 1917. These are, as 
Zinoviey says, “the foundation layer, the old guard, the 
cement which binds the party together.” (Pravda, March 6, 
1923.) These are the men who hold the strategic positions and 
actually control the party. Of the 520 delegates, for instance, 
at the eleventh congress of the party, 386 were members of the 
party in 1917. (Pravda, April 1, 1923.) The delegates to the 
1055 conferences are carefully selected. (Pravda, May 12, 
1923.) 

Communists may be mobilized at any time of the day or night, 
and at any place. They may be shifted from Moscow to Chita 
and back without warning. In times of stress or danger the 
Kremlin calls out the party men to protect important posts or 
buildings as we summon militiamen. At the time of the Kron- 
stadt revolt the burden of the fighting fell on the commuaists, 
The party also exercises a control over the private life of Its 
members. As the proclaimed enemy of religion it forbids 
members to join any religious society. A very frequent cause 
of expulsion from the party is marriage in a church. (Pravda, 
July 29, 1923.) The party leaders continually emphasize the 
necessity of members taking an active part in the antireiigion 
campaign (Izvestia, March 31, 1921; June 17, 1923) con- 
ducted by the party. Most remarkable is the intellectual 
discipline which embraces all from the Kremlin to the bum- 
blest members of the party. From Lenin down one uses the 
identical words, the same phraseology, and the same brand of 
reusoning. A change in theory made by the Bolshevik leaders 
to meet a new situation is at once reflected in all communist 
discussions. As soon as new dogmas and formulas issue from 
the Kremlin they are at once learned and used by the party 
masses. The intellectual discipline in the party is exemplified 
by-the words of Stalin at the last Congress, who declared any 
freedom of opinion in the party would convert the party into 
“a talking shop.” (Pravda, April 20, 1923.) 4 

A conscious, determined effort is made to make the party 
an extremely powerful, mobile, and well-disciplined minority of 
the people, a close communist caste. The necessity of aiming at 
an exclusive communist caste is dictated by the convictiun of 
the leaders that the broadening of the ranks of the party 
would inevitably be followed by anemia, as a result of which 
true communism would gradually wither away. Zinoviev par- 
ticularly pointed out this danger in a speech at the eleventh 
congress on March 31, 1922: 


Our party has the monopoly of legality. The danger of this monopoly 
Is that a number of people are getting into the party who would go 
into the petty bourgeois parties if such existed. They are not coming 
into the party with bad intentions and are honest enongh, but bring 
in bourgeois views. They are an active part of the population who 
would like to participate in the economic and political life of the 
country. We shall surely be the monopolists of the legality of any 
party in this country for a number of years to come. (Pravda, April 
2, 1922.) 

ORGANIZATION OF THE RUSSIAN COMMUNIST PARTY. 


According to the statutes of organization of the party the 
supreme power in the party is exercised by the All-Russian 
congress -of the Russian Communist Party, which elects an 
executive organ called “the central committee“ of 40 members, 
who, it is stated, should by preference be “laborers more 
closely connected with the proletarian masses.” (Pravda, 
April 28, 1923.) This body meets at least once every two 
months, and exercises the supreme power between sessions of 
the All-Russian Communist Party congress. Too unwieldy, 
however, to deal effectively with important questions which 
may arise, it forms in turn a small executive body which, since 
the eighth congress, has been called the politbureau ”"—po- 
litical bureau—in contradistinctiow’ to a sim lar small body 
called “the orgbureau ”—orgenization bureau—which has 
charge of the party organization as such and of the assignment 


of various duties to Communists. Lenin, in an article in the 
Pravda of January 25, 1923, states that: The plenary session 
of the central committee of the party has already shown 
a tendency to become something like a supreme party con- 
ference. It assembles not oftener than once in two months and 
all current work is done by the political bureau and or- 
ganization bureau and the secretariat.” The politbureau since 
the twelfth co consists of seven members and four 
alternates. (Pravda, April 28, 1923.) Previously it was com- 
posed of five members and three alternates. This body is the 
supreme directing force in the Communist Party and of the 
so-called Soviet Government. The functions of this body are 
practically unlimited. It decides all questions of domestic and 
foreign politics, nominates all important functionaries, and re- 
views all court decisions that have political importance. 


STATEMENTS OF BOLSHEVIK ena REGARDING POWERS OF POLIT 
BU U. 

There are many statements by Bolshevik leaders which testify 
to the all-controlling power exercised by this body, Lenin, in 
his report to the ninth congress of the Russian Communist 
Party on March 30, 1920, after referring to the division of labor 
between the politbureau, which considered political questions, 
and the orgbureau, which supervised the distribution of party 
forces, goes on to say: Nattirally, this division is to a certain 
extent artificial, being understood that it is impossible to con- 
duct any policy * * * without making certain classifica- 
tions.” (Ninth Congress of Russian Communist Party, p. 
5.) Consequently, every question of organization assumes 
a political significance and among us has grown up the practice 
that the opinion of one member of the central committee is 
suficient in order that any particular question, by virtue of this 
or that consideration, be considered as a politieal question.” 
Thus it only requires the proposal of one member to bring any 
subject to the political bureau for discussion. In referring 
to the work of the polltbureau during the year under consid- 
eration, he says? 

During that year much of the work of the politbureau has con- 
sisted of the current solution of all questions arising and having 
relation to policy, unifying the activity of all soviet and party 
institutions, all organizations of the working class, unifying and 
striving to direct all the work of the Soviet Republics, all questions 
of international, domestic, and foreign policy. 


The fact that the political bureau not only controls the work 
of the party but also the policy and activity of the so-called 
Soviet Government is in numerous utterances and 
writings of the Bolshevik leaders, In their mind there is no 
fundamental difference between party organizations and soviet 
institutions. We find over and over again that these terms are 
used interchangeably. In the last citation referred to above 
Lenin further on in his report states: 


Each of us working in this or that party or soviet organization 
watches every day for any unusual developments in political questions, 
foreign and domestic. The decision of these questions, as it expresses 
itself in the form of decrees of the soviet power or in the activity of 
the party organizations was appraised by the central committee of the 
party. 


Discussing in the Raboechaya Moskwava of March 6, 1923, 
the question as to whether a party institution can not be at 
the same time a soviet institution, Lenin writes: 


The political bureau discusses from the party standpoint many 
large and small moves on our part in answer to the moves of for- 
eign countries in order to avert, let us say, their tricks. Is not 
this flexible contact between a party and a soviet institution a 
source of great strength in our party? I think that since such 
contact proved to be most advantageous in the foreign policy, it 
might be just as good, if not even better, in regard to our Govern- 
ment apparatus as a whole. 


This shows that relations with other nations are controlled 
by this political bureau, not by the Russian Soviet Republic, 
which is only a mouthpiece. 

Lenin, in a speech at the eleventh congress of the Russian 
Communist Party (Pravda, March 29, 1922), clearly reveals 
the control of the political bureau over the so-called Soviet 
Government: 

In conclusion I must touch upon the practical side of the ques- 
tion of our highest institutions and the relation of the party to 
them. There has arisen an incorrect relation between the party 
and soviet institutions, and in this regard there is complete 
unanimity of opinion, I pointed to one example how specifie small 
matters drag along already In the political bureau. Formally the 
solution of this problem is very difficult, because the only legal party 
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among us controls the Government, and it is impossible to forbid 
a member of the party from complaining. Therefore, everything 
is dragged along from the Soviet of People’s Commissars to the 
political bureau. I hope that the congress will devote the greatest 
attention to this question and will issue a decree to the effect that 
it is necessary to free the political bureau and central committee 
from minor matters and improve the work of the responsible offi- 
cials. It is necessary that the people's commissars be responsible 
for their work and not so that in the beginning things go to the 
Soviet of people's commissars and then to the political bureau. 


At the last congress Kamenev, in replying to complaints of 
specialists that decisions resolved upon by specialists, engineers, 
and learned agriculturists are rejected by the political bureau, 
a “body of literary men,” stated: 


Yes, they do so because in the political bureau is concentrated at a 
given moment for a given limited period of time the entire political 
will and thought of the labor classes. (Pravda, April 20, 1923.) 


PERSONNEL OF THE DOMINATING GROUP IN SOVIET RUSSIA, 


The political bureau, then, controls both the activities of the 
Communist Party and the policy of the so-called Soviet Gov- 
ernment. Who are these men that dominate the Communist 
Party and rule Russia? The present politbureau consists of: 
Lenin, Trotski, Zinoviev, Kamenev, Stalin, Rykov, Tomsky, 
with four alternates: Rudzutak, Kalinin, Molotov, and Bu- 
kharm, - Previously it consisted of five members—Lenin, Trotski, 
Kameney, Stalin, Krestinsky—and three alternates—Bukharin, 
Zinoviev, and Kalinin. The recent increase has taken place 
in accordance with the program of the Bolshevik leaders to 
take in fresh blood, “as the nucleus within the central com- 
mittee which has become expert in management is already 
growing old and must be replaced.” (Stalin, Prayda, April 19, 
1923.) It is to be noted that seven of these men have been 
associated in the political bureau since the early days—namely, 
Lenin, Trotski, Kamenev, Stalin, Zinoviev, Bukharin, and 
Kalinin. These are the men who carried out the October revo- 
lution and who control and dominate the soviet organizations 
which they have created as a result of that revolution. 

To show how the political bureau controls the so-called Soviet 
Government, it is to be noted that this body has 6 members, 
including the president, of the presidium of the central executive 
committee of the Federation of Soviet Republics ; 4 members, in- 
eluding the president and 2 vice presidents, of the Federation 
Soviet of People’s Commissars; and 4 members, including the 
president, of the very important organ of 9 members called the 
Soviet of Labor and Defense, which controis the whole economic 
life of the country. The same situation exists in relation to the 
organs of the Russian Soviet Republic. Here the political 
bureau has 3 members, including the president and 2 vice presi- 
dents, of the Soviet of People’s Commissars; 6 members, in- 
eluding the president, of the presidium of the central executive 
committee; and 3 members, including the president and vice 
president, of the Soviet of Labor and Defense. In a similar 
fashion the political bureau exercises control of the Russian 
trade union organization. It has 3 members, including the 
president, of the presidium of the central soviet of trade unions, 
the controlling body of that organization. 

A few sentences in Lenin’s report at the ninth All-Russian 
congress of the Russian Communist Party show us the relation- 
ship between the members in this small group: 


Only thanks to the intimate acquaintance of members of this body 
among themselves, to the knowledge of the shades of opinion and to 
the mutual confidence was it possible to fulfill their tasks. Often it was 
necessary to decide complicated questions by a telephone conversation. 
Such simplification of work greatly helped. (Ninth Congress of Russian 
Communist Party, p. 6.) 


The fact of the domination of both the Russian Communist | 


Party and of the so-called Soviet Government by a very small 
group is shown very clearly if we study the proceedings, say, 
of the last five All-Russian congresses of the Russian Com- 
munist Party and the last five All-Russian Congresses of 
Soviets. In all these sessions, whether of the party organiza- 
tion or of the so-called Government, the same small group of 
individuals deliver the main reports and dominate the debates. 
The rank and file, and very few of them at that, are simply 
permitted to make a few brief remarks after the leaders have 
presented their ideas. If the debates are somewhat extensive, 
the rapporteur generally makes a second and concluding speech, 
in which he emphasizes and reiterates his former views and 
often presents the resolution to be adopted. The following 
table showing the speakers who presented the chief subjects 


Russian Communist Party reveals the dominating influence 
of the members of the politbureau: 


XI. XII. 
Lenin. . . Lenin . . . . Lenin Lenin.....| Zinoviev 
— eee Stalin 
PaaS Spero ee Toms 
eee Zinoviev ..| Bukharin. 
6 Trotsky. 


tation report, 
Party organization | Zinovlev..|.............| Lemin...... 
re 


The following table, covering the last five All-Russian Con- 
gresses of Soviets, shows the preponderating rôle played by the 
same individuals. It is worthy of note than wkenever some 
special subject assumed a particular importance, the report on 
that subject was invariably made by one of the members of the 
politbureau, For instance, at the seventh congress, Zinoviev 
made a report on the Communist International, which had 
been established a short time before the congress; at the eighth 
congress Trotski made a report on the transportation situation. 
which assumed unusual gravity in 1920; at the ninth congress 
Kalinin reported on the famine, and at the tenth congress 
Stalin reported on the question of the establishment of the 
Federation of Soviet Republics, the most important question 
discussed at that congress. 


| VI, 1918, | VII, 1919. | VIII, 1920, 


Report of Gov- | Lenin... Lenin 


ernment. l 
Military situation | Trotski... Trotski 
rganization of | Zinoviev.| Sapronov 


Cooperatives ..... FFF = 
Education CCC dd 1 atop penis ere Lunachar- 
sky. 


t Report of All-Russian Central Executive Committee and Soviet of 
Peoples Commissars on Domestic and Foreign Policy. 


Ill. RUSSIAN COMMUNIST PARTY CONTROLS THE COMMUNIST INTERNA- 
TIONAL.—THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL WAS FOUNDED BY THE 
RUSSIAN COMMUNIST PARTY. 

It is clear, therefore, that a small group of individuals con- 
trols both the Russian Communist Party and the so-called 
Soviet Government. The question now arises as to what is 
the relation between this small group and the Communist In- 
ternational which carries on the propaganda in the other 
nations, In the first place, it is a fact that the Communist 
International was convoked and created by the Russian Com- 
munist Party. This aspect is well summed up by Radek in 
a speech delivered at the ninth congress of the Russian Com- 
munist Party (Ninth Congress of Russian Communist Party, 
p. 47): 

The Third International is the child of the Russian Communist 
Party. It was founded here in the Kremlin, on the initiation of the 
Communist Party of Russia. In our hands is the executive committee of 
the Third International, and therefore, until the political frontiers are 
eliminated which binder our comrades from talking with us, the 
congress of the Communist Party is the place at which it is proper 
to bring up for discussion the results of the work of the Third Inter- 


under discussion at the last five All-Russian congresses of the | national, 
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The Third International! was indeed the creation of the Rus- 
sian Communist Party. Zinoviev points out in his report on 
the founding of the Third International, made at the eighth 
congress of the Russian Communist Party (Pravda, March 26, 
1919), how the idea of a Third International had been pro- 
elaimed by the Bolsheyiks in 1914, five years before it was 
realized; how a small group, detached from its party, pro- 
claimed the Third International at a time when the vast ma- 
jority of the working classes were seized with war enthusiasm, 
Zinoviey then goes on to relate the circumstances surrounding 
the establishment of the Third International and reveals the 
preponderating rôle played by the Russian Communist Party. 
The latter recognized that one party alone could not compose 
an international. It was necessary to have delegates at least from 
one other party. “ If at our congress there were only representa- 
tives of the Russian Communist Party and the herman com- 
munists, we would have the right to say that the Third Interna- 
tional was formed.” He goes on to relate how the German com- 
munists strongly insisted, even to making it an ultimatum, 
that there be held only a Conference of Communist Parties and 
that the Third International be not proclaimed (Pravda, March 
27, 1919): “The central committee of our party considered 
the situation and considered it indispensable that we should 
immediately form the Third International.” 

In order, however, not to alienate the German communists, 
whose presence at the congress was so necessary, it was de- 
cided to postpone a definite solution of the question until the 
delegates met in Moscow. There the German delegates, as 
was foreseen, weakened and joined in the proclamation of the 
Third International. “The spiritual leadership in founding 
the Third International,” says Zinoviev, “ belongs absolutely to 
the Russian Communist Party. * * * When the flower of 
the workers of the whole world came to us, the people who so 
recently lost their great leaders, Carl Liebnecht and Rosa 
Luxembourg, people who are the leaders of the most enlight- 
ened, intelligent, and organized part of the working class of 
the whole world, they with an open mind recognized that the 
spiritual guidance of the world revolution arising before our 
eyes should belong to the Russian Communist Party.” Zinoviev 
then goes on to point out that the platform of the Communist 
International was largely based on theses drawn up by Lenin. 
He considers it a great honor for the Russian Communist Party 
that the seat of the Third International and its executive com- 
mittee is the capital of the Soviet Republic. “ Besides the 
spiritual leadership, we must aid our comrades in the cause 
of organization under extraordinary difficult circumstances, and 
I think that our party is bound to bring material forees to 
the aid of the workers of other countries and give them‘ all 
necessary organizing support. What belongs to us belongs to 
all the workers international.” 

In an article in the Yearbook of the Communist Inter- 
national for 1923 a similar story is told of the founding of 
the Third International. The author points to the agitation 
of the Russian Bolsheviks in Switzerland during the World 
War, the so-called Zimmerwald Left, to establish a new Third 
International. The Russian revolution,“ he says, “brought 
back to Russia the most active elements of the Zimmerwald Left 
and thus transferred here the center of gravity of the struggle 
for the founding of the Third International.” This sentence ex- 
presses very, well the international character of the doctrines 
and ideas of the Bolshevik leaders. The author then goes on 
to point out that: The Russian Communist Party took upon 
itself the initiative of organizing the Communist International 
several months after the collapse of the Central Powers.” 
The circumstances of the time were most favorable to the 
creation of the new organization: “An extremely strong revo- 

lutionary agitation seized the workers of all countries. In cen- 
tral Europe armed uprisings of the workers had taken place. 
The soil was ready for the founding of the Communist Inter- 
national and the necessity of its creation became an insistent 
need.” In a bulletin of the executive committee of the Com- 
munist International No. 4 of December 23, 1921, Zinoviev has 
traced the various steps in the development of the Communist 
International. The first period, from Zimmerwald to the 
Russian Revolution, he characterizes as the“ incubation period“ 
of the Communist International. During this time the chief 
task was the spread of the new idea. 

*Dates of the organizations of the Communist Internationals: The 
First International convened on September 28, 1864, at London; inau- 
gural address written by Karl Marx. The Second International was 
held in Paris in 1889. The Third International was held at Zimmer- 
wald and Kienthal, in Switzerland, in March, 1915. Successive con- 
gresses of this International are held in Moscow under the auspices of 
the soviets, since March, 1919. 


In the beginning our party (Russian Bolsheviks) was nearly com- 
pletely alone, when our party, in a manifesto of the central com- 
mittee, printed in No. 33 of our central organ several weeks after 
the beginning of the imperialist war, raised the slogan of “ Third In- 
ternational.” „The Second International has died, defeated by oppor- 
tunism. Down with opportunism and long live the Third International, 
cleansed not only of deserters but also of opportunism,” thus wrote 
Lenin in his article, “ The situation and problems of the Socialist Inter- 
national” at the end of October, 1914, and he continued, “ The Third 
International faced the task of organizing the proletariat for revolu- 
tionary pressure on capitalist governments and for civil war against the 
bourgeoisie of all countries to secure political power and the victory 
of socialism.” 


Zinoviev then goes on to relate the struggles of the Zim- 
merwald Left to develop the idea of the Third International. 
He admits that at that time very few shared their views. 

However, the work performed by the Zimmerwald Left was not 
done in vain. The seed that had been sown bore fruit. Already at 
the conference of Kienthal our ideas had more influence than at 


Zimmerwald. The Zimmerwald Left began to develop an organiza- 
tion. Our conference before our departure for Russia after the 


February revolution with the comrades from the left wing of the 
French, German, Swiss, and Swedish labor movement actually had 
the significance of the first preliminary conference of the Third Inter- 
national. From the spring of 1917 the slogan “For Third Interna- 
tional” acquired in Russia greater and greater popularity. Before 
its birth the Third International bound its fate with the fate of the 
proletariat revolution in Russia. In proportion as that revolution 
was victorions the slogan “ For Third International" clothed itself in 
flesh and blood. And in proportion as the proletariat revolution 
grew strong and firm and stable, the position of the Communist In- 
ternational strengthened itself, throughout the whole world. 

At the end of 1918 the central committee of the Russian Com- 
munist Party, which played the actual role of organizing the future 
Third International, addressed an open letter to the German Sparticists 
and te the Austrian communists. The cause of this letter was the 
calling by the English Labor Party of an international conference in 
Lausanne on January 6, 1919. The central committee of the Russian 
Communist Party refused to participate in the conference, at which 
social-patriots would be present, and called upon its. adherents to 
join in that refusal. On January 24, 1919, the central committee of the 
Russian Communist Party addressed a direct invitation to the con 
munists of the whole world to take part in the first congress of the 
Communist International. This proclamation was signed by the cen- 
tral committee of the Russian Communist Party and by the foreign 
bureaus of seven other groups. 


Such were the antecedents of the Third or Communist Inter- 
national. The object for which the Bolsheviks called together 
their first international congress was to lay down a definite 
policy for the immediate establishment of the universal dicta- 
torship of the proletariat. In their invitation to the congress 
the Moscow leaders declared that this dictatorship must be 
achieved by the mass action of the proletariat, which implied: 
(1) the seizure of the powers of government; (2) the disarma- 
ment of the bourgeoisie and the general arming of the pro- 
letariat; (3) the suppression of private property and its trans- 
fer to the proletarian state. Article 14 states: 


The congress must lay the foundation of a common fighting organ 
which will be a uniting link and methodically lead the movement of 
the center for the Communist International, which subordinates the 
interests of the movement in every separate country to the common 
interests of the revolution on an international scale. (Izvestia, Janu- 
ary 24, 1919.) 


The first congress was attended by 36 delegates, of which one- 
half represented groups under Bolshevik control, 8 being 
delegates from the Russian Communist Party—Lenin, Trotski, 
Zinoviev, Stalin, Bukharin, Chicherin, Obolensky, and Vorovsky ; 
5 were supposed to represent the united group of Eastern tribes 
of Russia, and 5 others various other groups in Russia, such as 
the German colonists in Russia, the Ukrainian Communist 
Party, ete. Needless. to say, most of the so-called foreign dele- 
gates actually present were refugees living in Soviet Russia. 
At the opening session on March 4, 1919, the assembly decided 
to constitute itself as the first session of the Third Interna- 
tional (Communist). (Pravda, March 15, 1919.) It is clear, 
then, that the establishment of the Third International was en- 
tirely the work of the Russian Communist Party in development 
of ideas of the leaders of that party which they had set forth 
long before they seized power in Russia. 

THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL IS CONTROLLED BY THE RUSSIAN COM- 
. MUNIST PARTY. 

We have seen that the Third International was organized and 

created by the Russian Communist Party. The next important 
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fact to be noted is that this organization since its establish- 
ment has been controlled and dominated by that party. The 
first congress in a resolution on organization stated that the 
lendership of the Communist International is put into the hands 
of an executive committee composed of one representative each 
of the communist parties of the most important countries. The 
parties of Russia, Germany, Austria, Hungary, Balkan Federa- 
tion, Switzerland, and Scandinavia are requested immediately 
to send their representatives. Parties of countries declaring 
their adhesion before the second congress of the Communist 
International meets shall receive a seat on the executive com- 
mittee. 


Until the arriyal of foreign delegates the comrades of the country 
in which the executive committee has its seat take the burden on them- 
selves. The executive committee elects a bureau consisting of five mem- 
bers. (Communist International, No. 1, May, 1919, p. 128.) 


Where the controlling power lay and who actually dominated 
the organization of the Communist International are clearly 
revealed in the report of the executive committee made by 
Zinoviev at the second congress of the Communist International. 
Referring to the act of organization of the first congress, Zino- 
viey states: 


Thus, besides the Russian party, six others should have sent imme- 
diately their representatives to the executive committee. However. 
circumstances were far from permitting all these parties to have their 
permanent representatives in Russia, where the executive committee 
was located. The German party has not once succeeded in sending 
a permanent representative to the executive committee. The repre- 
sentative of Austria has only recently arrived, The communist parties 
of Scandinavia have only now and then had their representatives on 
the executive committee. The communist federation of the Balkans 
has only recently been constituted and its representative only arrived 
in the spring of 1920. The Hungarian Communist Party has had a 
permanent representative on the executive committee. The Swiss 
communists were represented by Comrade Platten up to the time when 
he left Russia. * * * ‘Thus the central committee of the Russian 
Communist Party and the comrades who have been specially delegated 
for this work have been obliged to charge themselves with nearly all 
the current work of the executive committee of the Communist Inter- 
national, The following members of the Russian Communist Party 
were delegated to the executive committee of the Communist Inter- 
national—Balabanov, Berzin, Bukharin, Vorovsky, Zinoviey, Karakhan, 
Klinger, Litvinoff, and others. Comrade Lenin, as well as other com- 
rades, took part in the most important meetings jointly with delegates 
of the Russian Communist Party. Taking into consideration the ex- 
ternal difficulties which prevented the other communist parties from 
sending their permanent representatives, the executive committee uti- 
lized every occasion of the arrival of a foreign comrade having 
authority in the matter to bring him into the labors of the executive 
committee, even if it were only for a relatively short time. >+ 
The function of the secretary of the executive committee of the Com- 
munist International was filled by Comrades Balabanov, Berzin, Vo- 
rovsky, and by Radek, who fills that office at the present time. The 
president is Comrade G. Zinoviev. 


This report clearly shows how the Third International in 
the beginning was entirely in the hands of the Russian Com- 
munist Party, which utilized every possible occasion to give 
it an international character. In this same report appears 
the following very interesting statement in reference to the 
financial affairs of the Communist International: 


At the first session of the executive committee of the Communist 
International it was decided that each party and each orgamzation 
adhering to the Third International should pay 2 certain sum to the 
executive committee, but at the same meeting at which participated 
many comrades of different countries it had been decided to propose 
to the Russian Communist Party to take upon itself the principal 
charge of expenses necessitated by the work of the executive com- 
mittee. This was dictated by the circumstances of our struggle in 
all Europe and by the precarious situation of fraternal parties in the 
different countries, Of course, the Russian Communist Party thought 
it its duty to welcome the proposal of the executive committee of the 
Communist International. The Russian workers who for 20 years 
had benefited from the fraternal aid of the workers of all coantries 
were happy to be able to accord the same support to the world prole- 
tariat struggling in the midst of the greatest difficulties. ` 


At the second congress of the Third International, which 
opened on July 19, 1920, a permanent constitution was drawn 
up and adopted. This constitution to a certain extent conse- 
crated the de facto control of the Communist International by 
the Russian Communist Party in the first year of its existence. 
The following .are pertinent extracts from that constitution: 


ARTICLE V. The world congress elects. the executive committee of 
the Communist International, which is the leading organ of the Com- 


munist International during the periods between the congresses of the 
Communist International and which is accountable to the world con- 
gress only. 

AkticLe VIII. The chief burden of. the work in the exeentive com- 
mittee of the Communist International lies on the party of the coun- 
try in which the executive committee resides, as decreed by the world 
congress. The party of that country shall have five representatives 
on the executive committee with a decisive vote. Besides this, from 
10 to 12 of the largest communist parties shall each have one rep- 
resentative with a decisive vote on the executive committee; the list 
of such representatives shall be confirmed by the world congress of 
the Communist International. (Communist International (magazine), 
No. 13, p. 2373.) 


The new executive committee elected in accordance with the 
constitution held its first meeting on August 7, 1920. It was 
composed of 19 members, of which 5 were Russians, as follows: 


Alternates. 


Lanin, Trotsky, Berzin, St 
Pavioviteh, Chichoria. sis 
Mayer. 


~ (Potrograd, Pravda, August 11, 1920.) 


The executive committee elected in turn a smaller direct- 
ing body called the presidium, which in fact exercised all the 
powers of the executive committee when it was not in session. 

The members of this smaller body were Zinoviev, Bukharin, 
Kobetsky, Mayer, and Rudniansky. This small group, it is 
to be noted, contains three members of the Russian Communist 


Party out of five. In addition we have the fact that Zinoviey 
was elected president of the executive committee and Kobetsky 
was appointed secretary, thus placing the administrative ap- 
paratus of the Communist International openly and plainly 
in the hands of the Russian Communist Party. 

How the new administrative organization elected at the 
second congress worked out in practice is shown in the report 
of Zinoviey delivered at the third congress of the Communist 
International on June 25, 1921. (Bulletin of Third Congress, 
No. 4, p. 71.) 


From the first to the second congress we had administration 
which was recruited on the whole only out of members of the 
Russian Communist Party. It was not easy toward the conclusion 
of the second congress to demand from the parties that they dele- 
gate their representatives. for a whole year to the executive com- 
mittee. Thus comrades who took part in the second congress will 
remember that, for example, the representative of the German party 
aud also other parties took position on the other hand that one 
should here in Moscow determine the delegates of the different 
parties for the executive and that these delegates showld work here 
during the whole time. Now it is wished to leave the administra- 
tion of affairs simply as hitherto to the Russian comrades. Only 
when we protested and insisted categorically on our demand was it 
decided by the congress that at least 10 of the brother parties shouid 
send theit delegates to the executive committee. 


The Russian leaders were apparently considerably perturbed 
by the thought that the international facade of the Third 
International would be destroyed if they were unable to draw 
at least some members of other parties to participate in the 
work of the administration. Zinoviev then proceeds: 


Among us in the first year of the Communist International the ad- 
ministration was also not yet international and only during this 
year could we say with satisfaction that we had the beginnings of 


an institution which at least is composed of representatives from 


10 or 12 parties and at least has attempted to conduct the labor 
movement in an international manner from the standpoint of the com- 
position of its leadership. 


Zinoviev then enumerates the number of sessions of the execu- 
tive committee and the questions discussed therein and adds: 


I must also add that, as nearly all of you know, besides the execu- 
tive a smaller bureau has functioned which in recent times has con- 
sisted of seven comrades and which has frequently twice as many 
sessions as the executive itself. 
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Naturally the domination of the Communist International by 
the Russian Communist Party did not fail to provoke protests 
from members of more independent parties. At the fifth session 
of the third congress, for instance, Empel of the German com- 
munist workers had protested against the tactics of Comrade 
Zinoviey. He pointed out that mass demonstrations which are 
held on command on Sundays and holidays for Soviet Russia 
are of little value for revolutionary struggle. 


With all our means we will pledge ourselves that Russla remains 
ax a proletariat power, but the political and organization separation of 
the Third International from the system of Russian State politics is 
the goal toward which one must work if we wish to be just to the 
conditions of a west European revolution, That is a point which 
Comrade Zinoviey understands and says if you go further you will 
be ont of the Third International, He refers to the telegram of our 
party which gives us plenipotentiary powers to leave the Third Interna- 
tional. He concludes then if you are out of the Third International 
then you struggle against Russia. * * We do not overlook for 
a minute the difficulties In which the Russian Soviet power has 
fallen through the delay of the world revolution, but we see at the 
same time the danger that out of these difficulties there will arise a 
contradiction between the interests of the revolutionary world prole- 
tariat and the momentary interests of Soviet Russia, apparent or 
real. In a committee meeting it has been declared that the Third 
International is not to be regarded as a tool of the soviet power, 
but rather the Russian Soviet power is to be considered as the 
strongest post of the Third International. We also are of opinion that 
it should be so, but we believe that if the contradictions between the 
vital interests of the Russian Soviet power and those of the Third Inter- 
national arise it would be the duty to hold within the Third Interna- 
tional an open and friendly discussion. * * On this point will 
we remain, but we will be sure always and everywhere to raise the 
sharpest opposition if we see that the policy of Soviet Russia falsely 
and through misunderstanding finds an outlet in a reformist policy 
of the Third International. At the same time we are conyinced that 
such a policy is an opposition just as much to the true interests of 
Soviet Russia itself as to those of the world proletariat. (Bulletin of 
Third Congress, No. 5, p. 102.) 


On the same day Gennari declared that: 


Even in Russia itself, if our information is correct, a reaction has 
taken place against this lack of understanding and obstinacy. To be 
sure this movement will not be noticeable at the congress; Comrade 
Zinoviev is too skillful and clever an organizer of congresses for his 
views not to find constantly sure wide support, But already there 
shows itself in the international an extenslye dissatisfaction with a 
Personal dictatorship which actually is not a dictatorship of the 
proletariat but a caricature. We hope that it will be heard by those 
who ought to hear it. This Communist International can not be a 
monopoly of anybody and must live and develop itself and struggle in 
full knowledge of the whole situation in ample judgment of all prole- 
tariat activity. 


Despite the discontent, the Russian Communist Party was 
able to carry through its program, chiefly with the support of 
those like Michailek, who declared that— 


Our workers do not understand how one can draw a distinction 
between Soviet Russia, the Russian Communist Party, their tasks and 
the tasks of any party in West Europe. In this relation there exists 
for our workers no difference. The Russian Soviet power is our power; 
between Soviet Russia, its tasks and the tasks of the Communist Inter- 
national there is no distinction, no opposition, and can not be any. 
Who comprehends the thing differently is no communist. 


The opposition manifested itself on the occasion of the adop- 
tion of the report of the committee on organization in regard to 
the composition of the small bureau. It was proposed to give 
the executive committee authority to appoint to the bureau 
delegates who were not members of the executive committee. 
The Russian delegation actively intervened and brought about 
the rejection of the proposal that the members of the small 
bureau be only elected from among the members of the execu- 
tive committee, which would have to a considerable extent weak- 
ened the power of the executive of the Communist International. 

According to a resolution on organization passed at the third 
congress on July 12, 1921, the executive committee was to con- 
sist of 32 members, of which Russia was to have 5, Germany, 
France, Italy, Czechoslovakia, and the League of Communist 
Youth 2 each, and the 17 other parties 1 each. The actual 
controling power, however, was not to reside in the executive 
committee but rather in the small bureau whose members were 
selected by the executive committee. This bureau was com- 


posed of seven members who were elected at the first session 
(Activity of 


of the new executive committee on July 13, 1921. 


the executive committee of the Communist International, July 
18, 1921, to February 1, 1922, p. 7.) 

The seven members were: Zinoviev, Radek, Bukharin, Gen- 
nari, Heckert, Souvarin, and Bela Kun. It is to be noted that 
three of the members are members of the Russian. Communist 
Party and one, Bela Kun, a protégé of the Bolsheyiks and a 
member of the All-Russian Central Executive Committee. 

At the fourth congress of the Communist International, held 
in Moscow November—December, 1922, the question of re- 
organization again came into the foreground. It is the same 
problem that appeared at all the sessions of the Communist In- 
ternational—the problem of effectively retaining the power in 
the hands of the Russian Communist Party and at the same 
time erecting a facade of an international organization. In the 
report of the committee on reorganization of the organization 
made at the twenty-sixth session of the fourth congress on No- 
vember 29, 1922, it was set forth clearly that the object of the 
new organization was designed to transform the existing or- 
ganization conceived in a federalistic spirit into a centralized 
administration of an actual world Communist Party. (Bulle 
tin of Fourth Congress, No. 26, p. 16.) The commission strongly 
condemned the practice of certain parties of sending delegates 
to the world congress with definite instructions, and it de- 
clared that “such instructions in future world conferences 
should be regarded as invalid. 

The new organization is so designed, it is stated, as to create 
a unified central administration. The members of this central 
administration are to be elected by the world congress to carry 
out its instructions rather than to be conceived as delegated 
from individual parties, It is stated— 


This decision has not been influenced by the agitation of those 
opponents of the Communist International who continually reiterate 
that the leadership of the Communist International lies in the hands 
of the Russians and that the Communist International worked only 
at the dictation of the Russians in the various sections and lands. 
That in no wise has been the reason for this proposal. On the con- 
trary, we are convinced and speak quite openly, that it is a matter 
of fact for us that also in the future In the administration of the 
Communist International, in the presidium, and in the executive com- 
mittee a stronger and, in fact, the strongest influence must be accorded 
to the Russian comrades, for they are those who. in the field of the 
international class struggle have had the greatest experience, they are 
the only ones who actually have effected a revolution, and consequently 
in experience, as a result of their activities, are far superior to all 
delegates from other sections, On that account they must also in the 
future have a considerably stronger influence in the Communist 
International. 


This extract very clearly sets forth the preponderating rôle 
played by the members of the Russian Communist Party in the 
work of the Communist International, a rôle which appar- 
ently meets with the approval of most of the foreign 
delegates. The new executive committee is to consist of 25 
members and 10 candidates, all to be elected at the world con- 
gress. The executive committee is to elect a presidium of 9 
to 11 members, which is to be considered as a sort of political 
bureau, as it is to concern itself with the solution of the politi- 
cal problems of the Communist International. There is also 
to be organized an organization bureau of seven members. This 
new body is to carry on the work in the various countries, The 
presidium, or political bureau, is the all-controlling body under 
the new organization. 


To this political bureau all departments are subordinate and re- 
sponsible. Yes, we have gone further and decided that all the most 
important departments must be directed by members of the presidium 
so that the organization bureau, the agitation of propaganda bureau, 
and the eastern department are directly subordinate to the presidium, 
while the other departments, such as the statistical department, etc., 
are subordinate to the organization bureau. (Bulletin of Fourth 
Congress, No. 27, p. 8.) 


The object of the new organization is to create a closely 
organized central committee of one great international com- 
munist party, which is to be entirely under the control of the 
Russian Communist Party. Every attempt has been made to 
eliminate in so far as it was possible the influence of the indi- 
vidual member parties of the Communist International. Tem- 
porarily it is recognized that the members of the executive 
committee must be elected under certain considerations of 
the proposals of the various sections. It is hoped that in the 
near future the individual parties shall cease to exercise any 
influence as individual entities but merge their identity in one 
single Communist Party. 

At the fourth congress Zinoviev was again unanimously 
reelected president of the executive committee of the Com- 
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munist International. The new executive committee consists: 
of 34 members including alternates, as follows: 


Eastern conntries ..........- 


W. 
Katayama, Safarov. 
Communist Youth’s Inter- 

national. 


Sobueller, Schatzxin 


The actual direction of affairs does not lie in the executive 
committee, but rather in Its presidium, which is at present 
composed of 12 members, as follows: 


Zinoviev. MacManus. 
Radek. Souvarine. 
Bukharin. Kuusinen. 
Kolarov. Neurath. 
Clara Zetkin. Shatskin. 
Katayama. Teraccini, 


The predominating influence of the Russian Communist 
Party has continued to provoke discontent among other dele- 
gations. At the enlarged session of the executive committee 
held in Moscow in June, 1923, dissatisfaction was rife among 
the Seandinavian delegates. Bukharin reveals this in a speech 
which he delivered on June 18, 1923 (Izvestia, June 19, 1923) : 


Norwegian comrades make the following deductions: The chief 
leaders of the Communist International, are Russians and bave re- 
course preeminently to only Russian experience. The executive com- 
mittee of the Communist International, says Bull, has ceased to see its 
principal task In the German revolution, and has transferred the 
center of gravity to the east in the interests of the foreign policy. of 
Russia. 


In the debates which followed the speech of Bukharin, Falk, 
of Norway, insisted on the independence of the party in local 
national questions, in the election of representatives to the 
executive committee of the Communist International, and on 
imperative mandates. of delegates to the congress. It is to 
be noted that the three points brought up by the Norwegian 
delegate are just those in which the leaders of the Russian 
Communist Party are trying to eliminate all influence of the 
National Communist. Party. In the same discussion, Stroom, 
of Sweden, declared: 


We insist on freedom of action on questions of local character. 
We do not protest against the influence of Russinn comrades in 
the Communist International; om the other hand, we welcome the 
fact that the guidance of the International is in their hands. 
(Izvestla, June 20, 1923.) 


It is clear, therefore, that since the establishment of the 
Communist International the administrative apparatus has been 
entirely in the hands of the members of the Russian Communist 
Party. In addition to the spiritual leadership mentioned by 
Zinoviev, the Russian Communist Party has exercised also the 
actual material control of the activities of the Communist In- 
ternational. 


PREDOMINATING ROLE OF THE RUSSIAN DELEGATION AT Tun CONGRESSES 
OF THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL. 


The Russian Communist Party, then, created and founded the 
Communist International, and sinee its creation has dominated 
and controlled its administrative machinery. The method by 
which this control has been exercised is reflected in the ac- 
tivities of the Russian delegates at the various congresses of 
the Communist International. If we examine the proceedings 
of these congresses we find that almost without exception the 
reports on the fundamental subjeets under discussion have al- 
ways been made by members of the Russian delegation, and 
furthermore, that members of that delegation have played: a 
decisive part in the debates, 

The second congress of the Communist International was 
held from July 19, 1920, to August 7, 1920, The congress was 
attended. by 166 delegates with decisive votes. The Russian 
delegation consisted of 63 members; the next largest were 


Norway with 8, England with 6, and Germany with 5. (Petro- 
Fat Pravda, July 28, 1920.) Examining the agenda we find 
that almost all the subjects contained. on it were reported on 
by members of the Russian: delegation, as follows: 


1. Role aud structure of a communist party before and 


after taking: over of power by the proletariat -=-= Zinoviev. 
2. Trade unions and factory mills committees Losovsky. 
8. Questions of parliamentarismm 22222 Bukharin. 
4. National, and colonial question Lenin, 
5. The agrarian. question ĩ2ö11ĩũñ½[éX“4Äĩ᷑ꝗ kPT“!mUP— Mayor. 
6. Conditions of admission to the III International Zinoviey. 
7. By-laws and constitution of Communist International. Kabakchiev. 
8. Problems of organization.___._-.-_--_-.___.__...___ — Zinoviey. 


International Situation Lenin. 


It is to be noted that of the leading addresses those on only two 
subjeets were not delivered by members of the Russian delegation. 
Furthermore, an examination of the proceedings of that con- 
gress shows that the members of the Russian delegation took 
an important part in the debates—particularly if amendments 
were offered to proposals sponsored by the Russian delegation, 

The third congress of the Communist International was held 
from June 22, 1921, to July 12, 1921. Two hundred and ninety- 
oue delegates were present. with a decisive vote, 219 with an 
advisory vote. (Pravda, June 26, 1921.) The Russian delega- 
tion was composed of net less than 59 members. The Russian 
delegation dominated the debates and proceedings of the third 
congress in the same manner as it had the second: 


Report on activity of executive committee Zinoviev. 
Tactics of Third International Radek. 
Economic world crisis and new tasks of Communist 

SOUP EOUAT E TPA ao ee en patna Trotskl. 
Tactics of Russian Communist Party — Lenin. 
Red Trade Union International and Communist 

mooie ERER, Oe es Sie ee ee Zinovlev. 
Cooperative movement =- Meschtscheriakov. 
League of Communist Louth . Münzenberg. 
Womens “movemestl ous. — — Clara Zetkin. 
WORA ECONOMIA ee ee ee nesters Varga. 


Organization of Communist Party... ==- Konen. 


The following members of the Russian delegation actively 
participated in the debates: Radek, Lenin, Bukharin, Trotski, 
Zinoviev, Losovsky, Rakovsky, and Kollontai. Especially notice- 
able was the interposition of the Russian. delegation in the dis- 
cussion of the organization of the small bureau when opposi- 
tion developed to the proposal of the Russian delegation, 
Nevertheless, a vote had to be taken. Zinoviev stated with re- 
gret “that it was the only vote taken during the whole con- 
gress.” (Bulletin of Third Congress, No. 24, p. 547.) All other 
resolutions were passed unanimously, a. fact which, testifies to 
the efficiency of the smoothness of the control exercised by the 
Russian delegation. ‘The announcement by Zinoviev that 
speeches would only be translated into Russian reveals one 
of the attendant circumstances which facilitated the control 
of the congress by the Russian delegation. (Bulletin of Third 
Congress, No. 1, p. 8.) The method of voting also tended to- 
ward the same result. The following is the method of electing 
the presidium: “ Has anyone any objection to this list? That 
appears not to be the case. The list is elected.” (Bulletin of 
Third Congress, No, 2, p. 19.) 

The fourth congress of the Communist International. was 
held in Moscow from November 5, 1922, to December 9, 1922; “ 
340 delegates. were present with decisive votes. The largest 


3 Executive Committee of the ren e rejime Moscow Prarda, December 


President, Zinoviev. 


Members. Alternates. 


Katayama, Safarov Roy. 
Schueller, Schatzkin 


F 
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delegation was that of the Russian Communist Party with 75 
members; the next largest were the German and French with 
23 members each; the Italian with 21; and the League of 
Communist Youth and Trade Union International with 20 
each; both of the latter had many Russtan members. (Bul- 
letin of Fourth Congress, No. 13, p. 1.) The proceedings of the 
fourth congress were dominated in a fashion similar to those 
of the third by members of the Russian delegation. All the 
important reports were presented by members of the Russian 
Communist Party: , 


Activity of executive committee Zinoviey. 
New economic policy of Soviet Russia. Lenin. 
Russian revolution —. Trotski. 

The offensive of capital_. .. ͤ aaa ST A 
Program of International and of Communist Party... Bukharin. 
Task of communists in trade unlons . Losovsky. 
Cooperatives... eee neem ==- Mestscheriakov. 
Question of French Communist Party. ------ Trotski. 
League of Communist Tout Schiller. 
Women’s movement_......-.-.-....-.._--.......... Clara Zetkin. 
Agrarian question „:!:... «50 MEANS 
Workingmen’s help.._..-...___-_________________._.. Milnzenburg. 
Agrarian question._.._____._____-._____-.......... Billings. 


The Russian delegation, as usual, took a large part in the 
debates. Opposition was overawed whenever it appeared, 
usually by a formal pronunciamento, in the name of the Russian 
delegation, and in such cases the presidium would express the 
opinion that their proposal be accepted without discussion. 
(Bulletin of Fourth Congress, No. 18, p. 9.) 

We have seen, therefore, that the Communist International 
was created by the Russian Communist Party, and that the 
administration of that organization from its Inception has been 
controlled and dominated by that party. This control has been 
facilitated by many attendant circumstances, such as, for in- 
stance, the fact that many of the so-called foreign delegates 
are supported by the soviet power, and dependent upon it in 
fact for their existence, such as Bela Kun, Rosmer, Stutchka, 
Markhleysky, etc. In addition to this, there is the tremen- 
dous personal prestige of the Bolshevik leaders, a prestige 
recognized by foreign delegates as justifying their leadership in 
the revolutionary international movement. Furthermore, there 
is the financial dependence of the Communist International on 
the soviet power, inasmuch as it has no resources of its own. 
There can be no doubt but that the Communist International 
has been almost entirely financed by the soviet leaders. All 
these considerations only help to emphasize the fact that the 
Communist International is in fact a creation and tool of the 
Russian Communist Party. 


IV. INTERDEPENDENCE OF THE SO-CALLED SOVIET GOVERNMENT, THE 


THIRD INTERNATIONAL, AND THE RUSSIAN COMMUNIST PARTY. 


The soviet régime and the Communist International are, 
then, both controlled and dominated by the same small group of 
individuals who form part of the political bureau of the Rus- 
sian Communist Party. Such is the actual condition of affairs. 
The relationship between the so-called Soviet Government and 
the Third International is neither fortuitous nor accidental. As 
Stekloy writes: “ The close organic and spiritual bond between 
the Soviet Government and the Communist International can 
not be doubted.” (Izvestia, November 7, 1922.) This bond 
arises not merely from the fact that there exists a mutual 
solidarity of material interests, but rather from the fact that 
they are both products of the same idea. They represent to 
a certain extent coordinate organs whose functions are dif- 
ferent. As Chicherin writes: 


The Communist Party stands at the head of a great state. As a 
government it enters into relations with all other governments and 
establishes with them firm, friendly relations; it defends the vital 
political and economic interests of its republics. It carries on a 
state policy determined by the interests of the workers. State policy 
and party policy are strictly differentiated. The fate of the Com- 
munist movement, the success and trials of Communist Parties, have 
to do with the sphere of activity of other organs. (International 
Life, November 7, 1922, p. 4.) 5 


The function, then, of the so-called Soviet Government is to 
govern Russia; the function of the Communist International 
is to carry out the policy of the party abroad. But although it 
is possible in a certain measure to delimit their functions, on 
the other hand it is impossible to dissociate them, for the in- 
terests of all are identical. “In the same degree as the exist- 
ence and stability of Soviet Russia are of importance to the III 
International, the strengthening and development of the Com- 
munist International is of great moment to Russia.” (Steklov, 
Izvestia, November 7, 1922.) Or as Zinoviev put it, in his re- 


port at the fourth congress of the Communist International 
(Bulletin of Fourth Congress, No. 2, p. 22)— 


You know that one has often blamed us in that the International 
is merely a tool of the Russian Soviet Republic. ‘There are even 
many friends who make such assertions. It is, to be sure, clear that 
an important and very close interdependence exists between the first 
proletariat Republic and the Communist Party which fights against 
the bourgeoisie—such an interdependence should exist and must 
exist. From our communistic standpoint it is clear that the Com- 
munist International is important for Soviet Russia and vice versa. 
It would be laughable to ask who has the advantages, who is subject 
and who is object. It is the foundation and the roof of one building. 
One belongs to the other. 


The Third International can be compared to the spiritual 
head of the Russian Communist Party, and the so-called Soviet 
Government to the secular arm of that party in the country 
by whose exploitation it maintains the International. The 
Russian Communist Party is the body that unites them. Or, as 
Kamenev in a speech before the Moscow Soviet (Pravda, No- 
vember 9, 1922), said: 


The soviet state and the Communist International are the two 
fighting organizations of the proletariat. One fights to seize the 
state apparatus—the other has already taken into its hands that 
apparatus and carries on the work of realizing a communist society. 

The interdependence of the Soviet Government and the Com- 
munist International manifests itself in many ways. In the 
first place, it is evidenced in the importance attached in of- 
ficial soviet governmental circles to the congresses and activities 
of the Third International. According to the Izvestla of 
November 3, 1922, on the day following the opening of the last 
congress of the Communist International, there was held a 
joint session of the congress and the recently elected Petro- 
grad Soviet. There are many instances of similar close re- 
lationship between the Communist International and soviet 
organs. In the second place, it reveals itself in the facilities 
accorded to the activities of the Communist International. 

The proceedings of the Communist International, its procla- 
mations and propaganda appear in the official organs of the 
so-called Soviet Government. There are instances also of 
propaganda of the Communist International being published in 
the official Government printing offices. The use of the wireless 
and telegraph has also been granted to the Communist Inter- 
nationaL The decree establishing governmental censorship of 
all publications expressly exempts from the censorship all 
publications of the Communist International. Meetings of the 
congresses of the Communist International and of the execu- 
tive -committee are held in governmental buildings. The 
Izvestia of November 3, 1922, reports the holding of a plenary 
session of the executive committee of the Communist Inter- 
national in the Kremlin, which houses the executive depart- 
ments of the so-called Soviet Government. According to the 
most recent directory of the city of Petrograd, the Petrograd 
section of the executive committee of the Communist Inter- 
national is located in the Smolny of Petrograd which houses 
a large number of official organizations of the soviet régime. 
(All Petrograd, 1922, p. 233.) Publications of the executive 
committee of the Communist International usually bear the 
place mark Smolny.“ 

The intimate connection between the so-called Soviet Gov- 
ernment and the Communist International is manifested in the 
fact that the leading officials of the so-called Soviet Govern- 
ment actively participate in the conferences and congresses of 
the Communist International. Of the 75 Russian delegates to 
the last congress of the Communist International, 60 were mem- 
bers of the All-Russian Central Executive Committee, which is 
the supreme governing body of Soviet Russia in the intervals 
between the annual All-Russian Congresses of Soviets. This 
same delegation included 6 of the 18 members of the Soviet 
of People’s Commissars, the supreme executive body in Soviet 
Russia; it also included 6 of the 9 members of the Soviet of 
Labor and Defense, a very important executive body composed of 
the chiefs of the most important executive departments. Fur- 
thermore, if we note the individuals of the Russian delegation 
that play a predominating rôle at the congresses of the Com- 
munist International, we see that six of them are members of 
the political bureau—Lenin, Trotski, Zinoviev, Bukharin, 
Kalinin, and Kamenev—the same men who, as we have seen 
above, dominate the Communist Party and the so-called Soviet 
Government. Four of these six occupy the most important 
executive positions in the soviet régime. 

The relationship between the Soviet Government and the 
Communist International is effected through the Russian 
Communist Party in the political burean by means of inter- 
locking directorates of four principal coordinated institutions— 
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the Russian Communist Party, the Communist International, 
the Red International of Trade Unions, and the so-called Soviet 


Government. It is worthy of note that each of these institu- 
tions is represented in the political bureau, the Communist 
International by Zinoviev, the Red International of Trade 
Unions by Tomsky, and the so-called Soviet Government by 
Kamenev. In addition, Trotski may be considered as repre- 
senting the army and navy, which is of fundamental importance 
in the Bolshevik edifice. The seven members of the politbureau 
of the Russian Communist Party divide the work of the so- 
called Soviet Government and of the Communist International 
between themselves as follows: Three are members of the cen- 
tral executive committee of the Communist International, four 
are members of the presidium of the central executive commit- 
tee, four are members of the Soviet of People’s Commissars, 
and four are members of the Soviet of Labor and Defense. 

The functional interdependence of the Communist Interna- 
tional and the so-called Soviet Government and the Russian 
Communist Party is evidenced both in the activities and the 
writings of the responsible leaders of these organizations. At 
times the Communist International appears to be in their minds 
subordinate to the Soviet Government; at other times the rela- 
tionship appears to be the reverse. As an instance of the latter, 
it is a fact that at the third congress of the Communist Interna- 
tional the new economic policy adopted by the so-called Soviet 
Government in the spring of that year was presented for the 
approval of the Communist International, which adopted a 
formal resolution commending the policy adopted by the Russian 
Communist Party in Russia. Lenin again reported at the 
fourth congress of the Communist International in November, 
1922, also on the policies adopted by the Russian Communist 
Party for the Soviet Government, and on their relation to “ the 
prospects of world revolution.” (Moscow, Pravda, November 
15, 1922.) The same relationship appears in the comments of 
Steklov on the statements of Kolaroy made at the constituent 
congress of the union of social soviet republics: “In its (the 
Communist International) person the international proletariat 
has morally sanctioned with {ts signature the agreement of the 
Soviet Republics of Eastern Europe.” (Izvestia, December 31, 
1922.) On the occasion of the fifth anniversary of the institu- 
tion of the Red army, the executive committee of the Com- 
munist International addressed formal greetings to the Red 
Army in which it referred to the latter as “an organization of 
international proletariat.” (Izvestia, February 24, 1922.) 

I think I have shown that the Russian Soviet Republic with 
which we nominally have relations and which we are asked to 
recognize is simply but one branch of the Government of 
Russia and not the controlling branch. It furnishes, however, 
a convenient opportunity for those who would like to relieve 
the Russian Soviet Republic of its activities, condemned by 
the world generally, to say that things which are done and 
controlled by the other and dominant branches of the gov- 
ernment are not done by the Government of Russia. Every- 
thing that has been done by any one of the three branches of 
that government—the Federation of Soviet Republics, the 
Russian Soviet Republic, and the Communist Party, and the 
greatest of these is the Communist Party—has been done by 
the Government of Russia. There is no escaping that fact. 
The other divisions are all appendages of the first three which 
I have mentioned. I think I have shown who the men are 
who control all these organizations and who control Russia 
and who are the real government of Russia. Their names are 
practically summarized in the political bureau of the Russian 
Communist Party. It is a very formidable and highly or- 
ganized system of government—arbitrary, unscrupulous, and 
efficient. I could go on almost indefinitely in giving examples 
of their work and their intentions in regard to other countries, 
in which the Third International is more or less active, but 
I shall content myself with a few examples, first, as to their 
zeneral intentions and their activities in countries other than 
ours, and second, with a few examples of their intentions and 
activities in the United States. 

At the twelfth congress of the Russian Communist Party, 
Kamenev introduced the following resolution: 


(c) The congress declares to the Communist International that 
its Russian section considers that its prime duty now, more than 
ever, is to help with all its force, the brotherly parties of other 
countries in their struggle for communism under the experienced 
leadership of the Communist International. (Izvestia, April 21, 
1923.) 


Pravda, the organ of the central committee of the Russian 
Communist Party, as it frankly states on its title page, printed, 
on September 23, 1923, an article entitled Can counter-revolu- 
tion or revolution be made to order at any given time,” from 
which I quote the following paragraph: 


The Communist Party can seize power not as a result of utiliz- 
ing revolutionary movement by standing to one side, but only as 
the result of direct and immediate political organizing and military- 
technical guidance of the revolutionary masses both in the period 
of long preparation and at the very moment of the decisive over- 
throw. For that reason, therefore, the Communist Party has noth- 
ing to do with the great liberal law to the effect that revolutions 
grow and are not made and consequently can not be determined at 
any given time. From point of view of onlooker that is true, but 
from point of view of leader it is absurd and nonsense. * * + 
Revolution possesses the powerful forces of improvisation, but its im- 
provisations never benefit fatalists, dreamers, and fools. The tokens 
of victory are correct political judgment, organization, and will to 
deliver the decisive blow. 


The following is from a report to the communist delegates of 
the Tenth All-Russian Congress of Soviets, as published in 
Izvestia on December 29, 1922: 


What would happen if the revolution in Europe should be delayed 
for a very long time, say for several decades? Europe would be elimi- 
nated completely as a cultural force. * * It may be too strong 
an expression to speak of the collapse of Europe, but it must be said 
that in event of too long delay in the coming of revolution in Europe 
there would take place inevitably a prolonged economic disintegration 
and then it would be possible that the revolution in America would 
break out before that in Europe and America would take Europe in 
tow. ‘There are not adequate grounds for such a prognosis, however. 
In Russia, between the periods of the first and second revolutions, be- 
tween 1905 and 1917, one had a comparatively short interval, and it 
is possible that in Europe, which is now passing through its 1906, the 
interval will not be long and may be shorter. I the soviet 
authority were to perish, then the proletariat revolution in Europe 
would be delayed for many decades; but we shall stand firmly at our 
post and try to decide the question in the course of the next years if 
not in the next months. Get closer to the reserves, i. e., 
to the masses. Whatever storm breaks out the stormy petrels of the 
impending proletarian victory, the soviet frontier is the trench be- 
yond which the counter-revolutlon will not advance and in which we 
shall remain at our posts until the reserves shall come up to unfurl 
the red flag of the European socialist alliance of soviet republics as 
the forerunner of the world alliance of proletarian republics. 


Chicherin, Commissar of Foreign Affairs of the Federation of 
Soviet Republics, in a speech at the Agricultural Exposition in 
Moscow on September 18, 1923, said: 


We must not forget that if the political reactionaries should usurp 
the political power in Germany, finding in this the support of political 
reaction throughout the world, this would constitute a new menace to 
ourselves and we must therefore be prepared for new dangers and new 
strife. * * We must be on the alert; we must regard the 
extreme reaction in Germany and try to penetrate its ruses and in- 
trigues. Not for a moment must we forget that we are the only Red 
Republic or, rather, Federation of Republics. * * * We can safely 
say that we have already conquered for ourselves the new region— 
the region of emancipated labor—and that we have already entered 
upon that era when we are to be the vanguard of the masses of 
toilers and when soon perhaps our régime will become the régime of 
all countries. 


The following is from a speech made by Radek at the gradua- 
tion of Red commanders of the Moscow military training estab- 
lishments, as published in Izvestia of September 19, 1923. 
Radek is a member of the central executive committee of the 
Russian Communist Party and a member of the executive com- 
mittee of the Communist International. He said: 

Many think that the movement before wifich we now stand consists 
only of a revolutionary outburst in Germany, and that Germany is 
approaching a new period of grapple between the bourgeoisie and 
working class. But the case is not so. The coming revolution in 
Germany is only part of new great world conflicts which we are ap- 
proaching, and the cause of these conflicts is the complete bankruptcy 
not only of the German bourgeoisie but the bankruptcy of the bour- 
geoisie of all Europe and, if the question is considered not only from 
the point of view of immediate perspective, the bankruptcy of the 
world bourgeoisie. * * Red commanders, you are not accus- 
tomed to make many words when an order is given, nor need I use 
many words to explain to you the actual situation. Go back to the 
army and teach them not only things military but broaden their 
minds. Be not merely military commanders but also bearers of the 
idea that when the hour comes and there will be no other way for us, 
the workmen-peasant will respond to the call of the Soviet Govern- 
ment with the words, “ We are ready.” 

Bukharin, who, in addition to his other offices under the 
Government of Russia, is editor of the Pravda, the official 
organ of the Russian Communist Party, said in a speech deliv- 
ered at a meeting of the Tiflis organization of the Georgian 
Communist Party, as printed in Izvestia of September 9, 1923: 
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The question of seizure of power by the German workers is a 
question of the next few weeks. The significance of the German 
revolution is very great, as in case of its success it will result in world 
revolution, and in case of failure—the Union of Soviet Republics: will 
again be surrounded by the strengthened forces of reaction which will 
strive to make Germany a starting point for campaign against us. 


The following telegram, was sent by Tomsky to striking 
transport workers of Barcelona, Spain, and was published in 
Pravda on June 23, 1923. Tomsky, as I have shown, holds 
many important offices in the Government and is one of the 
prominent leaders in Russia. 


The Russian proletariat follows with interest the heroic struggle of 
the Barcelona proletariat which is continuing in spite of terror and 
repression. The All-Russian. Central Soviet of Trade Unions enconr- 
ages andi stimulates you to continue the struggle and sends you 50,000 
pesetas as a token of solidarity. Long live proletarian Spain! Long 
live the international solidarity of workmen! 7 

(Signed) TOMSKY, 
President of the All-Russian 
Gentral Soviet of Trade Unions, 


As an evidence of the power of the Communist Party in the 
Government of Russia I give the following extract from the 
account of the solemn session of the Moscow Soviet as printed 
in Pravda on November 9, 1922: 


Comrade Kameney says that the soviet state and Communist In- 
ternational are two fighting organizations of the proletariat. One 
fights to seize the state apparatus—the other has already taken. into 
its hands. that apparatus and carries on the work of realizing a 
communist society. 

For us, Russian. workers, the Communist International is the torch, 
the standard, the source of hope and expectation. We fight under 
its standard. 


The Communist International is the chief channel of com- 
munication, organization, and agitation in the United States. 

The Moscow Izvestia of February 24, 1923, contains greet- 
ings to the Red army, on its fifth anniversary, from the execu- 
tive committee of the Communist International. 

The following are extracts: 


The whole world of exploiters hates you, soldiers of the Red army, 
but trembles before you, knowing as it does that you are ready to 
defend the proletarian revolution in all countries; that you are a 
detachment of the international proletariat. 

Long live the armed detachment of the world communist revolu- 
tion—the Red army! 


In connection. with the activities of the communists in the 
United States I give the following extract from a speech made 
by Ludwig Erwin Katterfield, alias J. Carr, at the fourth 
congress of the Communist International, which he attended 
as American delegate, on November 11, 1922: 


American imperialism, with its surplus of war gains wrung from 
the working class, is utilizing the broken-down condition of Europe to 
make fresh conquests. In Europe it is directing its forces once more 
against Soviet Russia in the hope of undermining the soviet power. 
The path to this new attempt is over the bodies of the enslaved Ger- 
man workers, who are to be bought with food furnished to the mur- 
derous Seeckt military dictatorship. In Asia, American imperialism 
is, penetrating farther into the heart of China, where it is securing 
a strangle hold on its resources and industries, The earthquake in 
Japan, which has seriously weakened Japanese imperialism, is opening 
up the door for American encroachments, which must surely lead to 
war. In South and Central America and in Mexico, American impe- 
rialism is in the heyday of its expansionist policies, whose aim is the 
acquirement of large sources of raw material and the extension of fields 
of investment for Wall Street and American industrialists. 

New, fearful wars menace the whole world as a result of the machi- 
nations of American imperialism. It is the duty of the American 
workers to watch well the acts of their capitalists. They must prevent 
any interference with the struggle of the German workers to obtain 
their freedom. They must fight against attempts to embroil the Ameri- 
can workers in new wars for the sake of capitalist profits. It will be 
the duty particularly of the communists to mobilize the proletariat of 
the United States against the coming wars. 

To perform this and the many other tasks confronting the party the 
central executive committee of the Workers Party has rightfully con- 
celved as the most important step the establishment of an English 
communist daily in the United States. This daily must become the 
medium for reaching the widest masses of the workers and mobilizing 
them for militant action in protection of their rights and in securing 
final control of power. The struggles in the United States are among 
the bloodiest in the world. The power of the capitalist. press is 
tremendous: The workers have no real expression throughout the coun- 


try and hence are exposed to misrepresentation and distortion of fact, 


which is one of the methods that the: capitalist class of America em- 
ploys in order to crush the labor movement. The communist daily 
must become the organ not of the revolutlonists alone, but of the whole 
working class. Hence the whole strength of the party must be mobi- 
lized for the establishment of the daily, which should be the forerunner 
of more revolutionary dailies in other parts of the country. 

To accomplish this task and to put the daily on a sound basis the 
membership must. be drawn into close relationship with one another. 
The language federations constituting the party are a necessity and 
yet are a hindrance to uniform. action of the membership. The lan- 
guage federations are essential for propaganda among the foreign-born 
workers and must be retained for that purpose. Within the party, how- 
ever, there should be created international branches comprising all the 
membership, regardless of language. Thus members of all nationalities 
and negro workers will be grouped in uniform branches and work 
together on the problems confronting the party. This will produce 
greater mobility and lead to the inner harmony that is fundamental to 
all communist action. 

In an industrial country, Uke the United States, the shops and mills 
are the centers of activity, It is obvious, therefore, that the shop must 
be the basis of all party work. Even though the factories are infested 
with spies placed there by the capitalists, thus rendering work difficult, 
the basic unit of the party must be the shop nucleus. This will enable 
us to gather the workers on the job, where they feel most keenly the 
capitalist and the force of the Government, 

The excellent work that has been done by the communists in the 
left wing of the labor movement of the United States demonstrates that 
if all the comrades were members. of trade-unions the work. would in- 
crease manyfold. We must repeat the decision of the last session of 
the enlarged executive committee, to the effect that it is the duty of 
all communists to join the trade-unions and be active in their work. 
The convention of the Workers Party must take steps to get the com- 
rades into the unions.. This is one of its main tasks, and one not to 
be neglected, 

The propaganda that the Workers Party bas conducted during the 
past year has been most effective. As a result, the ideas of com- 
munism and the communist movement are the center of discussion: both 
among the workers and the capitalists. Despite. the savage attempts of 
the American bourgeoisie to instill fear into the minds of American 
workers at the suggestion of communism, and to point to the achieve- 
ments of American democracy as the highest that mankind. can aspire 
to, the actions of the American capitalist class and the capitalist goy- 
ernment in. the past two years have opened the eyes of the workers, 

The strikes of 1922 taught them the true meaning of capitalist 
democracy; it also taught them that the communists are feared and 
persecuted. by the capitalist class merely because they are the most 
powerful spokesmen of the working class and the most vallant fighters 
in Its interests. 

We had received from the third congress the instructions: Into 
the masses.” It is true that in America there was for a long time 
no conception of the tasks of the Communist Party. But now, there 
are a very few comrades in America, so successful has been the prop- 
aganda under the above watchword, who, as Comrade Radek would 
say, consider it their duty to “wander alone apart under the stars 
until the beautiful morning when the red sun of revolution will 
shine in their face.” Now, nearly every member of the party under- 
stands that it is the task of the party to work among the masses, 
but it must not restrict its activities to its party comrades but it 
must extend to the different. organizations of the laboring classes. No- 
body in the American party is opposed to this solution. 


From reports in the possession of the Department of State, 
Carr is merely one of many aliases used by Ludwig Erwin 
Katterfield, a prominent American communist, who, on. his: 
own statement, has been engaged in radical activities for the 
past 17 years. 

Katterfield, alias Carr, fs a naturalized American of Ger- 
man origin. He arrived in this country on January 17, 1893; 
landing at the port of New York on the steamer Friesland. Ha 
proceeded immediately to Kansas, receiving his education at the 
publie schools in Topeka, and later at Washburn College; 
Topeka, 1902-1908. 

The following is an extract from a speech by Trotski, de- 
livered in Moscow on October 20, 1922: 


Comrade Trotski stated that he was asked by one of the cells of 
the Moscow organization in what country it would be most advan- 
tageous to have a proletarian revolution. He answered, in the 
United States, the richest country, with well-developed industry, and 
possessing half of the world's gold reserve, half of the wealth of the 
world; secondly, in England, with its less-developed and concentrated 
industry. Russia, if not the last country as far as economic develop- 
ment and cultural level is concerned, in any case occupies one of the 
last places in this respect, and in spite of this fact the revolution 
broke out in our backward country. We can not say at present what 
are the perspectives of social revolution in the United States and 
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other countries. We must admit, however, that in other countries 
the working class is less prepared for revolution. In Russia our 
party gave the ideal example how one must seize the governmental 
apparatus, how to keep it and secure it in the arms of the working 
class. (Moscow Izvestia, October 21, 1922.) 


The American branch of the Communist International is the 
Workers Party of America, the party to whom Zinoviev ad- 
dressed his recent instructions, which have now been published 
in the press of the country. The Workers Party of America 
publishes a weekly periodical and is now preparing to publish 
their own daily communist newspaper. This weekly journal, 
which may be purchased on the news stands in many of the 
larger cities, is, according to the date line which appears 
thereon, “ published weekly by the central executive committee, 
Workers Party, 1009 North State Street, Chicago, III.“ 


C. E. Ruthenberg, the executive secretary of the central executive 
committee of the Workers Party, now gives out the following letter 
from the executive committee of the Communist International to the 
Workers Party of America, dated July 12, 1923: 

JuLy 12, 1923. 
To the Workers Party of America. 

Dran Comrapes: The convention of the Workers Party of America 
is taking place at a time when world reaction is preparing another 
blow against the international proletariat. Gathered like ravens over 
the bodies of the working class of Germany, the imperialist powers of 
France, England, and America are making their plans to divide the 
spoils in Germany and reduce the working class to the position of 
coolies. The capitalists of Germany have established their military 
dictatorship and are ready to cooperate with the foreign imperialists, 
provided they are guaranteed part of the booty. 

In several states of Europe fascism holds the workers in its bloody 
grip. Italy, Spain, and Bulgaria are in the throes of the wildest re- 
action, The white terror rules in Finland, Rumania, and Hungary. 

In Soviet Russia alone the rule of the workers and peasants Is 
unshaken despite the many attempts that have been made to destroy 
it. The soviet power is consolidating itself more and more, and to-day 
stands invincible to the plots and intrigues of the reactionary capi- 
talist governments and counter-reyolutionary emigrés. 

The vast sentiment for communism that the Workers Party has 
aroused must be organized. Your central executive committee acted 
right in inaugurating a campaign for membership. This campaign 
must be a matter of discipline. Each member of the party must be 
pledged to secure one or more new members for the party. The 
Workers Party must increase its membership several times before it 


will become the factor in the proletarian movement of the United 
‘| munist International, as has been shown, is dominated by the 


States that the communists are destined to become. 

The Workers Party has applied communist tactics correctly in seek- 
ing a united front of all forces to fight the capitalist system in the 
United States. It has sought a united front not only on the economic 
but particularly on the political field. That Gompers and the reac- 
tionary trade union officialdom oppose it because of their antiquated, 
treacherous policy of “rewarding the friends and punishing the ene- 
mies of labor" in the capitalist parties; that the socialists, having 
renounced every revolutionary idea and lined up with the reactionary 
forces of the country, also oppose it; and that a few so-called “ pro- 
gressive” trade union leaders of the Middle West have betrayed the 
workers and gone over to Gompers; that they denounce the ideas they 
once stood for and therefore also oppose the united front—is creating 
the best basis for the united-front policy. This treachery has been 
and will remain one of the chief reasons why the workers of America 
still are the prey of the capitalist parties of America. This treachery, 
however, will show the workers so much the more clearly the neces- 
sity of the united front. It will also demonstrate to them that the 
communists, who are the only militant exponents of the united front, 
are not only their best friends but the only ones in the United States 
who understand the political needs of the working class. 

The organization of the Federated Farmer-Labor Party was an 
achievement of primary importance. The coming together of the mili- 
tant farmers and workers for the attainment of political power against 
the control of the capitalist parties revealed an awakening conscious- 
ness and a rising spirit no longer to tolerate political domination by 
the bourgeoisie, In the Federated Farmer-Labor Party are organized 
only a small portion of the militant workers and farmers. The united 
front of all proletarian and farmers’ parties and organizations for the 
fight against capitalism is the demand of the hour. The communists 
must spare no effort to bring this about. 

This is all the more necessary in view of the presidential election 
of 1924. The labor parties and farmer-labor parties that have been 
formed in 29 States must be consolidated into a united front; they 
must put up joint proletarian candidates. They must fight as a 
united body against the reaction that is bound to set in after the 
elections. They must be prepared to support this united front with 
their economic power. The chaos in the working-class movement must 


be ended. This is the task of the communists, a task they are per- 
forming with great effect. 

There is one problem to which the American communists have not 
applied themselves with sufficient energy, viz, that of American im- 
perialism. The huge profits from the war and the exploitation of 
foreign markets have enabled the American bourgeoisie to penetrate 
deeper into the Latin-American countries. The recent declaration of 
Secretary of State Hughes to the effect that the interpretation of the 
Monroe doctrine must be left exclusively to the discretion of America, 
is already bearing fruit. The recognition of Mexico is merely a trick 
to give American capitalists greater control over the resources of 
Mexico and, in case of trouble,“ afford the American Government an 
excuse for intervention “in protection of American property and in- 
terests.“ The conflict in Cuba, which will also probably end with an 
intervention, the continued military occupation of Haiti and Santo 
Domingo, the muzzling of Nicaragua, Panama, and Colombia, the loans 
to the numerous South American states, the increasing economic ex- 
ploitation of these countries, and the rising revolt in the Philippines, 
indicate that American imperialism intends to conquer the Western 
Hemisphere and force the colonies under complete control. 

This is a problem of vital importance to the American working 
class. Fearful imperialist wars face the country. The bourgeoisie 
is making ready. The Government is perfecting its military ma- 
chinery ; General Pershing is demanding a larger army. The com- 
munists must sound the alarm and prepare the workers for re- 
sistance to these bloody schemes. The communist must point out 
that the illegal organizations of the capitalist class, the spies, and 
especially the Ku Klux Klan and American Legion, are a product 
of the foresight of the capitalists, and are openly sponsored by the 
Government of the United States. The capitalists are prepared to 
crush any attempt to interfere with their plans. 

These, comrades, are the vital problems that confront the party. 
To propagate them and organize the workers for action will demand 
the concentrated strength of the whole party membership. 

We greet the third convention of the Workers Party and have 
confidence that the party will line up the workers of America with 
the revolutionary workers of the world in the struggle against capi- 
talism and for the establishment of a workers’ and farmers’ govern- 
ment. 

With communist greetings, 
(Signed) EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 

COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL, 

W. KoLarow, General Secretary. 


This letter has great importance, for it demonstrates at this 
very moment the close connection between the Communist In- 
ternational and the Workers Party of America. The Com- 


Russian Communist Party, and that party dominates and con- 
trols the so-called Russian Soviet Republic and the whole 
Russian Government, In other words, the communists’ propa- 
ganda in America comes directly from the Government we 
are asked to recognize. 

In further confirmation of the present activities of the Rus- 
sian Government in promoting agitation designed ultimately to 
weaken present constitutional Government of the United States 
I give the following article from the Pravda, of Moscow, Decem- 
ber 14, 1923. It is a communication from G. Zinoviev, president 
of the Petrograd Soviet, president of the Communist Interna- 
tional, member of the All-Russian Central Executive Committee 
and member of the Federation Central Executive Committee, 
addressed to the American communists: 

TO AMERICAN COMMUNISTS? 

The advent of a daily communist newspaper in the English language 
in America Is a great event not only for the American labor movement 
but also for the whole Communist International. And that is par- 
ticularly so because the advent of that newspaper was preceded by 
protracted serious work of American communists among the masses, by 
the collection of funds among the workers, by long agitation among the 
trade-unions, etc, The American workers whose thoughts and ideas for 
many years have been dominated by Gompers and Hillquit are begin- 
ning now to bestir themselves aud rally around the Young American 
Communist Party. To collect from among the workers the funds neces- 
sary for the issue of a great daily newspaper in the English language 
in America is no easy matter. The American comrades with persever- 
ance, energy, and success haye worked at this problem. We warmly 
compliment them on their first success. 

We recall vividly how 10 or 11 years ago, under the leadership of 
Lenin, we began the same work in Russia, how by kopecks and pennies 
the advance guard of the Russian workers collected the necessary 
means in order to publish the first daily Bolshevik newspaper, Pravda,” 
in Petrograd, how Comrade Lenin put his heart and soul in that task, 

3 Written at the request of American comrades for the first number 


of the daily communist newspaper (in English) “ Daily Worker,” which 
will appear from January 1, 1924, in New York. 
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how he personally kept count of the number of workers’ groups which 
had answered the appeal of the Bolsheviks and brought their mite for 


the first daily communist newspaper. That was a great work, that was 
real preparation for victory of our revolution. From such a point of 
view the American workers must view their task. 

The labor movement in America is comparatively very young. 
can capitalism is the strongest in the whole world. 

“ We know that ald from you, comrades, American workers, will come, 
but not quickly, for the development of the revolution in different 
countries proceeds under different forms at different tempo (and can 
not proceed otherwise).” 

Thus wrote Comrade Lenin to the American workers on August 20, 
1918, in his well-known letter to American workers. Since that time. 
however, five years have passed. American communists in 1918 were 
solitary figures in the working class of America. Now it is not so. 
Through the efforts of the best part of the American revolutionists a 
serious influence among the broad masses of workers of America has 
been won for communism. The first successes were especially difficult. 
In the future the work undoubtedly will go faster. 

It is quite natural that the American communists have concentrated 
their activities above all in the labor class, in its trade-unions. From 
here only was it possible to begin the work of revolutionary enlighten- 
ment of the American proletariat and the rallying of it under the 
standard of communism. Those successes which the American com- 
munists have had hitherto in the American labor movement (the 
uniting of the left wing) in no way can be called little. But it is yet 
more important that the American communists are able alone among 
the first to raise and bring forward practically the question of work 
among the pensants (small farmers). This fact best of all testifies to 
the great vitality of American communism. 

You must not conceal from yourselves the fact that in some sections 
of the Communist International the traditional Social-Democrat attitude 
to the peasantry is still very strong. The Communist International was 
begotten from the womb of the Second International. There is nothing 
astonishing in the fact that individual communist parties still pay 
abundant tribute to Social-Democrat traditions, especially in the ques- 
tion of the relation to the peasantry. The Social-Democrat parties of 
the Second International were even in the best times essentially guild 
parties which had not placed before themselves the problem of actually 
overthrowing the domination of capitalism, but had confined themselyes 
to only struggling for the partial amelioration of the position of the 
working class within the confines of capitalism. And this guild Men- 
shevik tradition more than all lets itself be known now in the question 
of the relation to the peasantry. 

Not so long ago we happened to have a talk with some prominent 
workers in the communist movement of Rumania. The Rumanian com- 
rades have conquered the majority of the trade-unions. For that, 
honor and glory to them. Their merit is especially great because they 
have to carry on the work under a hail of repressions from the side 
of the united landlords, bourgeoisie, and yellow Social-Democrats. 
Tens of Rumanian communists have been shot and tortured to death 
in Rumanian jails, many languish in life imprisonment, For simple 
communist agitation any comrade risks his head. To conquer in such 
a situation the majority of the trade-unions is a great service, But 
from the conversation with the same Rumanian comrades it was per- 
fectly clear that our comrades as yet do not see the problems of revo- 
lutionary work among the peasantry. And that is the condition in 
such a country as Rumania where the peasantry forms the majority of 
the population. 

Such a condition you will encounter quite often in other countries. 
Work among the laborers, in the trade-unions, etc.—that is for us the 
customary thing; here we are at home. But work among the peasantry, 
that we forget. Such a state of affairs also exists in countries with 
a predominating peasant population, such as Italy. This to a consid- 
erable degree was the cause in its time of the mistakes of the Bulgarian 
communists. In this respect sinned for a certain time the German 
Communist Party, ete. 

The first international conference of peasants which took place re- 
cently in Moscow met with a far greater response than any of us 
could expect—in particular, in Germany (by virtue of the fact that 
there the general situation is extremely revolutionary) and, as it is 
reported, also in America, Already now it is completely clear that 
that first international conference of peasants has a huge significance, 
and that the efforts applied to its convocation are being repaid a 
hundredfold. 

Whoever desires to aid the Communist Party to become not a guild 
organization, defending only the narrow “class” interests of the 
proletariat, but a party of proletariat revolution of socialist upheaval, 
of the hegemony of the proletariat, such a person must, after having 
established a workers“ party, direct its attention also to the conquest 
of the peasantry. 

In this respect the American communists first felt ont the new path. 
The American communists have founded the Farmer-Labor Party 
(preserving, to be sure, their communist proletariat party as an 
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independent organization). Not everywhere and not always will 
precisely this form prove the most suitable. But in any case tho 
experiment initiated in this respect in America deserves serious study 
by and assiduous attention from the whole international communist 
movement. 

The failure to appreciate properly the role of the peasantry is the 
fundamental original sin of international Mensheyism. The essence of 
Bolshevism consists just in this, that it has clothed in flesh and blood 
the idea of dictatorship of the proletariat, that it has begun to trans- 
form into actuality the hegemony of the proletariat in the revolution, 
and precisely for that reason it seeks an ally in the person of the in- 
digent peasantry (in America, small farmer), which with correct 
tactics on our part will aid the proletariat to fulfill its historical 
mission, 

The chief differences between Russian Bolsheviks and Mensheviks in 
their last analysis come down also to the question of the peasantry. 
The Mensheviks have not understood and do not understand the role 
of the peasantry. Even very left” Mensheviks in 1905 who imagined 
that they were more left than Bolshevism, did not understand at all 
the revolutionary significance of the peasant movement, and in the 
matter spoke opportunistic prose. Nearly all the differences among the 
Russian Bolsheviks during the six years of the proletariat revolution 
come down fundamentally to the same: Part (very small) of the com- 
rades sometimes even now fail to appreciate the role of the peasantry, 
and do not understand the deep revolutionary, and together with it 
the deep realistic presentation of the question of the peasantry which 
Bolshevism in the person of Comrade Lenin gave to that problem 
already 20 years ago. 

Let the American comrades with still greater energy labor to con- 
quer before all the hearts of the American proletariat, to snatch the 
American working class and its labor unions out of the tenacious dead 
embrace of Gompers and other agents of capital. But let the fore- 
most American workers with unwavering energy labor at the same time 
to win over to the side of the workers the small farmers, At the first 
possibility the American comrades must establish a special mass com- 
munist newspaper for small farmers—a newspaper which will count its 
readers by hundreds and hundreds of thousands. The experiment which 
you have initiated in having assisted the creation of the Labor-Farmer 
Party is being followed attentively by every thinking communist in 
Europe and in the whole world. 

Every success of yours fills all of us with pride. 

“We know that the European proletariat revolution can not burst 
into flame in the next few weeks, however quickly it may ripen in 
the most recent times. We stake on the inevitability of the world 
revolution, but that does not at all mean that we, like fools, stake on 
the inevitability of the revolution in a definite short period of time. 
We have seen two great revolutions, 1905 and 1917, in our own coun- 
try, and we know that revolutions are not made to order nor by agree- 
ment. Notwithstanding that, we know thoroughly that we are in- 
vincible—for the world proletariat revolution is invincible.” 

So wrote Comrade Lenin to you in the above-mentioned letter. You 
undoubtedly will agree with us, comrades, that these words of the 
teacher remain entirely in force. 

(Signed) G. Zixoviey. 


I can not undertake to give all these things. They are very 
well worth studying, for they show just what is being done in 
this country; but I will read this as showing the temper and 
intention. 

On February 15, 1923, the Izvestia—that is the official organ 
of the Government of the Russian Soviet Republic—printed 
the following letter from Trotski, who, I need not repeat, is 
probably, next to Lenin, the most powerful man in Russia, 
and a member of all these government committees. The letter 
was addressed to an American communist named Mackay, a 
negro, and I think it is worthy of consideration as an example 
of the work which is being done or planned here by the Rus- 
sian Government through the Third International or their own 
Communist Party. 

Trotski says: 

The training of black agitators is the most important revolutionary 
problem of the moment. This problem becomes more complicated in 
the United States of America on account of the abominable stupidity 
and race hatred among the privileged circles of the working class itself, 
which do not want to recognize negroes as brethren in labor and 
struggle. One of the most important methods of struggle 
against this capitalistic corruption of minds is to waken the human 
dignity and revolutionary protest among the black slaves of American 
capital. This work can be best carried on by devoted and politically 
educated negro revolutionists. Naturally the work must not assume 
the character of black chauvinism, but must be carried on in a spirit 
of solidarity among all laborers regardless of the color of thelr skin. 
I am at a loss to say what are the most expedient organization forms 
for the movement among American negroes because I am not familiar 
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with the concrete conditions and possibilities, but the organization 
forms will be found as soon as sufficient will for action is displayed. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, may I inquire the name of 
the negro to whom that letter was addressed? 

Mr. LODGE. A man named Mackay. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Where does he reside; and does the Sena- 
tor know what position he holds in this country, if any? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not. I can have him looked up, I im- 
agine. I have heard him spoken of as a negro. 

I have a large number of proclamations made by the Third 
International and the Communist Party which I have left out 
altogether. They are very interesting as showing the general 
purposes of the International and of the Communist Party. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
whether any one of those refers specifically to propagandizing 
the United States? 

Mr. LODGE. It does. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if he 
can give us the address of this negro to whom Trotski is 
alleged to have written this letter? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not allege that Trotski wrote it. It was 
published in the official newspaper of the Government of the 
Soviet Republic. 

Mr. NORRIS. All right; put it that way. What is the date 
of it? 

Mr. LODGE. I gave the date. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does that publication give the full name of 
the man and his post-office address here? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think so; but it would be very easy to 
look that up if the Senator is curious about it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I am curious about it. 

Mr. LODGE. He exists, I know. The date on which it was 
published was February 15, 1923. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does that give the post-office address and the 
full name of the man? 

Mr. LODGE. Of the negro? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. No. I do not know that the Izvestia printed 
his full name. I think I can find his name. Mackay has been 
a delegate to some of their conferences. I think his name is 
published in some of the lists I have here. I know he is a 
leader among them. There is another man in Baltimore whose 
name I will also get. 

The Red Trade Union International in an appeal to the In- 
dustrial Workers of the World, translated from the Moscow 
Trud of August 31, 1922, says: 


The executive committee (of the Trade Union International) de- 
clares: 

We stand for the union of revolutionary elements with the masses 
of the labor organizations already existing. This would help the 
laboring classes to realize the idea of a united front against their 
bloodthirsty enemy—against American capitalism.” 

“More than in other countries,” continues the appeal, “the work- 
men of America must be aware of the importance of a united front of 
labor. The Red International of Trade Unions decided to invite you 
to our second congress, in spite of the position taken by your leaders.” 


The Senator from Indiana asked me about the proclamation. 
Here is one. 

The Red Trade Union of Industrial Workmen of the World 
issued the following proclamation (translation from the Iz- 
yestia of March 9, 1923): 


In connection with the strike in Portland the executive committee 
of the Red Trade Union has sent the following telegram to the 
executive committee of the Industrial Workmen of the World: 

The Red Trade Union is closely watching the heroic struggle of 
the I. W. W. against the fierce persecution by the agents of capital 
in San Pedro and Los Angeles. We welcome the workmen of the 
sen transport, members of I. W. W., and the International Associa- 
tion of Harbor Workers, in the joint struggle in Portland. 

The Red Trade Union expresses its solidarity and support of mil- 
lions of members of revolutionary trade unions, that are joining in 
the unanimous and manly struggle of the members of I. W. W. 
against the attacks of the California capitalists. The Red Trade Union 
is convinced that the revolutionary elements of the Iabor movement in 
America will in every way support their struggling comrades. 

With revolutionary compliments, Lozovskx. 


It would occupy too much of the time of the Senate for me to 
go into all the information which is available on the activities 
of the Russian Communist Party and the Third International in 
the United States, but Senators will find a very full account 
of those activities in a pamphlet, containing six articles, pre- 
pared by the United Mine Workers of America, which show 
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the attempt of the communists to seize the contro] of American 
labor organizations. I have asked to have the pamphlet printed 
as a Senate document. It is very well prepared and is a close 
study of the work of the communists in this country, and 
shows what they have undertaken to do. The United Mine 
Workers have been in actual contact and contest with these 
communist attempts and the articles give a very vivid picture 
of the forces which the mine workers have had to encounter 
among the members of their own union. They also show a 
large expenditure of money in this country by the communists. 
I call attention particularly to the following statements from 
the pamphlet, which may be found on pages 55 and 56: 


The dangers that lie in the future are in the seemingly harmless 
and innocuous expedients with which the communists have learned to 
cloak and conceal their true aims and purposes. One of these is the 
plot to compel recognition of Soviet Russia by the Government of 
the United States, with the establishment of diplomatic relations 
between the two countries. 

No greater victory short of the overthrow of the Federal Gov- 
ernment itself could be won by the communist organization in this 
country than to bring about recognition of the soviet régime in Russia 
by this Government. Experience has demonstrated that wherever 
the Soviet Government goes, it goes for propaganda. If diplomatie 
relations were established with this country, the soviet régime would 
be the sole beneficiary. 

A recognized government is entitled to a consulate in every city, 
and a consular staff may be as large as desired and may do about 
what it wants to do. In the light of their past activities, the first 
thing that the soviets might be expected to do in the United States. 
if accorded recognition, would be to establish “ consulates,” with large 
propaganda staffs, in all of the leading cities. The present “ under- 
ground” revolutionary organization centered around the Communist 
Party of America would then be able to eome to the surface and start 
its work with renewed. impetus in the open. 

With the diplomatic doors opened te them the soviets could bring 
in men and money in such numbers and sums as they desired. While 
the possibility of their overthrowing the American. Government is not 
te be conceded, one of the major lines of defense against them and 
their revolutionary designs and purposes would be removed; they 
would be afforded unlimited opportunities for their revolutionary work, 
and energies that are sorely needed for constructive effort in America 
would be diverted aud dissipated In fighting the serpent in the house. 

Establishment of diplomatic relations with the communists, with 
consulates in Whatever cities they wished. to put them, would give 
them unlimited oppor*anities, for attacking the labor unions and trade 
organizations, and create an active recognized revolutionary machinery 
in this country against which the unions and the Government would 
have little or no protection. 

Every effort has been exerted by the communists in the last five 
years to get control of the labor unions. With Soviet Russia given 
diplomatic recognition, the unions that have so far successfully com- 
bated their inroads would be placed virtually at their mercy, and 
made doubly vulnerable to the assaults and attacks of the Red hosts 
at Moscow. 

Deportations of alien communists would be halted, and the Red 
agents of Moscow when arrested in this country could demand the 
„protection“ of the consulates and diplomatic emissaries of the Com- 
munist International. 

The communists have a strong organization in the vicinity of Bellaire, 
Ohio, from which much of their revolutionary activity is being carried 
on, A soviet consulate could be established there. They have boasted 
that they instigated and carried out what took place at Herrin, III. 
They could establish a consulate at Herrin, They have used dynamite 
and shotguns in southwestern Pennsylvania. They might have con- 
sulates at Pittsburgh, Uniontown, Connellsville, and Johnstown. They 
might establish a “consulate” in every industrial center in this 
country. 


In further demonstration of the feeling of American labor 
unions in regard to this movement I desire to read a letter 
written by Mr. Samuel Gompers, president of the American 
Federation of Labor, and published in the newspapers of Decem- 
ber 19, 1923. Mr. Gompers condemns in the most vigorous 
terms the soviet approach for negotiations with the Government 
of the United States and states labor's position as being one of 
unqualified opposition to any relations with what he terms the 


Soviet terrorism.” He makes clear his belief that any com- 


promise with the soviets is a victory for them and he likens 
their efforts to involve democratic governments in negotiations 
as similar to the customary policies of outlaws and brigands. 
In view of the unwarranted diversity of opinion in our own country 
concerning President Coolidge's references to Soviet Russia [said Mr. 
Gompers], and in view of the declarations of friendship for the soviet 
autocracy expressed by certain Senators and Representatives otherwise 
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progressive, it is imperative that American labor make unmistakably 
clear its condemnation of the extraordinary and audacious proposal of 
the Chicherin note that free America enter into “negotiations” with 
the soviet terrorism. 

In his message to Congress President Coolidge used the following 
clear and unmistakable language: 

„Whenever the active spirit of enmity to our institutions is abated; 
whenever there appear works meet for repentance; our country ought 
to be the first to go to the economic and moral rescue of Russia.” 

This policy does not differ a hair’s breadth from that of President 
Wilson or President Harding—except that it is even more strongly 
and clearly expressed. 

Nevertheless Commissar Chicherin addressed his note to President 
Coolidge, asking for negotiations based on “mutual noninteryention ” 
and mutual trust.” 

Any compromise with the soviet terrorism is a victory for the 
soviets. Outlaws and brigands commonly act upon that principle. 
They also understand that on fundamentals the soviets can not com- 
promise—unless with the deliberate intention of violating their agree- 
ment, The world has had enough of “scraps of paper.” 

President Coolidge and Secretary Hughes are well acquainted with 
this “enemy of our institutions.“ The President pledges himself 
that he will not barter away for the privilege of trade any of 
“the cherished rights of humanity" nor “make merchandise” of 
“American principles.” 

The soviet exists to wage war on “American institutions and prin- 
ciples.” Its constitution, its official publications, the speeches of its 
chief officials are shot through with this primary intention. Aside 
from the shoals of secret agents and the gold it has sent to overthrow 
our Government and our social order, the very existence of such an 
enemy régime—known to every revolutionist—gives stimulation and 
encouragement to every subversive element In this country. The fact 
that the soviets must appeal in this country mainly to the ignorant, 
to the perverted element of our intelligentsia, or to newcomers un- 
familiar with our institutions and American principles is beside the 
point. There is no danger whatever of soviet revolution in this 
country. That is utterly irrelevant; America can not willingly permit 
the loyalty of a part of its citizenship to be deliberately weakened or 
destroyed by a pretended friendly power. 

The hope and encouragement held out to the forces of destruction 
throughout the world is not more momentous than the hostility to 
America and all other nonsoviet nations taught in Russia through 
the sovlet monopolized press, the communist propaganda which is the 
foundation of the soviet schools, and the exceptionally violent anti- 
foreign propaganda so systematically and thoroughly carried out in 
the Red army. 

No self-respecting government could for one moment submit to any 
such attacks, even if they did not threaten grave consequences. But 
they are a serious menace. There is a menace when the effort is made 
to drill a whole people to hate all nations which do not humbly obey 
their own dictators, to believe every conceivable villification of these 
nations, to demand that they abandon all their chief institutions and 
the lessons of their history, and to look forward to aiding by money 
and arms in the violent overthrow of all governments differing 
radically from their own. 

Those who wish us to “barter American principles" for material 
advantages now assert that soviet “cessation of propaganda within 
the United States” will put an end to all this. It would do nothing 
of the kind. It would not touch the active enmity which is inter- 
woven with every communist-soviet activity in Russia, and it would 
have little effect on the soviet stimulation and encouragement of the 
destructive elements in this country. 

To discuss“ mutual nonintervention” with a régime that is built 
upon the intervention principle would imply a degree of ignorance and 
credulity on the part of the United States. It would also imply that 
there was need that America should pledge itself to noninterventlon. 
This suggestion could not be offered by any sincere or friendly gov- 
ernment. 

The world has been made famillar with the repeated official public 
statements of leading soviet officials that they would not keep faith 
with “bourgeois” or “capitalist”; that is, nonsoviet governments. 
An organization which would once accept such statements from its 
leaders as representing its views could scarcely be trusted thereafter, 
All further declarations of intention to keep faith are thus discounted 
and denied in advance, 

But the situation is far more serious than this. The entire soviet 
structure, constitution, state documents, official doctrine as taught in 
the official press, schools, and Red army, teach that the so-called 
“proletarian” régime can not be bound by any agreements made 
with nonsoviet governments and that such governments will always 
violate directly or indirectly, publicly or secretly, any agreements 
they may sign. To discuss the possibility of “ mutual trust” with a 
régime resting on such foundations would be not only futile but an 
encouragement to its antisocial, communistic, and antidemocratic 
machinations. 


Negotiations can not be entered into until the soviet government 
first declares its intention to reverse all these policies, and then, during 
a period sufficiently long to wipe out their effects, actually does 
reverse them in practice. The first step would be to declare before 
the world that all such hostile policies and practices have constituted 
a grievous and unjustified wrong to the United States, All constitu- 
tional, legal, and so-called Communist Party rules or declarations em- 
bodying such hostility would then have to be specifically withdrawn. 
The so-called Communist Party is not a party at all, but the soviet 
government. The Communist International would have to be dis- 
banded by its Russian Communist Soviet masters and no secret 
substitute body organized to take its place. 

After these first steps the soviet régime would have to show by 
its acts for a reasonable period that they are intended to be perma- 
nent. This, of course, it can not do. 

There is this one unforgettable fact which we have always to keep 
in mind and which the peoples in all free countries must always keep 
in mind: The soviet government, the Russian Communist Party, the 
Communist International, the Red Labor International, the various 
bureaus, commissions, and organizations, are all one fabric, inseparable 
in fact, no matter how they may be juggled and rearranged on paper 
by the group which holds mastery over them all. 

Our case is not against any one of these alone—not against the 
Soviet Government singly, the so-called Russian Communist Party 
singly, the Communist International singly, the Red Labor Inter- 
national singly, but against one and all, individually and collectively, 
whatever may be thelr momentary title or alleged function. And they 
never have had nor can have any separate existence apart from each 
other. They come from one destructive parentage, they are endowed 
with one autocratic character, they breathe one consuming hatred for 
democracy, they have their roots in one foul soil in which no healthy 
society can exist. 

And, I am constrained to add, the communist machine must remain 
at war with freA peoples and their institutions as long as it lives. It 
denies freedom of every kind; its hostility to freedom and free insti- 
tutions is inherent and can not be obliterated except with the demise 
of the whole communist structure. We are unable to comprehend any 
possibility of free people entering into any kind of fellowship with 
this great organized enmity to freedom and democracy. We can com- 
prehend no fellowship with a Russian government until there comes 
into being a Russian government founded upon the freely expressed 
will of the Russian people, for whom we have and have always had the 
most sincere friendship, made manifest through a suffrage which is in 
no way controlled or restricted by the present dictatorship, which 
spurns the suffrage and the public will as of no moment and as having 
no valid right to existence. 

We are free people, believing in the institutions of freedom and 
valuing them as we value life itself. We have witnessed the growth 
of a great moral structure and a great social structure upon this 
foundation of freedom, through which human life has come to mean 
something altogether different from what it can ever mean where there 
is no freedom. 

To offer, by our voluntary action, any hope or any opportunity 
to those who are sworn to destroy freedom and who must by virtue 
of their very philosophy continue in that course until the end, would 
be to cast aside our faith and the faith of our fathers in the institu- 
tion of human freedom. We believe authority must be based upon the 
freely expressed will of the people who are to be governed before it 
can properly ask or rightly receive our recognition and mutual in- 
tereourse. 

Upon reading Secretary Hughes's response to the Russian note after 
the above statement had been prepared, President Gompers expressed 
himself as pleased with the note and as thoroughly in accord with 
its repudiation of the advances made by Chicherin. 


Mr. Gompers is well known throughout the United States, 
I have frequently disagreed with him and with some of his 
policies, but no one questions his ability or his loyalty to the 
cause of American labor as he sees it. For many years he has 
fought socialism and its doctrines in the American Federation 
of Labor. He was most thoroughly loyal to the United States 
during the Great War, and I think I am correct in saying that 
he expressed himself as favoring the Swiss system of military 
service. Above all, I believe him to be a thorough American in 
his feelings, and however much I may disagree with some of his 
opinions or with some of the acts and opinions of the United 
Mine Workers of America, the fact remains that the American 
Federation of Labor and its various organizations are American 
organizations and are not controlled by any foreign bodies. 
I am in favor of the American organizations against the world, 
and I do not want to see them put under control of the Third 
International or of the Russian Communist Party, whose ac- 
tivities, I think, are not only dangerous but poisonous. 

The Senator from Nebraska the other day held up to derision 
the fear that our Government was in danger. I do not think 
that the Government of the United States is in the slightest 
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danger at this time, nor, so far as I know, does anyone else, | of trade any of the cherished rights of humanity. 


but I do not wish it ever to be in danger. The violent language 
used by the Third International does not matter; it is the doc- 
trines they teach and the control they are seeking, beginning 
with our labor unions, which are to be considered. The men who 
have met this movement face to face think it serious, but how- 
ever much or however little it has succeeded the Government 
from which it emanates and which Is devoted to those principles 
ought not to be recognized by the United States. We have no 
desire to meddle in the government of any other country. That 
is a well-estublished principle. It is not our concern what 
kind of a government the Russian people have. That question 
is not involved here at all. It is, however, one thing to refuse 
to meddle with the government of another country, and it is 
quite another thing to refuse to recognize a Government which 
we believe is hostile to us not only in the doctrines which they 
preach, but in their activities among our people. We do not 
send representatives to Russia to try to induce them to change 
their form of government or to plot against it, but, on the 
other hand, we do not propose to permit them to send their 
emissaries here to plot against our Government and to preach 
among our people doetrines which we believe to be dangerous 
to civilization. 

In the provision of our existing immigration law, which is an 
old provision, specifying what classes of aliens shall be excluded 
from admission into the United States appears the following 
clause: 


Anarchists, or persons who believe in or hdvocate the overthrow by 
force or violence of the Government of the United States, or of all 
ferms of law, or who disbelieve in or are opposed to organized gov- 
ernment, or who advocate the assassination of public officials, or who 
advocate or teach the unlawful destruction of property; persons who 
are members of or affiliated with any organization tertaining and 
teaching disbellef in or opposition to organized government, or who 
advocate or teach the duty, necessity, or propriety of the unlawful 
assaulting or killing of any officer or officers, either of specific in- 
dividuals or of officers generally, of the Government of the United 
States or of any other organized government, because of his or their 
official character, or who advocate or teach the unlawful destruction 
of property. 


That is the policy of the United States, as already expressed. 

It will be seen from that provision that we exclude from ad- 
mission to the United States people imbued with anarchy and 
the desire to destroy all government, I do not think we exclude 
them because we think there is a danger of anarchy in this 
country, or of them destroying our Government. If a passenger 
is found on a steamship stricken with smallpox, he is taken off 
and placed in quarantine and the ship may be held until it is 
considered safe to allow her to proceed to her pier. Nobody 
imagines that if a man or woman afflicted with smallpox should 
escape from the ship and land in this country that the country 
would be desolated by an epidemic of smallpox. It might re- 
sult in the spread of the disease here and there, but we are 
practically all vaccinated and are as thoroughly protected as any 
people can be against smallpox. At the same time it would be 
criminal folly not te take from the ship anyone afflicted with 
thut disease and thus prevent any danger of its spreading. 
In the same way we quarantine cases of leprosy. I do not 
think there is any danger that this country is going to become 
a nation of lepers, but it would be sheer madness if we did not 
take every possible step to guard against that hideous disease. 

The question of immediate danger to the Government of the 
United States by revolution or insurrection is not, I repeat, the 
point here. The question is whether you are going to permit the 
spread of a pestilence through the country. It might have but 
little effect, but I think it is wiser to guard against it. A very 
sure way of permitting it to spread is by recognizing the people 
who are undertaking to spread doctrines that would strike at 
the very foundations of free organized society and seek to 
destroy all the principles which have made the United States 
what it is to-day—the best, freest and most prosperous country 
in the world. I think the time has not yet arrived to recognize 
the Government of Russia as it at present exists. 

There is something more at stake here than trade. There is 
nothing now to stop trade with Russia. The reason we do not 
have business with Russin is because that country is producing 
no surplus, either of manufactures or agricultural products 
which gives them a chanee to pay for our exports to them. 
Trade is impossible and is found so in practice. But no trade 
is worth endangering what is far more important, the basic 
principles of American freedom or the welfare of the American 
people. As the President has said: 


Our Government does not propose, however, to enter into relations 
with another régime whieh refuses to recognize the sanctity of inter- 
bational obligations. I do not propose to barter away for the privilege 
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J do not propose 
to make merchandise of any American principles. These rights and 
principles must go wherever the sanctions of our Government go. 


With that statement I am in entire accord. The doctrines 
which the representatives of Russia are preaching here to-day 
are not in accordance with the beliefs or the principles of the 
American people, and in my judgment it is no time to give the 
Soviet Government of Russia the official recognition and ap- 
proval of the United States and invite official representatives to 
come among us and under the diplomatic shield seek to breuk 
up our own labor organizations, attack American laws und 
American freedom, and kindle the flame of riot and disorder 
throughout our country. Obsta principiis” is an ancient and 
wise rule never more needed than here at this moment when we 
are asked to give recognition not to a people or to a country but 
to a Government—an active and insidious enemy working under 
our flag against all the beliefs and institutions which Ameri- 
cans hold most precious. 


APPENDIX, 


OcropEn 11, 1925, 
“ FREEDOM OF THE PRESS” IN Sovinr Russia. 


One of the most striking characteristics of the Bolshevik régime in 
Russia is the frank repudiation of those rights which ure considered 
in western Europe as essential to the development of modern civiliza- 
tion, such as freedom of speech, freedom of assembly, and freedom of 
association. From the very beginning the principle of freedom of 
speech has been severely criticized by the Bolshevik theorists. In 
practice, since the beginning of 1919 the freedom of the press has ceased 
to exist. Not only is the author uvable freely to express bis opinions 
but even the publisher finds his right to print and sell books very 
strictly limited, 

Censorship of the press: All printed matter published in Soviet 
Russia, with the exception of publications of the Communist Inter- 
national, the Russian Communist Party, the State Publishing Office 
and the Supreme Political Educational Committee, the Ivvestia of the 
All-Russian Central Executive Committee, and the scientific works of 
the Academy of Science, must bear the “ visé” of the Supreme Litera- 
ture and Publishing Administration or that of its local organs. De- 
cree of Soviet of People’s Commissars of June 6, 1922, “On Organiza- 
tion of Supreme Literature and Publishing Administration” (Glavlit). 
Compilation of Decrees, 1922, No. 461.) This latter department, know. 
as “Glavlit” and attached to the Commissariat of Education, was 
established by a decree of June 6, 1922, and is charged with the— 
“preliminary examination of all matter intended for publication or 
distribution, whether in manuscript or in print, periodical or non- 
periodical, photographs, pictures, maps, etc., the issue of permits for 
the publication of individual works and of periodical and nonperiodical 
press organs, and the compilation of lists of publications prohibited 
for sale and distribution.” (Art. 2, ibid.) 

The extent of the latitude accorded to Glavlit in carrying out its 
task may be realized from the fact that it fs authorized to— 
“prohibit the publication and distrfbution of printed matter (a) con- 
taining propaganda against the soviet power; (b) revealing military 
secrets of the Republic; (c) arousing public opinion by spreading false 
information; (d) arousing nationalistic and religious fanaticism; (e) 
having a pornographic character.” (Art. 3, ibid.) 

The decisions of the Glavlit are enforced by the State Political Ad- 
ministration (formerly Cheka), which, according to article 10 of the 
decree of June 6, 1922, is charged with the task of preventing the 
distribution and circulation of publications prohibited by the Glaviit 
and its organs, exercising control and supervision over printing shops, 
customs and border stations, preventing the. importation from abroad 
and circulation within the territory of Soviet Russia of prohibited lit- 
erature, supervising the sale of Russian and foreign literature, and 
seizing books prohibited by the Glavilt and its organs, It is specit- 
cally stated that in regard to individual publications not appearing on 
lists issued by the Glavlit, the State Political Administration shall 
ascertain from the Glavlit whether the circulation of the publication 
in question is permitted or prohibited. Every printing shop is re- 
quired to submit to the organs of censorship five copies of each publi- 
cation immediately after it has been printed. (Art. 12. jbid.) 

Such is the legal basis for the present censorship of the press in 
Soviet Russia, which the Bolshevik leaders regard as of vital import- 
ance in the maintenance of the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

Newspapers: The Bolshevik leaders have not been content with 
simply suppressing publications which they consider inimical to their 
régime but have from the very beginning sought to concentrate the 
daily press entirely in their own hands, as they fully realize the im- 
portance of newspapers “in aduptiug the psychology of the masses 
to the new communist régime.” (Report of Preobrazhensky at Tenth 
Congress of Russian Communist Party, Russian Press Review. March 
22, 1921, p. 7.) ‘This policy was inaugurated in 1917 with the con- 
fiscation and seizure for the Bolshevik organs of the best typographic 
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presses and the prohibition of advertisements except in soviet news- 


papers. (Decree of Soviet of People’s Commissars of December 4, 1917, 
“On State Monopoly of Printing Advertisements.” Compilation of De- 
crees, 1917-18, No. 22.) The efficacy of the Bolshevik control of the 
press is shown by the fact that the editors of practically all news- 
papers and periodicals, with the possible exception of the Anarchist, 
the anarchist weekly, are members of the Communist Party and many 
of them members of the Government. (Report from Riga, 1923, No. 
1276, p. 20.) In this respect it can be said that the Communist Party 
has not only the monopoly of legality but also the monopoly of public- 
ity. At the Fourth Congress of Press Workers held in Moscow, in 
February, 1923, there were present 239 delegates, of whom all but 28 
were communists. (Moscow Pravda, February 11, 1923.) In general 
only the official organs of the central executive committees, the 
people's commissariats, the local soviets, the labor unions, the com- 
munist International and the Communist Party are able to appear. 
According to an article published In the Moscow Izvestia of May 
5, 1923, there were. on April 1, 1923. 545 newspapers in the Federa- 
tion of Soviet Republics, with a total circulation of 1,882,000. Of 
these 174 were dailies and 166 appeared from two to three times 
weekly. In Moscow there are 28 papers, of which the most impor- 
tant is the Izvestia, the organ of the Central Executive Committee 
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republice and of the All-Russian 
Central Executive Committee, with a circulation of approximately 
180,000; the Pravda, official organ of the central committee and 
Moscow Committee of the Russian Communist Party, with a circula- 
tion of 80,000; Gudok, organ of the central committee of the Union 
of Railway Transport Workers, with a circulation of 100,000; Eco- 
nomic Life, organ of the Soviet of Labor and Defense, with a cir- 
culation of 45,000; Rabochaxa Gazeta, organ of the central 
committee of the Russian Communist Party, with a circulation of 
145.000, intended for circulation among the industrial workers; 
Biednota, organ of the central committee of the Russian Communist 
Party, with a circulation of 49,000, intended for circulation among 
the peasants, (Circulation figures taken from Izvestia of May 5, 
1928.) 

With the inauguration of the new economic policy an attempt was 
made to put the press on a commercia) basis by reestablishing pay- 
ment for newspapers and by reviving the right to print advertisements. 
Nevertheless, the cost of paper and printing expenses are so bigh that 
in spite of the constant Increase in advertising and subscription rates, 
the soviet preas, with few exceptions, has not been able to exist with- 
out the assistance of the state. A decree of January 24, 1922 (de 
cree of All-Russian Central Executive Committee, “On Placing All 
Organs of Periodical Press on a Commercial Basis,” Compilation of 
Decrees, 1922, No. 111), legalizes this state of affairs by providing that 
deficits Incurred by soviet newspapers shall be met by a subsidy from 
the budget of the Commissariat of Internal Affairs. 

Rosta: With the object of more effectively controlling the dissemina- 
tion in the soviet state of political and economic information from 
abroad and the furnishing of information abroad concerning political and 
economic conditions in Soviet Russia. all soviet information agencies 
were merged by a decree of September 7, 1922 (decree of All-Russian 
Central Executive Committee, “On Establishing of Russian Telegraph 
Agency,” Compilation of Decrees, 1922, Nos. 728 and 729), into one 
central information organ known as the Russian Telegraph Agency, 
or Rosta. This agency is authorized to collect and distribute by all 
means of communication news and information. For this purpose it is 
empowered to establish agents and correspondents abroad and through- 
out the Soviet Federation. It is administered by a soviet of five per- 
sons appointed by the All-Russian Central Executive Committee. (Art 3, 
ibid.) Deficits of the Rosta are covered by subsidies from the All- 
Russian Central Executive Committee. (Art. 4, ibid.) It is authorized 
to conclude agreements with telegraph agencies abroad and enter into 
contracts with state organizations and private persons. According to 
the Russian Information and Review of January 27, 1922, published 
by the soviet trade delegation in London, the Rosta in 1922 reached 
understandings with the Wolff Agency (German) and the United 
Press (American) for the exchange of news. The information in the 
Russian press to-day is chiefly derlved from messages from Rosta cor- 
respondents st home and abroad. From the above one can realize 
how effectively the Bolshevik authorities control througb the ‘censor- 
ship, the Rosta, and their monopoly of the daily press the information 
that reaches the masses of the Russian people, 

General publishing: The Bolshevik control of general printing and 
publishing has largely been realized through the State Publishing Office, 
which was formed by the merging of the publishing departments of the 
various governmental institutions, soviets, and cooperative organiza- 
tions into one office under the Commissar for Education. (Decree of 
All-Russian Executive Committee, “On State Publishing Office,” Com- 
pllatlon of Decrees, 1919, No. 244.) One of the chief activities of this 
institution hus been the propaganda of the October Ideas and the 
furnishing of the necessary literature to the various Government insti- 
tutions. (Moscow Pravda, February 8, 1923, report of Meshcheriakov.) 
On July 2, 1923, the State Publishing Office was recognized as the 
state apparatus for the publication and distribution of printed matter, 
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enjoying the rights of a state trust, and an attempt was made to place 
it on a commercial basis. (Moscow Pravda, July 17, 1923.) Accord- 
ing to a report by Meshcheriakovy at the Fourth Congress of Press 
Workers, in February, 1923, the State Publishing Office was then “ giving 
first attention to the publication of schoolbooks. Next place in the 
publications of the State Publishing Office 1s occupied by the Marxist 
political literature, With the view of making this literature less ex- 
pensive, the State Publishing Office is subsidized by the Government.” 
(Moscow Pravda, February 8, 1923.) 

In this sphere of general printing and publishing the Bolshevik Gov- 
ernment does not quite enjoy the monopoly which it has in the daily 
press. Since the inauguration of the new economic policy it has relaxed 
its control in so far as the commercial phases of publication are con- 
cerned by permitting the opening of private printing establishments 
under certain conditions. By decree December 2, 1922, the opening 
of printing concerns is permitted to state institutions, cooperative 
and public organizations, and to private persons on the grant of per- 
mits by the administrative departments of the provincial and district 
executive committees with the approval of the Provincial Soviet of 
People’s Economy. (Decree of Soviet of Labor and Defense of Decem- 
ber 2, 1922, “On Opening and Control of Printing Establishments,” 
Compilation of Decrees, 1922, No. 1019.) Every copy of printed matter, 
whether issned by a Government, public, cooperative, or private printing 
press, must bear the name and address of the enterprise and, if sub- 
ject to censorship, the permit of the censor. (Art. 9, ibid.) The Gov- 
ernment press, however, still dominates the field of general publishing, 
imasmuch as the output of the private publishing institutions is very 
small. At the Fourth All-Russian Congress of Press Workers, held in 
Moscow in February, 1923, it was stated that “most of the private 
printing establishments were in Moscow and Petrograd. The circulation 
of the books published by them is quite insignificant in comparison with 
that of the publications of the State Publishing Office, and in general 
they publish chiefly ‘ nonserious’ books and small pamphlets.” (Moscow 
Pravda, February 8, 1923.) According to data in the Moscow Izvestia 
of Apri} 27, 1923, the State Publishing Office turns out 75 per cent of 
the total printed matter. 

Publications appearing in Russia to-day may be divided into the fol- 
lowing groups: 

(a) Publications of the Government (central or local organs) ; 

(b) Publications of the Russian Communist Party; 

(e) Publications of the Communist International; 

(d) Publications of the Union of Communist Youth; 

(e) Publications of the trade-unions; 

(£) Publications of the cooperatives, which in genera) are noupolitical 
publications ; 

(g) Publications of the anarchist group in Moscow; and 

(h) Miscellaneous publications, which consist of periodicals and 
books published generally in semiprivate presses, usually under the 
editorship of prominent Bolshevik leaders and by virtue of special per- 
mission from the Glavlit. 

The few private periodical reviews whicb bave been authorized by the 
State Publishing Office discuss anly questions of art, theater, literature, 
or natural sciences. The discussion of political or philosophic ques- 
tions in noncommunist publications has not been tolerated. In con- 
nection with the publication of books it is to be remembered that by a 
decree of November 26, 1918, al) published and unpublished scientific, 
literary, musical, or artistic works may, by resolution of the People's 
Commissariat of Education, be considered the property of the Russian 
Socialist Federated Soviet Republic, and that by a similar resolution of 
the People’s Commissariat of Education all works of any dead author may 
be declared the property of the Soviet Republic, and that works so na- 
tionalized cap be published only by the People’s Commissariat of Edu- 
cation or by other soviet institutions. (Decree of Soviet of People's 
Commissars of November 26, 1918. Compilation of decrees, 1917-158, 
No. 900.) 

In accordance with this decree the Commissariat of Education de- 
elared on January 18, 1923, a permanent state monopoly of the publi- 
cation of the works of 47 named Russian authors, including aD the 
(Moscow lazvestia, March 21. 1923.) The works of 
these authors may be published only by the State Publishing Office 
itself, or elsewhere with its permission, The State Publishing Office 
has also the first right to the publication and republication of all 
textbooks, teaching manuals, ete., for all kinds of educational and 
pedagogical institutions. (Decree of Soviet of People’s Commissars 
of March 2, 1922, “On the Method of Publishing School Books.” 
Compilation of Decrees, 1922, No. 231.) By a decree of November 22, 
1922, all state institutions and undertakings are obliged to have 
literature which they need published exclusively in Russia through 
the State Publishing Office with the assistance of cooperative or private 
presses if necessary. (Decree of Soviet of People’s Commissars of 
November 22, 1922, “On the Prohibition to State Institutions and 
Undertakings to Publish Necessary Literature Abroad.’ Compilation 
of Decrees, 1922, No. 976.) 

Censorship of news sent abroad by foreign correspondents in Russia: 
In general it may be said that all messages of foreign correspondents 
filed at the foreign commissariat must receive the approval of the 
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censor. Although theoretically a correspondent could file a telegram 
direct with the telegraph office, there Is little likelihood that it would 
be sent, If it were sent and contained anything to which the censor 
might find objection, the correspondent would probably be expelled 
from Russia. The severity of the censorship has varied considerably. 
During the famine it was to some extent relaxed. Recently the strict- 
ness of the censorship seems to have been somewhat revived. It is 
reported that several American correspondents have recently left 
Russia because they were unable to send out uncensored dispatches. 
After the execution of Monsignor Butchkevich, and following a pro- 
test by three American correspondents, Litvinoy is said to have stated 
that thereafter only statements of fact would be subject to censor- 
ship, and that a free expression of views and opinions might be sent 
out. There seems little doubt but that whenever it seems necessary 
to the Bolshevik leaders an effective censorship will be imposed for 
so long a period as the authorities deem necessary. 

Thus not only the reading public in Russia has its literature cen- 
sored by the Bolshevik Government, and, accordingly, can read only 
what in the opinion of Bolshevik leaders will not prejudice the inter- 
ests of the dictatorship of the proletariat, but also through the Rosta 
and the censorship of news sent abroad by foreign correspondents in 
Russia the soviet régime is able to censor the information concerning 
Soviet Russia which is placed before the outside world. 


Mr. BORAH obtained the floor. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moses). The hour of 2 
o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the election by roll-call ballot of 
a chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce. The 
Chair holds the matter to be a debatable question, and the 
Senator from Idaho may be heard upon it. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I have no intention of under- 
taking to answer the able argument of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce]. I could not do so without more 
time for thought and consideration than can be given to it 
while listening to its delivery. There are some observations, 
however, which I desire to make at this time upon the sub- 
ject which is now before the Senate—that is to say, really 
before the Senate, whether technically so or not. 

I find myself in perfect accord with the message delivered 
by the President upon the Russian question, quoted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts and so warmly indorsed by the 
Senator. The President announced certain fundamental prop- 
ositions which were essential in his opinion to be considered 
and disposed of before our Government could enter into friendly 
relations with Russia. Among the things which the President 
mentioned were not the form of government, the character of 
government, nor the character of the gentlemen who may be 
presiding over the Soviet Republic of Russia. I do not propose 
to-day to discuss at any length their character of government 
nor the character of the men who preside over that govern- 
ment. I think it wholly immaterial, however interesting it 
may be as a historical fact, but I desire to confine myself to 
what seems to me to be the issue before the country, before 
the State Department and the President, and before the Sen- 
ate for the consideration of its approval or disapproval. 

The President in his message said: 

I do not propose to barter away for the privilege of trade any 
of the cherished rights of humanity. 


We certainly are all in accord with that principle. No 
such proposition has been made and I presume none will be 
made, 

I do not propose to make merchandise of any American principles. 


We are equally in accord with that announcement. If I 
did not believe that the recognition of the Soviet Government 
of Russia would tend to bring about a better condition through- 
out the world and thereby the enhancement and the strength- 
ening of the principles in which we believe, I should not, of 
course, be so enthusiastic as I am in the cause. 

These rights and principles must go wherever the sanctions of 
our Government go. . 

But while the favor of America is not for sale, I am willing to 
make very large concessions for the purpose of rescuing the people 
of Russia. 


Then follow the three propositions which the President an- 
nounced as necessary for consideration and disposition before 
any action upon our part in the way of a final recognition 
of Russia could be had. 


Already encouraging evidence of returning to the ancient ways of 
society can be detected. But more are needed. Whenever there 
appears any disposition to compensate our citizens who were de- 
spoiled and to recognize that debt contracted with our Government, 


not by the Czar but by the newly formed Republic of Russia, whenever 
the active spirit of enmity to our institutions is abated, whenever 
there appear works meet for repentance, our country ought to be tha 
first to go to the economic and moral rescue of Russia. We have 
every desire to help and no desire to injure. We hope the time is 
near at hand when we can act. 


The settlement of the claims which our citizens have 
against the Government of Russia by reason of confiscation 
of their property, the recognition and the adjustment of the 
debt, and the abatement of any activities which may indi- 
cate an unfriendly feeling or disposition toward our Govern- 
ment, are the things which the President designated as neces- 
sary for consideration. When a disposition was disclosed 
upon the part of the Russian Government to deal with these 
matters the President declared that we ought to be the first 
to go to the economic and moral rescue of Russia. 

We all desire apparently the same thing—settlement of the 
claims, adjustment of the debt, and abatement of propaganda 
if it exists. There is only one matter of controversy between 
us, as I understand it, and that is whether the time has 
arrived when it is wise and proper that we should enter into 
negotiations with the Russian Government to see if these 
things can be accomplished. No one advocates the recogni- 
tion of the Russian Government without the adjustment of 
these controverted questions. The question is, How are they 
to be adjusted? ` 

Has the time arrived when it is safe and when it is proper 
to enter into negotiations to achieve the end which we all 
desire to see achieved? Certainly we are not accomplishing it 
by the course which we are pursuing now. Six years have 
passed, and no debt has been recognized, so far as permanent 
recognition is concerned, nor settled. No claims have been ad- 
justed, and the contention is that propaganda is more rife at 
this time than it has been at any time. It therefore presents 
to us the question of whether we can deal with the situation 
as other nations have dealt with it, and dealt with it satisfac- 
torily to accomplish their desired ends. 

Sixteen nations have now recognized or established trade 
relations with Russia. So far as I have been able to examine, 
and I think I have practically all of them upon my desk, the 
specitic matters of the adjustment of claims and the control of 
propaganda have been coyered, and so far none of the 16 
nations has regarded any violation of the agreements as suffi- 
cient to justify a protest upon the part of the respective 
governments, 

Several months ago this identical question came forward for 
discussion between Italy and the Government of Russia, and, 
as I shall either read later or place in the Recorp without read- 
ing, the Russian Government made a statement with reference 
to propaganda and with reference to other matters which were 
charged against it as disliked by the Italian Government; and 
now the Italian Government, satisfied with the situation, has 
its representatives in Moscow concluding a treaty recognizing 
the Government of Russia, 

Last March statements were made by the Russian Government 
to the English authorities along the same line, and even Curzon, 
who has been most unfriendly to the Soviet Government, ac- 
cepted the statement, and now the new English ministry, as 
we are advised by press dispatches coming in to-day, will among 
its first acts recognize the Soviet Government of Russia. In all 
probability before this month shall haye ended there will be 
some 18 governments or more which have recognized the Gov- 
ernment of Russia, doing business with it, having adjusted its 
debts and its difficulties, and satisfied with the situation. 

As the matter, therefore, presents itself to me it is simply 
a question of whether the time has arrived when we should 
take up negotiations with the Russian Government. After 
delivery of the President’s message the representative of foreign 
affairs of the Soviet Government, Mr. Chicherin, referring spe- 
cifically to the President's message, announced his willingness 
to take up those matters for consideration and adjustment. I 
shall not stop to read his message or his statement, but I call 
attention to one sentence in it. After recurring to the ques- 
tion of debts and of the claims and of propaganda and declar- 
ing his willingness to take those matters up for adjustment and 
settlement on friendly terms and upon the principle of non- 
interference in the respective Governments in their internal af- 
fairs, he said the Russian Government was ready to go as far 
as it was possible for it to go compatible with its dignity and 
its interest to achieve these ends. Was not this a disposition 
to settle the debts and to settle the claims and, if propaganda 
was in existence and has continued, to abate it entirely or so 


‘far as such things can be controlled? 


The President said that whenever a disposition’ was dis- 
closed upon the part of the Russian Government to do certain 
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things, this Government ought to be the first to go to the moral 
and economic rescue of Russia. So we are resolved to the 
proposition that the character of the Government and the char- 
acter of the men, if we take the view of the able Senator from 
Massachusetts, are such that we could not accept their declara- 
tion or their agreement or their treaty even if it were made. 
Of course, if that be the view of the administration, it is not so 
indicated, as I take it, in the President's message. If that be 
the view of the administration, certainly this matter is at an 
end. 

But think for a moment what we are requiring. We are by 
such a declaration requiring that the Soviet Government change 
its form of government, that it change the men who are at the 
head of the Government, that it change the internal policies of 
the Government, because it is contended that the internal poli- 
cies of the Government reveal the international purposes and 
tendencies of the Government, and that we can not afford to 
deal with it as long as those policies obtain. 

That is a rule which has never been invoked in the whole 
history of our international affairs. Mr. Woolsey very cor- 
rectly says in his international law that the recognition of a 
government neither approves nor disapproves of the form of 
government that the people may have with whom we are seek- 
ing to deal; that it is neither approval nor disapproval of their 
internal affairs. 

Henry Clay declared that recognition of a government had 
nothing to do with the character of the people of the govern- 
ment; that it was the recognition of a fact, to wit, that a 
government exists and that with that government we must 
deal if we are to have relationship with that nation at all. 
The recognition of this Government neither approves nor dis- 
approves of the doctrines of Mr. Trotski or Mr. Lenin or 
Zinoviev. The recognition of this Government neither ap- 
proves nor disapproves of communism. The whole question is 
whether the international relationship can be made such as to 
protect our rights and interests, to wit, the debts, the claims, 
and the question of propaganda, and make secure and safe 
those people of ours who desire to do business with Russia. 
If that be true, then it is wholly immaterial how many of these 
an are revolutionists or believe in the idea of world revolu- 

on. 

If it were true that the recognition of a government required 
a conformity, to a measure at least, to our ideas and principles 
known as Americanism, what nations of the earth would we 
be able to recognize and do business with? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; I gladly yield. 

Mr. LODGE. I expressly stated we had nothing to do with 
their business. I stated that familiar international policy. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; I know. 

Mr. LODGE. I made but one point, the sole point, that the 
Government, whatever its own views might be, was meddling 
with our internal affairs. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator said in his close that we had 
nothing to do with their internal affairs, but I would leave it 
to almost any colleague in the Senate that the entire argument 
of the Senator was based upon the proposition of the charac- 
ter of the Government, the character of the citizen—— 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator called attention, for instance, to 
the character of Zinoviev, his beliefs and his doctrines, and 
then he said this man is a member of the Government which 
we are asked to recognize. What did he mean by that? 

Mr. LODGE. I said that because it has been denied that he 
was a member of the Government. x 

Mr. BORAH. But the Senator from Massachusetts did not 
only say that this man is a member of the Government—— 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Idaho himself denied that 
this man was a member ef the Government. 

Mr. BORAH. But the Senator from Massachusetts said this 
man is a member of the Government holding these beliefs and 
which we are asked to recognize. What did the Senator intend 
to have us understand by that? 

Mr. LODGE. I said as plainly as I possibly could that I 
cared nothing about what their Government was, and it would 
not interfere with our recognizing them no matter what their 
Government; that I objected to one thing, and that is that the 
agencies which they control are engaged in trying te change 
our Government; and to that I do object. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; I also object to it. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President—— ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senater from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 


Mr. BROOKHART. I should like to inquire what, in inter- 
national law, is the legal status bétween the Government of the 
United States and the Soviet Government at this time? 

Mr BORAH. Under international law there is no status. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Is the status peace or is it war? 

Mr. BORAH. The status, in fact, seems to be a spirit of 
enmity or of war, especially on the part of our Government, 

Mr. BROOKHART. If it be a status of war, have they not 
the legal right, under international law, to meddle in our Gov- 
ernment, and even to destroy it if they wish to? Is not that 
the doctrine of war? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Idaho is as well aware as 
alpan that the failure to recognize a government is not an act 
of war. 

Mr. BORAH. No; but I say—— 

Mr. LODGE. It does not establish a status of war. 

Mr. BORAH. I said a spirit of enmity. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] 
asked what the status was. 

Mr, BORAH. I said there was no legal status. 

Mr. LODGE. The Russians have never been at war with us 
or we with them. That status has never existed. 

Mr. BROOKHART. What in international law is the legal 
status between us and the Soviet Government? 

Mr. LODGE. There is no status except that we do not 
recognize their Government; that is all. We have no minister 
there and they have none here. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not care to yield in order 
to have a purely academic proposition discussed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho de- 
clines to yield further. 

Mr. BORAH. The President raises no question as to the 
form of government or as to the character of government; as 
a practical man he is interested in three propositions; and, as 
I intimated a moment ago, I desire to submit what remarks I 
have to make around the question of whether the time has 
arrived when we can deal with the Soviet Government and 
protect our rights as we desire to have them protected. 

The present Government of Russia, Mr, President, has been 
in existence for about six years; it has withstood attacks 
from within and attacks from without; it has been four times 
invaded by men who were munitioned and financed by foreign 
governments; but it is now the established Government in 
Russia. So far as I have been able to learn, no one who has 
visited Russia believes that that Government is in any likeli- 
hood of falling or that it is to be supplanted by any other 
government. 

A great deal has been said about the people of Russia not 
supporting the Government, but whenever the test has come it 
has clearly appeared that the people of Russia are behind that 
Government. It is quite true, as the able Senator said, that 
a few men govern Russia; that has been true in all times in 
the past; but it did not interfere with our recognition of 
Russia. It is true now, undoubtedly, that a few men govern 
Russia; and no other form of government under the present 
condition of the affairs of Russia could exist for a fortnight 
if that were not true. The question is, however, whether the 
people of Russia are in sympathy with the present Government 
of Russia; and certainly, when Wrangell and Denikin and 
Kolchak and Yudenich were testing the question as to whether 
the people of Russia were supporting that Government, there 
was left no doubt in the mind of anyone as to where the 
sympathies of the Russian people were. 

I do not contend that the people of Russia are satisfied with 
the present Government. They expect that, by the process of 
evolution, it will be worked out to a better conclusion than that 
at which it has now arrived; but they are utterly opposed, in 
my opinion—and I shall quote many to that effect before 1 
close—to the substitution of any other form of government 
or any other government or to the breaking down of the present 
Government. They prefer to see the process of evolution accom- 
plish what they desire—that is, the establishment of a reason- 
ably free government as rapidly as it can be esiablished. 

Eighty-five per cent of the people of Russia are peasants. 
They have believed from the beginning, and they believe now, 
that any government which may take the place of the present 
Russian Government will deprive them of their homes and their 
lands, and, therefore, the 85 per cent who represent the 
peasantry of Russia have been in full sympathy with the 
present Government from the beginning. It ought not to be 
forgotten while we are talking about communism and who con- 
trols Russia, as to whether the Soviet Government controls the 
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Communistic Party or the Communistie Party controls the 
Soviet Government, that as a matter of fact those who have 
shaped the policy of Russia more materially and substantially 
than anyone else have been the peasantry of Russia. While 
they may not be represented at the council tables of the Com- 
munist Party or represented in the Government of Russia in 
the sense that they have their representatives elected and sit- 
ting there, the fact remains that they have shaped the policy 
of Russia with reference to the economic affairs more than 
has the communistic government or the Communistic Party. 
It was because of the position of the peasantry, who are in- 
dividualists, as much so as is the American farmer, that Lenin 
and the Soviet Government and the Communistic Party changed 
their entire economic policy in the spring of 1921, and, as I 
shall show by material which I will print in the RECORD, 
Lenin stated that he was compelled to make the change in 
order to meet the demands of the peasantry of Russia. It 
was the Russian peasant, therefore, who drove the Russian 
Government away from communism and drove it to state 
capitalism, where it is to-day, and not the Communistic Party 
or the Soviet Government itself which really led in that con- 
test. 

While on this subject permit me to suggest a test of the 
question as to who controls the Russian Government, whether 
the Communistic Party controls the Government or the Gov- 
ernment controls the party. Zinoviev and the ultracommunists 
were quite opposed to the policy of Lenin in 1921, They said 
it was starting back to capitalism; that it was contrary to the 
fundamental principle upon which they had built their prole- 
tariat government or revolution; and that it would only be 
a matter of a short time, the first step having been taken, 
until they would be back in the hands of the capitalists of the 
country. Zinoviev opposed it to the extent of his power; but 
Lenin, answering, said, This is a condition with which we 
deal. Proletariat government or communism lies far in the 
future. We must take the situation as we find it.“ Thus he 
took it. Who controlled the policy in that encounter? 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, would it trouble the Senator 
if I should interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BORAH. I would rather finish my statement, if the 
Senator will permit me, and at the close of my remarks I 
shall be glad to answer any question the Senator may submit. 

Mr. WATSON. Very well. 

Mr. BORAH. What is the situation in Russia to-day? 
What is the real test of a government? It does not make any 
difference whether it is communistic or what it is; what is the 
real test? It is that of maintaining order, of protecting life. 
Is there anyone who contends that the present Government of 
Russia does not maintain order and does not protect life, and 
that security in that country is not quite as safe as it is in 
this country? 

All witnesses—the able Senators who have visited that na- 
tion, as well as visitors from different parts of the country— 
seem to be united on that proposition. The Soviet Government 
is the only semblance of authority in Russia. Let me ask you, 
my friends, suppose the present Government of Russia breaks 
down, suppose the Secretary of State by refusing to deal with 
them brings sufficient moral influences to bear upon the other 
nations of the earth as to break down the soviet form of gov- 
ernment, what is to take its place; what is to be substituted, 
and what is to be the condition of the masses in whom the 
President correctly expresses a deep interest? I repeat, the 
only semblance of authority there now is the Soviet Govern- 
ment, and when it disappears, if it should break, chaos and 
misery untold and indescribable must inevitably follow for 
years to come in Russia. If there is anything which is clear 
to all who know conditions in Russia, it is that the peasantry 
of Russia now in possession of their homes and of their lands 
will never yield to any dynasty or power which would seem 
to threaten them in their rights. So the moment that we 
break down the present Goyernment of Russia, that moment 
we are going to see in Russia the chaos which prevailed during 
the first two years after the establishment of the present form 
of government there. 

I wish at this point to call attention, Mr. President, to the 
expressions of some men who have visited Russia, whose 
opinions I would rather accept than an irresponsible, uncer- 
tified, and, in a large measure, unidentified message from some 
unknown person in Russia with reference to revolutionary 
propaganda in this country. I am not going to ask you to-day 
to listen to anyone who could be charged with being in sym- 
pathy with the Russian form of government or who might be 


biased in favor of communism or who might desire to see any 
such policy established in this country. I am going to call your 
attention to men in responsible positions who have visited 
Russia, studied it upon the ground, became acquainted with 
Lenin and Trotski, and have reported back, and some of whose 
reports have been sent to the Department of State in an official 
way. 

I read first from former Governor Goodrich, of Indiana, who 
was there under the direction of Mr. Hoover, who had an op- 
portunity to study the situation for months, and who became 
intimately acquainted with Lenin and Trotski and the other 
members of the Russian Government. I think, perhaps, coming 
from Indiana, as he does, he would be conceded to be about as 
keen a judge of a political situation as could be found any- 
where in the country. [Laughter.] In addition to that, he is q 
leading Republican, and not only a Republican, but is regular, 
which of course makes him right. [Laughter on the floor and 
in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho will 
suspend while the Chair warns the occupants of the galleries 
that it is contrary to the rules of the Senate to make any 
expression of approval or disapproval. If the rule can not be 
obeyed, the galleries will have to be cleared. 

Mr. BORAH. Governor Goodrich says: 


The Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republic has just completed 
the fifth year of its stormy career. Since the date of its birth in 
November, 1917, it has had many difficulties to overcome. It has 
fought against the Central Powers and the Poles, French, English, Japa- 
nese, Czecho-Slovaks, Cossacks, and even the Americans have invaded 
its territory. 

Denikin, Kolchak, Wrangell, Yudenich, and numerous other White 
leaders, backed by foreign gold, have marched up and down the country, 
destroying railroads and bridges, ravaging, burning, and carrying away 
livestock, taking many of her chief cities, and reaching at one time 
even to the gates of Petrograd. Never claiming the support of a ma- 
jority of the people, frankly admitting that their Government was 
dictatorship of the proletariat, they have beaten down all opposition 
and to-day are so firmly intrenched in power that no one familiar with 
the conditions in Russia will contend seriously that there is any hope 
of changing the government through counter-revolution, but generally 
will concede that whatever changes may come to pass will come only 
through the orderly processes of evolution. 

This is not a pleasant statement for the social revolutionists, nor for 
the remnant of the old imperialist class, who are getting more and 
more out of touch with their native land and never again can go back 
and wield any influence in its affairs. The imperialists may meet in 
Paris as often as they like and may elect a successor to the late Czar, 
but he will never wear the crown. There is no demand whatever for 
the restoration of the monarchy. Russia is through with the Ro- 
manoffs and their kind forever. She knows that by their graft and 
bureaucratic inefficiency they cost her the victory in the Russo- 
Japanese war, and she has not forgotten how they sent millions of 
half armed, ill-equipped Russian boys to slaughter against the deadly 
German military machine. 


Governor Goodrich has upon numerous occasions, in public 
print and in public addresses, stated that the people of Russia 
were in sympathy with the present Government; that it was 
there to stay. He has also stated that he regards Lenin and 
Trotski as men who will keep their word and their contract, 
and with whom we can safely deal. Governor Goodrich, as 
I understand it, made a report to the State Department in 
1921 covering the questions of debts, of claims, the settlement 
of them, the question of propaganda, and advising along these 
lines, 

I read from another gentleman, namely, Mr. Bush, of New 
York, a leading business man and capitalist of that city. Per- 
haps no one in this country would be less likely than Mr. Bush 
to sympathize with the communistic theory of government, or 
would be more sensitive to the protection of the rights of prop- 
erty, or more regardful of the dignity and interests of our Gov- 
ernment in its effort to protect property. He visited Russia, as 
he frankly stated, with his mind made up in a large measure 
as to the character of the Government and the character of 
these men who were at the head of the Government. While 
he was in Moscow last summer he made this statement, which 
was printed in the New York Times: 


It is inevitable that the two great countries of Russia and America 
must do business together sooner or later, said Irving T. Bush. So, 
as a business man, I came here to see for myself what the prospects 
were. Speaking generally, my impressions are not unfavorable. 

There are three points in particular which I wish to emphasize: 

First. That all I can see and find out convinces me of the stability 
of the Soviet Government. 
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Second. That in my short stay in Moscow I had an opportunity to 
talk with the real leaders of Russia—Trotski, Kameneff, Chicherin, 
and others. 

Third. That I was able to talk to them quite frankly and without 
mincing words, 

That the outward appearance of things here surprised me goes with- 
out saying. 


I ask your particular attention to this sentence: 


I make bold to assert that not one man in America in ten thousand 
has any idea of the order and generally good conditions prevailing here. 
But I think the improvement goes deeper. The Russian leaders strike 
me as intelligent, courageous, and sincere in their desire to better the 
Russian people. They have also great power, but undoubtedly lack 
experience, especially business experience, which will come only with 
time. 

As to immediate prospects of Russo-American business, it seems that 
America on the whole is not a market for such commodities as Russia 
is now able to produce. We will take their furs and caviar, but their 
market for grain, flax, etc., is Europe. Similarly, it is likely that 
Russia will prefer to buy what she needs for the next few years in the 
cheaper markets of Germany, England, and the rest of Europe than in 
America. 

But if you consider the physical and economic aspects of Russia you 
see at once what opportunities there are for American capital, enter- 
prise, initiative, and technic. ‘This country to-day, speaking broadly, 
is in the same position as America 60 years ago, with immense unde- 
veloped natural resources. Nothing could be more valuable to Russia 
than American cooperation, based on our own experience in this work 
of development. 

I find that, thanks to the American relief administration, Russians 
not only have a friendly and grateful feeling toward America, but a 
profound conviction that Americans are “on the level” and prepared 
to play fair with Russia, and that when they give their word they keep 
it. This sentiment is even more important than the general idea on 
the part of Russians that the admission of American enterprise to 
Russia is not dangerous because America has no political or terri- 
torial aspirations to any part of Russian territory such as might be 
entertained by some great European powers. 


Do not such statements as these seem to make it reason- 
able that if these people were sitting around a table in nego- 
tiation the question of claims and of debts and of propa- 
ganda could be better and more satisfactorily adjusted, more 
in harmony with peace and better conditions throughout the 
world, than by holding absolutely aloof and treating them as 
outlaws among the nations of the earth? Does it seem at all 
improbable that we could come to a satisfactory arrange- 
ment with people who impress such men as Goodrich and 
Bush as being sincere and able and frendly toward the 
American Government? Would it be any more difficult than 
our dealings, through treaty relations, with the dictator of 
Turkey? 

We had claims against Turkey. We did not say to Turkey: 
“Pay your debt, pay your claims, and after that we will 
recognize you.” Although the blood upon the hands of the 
Turks was not yet dry from the massacre in northern Asia, 
we entered into treaty obligations with them providing for 
the appointment of a committee to settle the claims, and are 
now preparing to sit with the Turks and do precisely what 
the Soviet Government is willing to do—to sit around the 
table and adjust the differences between us. 

Is it any different than the condition which confronted us 
with reference to Mexico? We had not repudiated any debt 
to Mexico; we had not incurred any obligation, as we con- 
tended. Mexico had destroyed American property and had 
destroyed the lives of American citizens. We did not say to 
Mexico: “Pay for the lives of these citizens, pay for their 
property, satisfy the debt which you owe us, and then we will 
recognize you.” We said to Mexico: “Although human life 
has been sacrificed and millions of dollars’ worth of property 
destroyed, we will appoint a committee on claims to adjust 
these matters with you.” 

Before we went into the war with Germany, Germany had 
sunk our ships, taken the lives of our citizens, and destroyed 
millions of dollars’ worth of property, and at a time, as I said, 
when we were at peace with Germany. Did we say to Ger- 
many, Before we will recognize your Government or deal with 
you you must pay for these lives which you took without cause, 
for the property which you willfully destroyed, and for the 
injury which you caused. You must satisfy us that your 
faith in the future is one upon which we can rely”? Cer- 
tainly not. We made a treaty which provided for a claims 
commission, and upon that commission we placed a German, 
or consented to his going. All that was proper. 


There is something behind this proposition other than the 
character of the gentlemen who preside over the destiny of 
Russia, 

Sir Philip Gibbs, the well-known British war correspondent 
and author, upon returning from the famine valley of th 
Volga, where he had gone as commissioner of the British relie: 
committee, said: 


Russia has given up communism. On October 17 last Lenin made 
one of the most remarkable speeches that a statesman ever made. 
This man, who had established communism over a nation of 150,000,000 
people, this ruthless fanatic, this terrible brain, now admitted in terms 
sufficiently brutal that the whole business had been a ghastly failure, 

Communism has failed in Russia. Since October 17 the whole 
system has been swept away. Lenin has put in force a code of “ new 
rules,” and these are the old rules of capitalism. 


I read from another gentleman—Colonel Haskell. Colonel 
Haskell was in Russia under Mr. Hoover. He had the distribu- 
tion of $20,000,000 of the American taxpayers’ money and, I 
think, some $40,000,000 in addition to that. He did his work 
with signal efficiency and credit. He was brought in contact 
with every part of Russia, the different subdivisions of Russia 
and the leading rulers of Russia. He had his men scattered 
in every part of the country. When he came back he made a 
report to Mr. Hooyer, and in this report, a copy of which I 
have, he says: 

Communism is dead and abandoned, and Russia is on the road to 
recovery. The realization by the Russian people that the strong Amer- 
ican system was able and contained the spirit to save these millions 
of strangers from the death that had engulfed them must have fur- 
nished food for thought. 


“ Communism,” about which we are distressed at this time, 
says Colonel Haskell, who was long in Russia, “is dead and 
abandoned.” 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. BORAH. I do. 

Mr. STERLING. May I ask the Senator what is the date of 
that? 

Mr. BORAH. Is is dated the 28th of last August. 

Is it not safer to found a foreign policy upon the statements 
of such men as Haskell, Goodrich, Bush, and scores of others 
I might name, some of whom are sitting in this Chamber—is it 
not safer to found a foreign policy upon the views which they 
have, the facts which they have discovered, the diagnosis which 
they have*made, than upon some derelict piece of propaganda 
which has been sent out by some confused brain in Russia? 

Doctor Nansen, giving his view of conditions in Russia, says: 


The curve is steadily going up while those of the rest of Europe are 
going down. I look for the time in the yery near future when Russia 
will be one of the mainstays of Europe, when she shall have recovered 
from the conditions under which she has labored since the revolution. 


I now quote from ex-Secretary of the Interior Fall, who was 
in Russia on a business errand: 


The leaders of the present Russian Government are men of great 
ability, undoubted courage, and sufficient honesty to make them ad- 
mit their mistakes. They have grasped conditions as they are, and 
are endeavoring to work out plans for Russia and her people that are 
absolutely necessary for her future. They are seeking capital wherever 
they can find it, and expert advice in the running of the factories, 
mines, ete. 

Undoubtedly the overthrow of the so-called Czarist government, 
which was a stench in the nostrils of the world, has given the people 
of Russia the opportunity to work out their own salvation and to en- 
joy a certain degree of liberty and equality they never before had. 

One of the most remarkable conditions I have ever known is that 
these same leaders who preached communism, and now admit their 
mistake, have the support of the majority of the Russian people in 
their plans to carry out an entire change of front. At the present 
time there is no concerted opposition to the present government of 
Russia, and among the masses it is strongly supported. 


Let us go for a few moments to the consideration of the ques- 
tion of propaganda. Naturally, everyone is opposed to foreign 
governments propagandizing this country, I do not care what 
the subject is or what the intent or motive may be. It was 
very distasteful to me when I read in the debate in the House 
of Commons that England had expended $150,000,000 for propa- 

da in this country. It is a thing we resent. As the able 
Renato from Massachusetts said, we are not uneasy about our 
Government being overthrown, but the spreading of propaganda 
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by foreign governments is one of the things which we do not for 
a moment brook. 

I do not see, however, what progress is being made toward 
stopping this propaganda. I do not think it is at all serious, 
either as to the amount spent, the extent of the propaganda, or 
as to the effect of it. It was claimed in 1919 that we had in 
this country some 6,000 communists. I think that was out of 
all proportion to the fact; I do not think we had anything 
like that number. But it is now contended by those who have 
made an investigation, both by those who are communists 
and those who are not, that we have in this country less than 
4,000 communists. Certainly the propaganda is not having any 
effect in the country. Certainly it is not disturbing the situa- 
tion. 

The second question is, How can we best deal with it? The 
Senator from Massachusetts thinks, apparently, that the mo- 
ment we recognize the Soviet Government an additional oppor- 
tunity will be given to the Soviet Government to introduce its 
propaganda, and, as he said, under the shield of the protection 
which is extended to the official representatives of a govern- 
ment, they could carry on their propaganda. I think it would 
be infinitely easier to deal with it, if it actually exists, when 
we had our representatives in Moscow, and they had their 
representatives here, assuming that good faith was behind them 
upon their part; and even if it were not, we certainly could 
deal with it more effectively than we are now doing. It could 
be more easily dealt with than under the present circumstances. 
The other Governments which have recognized Russia and taken 
up this question of propaganda, including it in their treaties 
and contracts, have dealt with it to their satisfaction much 
more effectively after the treaty signing than before, and there 
is no reason why we should not be able to do so, in my opinion. 

What is the situation with reference to it in this country? 
Let me call attention to a letter which I have here from the 
Department of Justice. I will first state in a general way what 
it is. 

Some months ago parties wrote to the Department of Jus- 
tice asking that proceedings be taken against parties in this 
country whom they alleged to be in communication with the 
Soviet Government, and who, they believed, were seeking to 
overthrow our Government through agents in Russia and their 
ngents here, and especially calling attention to what is known 
as the Logan Act. I have two letters upon my desk in which 
there iş an answer made to that by the Department of Jus- 
tice. One of them is dated as late as August of last year. 
The Department of Justice declared, in answer to this, that 
there was no evidence with the Department of Justice upon 
which to found any proceedings of the kind, stating, to use 
their own language, that they had observed this slush which 
was being fed out to the community in regard to these things, 
the activities of these people, but that in the Department of 
Justice there was no evidence, no specific charge, that no in- 
dividuals were named, and that there was no information upon 
which they could proceed. In my opinion, that states the sit- 
uation. 

The propaganda may be sufficient upon which to found a 
foreign policy, but it is not sufficient upon which to found an 
indictment. When you come to introducing it, there is not a 
scintilla of propaganda given to our attention to-day by the 
able Senator from Massachusetts which could pass the test 
of an objection in a court as to its authenticity. There is not 
a piece of testimony which thus far would be admitted by a 
court as establishing the fact of an interference on the part 
of that government. These reports may be true or they may 
not, but the Department of Justice, after its investigation, 
declared that there was no evidence upon which to found a 
proceeding. 

I want to refer to a historic incident with reference to 
propaganda for just a moment. Senators will remember that 
George Washington was President of the United States in 1792 
and for several years thereafter. On the 18th of May—if I am 
not mistaken as to the date—1793, he wrote a letter to his 
Cabinet asking them to convene upon the next day, and in the 
meantime he wished them to consider the question of the 
recognition of the improvised revolutionary government of 
France. Upon the next day they met. 

Reflect for a moment upon the men who sat around that 
Cabinet table. There was Washington, at the head of the Gov- 
ernment, There was Alexander Hamilton, perhaps in many 
respects the greatest genius who ever had to do with the 
science of government. There was Thomas Jefferson, one of 
the wide-ranging political philosophers of the world. They 
were three of the ablest men in one of the most remarkable 
periods of American history. 


What was the Government of France which they were going 
to recognize? The Government of France at that time con- 
sisted of what was known as the Committee of Public Safety, 
composed of nine men. There was no law in France save 
their will. There was no rule of action save that which they 
designated. There was no legislative body save these nine 
men. There were no courts save such courts as they recog- 


These nine men were the sovereign power of France. At 
the head of these nine men sat Danton. Beside him sat 
Barras, later to be followed by Robespierre, and at that ses- 
sion, upon the 19th day of May, 1798, after less than an hour 
of consideration, that Cabinet voted to recognize the impro- 
vised revolutionary government of France. 

Only a short time before that recognition Genet had landed 
at Charleston, and immediately he established a prize court 
and immediately began to send out to seize ships for the prize 
court, and immediately began to preach his doctrine of revolu- 
tion, or Jacobinism, in this country. 

His trip from Charleston to Philadelphia was an ovation, 
with banquets and mass meetings. That was as thoroughly a 
propagandizing a proposition as anything which could be re- 
vealed at this time. 

Washington, however, recognized Genet, recognized that Gov- 
ernment of France, and the propaganda which was initiated in 
this country ceased in a very short time thereafter. When 
Genét continued his activities Washington quietly asks that 
he be recalled, and he was recalled; but Washington dealt 
with the matter in a broad way; he did not refuse to recognize 
the Government or break off recognition because of the activi- 
ties of Genet or because of his propaganda, 

But in England Pitt and Fox continued to debate the mat- 
ter for years, and the propaganda which had threatened 
America, and which was spreading the doctrine of revolution, 
intimating that Washington was a monarchist, and that the 
Government did not represent the people, and which had ceased 
in this country, continued its course in England during the 
next 10 or 12 years, and I shall put into the RECORD a 
statement of Mr. Asquith, made a few months ago in the House 
of Commons, in which he said in effect: “It will not do to 
refuse to recognize Russia, because it is said she is red- 
handed and that the people are Irresponsible and are circulat- 
ing propaganda. We tried that in 1792 and 1793 and the 
years following, and it was a fearful mistake. Let us not 
make that mistake again. 

And, in my opinion, as I said a few moments ago, the present 
Government of Russia will be recognized by Great Britain dur- 
ing the present month. b 

Mr. President, there is one particular form of propaganda to 
which I want to call attention, what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts referred to incidentally as an antireligious movement 
in Russia. There is no subject upon which so much has been 
circulated as the question of the antireliglous movement in 
Russia, and it is now being revived. We are informed that a 
number of articles are soon to appear, written by one who 
claims to be familiar with the matter, showing how this re- 
ligious persecution is again being inaugurated. I am going to 
call attention to a few facts in regard to it in order that we 
may see the source of the propaganda, the animus of the propa- 
ganda, and the determination to prevent the American people 
from knowing the real facts in regard to the situation. 

I read first from Doctor Hartman, the editor of the Zion's 
Herald, of Boston, who was in Russia and studied the situation 
on the ground. He is a celebrated divine and editor of a well- 
known religious organ. Writing upon this subject on June 6, 
1923, Doctor Hartman said: 

On May 6, in Petrograd, we attended a session of the Sunday school 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church. The room was packed with fully 
300 persons, mostly children. This teaching of religion and the prac- 
tice of religion has been going on without interference or interruption 
every Sunday since the revolution in 1917. 


No one will contend that Doctor Hartman is not a man of in- 
telligence, and I venture to say that the able Senator from 
Massachusetts will not contend that he is not a man of char- 
acter and great ability. He was there for the purpose of 
ascertaining the facts in regard to the so-called antireligious 
movement upon the part of the leaders of Russia. He tells us 
over his signature last June that religious teachings and prac- 
tices have gone on in Russia without interference, and every 
Sunday, since the revolution of 1917. 

Again, he said: 

Why do not the Bolshevists shoot Sister Anna 


One of their missionaries— 


F 
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for teaching religion? Simply because she has kept clear of anti- 
government agitation and has never countenanced counter-revolution. 
When church work Is conducted in this manner, the Government puts 
no obstacles in the way and religious leaders are perfectly safe. 

They do not interfere with people on account of their religious be- 
liefs or practices. 

* œ * ‘In view of the mass of false reports on the Russian situa- 
tion, such as the foregoing, how can the outside public get any idea of 
the truth? a 


Again Doctor Hartman said: 


There are approximately 400 churches in Moscow holding services 
as usual without any interference whatever. We were told that the 
crowds of worshipers had been growing tremendously during the last 
year or so. 

The Russian communists are incurable enthusiasts on the subject 
of education. Indeed, they seem to be almost fanatical as they talk 
about “fighting on the education front.“ They are determined to 
abolish illiteracy. 


Doctor Hartman said further: 


I am amazed at the stories going out of Russia which are without 
foundation. I am particularly astonished at those reports about the 
Russian church and the alleged attempt of the soviets to annihilate 
religion. 


Bishop Nuelson, of the Methodist Church, in a letter ad- 
dressed to me, said: 


As far as I was able to observe, the present Government in Russia 
is as firmly established as any government in Europe. I do not look 
for a reyolution but I do expect that a gradual evolution will take 
place. I did not find anybody in Russia who looked forward to a 
revolution, even among those who were quite outspoken in their criti- 
cism. One of the American newspaper correspondents whom I met in 
Moscow had just returned from a trip through the greater part of the 
country, and he said to me, with reference to the Government, There 
is not a crack in sight.” 

> * * „ — 


I do not think that anything is gained by refusing to recognize the 
Soviet Government. The two pivotal points in the whole European 
situation are Russia and Germany. As long as those two countries 
can not recover we shall have no stability in the economic life of 
Europe. Whatever may have happened during the days of the revolu- 
tion and the following period of terror—and there is no question that 
terrible things have taken place, just as they took place in every 
revolution—I discovered that the people think they have reached the 
turning of the road and can begin now constructive work. 

* — = s * 


I have not the Impression that the Government is maintaining itself 
merely by terrorizing the people. That was the case for a while, but it 
does not seem to be so now. I took the opportunity to converse with 
a great many people, representing different classes of society, and I 
did not at all gain the impression that these people were afraid of 
expressing their opinions and were fearing acts of terrorism on the 
part of the Government. 

* . * * * 

Whether we like the Russian Government or not, I think it is futile 
to wait for an overthrow, and I think we can advance the process of 
reconstruction best by recognizing the Government and taking a helpful, 
sympathetic attitude. I think the moral effect would be tremendous, 
and I think they would be open to advice and suggestion from us. 


Rey, Edgar Y. Molins, of Kentucky, upon his return from 
Stockholm, Sweden, where he was elected president of the Bap- 
tist World Congress, declared that the United States alone 
exceeds Russia in the number of Baptists, and that while 
Russia had, in 1914, 100,000 Baptists she now has 2,000,000. 
If there be religious persecution in Russia, verily, the blood of 
the martyrs is the seed of the church. 

Rey. Lyman Mills has said: 

Of the firmness of the Government in its seat of power there 18 
never a question. Whatever else we may say, we can truthfully say 
that the soviets have reestablished internal order. This is the first 
year of peace since the Great War started. The people are apathetic; 
they have had enough of war, people and Government, and they natu- 
rally look askance at any move to overthrow anything. We agree with 
an observant reporter of a great American daily, “ There is no crack in 
sight.” 

I state it as a fact the world need have no fear that the public art 
treasures of Russia have left the country. Unlike the French Revolu- 
tion, the Russian, which resembles it in many respects, seems deter- 
mined not to allow its art treasures to leave the country. When I 


visited the Imperial Library, now the State Library, at Petrograd I 
was especially eager to see the rare old manuscripts, whose presence in 
Aside from the fact that some slight 


the city I wished to verify. 
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damage had resulted from the failure to heat the building for nearly 
two years, everything was in order, the manuscripts were in place, and 
but one valuable Koran had somehow disappeared. We asked for the 
famous old Sinaiticus Manuscript discovered by Tischendorf and sup- 
posed to be in the library. We were shown the steel case in which it 
was kept and a faithful photographic reproduction. That would 
hardiy satisfy, and so the bishop and I suggested that as many in 
America supposed such priceless treasures were lost or sold it would 
be a real privilege actually to see it, in order to assure critics of the 
soviets that it was really there. Permission was immediately granted, 
The old keeper got out the secret key, unlocked the steel box, and 
slowly unwrapped the coverings, and there was the manuscript. The 
old gentleman fondled its leaves as though it could speak, and I myself 
touched the priceless pages. We also saw that the treasures of the 
Kremlin at Moscow and the Hermitage at Petrograd were in place. 

National propaganda and injudicious international censorships have 
about robbed men of the possibility of sane judgment on world rela- 
tionships. There is probably no other situation anywhere to-day which 
is so little known, and hence so thoroughly misunderstood, as Russia, 

When Bishop Nuelsen and I started for Russia we had the usual 
ideas gathered from rumors. The despoiling of the churches by the 
soviets had everywhere created the impression that religion was being 
thrust down, that the churches were not only being robbed of their 
Jewels under the specious plea that the money would go to feed the 
starving, but also that the buildings themselves were belng systemati- 
cally plundered and ruined. Furthermore, the last report we heard as 
we passed through Germany was that the soviets had prohibited the 
importation of Bibles. And yet here were two Methodist itinerants—a 
bishop and a Sunday-school secretary—en route to the land where 
religion was supposed to be taboo. We had played no tricks on the 
authorities; we were known as Methodist preachers going to inspect 
our churches in Russia, and backed by generous relief work done by 
our denomination in the last two years. 

We made It a point not only to see our own church work at Petro- 
grad, but also to talk with the Baptist and the Lutheran leaders, and 
especially to get in closest possible touch with the present governing 
body of the Holy Orthodox Church. 

It will be of interest to Methodists to note that we found our own 
property absolutely intact. Dr. George A. Simons, our pastor in Pet- 
rograd, came away from Russia in 1920, leaving behind most of his 
personal possessions, such as furniture and books, in the parsonage. 
Not one book or stick of furniture has been disturbed; the silver 
communion service is there and was used by us. Deaconess Sister 
Anna Eklund remained alone in the parsonage for over two years and 
maintained our Sunday services without interruption. I talked with 
some of the women, who told me that they sometimes assisted Sister 
Anna in reading a sermon. This they did unmwlested. We saw where 
wooden houses had stood—that is, we saw the cellar holes. Everything 
had been carried away for fuel. Our building and the fence were of 
wood, and they are intact. We wish to record also that while there 
for two Sundays we conducted divine services, administering the 
sacrament of the Lord's Supper, preaching freely as in America, and 
Bishop Nuelsen also ordained four Russians as Methodist preachers. 

We did not see or hear of any wanton destruction of church build- 
ings. On our second day in Petrograd we visited the cathedral and 
Isaac’s Church, entered freely, and found people worshiping in build- 
ings that did not show any traces of vandalism. The little wayside 
shrines so familiar to travelers were open and In some instances 
thronged with praying people. At Moscow we visited the marble ca- 
thedral near the Kremlin, found everything apparently normal, and 
attended a most deeply spiritual service where the full four or five 
hour ritual was carried through with beautiful music and an elab- 
orately robed and efficient corps of clergy as celebrants. As far as 
we could see, the churches have suffered little if any destruction, and 
Teligious observances are conducted in the Orthodox Church appar- 
ently unmolested. Nowhere had the holy icons (flat paintings, which 
take the place of the images in the Ronan Church) been replaced by 
any images of Reason,“ as in the French Revolution. 

The answers were given emphatically and without the least hesita- 
tion. Never in the history of the church under the Czar did they have 
greater liberty to develop than now. Their group is called The 
Living Church” and stands for perfect liberty in expression and in 
the development of the forms of worship and service for which tho 
new life of Russia calls. 

As for the prohibition of Bibles, we traced that down, and one day 
in speaking with the leader of the evangelical movement, who has an 
office in Petrograd, we asked as to the truth of the report we had 
read in Germany about the refusal to allow Bibles to be imported into 
Russia. He had just received a consignment of Bibles from Esthonia, 
and pointed out that some petty official had interfered at Petrograd, 
but that he had a letter on his desk from the Government at Moscow 
counteracting this subordinate’s action, and the Bible was still free 
to do its work in Russia. 


Of course, Mr. President, there were those who were 
connected with the established church of Russia who were 
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prosecuted, and I am perfectly willing to admit, if it is de- 
sired, that they were persecuted. It was natural and almost 
inevitable, in view of the fact that the established church was 
a part of the old régime. Nevertheless when we examine the 
trials with reference to the priest who was executed and ex- 
amine the facts with reference to Tikhon, whatever may have 
been in the minds of the prosecutors, the charge was that of 
treason, of alliance with a foreign power, of receiving money 
and support from a foreign power, and of organizing a counter- 
revolution. No true American citizen would for a moment con- 
done the prosecution or the persecution of a man because of 
his religious opinion. It is an unfortunate thing in this country 
that that insidious, sinister influence is coming to the front 
here. There is a tendency to intolerance, to proscribe men be- 
cause of religious belief. I believe every man or woman has 
the right to worship God according. to the dictates of his or 
her conscience. All we require is that our citizens shall obey 
the law and be loyal to the Government. Every man who 
loves his country and believes in the fundamental principles of 
our Government should set his face like flint against religious 
persecution, and nothing which I say to-day shall be construed 
as condoning the practice of any government which persecutes 
men because of race or religion. 

But I believe that a fair investigation, a fair and impartial 
consideration of the facts, will disclose that the Russian Goy- 
ernment as a government is not prosecuting men or persecuting 
men because of their religious beliefs; that whatever prosecu- 
tions have taken place against those who are members of the 
church were upon the belief and in the belief that they were 
members of a counter-revolutionary movement and were using 
the church as a cloak of their religion for the purpose of pro- 
tecting themselves in their efforts. 

As an illustration of propaganda, some time last summer 
there appeared in perhaps all of the great leading dailies a 
story to the effect that Tikhon, the noble priest of Russia, had 
been imprisoned and while in prison his food had been poisoned, 
and that he had died a martyr to his belief. Now the only 
difficulty with that story was that the next day or two after he 
had been poisoned and died, as alleged, he gave an interview 
outside of the prison which was published the next day in the 
same papers. I am told now, in fact I have seen a copy of the 
propaganda or part of it that is soon to appear in the papers 
of the country, that Tikhon is again to be poisoned, and that he 
is again in prison, and that the persecution has been revived. 

I do not know—no man can know all the details nor sepa- 
rate all the false from the true facts in this matter. It is not 
within the power of human mind to do so. In all these crimi- 
nations and recriminations who can tell what the exact facts 
are? But when I find men of the character of those to whom 
I have addressed my attention to-day, who see the situation and 
who state it as they see it, I am led to believe that the time 
has come when we can better serve the cause of humanity, 
the cause of Christianity, the cause of peace, by dealing with 
those people as 16 to 18 other nations have than by treating 
them as outlaws. May I ask the Christian people of this 
country who are interested in preventing these persecutions, 
how are they going to prevent it? Has our policy during the 
last six years, if their statements of fact be true, prevented it? 

When these priests were upon trial we lodged a protest, as I 
understand, in Berlin which was to be sent to the Russian Goy- 
ernment. Naturally, it would have very little effect, coming 
from a power which was treating them as outlaws, to be ad- 
vised as to how they should deal with their internal affairs. 
Is it not infinitely better and liable to be far more successful 
to deal with this situation as other nations are dealing with 
it than to permit it to go this course, if their theory be correct? 
Because certainly under the present policy no protection is 
being extended, according to their own theory, to those who 
are being persecuted. 

The Senator from Massachusetts read extensively from the 
United Mine Workers of America and a letter from Mr. Gom- 
pers, I do not know the leader of the United Mine Workers 
personally. I know Mr. Gompers very well and respect him 
greatly. I have no personal controversy with either of the 
gentlemen; but I have at least a basketful of literature in my 
office, and I suspect every other Senator in the Chamber has, 
written and signed by eminent attorneys representing great 
interests in the country describing the United Mine Workers of 
America, their organization, their purpose, their ultimate aim, 
the objects which they would attain in this country. 

Everyone knows that they have been charged with designs 
and purposes with reference to established order and govern- 
ment and the rule of law in this country quite equal to any- 
thing which Zinoviev seems to have in his mind. The United 
Mine Workers would think it very unjust to their organization 


and to the large class of American citizens who belong to the 
organization if we should construe their purposes and their 
objects, their aims and their endeavors, in the light and in 
accordance with the mass of propaganda which has been in 
circulation in this country for the last six or eight months. 
They are charged with wholesale murder; they are charged 
with organizing for the purpose of browbeating and destroying 
men who own property and of destroying and taking possession 
of the property; they are charged with the purpose of taking 
absolute control of the mines of this country; and every aim 
and object and purpose which might be deemed to be in contra- 
vention of what we conceive to be the American principle is 
laid at the door of the American Mine Workers. It ought to 
be sufficient admonition and warning to the able leader of the 
Mine Workers not to pass judgment upon any man or any class 
of men until that man and those men at least are given a 
hearing. 

You can give me Zinoviev's lectures and speeches; I will put 
them down by the side of the statements of these lawyers and 
those whom they represent; and no man can tell the difference 
as to the ultimate result in this country between the two 
policies. I do not say this as a justification of the things which 
have been said by these lawyers; but the propaganda is there, 
and the statements have been made, and made by men far more 
responsible than is the Russian leader against whom we make 
complaint. I do not believe, so far as the Soviet Government 
itself. is concerned, that it has fathered any part of this 
propaganda since the declaration of Mr. Lenin with reference 
to the new economic policy in the spring of 1921. 

The whole theory was changed, the whole policy was 
changed; and, whatever individuals or irresponsible parties 
may have done, I can not get my consent, upon any evidence 
which has been adduced thus far, to believe that the Soviet 
Government itself has inaugurated, initiated, sustained, or 
maintained or encouraged any such proceeding. However, I 
repeat, suppose it has; it is infinitely the better that we should 
deal with it as other governments are dealing with it than to 
pursue the method by which we are now dealing with it, 

I wish to say just a word, Mr. President, as to why I have 
been interested from the beginning with reference to the Rus- 
sian situation. I am not interested in communism; I am not 
interested in socialism. A very distinguished American so- 
elalist in an article published in yesterday's newspapers inti- 
mated that there is a very close relationship between Mr. 
Steklov's thoughts and mine. Well, the gentleman who wrote 
that article and his doctrine, and Mr. Stecklov, whoever he 
may be and whatever he may be, and his doctrine are about 
the same to me. I do not speak disrespectfully personally of 
the gentleman, because I know the writer and respect him, but 
I refer to his doctrines, his teachings. The difference be- 
tween the author of yesterday’s doctrine of socialism and 
Steklov’s doctrine of communism, so far as this Goyernment is 
concerned, is the difference between creeping paralysis and 
instant death. Steklov’s doctrine would destroy our Govern- 
ment instantly, and the author of yesterday weuld comfort us 
with a lingering death. I do not believe in elther one of 
them; but I look beyond that proposition, Mr. President. I 
wish to see if it is possible to adopt a course and a policy 
which will tend to minimize, destroy, and eliminate both 
theories. There is just one form of government in which we 
here believe, in which I believe, and that is the blessed old 
Republic which was established in 1789. I believe, as Wash- 
ington believed, that the best way to maintain American prin- 
ciples is to extend the doctrine of Americanism in so far as 
we can by precept and example. Outlawry of a nation accom- 
plishes nothing. 

As Washington said in his letter in 1793—after he had recog- 
nized the French Government and for which he was criti- 
cized—in his opinion, while it was a bloody road over which 
the French people were traveling, it was the only road over 
which they could travel away from Bourbonism and to a sound 
democracy. Therefore, even at a time when the guillotine 
was operating every morning, when massacres had taken place 
a few months before, when the King had been beheaded a few 
months before, and the Queen had been beheaded a few months 
afterwards, he extended to them the recognition of the youn 
Republic. Twelve years afterwards Charles James Fox st 
up in the House of Commons and said, in effect: After 12 
years of futile experience, we are compelled to follow the prec- 
edent and the example of the great republican leader of the 
west and to recognize the Republic which we refused to recog- 
nize years ago. 

I venture to say to-day, without essaying the rdle of a prophet, - 
that the time will come, and at no distant date, when this 
Republic will recognize the present Government of Russia, 
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She will accept her as she sits there in possession of one-sixth 
of the earth’s surface, with 140,000,000 people under her con- 
trol, the richest nation in undeveloped natural resources in the 
world. When she does so this propaganda will seem, as we 
look back upon it, fatuous and ephemeral; this threat, sup- 
posed or real, to overthrow the American Republic will seem 
absurd; this turmoil and this strife will have an end, and the 
whole of Christendom will be served. So long, however, as 
140,000,000 people are outlawed; so long as a great nation is 
estranged; so long as she sits there upon the border of Europe 
menacing the peace of the world, there can be no peace in 
Europe; there can be no lifting of the crushing burden of 
armaments by the very fact that she is outlawed, and without 
peace in Europe there can be little peace anywhere else in 
the world. 

(Matter referred to in speech and for which leave was asked 
to print): 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. O., November 13, 1923. 
EBEN W. BURXSTEAD, 
Secretary, Massachusetta Civic Alliance, 
Bow 1335, Boston, Mass. 


Sin: I have your letter of November 2 with respect to the enforce- 
ment of the Logan Act, There has been a great deal of “ slush” coming 
to my attention with reference to this act, but not one single person 
has submitted a concrete statement of facts, nor have I in any way 
been able to get a statement of facts to show violation of the Logan 
Act. If you have any data in your possession which indicates a viola- 
tion of the Logan Act, please forward it to this department, or better, 
take it to the United States attorney at Boston. 

Respectfully, 
For the Attorney General. 


(Signed) Jons W. H. Crim, 
Assistant Attorney General, 


Exursir III. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICH, 
Washington, D. O., December $, 1928. 
Evererr P. Wuneirr, Esq., 
27 William Street, New York City. 


Sim: I have your letter of November 30 inclosing a copy of your 
article reprinted trom The American Journal of International Law 
and note the discussion in your letter with respect to the interpretation 
of section 5 of the United States Criminal Code. Both your letter and 
your article are interesting, but what this department needs, and what 
it has never had, is some evidence to act on. No names of American 
citizens alleged to have offended this section have been submitted to 
this department. No verbal or written correspondence has been sub- 
mitted to this department. No facts constituting intercourse have been 
submitted to this department. 

If you will submit detailed evidence giving the names of the citizens, 
the correspondence or intercourse, the measure or conduct of the foreign 
government, the dispute or controversy, which are necessary to be plead 
in an indictment, this department will be, as it always has been, glad 
to take appropriate action. 

All that it has ever had from your association is letters or papers of 
the character of your letter of November 30, which amount to no more 
than academic discussions of section 5 of the Criminal Code. In such 
letter you state: 

“I know that you have under consideration the question as to 
whether the act of Congress, section 5 of the Criminal Code, applies 
to criminal correspondence with a foreign government which has not 
been recognized by the United States.” 

Without submitting one single fact showing any criminal corre 
spondence, you then proceed to discuss a number of cases which you 
feel throw light on an interpretation of this law. One fairly definite 
complaint was made to this department before I came here, and the 
Attorney General held that the facts involved did not constitute an 
offense. 

Your society can render a very much greater service it it will submit 
detailed facts as to the conduct of definite individuals rather than 
general discussions of whether or not the law ought to be enforced, 
Of course the law should be enforced, but it can not be enforced without 
knowing at least the name of some one to prosecute, 

Respectfully, 
(Signed) Jons W. H. Cent, 
Assistant Attorney General. 


Mr. Asquith recalled an historical episode which Is equally pertinent: 
It is nd good saying that we must not deal with these people 
because they are red-handed and that sort of thing. As my right hon- 
orable friend, the member for Carnarvon Boroughs, has said, we made 


exactly the same mistake in connection with the French Revolution. 
They were regleides, they were atheists, they shut up the churches, they 
disestablished and disendowed the clergy, which in those days was 
almost regarded as a capital crime, and we were foolish enough, our 
Government was foolish enough, to suspend relations with them for 
years, with the result that misunderstandings multiplied, the gulf that 
separated us widened, and Europe was plunged into what was up to that 
date the most desolating war in history. Do not let us make the same 
mistake again.” 


REVOLUTIONARY. PROPAGANDA, 
GENDRAL STATEMENTS. 


Commissar of Foreign Affairs Chicherin to the Governments of 
Great Britain, France, Italy, Japan, and United States, in reply to the 
Prinkipo inyitation, February 4, 1919: 

“As for the complaints frequently expressed in the Entente press with 
regard to the international revolutionary propaganda of the Russian 
Soviet Government, that Government declares that it is ready, if neces- 
sary, to include in the general agreement with the Entente powers 
the obligation not to interfere in their internal affairs, pointing out, 
however, that it can not limit the freedom of the revolutionary press.” 
(Russian-American Relations, p. 802.) 

Commissar of Foreign Affairs Chicherin to the Italian ambassador, 
Washington, replying to the note of Secretary Colby of August 10, 
1920: 

“Tf the Russian Government binds itself to abstain from spreading 
communist literature, all its representatives abroad are enjoined scrupu- 
lously to observe this pledge. That the elementary economie 
needs of the peoples of Russia and of other countries demand normal 
relations and an exchange of goods between them is quite clear to the 
Russian Government, and the first condition of such relations is mutual 
good faith and nonintervention on both parts.” (Soviet Russia, 
Vol. III, p. 383.) 

Russian trade representative in Italy, Vorovsky, to the Itallan 
Government, February 27, 1923: 

“With regard to the Communist International, which is a political 
association having its central offices in Moscow, it constitutes an orr 
ganization completely independent of the Russian Government, which 
is not united to it by any bond or any engagement. In its activities, 
and those for which it is responsible, it is limited by the common law 
of the Republic. This organization in its public declarations expresses 
solely its own point of view; the Soviet Government is in no way re 
sponsible for the declarations and the actions of this organization, just 
as no other Government is responsible for the actions of political 
parties working in its territory in conformity with its laws.” (In- 
formation and Review, official journal of the Russian trade delega- 
tion, London, March 10, 1923.) 

Note from the Vice Commissar for Foreign Affairs Litvinoy to the 
British Minister for Foreign Affairs September 27, 1921: 

“The Russian Government desires to take advantage of this occa- 
sion to affirm once more, as it has frequently done before, that the fact 
that the Third International, for perfectly obvious reasons, chooses 
Russia as the country in which its executive committees reside—Russia 
being the only country that allows full liberty for the spread of com- 
munist ideas, as well as personal liberty to communists—and also the 
fact that certain members of the Russian Government, in their capacity 
as private individuals, belong to this executive committee are no more 
to be taken as a basis for declaring that the Third International and 
the Russian Government are identical than the faet that the Second In- 
ternational, constantly in session at Brussels, and including among 
the members of its executive committee the Belgian Minister Vander- 
velde, may prove the identity of the Second International with the 
Belgian Government. 

Furthermore, the executive committee of the Third International 
consists of 31 members, of whom only 5 are Russians, 3 of whom do 
not belong to the staff of the Russian Government.” (Soviet Russia, 
Vol. V, p. 261.) 

SPECIFIC PLEDGES. 

Anglo-Russlan trade agreement, March 16, 1921: 

The present agreement is subject to the fulfillment of the following 
conditions, namely: 

“(a) That each party refrains from hostile actions or undertakings 
against the other and from conducting outside of its own borders any 
official propaganda, direct or indirect, against the institutions of the 
British Empire or the Russian Soviet Republic, respectively, * * © 

It is understood that the term “conducting any oficial propaganda 
includes the giving by either party of assistance or encouragement to 
any propaganda conducted outside its own borders.” (Preamble.) 
(Soviet Russia, Vol. IV, p. 374.) 

Russo-German trade agreement, May 6, 1921: ; 

“The representations of the two parties and the persons employed in 
these representations shall rigorously limit their actlons to the tasks 
provided for in the present agreement; specifically they shall abstain 
from all propaganda directed against the Government or the institu- 
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tions of the country in which they are stationed.” 
(Soviet Russia, Vol. V, p. 13.) 

Russo-Norwegian trade agreement, September 2, 1921: 

“The members of the delegations and their staffs engage themselves 
to abstain from any political propaganda and not to interfere with the 
internal affairs of the respective country.” (Art. VIII.) (Soviet Rus- 
sla, Vol. V. p. 224.) 

Russo-Polish treaty of peace, March 18, 1921: 

“The parties mutually agree that they will fully respect the sov- 
ereignty of the other party and that they will refrain from any inter- 
ference in its internal matters, from any agitation, propaganda, any 
form of intervention or any assistance thereto.” (Art. V.) (Soviet 
Russia, vol. 4, p. 478.) 

Russo-Italian trade agreement, December 26, 1921: 

“The present conyention is conditioned upon the fulfillment of the 
following conditions: 

“That both of the parties shall abstain from any act or attempt 
hostile to the other party and shall abstain from carrying on outside 
thelr own boundaries any direct or indirect propaganda against the in- 
stitutions of the Kingdom of Italy or of the Russian Soviet Gov- 
ernment, 

“By the term ‘carrying on propaganda’ we include assistance or 
encouragement given by either party to any propaganda whatsoever 
conducted outside of its own boundaries, * * 

“The two parties obligate themselves e to give all neces- 
sary instructions to the agents or other persons subject to their 
authority in order that they may conform to the above-stated con- 
ditions.” (Preamble.) (Soviet Russia, vol. 6, p. 58.) 

Note to the Italian Government from the Russian trade representa- 
tive in Italy, Vorovsky, February 27, 1923: 

Having informed my Government of our conversation, I Nase been 
formally authorized to declare that the Russian Government has never 
been and is not now engaged in and will not in the future engage in 
any propaganda hostile to the institutions of Italy. This is under- 
taken not only in virtue of the engagements assumed under para- 
graph A of the preamble to the preliminary accord between Italy 
und Russia, dated December 26, 1921, but also of Russia's sincere de- 
sire for a closer and more friendly rapprochment with Italy, with 
which country Russia has so many common interests—political, eco- 
nomic, and cultural, 

“The change of government in Italy early in November last has not 
in any way modified the attitude already adopted by my Government, 
since the latter does not consider that it has the right to intervene 
in the internal affairs of Italy or to pronounce on the type of govern- 
ment which might be suitable for that country.“ (Information ana 
Review, official journal of the Russian trade delegation, London, 
March 10, 1923.) 

Russo-Finnish treaty of peace October 14, 1920: 

“Both states pledge themselves to a mutual state of peace and to 
maintain good neighborly spirit.” (Art. 1, Soviet Russia, vol. 4, 
p. 68.) 

Russo-Persian treaty February 26, 1921: 

“Recognizing the right of each people to the free and unhindered 
settlement of its political fate, each of the high contracting parties 
disclaims and will strictly refrain from interference in the internal 
affairs of the other party.” (Art. 4, Soviet Russia, vol. 4, p. 426.) 


DEBTS. 


Commissar of Foreign Affairs Chicherin to the Governments of 
Great Britain, France, Italy, Japan, and the United States in reply to 
the Prinkipo invitation February 4, 1919: 

“In view of the particular importance which is attached not only 
by the press but also by the numerous declarations of the representa- 
tives of the Entente Governments to the question of Russian loans the 
Soviet Government first of all declares its readiness to make conces- 
sions in this matter to the demands of the Entente powers. It does 
not refuse to recognize its financial obligations to its creditors who are 
subjects of the Entente powers, leaving the precise formulation of the 
manner in which this point is to be enforced to the special treaties, 
the elaboration of which is to be one of the tasks of the proposed 
negotiations.” (Russian-American Relations, p. 298.) 

Declaration of recognition of claims, signed by Sir Robert S. Horne 
for the British Government and L. Krassin for the Russian Goyern- 
ment, at London, March 16, 1921: 

“At the moment of signature of the preceding trade agreement both 
parties declare that all claims of either party or of its nationals 
nun lust the other party in respect of obligations incurred by the exist- 
ing or former Governments of elther country shall be equitably dealt 
with in the formal general peace treaty referred to in the preamble. 

In the meantime, and without prejudice to the generality of the 
above stipulation, the Russian Soviet Government declares that it is 
liable to pay compensation to private persons who have supplied goods 
or services to Russia for which they have not been paid.“ (Soviet 
Russia, Vol. IV, p. 377.) 

Note to foreign powers from the Commissar of Foreign Affairs 
Chicherin October 28, 1921 


(Art. XV.) 
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“The Soviet Government declares that it Is firmly convinced that 
no people is obliged to pay the price of the chains which have been 
imposed upon it during centuries. 

“But in its unshakable determination to come to a full accord with 
the other powers, the Russian Government is inclined to consent in this 
matter to several essential and highly important concessions. 

“In this it is meeting the wishes of the numerous small holders of 
Russian bonds (especially in France), for whom the recognition of the 
Czarist debt is a matter of vital interest. 

“For these reasons the Russlan Government declares itself ready to 
recognize the obligations toward other states and their citizens which 
arise from state loans concluded by the Czarist Government before 1914, 
on the express condition that there shall ‘be special conditions and 
facilities which will make it possible to carry out this undertaking.’ ” 
(Soviet Russia, Vol. V, p. 260; Vol. VI, p. 32.) 

Note from the Commissar of Foreign Affairs to the Russian trade 
representative at London, November 12, 1921: 

“We consider the question of Russia’s indebtedness to be only a 
specific phase of the general problem of the rehabilitation of Russia, 
and of the still more important problem of the economic rehabili- 
tation of the whole world. We therefore propose that each partial 
question touching the Russlan loans should be investigated in con- 
nection with the problem as a whole, with which the whole world 
is faced and which requires a general consideration at the conference 
proposed by the Russian Government * . 

In view of this standpoint taken by us toward the Czarist debts, 
we believe that in declaring our readiness to recognize the loans of 
the period before the war we are making an extremely important con- 
cession, and the actual aim of this concession Is to smooth the way 
for a full agreement, for ecomonic collaboration in common tasks, in 
the field of production and exchange.” (Soviet Russia, Vol. VI, p. 32.) 

Mr. William G. Bullitt, member of the staff of the American Com- 
mission to Negotiate Peace, testifying before the Senate Committee 
on Foreign Relations, September 12, 1919: 

“I was sent to Moscow to obtain an exact statement of the terms 
that the Soviet Government was ready to accept, and I received on 
the 14th (March, 1919) the following statement from Chicherin and 
Litvinov * * *. The Soviet Government undertook to accept this 
proposal, provided it was made by the allied and associated govern- 
ments not later than April 10, 1919. The proposal reads as fol- 
lows (reading) : 

ae * è The allied and associated governments, taking cogni- 
zunce of the statement of the Soviet Government of Russia, in its 
note of February 4, in regard to its foreign debts, propose as an 
integral part of this agreement that the Soviet Government and the 
other governments which have been set up on the territory of the 
former Russian Empire, and Finland, shall recognize their responsi- 
bility for the financial obligations of the former Russian Empire to 
foreign states, parties to this agreement, and to the nationals of such 
states.“ 

Mr. Bullitt's testimony continued: 

“On reaching Helsingfors I sent a telegram to the mission at 
Paris: ‘Most secret, for the President, Secretary Lansing, and Colonel 
House only, in which I said that in handing me the statement which 
I have just read, Chicherin and Litvinov had explained that tho 
executive council of the Soviet Government considered itself abso- 
lutely bound to accept the proposals made therein, provided they were 
made on or before April 10, and under no conditions would they 
change their minds. * * * 

“I also explained that Chicherin and all the other members of the 
Government with whom I had talked had said In the most positive 
and unequivocal manner that the Soviet Government was determined 
to pay its foreign debts, and I was convinced that there would be no 
dispute on that point.” 

Regarding his report, containing the above proposal by the Soviet 
Government, Mr, Bullitt testified: 

“I handed copies of this personally to Secretary Lansing, Colonel 
House, General Bliss, and Mr. Henry White, and 1 handed a second 
copy, for the President, to Mr. Lansing.” (Hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate, Sixty-sixth Congress, 
first session; Treaty of Peace with Germany, vol. 2.) 


FOREIGN PROPERTY RIGHTS. 


Declaration of recognition of claims, signed by Sir Robert S. Horne 
for the British Government, and L. Krassin for the Russian Govern- 
ment, at London, March 16, 1921: 

“At the moment of signature of the preceding trade agreement both 
parties declare that all claims of either party or of its nationals 
against the other party in respect of obligations incurred by the 
existing or former governments of either country shall be equitably 
dealt with in the formal genera] peace treaty referred to in the 
preamble. 

“In the meantime, and without prejudice to the generality of the 
above stipulation, the Russian Soviet Government declares that it Is 
liable to pay compensation to private persons who have supplied 
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goods or services to Russia for which they have not been paid.” 
(Soviet Russia, vol. 4. p. 377.) 

Decree of the Council of People’s Commissars, signed V. Ulianov 
(Lenin), chairman, Moscow, April 11, 1921: 

“In connection with the signing of the trade agreement between 
the Russian Socialist Federal Soviet Republie and Great Britain on 
March 16 the Council of People’s Commissars has decided : 


“+ +. © To instruct the governing board of the supreme council 
of public economy, pursuant to paragraph 2 of the declaration of 
claims annexed to the agreement, to adopt the necessary measures for 
determining the quality and proportion of goods belonging to British 
citizens taken under control by the Soviet Government.” (Soviet 
Russia, vol. 4, p. 472.) 

Declaration of claims annexed to the Russo-Italian trade agreement, 
signed by Marchese Della Torretta, Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
Italy, and Voroysky, Russian trade representative, at Rome, December 
26, 1921: 

“The Russian Soviet Government declares that it recognizes in 
principle its own responsibility for the payment of compensation to 
private persons who may have furnished goods or service to Russia 
that may still remain unpaid.” (Soviet Russia, vol, 6, p. 58.) 

Russo-Finnish treaty of peace, October 14, 1920: 

“The Russian Government agrees to return to the former owners 
all ships owned by Finnish citizens or companies enjoying the right of 
domicile in Finland, which were confiscated by the Russian Govern- 
ment during the World War without any compensation to their 
owners, as well as Finnish ships which without compensation have 
become the property of the Russian state, (Art. XXIII.) 

Finnish citizens and companies or associations enjoying domicile 
rights in Finland have in regard to their property in Russia, as well 
as to their claims and other demands from the Russian state or Its 
state institutions, the same rights and privileges as Russia has granted 
or will grant to the citizens of the most-favored country.” (Art. 
XXVIII.) (Soviet Russia, vol. 4, p. 70.) 

Russo-Polish treaty of peace, March 18, 1921: 

“Russia and Ukraine are to return to Poland the following, brought 
into Russia or Ukraine since January 1, 1772: (a) War trophies, (b) 
libraries, books, archeological collections, archives, art objects, all 
collections and accumulations of historical, national, archeological, 
edcuational, or general cultural value. There are to be 
returned also educational and school laboratories, cabinets, and col- 
lections taken from the beginning of the war to October 1, 1915. (Art. 
XI.) 

“Each of the contracting parties recognizes that the Government 
property found on the territory of one and subject to return to the 
other is incontestably the property of the latter. (Art. XII.) 

“Poland is to receive for her share in the reserve fund of the 
government bank of the former Russian Empire the sum of 30,000.000 
rubles in gold coin or ingots within a period of one year from the 
date of the ratification of the treaty. (Art. XIII.) 

“The return to Poland of the property of municipal organs and 
institutions, of juridical and private persons who left Poland either 
voluntarily or under compulsion between August 1, 1914, and October 
1, 1915. For property destroyed Poland receives adequate compensa- 
tion. (Art. XV.) 

“Russia and Ukraine agree to present to Poland a statement of 
deposits and balances by Polish citizens in Russian or Ukrainian 
nationalized or liquidated credit institutions, and also in the govern- 
ment institutions and banks. Russia and Ukraine extend to Polish 
juridical and private persons all the rights enjoyed by them at the 
time the deposits were made, equal to the rights of Russian juridical 
and private persons.” (Soviet Russia, Vol. IV, p. 478.) (Art. XVII.) 

Russo-Norwegian trade agreement, September 2, 1921: 

“Both Governments declare that they will not initiate nor support 
any sieps with a view to attach or take possession of any funds, goods, 
or movable or immovable property belonging to the other or its na- 
tionals lawfully imported into or acquired in the respective countries 
after the conclusion of this agreement.” (Art. IV, Soviet Russia, Vol. 
V. p. 224.) 

Anglo-Russian trade agreement, March 16, 1921: 

“Merchandise, the produce or manufacture of one country im- 
ported into the other in pursuance of this agreement, shall not be 
subject therein to compulsory requisition on the part of the Govern- 
ment or of any local authority.” (Art. XI, Soviet Russia, Vol. IV, 
p. 374.) 


Note from the Russian Government to the representatives of the 
British, French, and Italian Governments at Genoa, March 15, 1922: 

“The Council of the People's Commissars considers as a practical 
problem the application in Russia in the interests both of the country 
and the rest of the world of the technical capacity and material re- 
sources of foreign states where industry has been more fully de- 
veloped. The Council of People’s Commissars have therefore guar- 
anteed by a decree of November 22, 1920 (C. of L. 1920, art. 421), 
the property of those holding concessions in Russia against any sort 


of nationalization, requisition, or confiscation, and have thus given 
them various privileges which will allow them to carry on their busi- 
nesses without hindrance. 

“The reestablishment of property in industry, and of private initia- 
tive in production generally, naturally involves the same principles in 
commerce. A series of decrees of the central executive committee and 
of the People’s Commissars has established full liberty for private 
commercial transactions, the ban on private trade having been removed.” 
(C. of L., 1921, arts. 149, 212, and 350.) 


CONTRACTUAL RELATIONS, 


The Russian Soviet Government has had contractual relations with 
two American institutions, the American Red Cross and the American 
Food Administration. 

Col. Raymond Robins, American Red Cross commissioner in Russia 
from June, 1917, to June, 1918, states: 

“In my experience for over six months as the unofficia] representa- 
tive of the American Government in Russia every promise and engage- 
ment and obligation made by the Soviet Government was strictly 
fulfilled. This was my experience and the experience of my successor 
in Russia, Major Wardweil.” (Interview, February 23, 1923.) 

An agreement between the Soviet Government and the American 
Relief Administration was signed at Riga, August 20, 1921. 

Mr. Herbert Hoover, director of the American Rellet Administration, 
when asked by the correspondent of the Russian Telegraph Agency 
regarding the fulfillment by the Soviet Government of its contracts with 
the American Relief Administration, replied: 

“I appreciate the great efforts they have made to cooperate with 
us.” (January 30, 1923.) 

Colonel Haskell, the director of the American Relief Association 
operations in Russia, cabled from Moscow to the American Relief Asso- 
ciation in New York March 6, 1923: 

“Much better understanding now with Government on all questions 
affecting American Relief Association operations. Closer and friendlier 
cooperation. Every reason to feel that the Riga agreement will be 
fully met by the soviets, whose difficulties are real. Conferences with 
Radek, Litvinov, Krassin, Kalinin, and Kameney indicate their sincere 
desire to assist us. All express appreciation and promise us friendly 
and effective cooperation as long as we may be in Russia.” 

Fridtjof Nansen, high commissioner of the Geneva Conference on the 
Russian famine, addressing the International Labor Conference of the 
League of Nations, November 12, 1921, said: 

“Six weeks ago I pointed out to the assembly of the League of 
Nations that I had been to Russia; that I had seen the authorities of 
the Soviet Government; that I had made with them an agreement with 
which I was satisfied, and with which everyone who has seriously 
examined it was satisfied, and was sure that relief ‘given for the 
famine areas would actually reach the starving people. We were satis- 
fied that the soviet authorities would, to the best of our belief, 
do everything in their power to assist and promote whatever work of 
relief might be begun.” (Extract from Provisional Record, League of 
Nations, International Labor Conference, third sessiou, Geneva, No. 17, 
November 12, 1921.) 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that fol- 
lowing the morning hour on the day after to-morrow, if agree- 
able to the Senate, I shall address the Senate upon conditions 
in Russia. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I shall now occupy only a 
few minutes of the time of the Senate in making one or two 
observations. upon the speech of the able Senator from Idaho. 

I had assumed when this matter came before the Senate 
prior to the holiday recess, and the resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate that the existing Russian Government 
should be recognized was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, that at that time a clear-cut issue was made 
by the Senator from Idaho himself, who, I understood, either 
denied or questioned, first, the existence of propaganda in this 
country at this time, emanating from Moscow, seeking ulti- 
mately to overthrow our form of government; and, secondly, 
questioned any responsibility of the present Soviet Govern- 
ment of Russia for such propaganda as may have existed, if 
any did exist. I had supposed that was the issue; I had 
supposed that was the question which the Committee on For- 
eign Relations was to take up and investigate; but we find 
to-day that the Senator from Idaho, in replying to the speech 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, has not met that issue 
nor attempted to do so, except to the extent of occupying about 
one minute in the latter portion of his speech in referring to 
that question. On the contrary, the able speech of the Sen- 
ator from Idaho to-day has proceeded upon the theory of 
accepting the existence of such propaganda and accepting the 
responsibility of the Soviet Government for it, but suggesting 
that if we desire it stopped in the United States, the way to 
stop it is to recognize the existing Government of Russia. 
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The Senator from Idaho also inferentially charged bad 
faith upon the part of the administration in inviting, as he 
Says, negotiations, but when the invitation of President Cool- 
idge was accepted, the Secretary of State, Mr. Hughes, bru- 
tally shut the door in the face of the Russian foreign minister. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. I did not refer to the reply of Secretary 
Hughes at all; I never mentioned it in my speech. Neither 
did I in any sense, in the slightest degree, charge bad faith 
upon the part of the President. 

Mr. LENROOT. I am very glad to accept the statement, 
because I want to analyze the language the Senator from 
Idaho undertook to construe, in which he attempted to show 
that President Coolidge had, in fact, invited the Russian Goy- 
ernment to negotiate, 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Idaho did not say that the 
President had invited negotiations; the Senator from Idaho 
said that the President had laid down three propositions with 
which the Senator from Idaho was in hearty accord. 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; but the Senator In attempting to con- 
strue the language of the President gave it a construction 
which, I am sure, on reflection he will concede was not accurate, 

The Senator from Idaho said—and he will correct me if I am 
mistaken—that the President laid down three propositions. 
The Senator from Idaho stated that the President said when- 
ever there appears any disposition to do certain things, then 
we ought to go to the economic and moral rescue of Russia. 
But these are the propositions which the Senator from Idaho 
laid down: First, reading the language of the President— 


Whenever there appears a disposition to compensate our citizens who 
were despoiled, and to recognize that debt contracted with our Gov- 
ernment, not by the Czar but by the newly formed Republic of Russia— 


And then the Senator construed the language of the Pres- 
ident to be “ whenever there appears any disposition to abate 
the active spirit of enmity to our institutions,” then we should 
go to the economic and moral rescue of Russia, That, how- 
ever, is not what the President said. The President said: 


Whenever there appears any disposition to compensate our citizens 
who were despolled, and to recognize that debt contracted with our 
Government, not by the Czar but by the newly formed Republic of 
Russia— 


And then the President said, not“ whenever there is a dispo- 
sition to abate the active spirit of enmity,” but his language is: 


Whenever the active spirit of enmity to our institutions is abated— 


A positive statement, not a disposition to abate, not some- 
thing upon which there might be negotiations, but whenever 
the thing is done— 


Whenever there appear works meet for repentance 
Then, he says— 


our country ought to be the first to go to the economic and moral 
rescue of Russia. 


So that a part of the program is dependent upon negotia- 
tions, but the part with reference to propaganda, with ref- 
erence to hostility to our institutions, is not dependent in any 
way upon negotiations, Of course the Senator from Idaho 
and other Senators may take the position that whether Russia 
should abate an active spirit of hostility to our institutions 
here should be a matter of negotiation; I do not. One of the 
most fundamental rules of international law, as every Senator 
knows, is that no nation has any right to interfere with the 
internal affairs of another or seek to secure a change of the 
form of government in that other nation, 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LENROOT. I do. 

Mr. BROOKHART. When a state of war exists between 
nations, how about that? 

Mr. LENROOT. Oh, we are not talking about a state of war 
now. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The last state that we had with Rus- 
sia was one having armies there operating against the pres- 
ent Russian Government. Since that time it has not changed 
by any recognition, or anything of that sort. 

Mr. LENROOT. So, then, the position of the Senator from 
Towa is that by reason of that occurrence it is perfectly proper 
and legitimate for Russia to attempt to overthrow this Goyern- 
ment, The Senator can take that position if he chooses, 


Mr, BROOKHART. No; that is not my position; but since 
we are in a position of war, the Senator’s criticism has no 
weight. 

Mr. LENROOT. We are not in a position of war. 

Mr. BROOKHART. It does not go at the proposition as 
one friendly nation would with another friendly nation. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think Russia is justified 
in this propaganda? 

Mr. BROOKHART. No; I do not think they are doing it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Oh, that is another question. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I think it is the most ridiculous argu- 
ment I have ever heard coming from fill-grown men. 

Mr. LENROOT. Of course, unless one examines the facts, 
one might naturally make the statement that was just made 
by the Senator from Iowa, 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let us notice the facts, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin further yleld to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LENROOT. I am not going into a discussion of that 
question, because the Senator from Idaho did not discuss it, 
and 1 do not care to go into a discussion of the responsibility 
of the present Government of Russia for the propaganda that 
admittedly is going on in this country to-day. It is going on, 
of course; even the Senator from Iowa must admit that; but 
he may deny that the Russian Government is responsible for it. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I have never met any of it anywhere. 
It may be going on, but I have been in half or two-thirds of 
the States, and I have never met any of it anywhere. 

Mr. LENROOT. That is a very convincing reply. 

Mr, President, what was Secretary Hughes's reply to the 
proposal of the foreign minister of Russia? He said: 


There would seem to be at this time no reason for negotiations. 
The American Government, as the President said in bis message to 
the Congress, is not proposing to barter away its principles. If the 
soviet authorities are ready to restore the confiscated property of 
American citizens or make effective compensation, they can do so. 


That is the first proposition. Does the Senator froa Idaho 
think that should be a matter of negotiation? 

Mr. BORAH. What is that? 

Mr. LENROOT. Whether they should restore the confis- 
cated property of American citizens. Is it not one of the 
fundamental duties of nations not to confiscate the property 
of the nationals of another? 

Mr. BORAH. Why, certainly it is: but if the confiscation 
takes place, and it is now past, that is water under the wheel. 
How are you going to arrive at the amount of damages? 

Mr. LENROOT. Ah! 

Mr. BORAH. Wait just a moment. How are you going to 
arrive at the amount of damage that has been done or the 
amount that is to be paid? 

Mr. LENROOT. By negotiation. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. } 

Mr. LENROOT. Exactly; and there is nothing inconsistent 
with that in Secretary Hughes's statement. Of course, when 
you come to arriving at the amount of damages, if the damaged 
party is unwilling to accept the sum offered by the Russian 
Government, then it would become a matter of negotiation. 

Mr. BORAH. But how would the Senator now have Rus- 
sia restore this property without negotiation? How would they 
do it? This property has passed off the earth. It is not there 
any more, lots of it. They have to pay for it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Very well. 

Mr. BORAH. How would the Government of Russia restore 
it, and what amount would they restore? 

Mr. LENROOT. So far as the property in existence is con- 
cerned, of course the property itself could be restored. So far 
as the property is destroyed, the Government would do what any 
other government would do, namely, invite those whose property 
was destroyed to present their claims to that Government. 

Mr. BORAH. Did we do that way with Germany? 

Mr. LENROOT. We were at war with Germany—— 

Mr. BORAH. How does that change the situation? 

Mr. LENROOT. And we made a treaty with reference to 
the claims of the different citizens. 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly. Does the Senator think that sub- 
marines are more desirable than propaganda? 

Mr. LENROOT. Does not the Senator distinguish between 
relations between two countries which are at war and rela- 
tions between two countries which are not at war? 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly; but when it comes to settling the 
amount of damage which has been done by submarines, or the 
amount of damage which has been done by propaganda, or by 
confiscation, what is the difference between the two proposi- 
tions? How are you going to arrive at the amount which the 
Government is to pay? 
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Mr. LENROOT. We arrived first, because we were in a 
state of war with Germany, at a recognition by treaty with 
Germany of their responsibility for the amount; did we not? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. And then, when it came to arriving at the 
figures, it became a matter of negotiation. 

Mr. BORAH. Germany acknowledged in principle her liabil- 
ity for the damage. 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. Russin has not done that, however, 
and that is what Secretary Hughes is talking about. 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly; but Mr. Chicherin says that they 
are prepared to do that very thing. 

Mr. LENROOT. But they have not done it. That is the 

int. There is property in Russia to-day, not property that 

as been destroyed, but in existence, that the so-called Russian 
Government is to-day controlling, over which that Government 
is exercising control and dominion. The Senator will not deny 
that it would be easy enough, if they were acting in good faith, 
as an evidence of thelr good faith, first to restore that property. 

Mr. BROOKHART,. Mr. resident 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; I do not yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, suppose that the Congress of 
the United States should pass an act, signed by the President, 
and it becomes a law, confiscating the property of all aliens in 
the United States. 

Mr. BORAH. We came very near doing that. 

Mr. LENROOT. No; we did not. Does the Senator think 
that that would be a subject of negotiation? Does not the 
Senator think that this Government would very promptly re- 
voke that act unless it wanted a severance of all diplomatic 
relutions with the country the property of whose nationals we 
had confiscated? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator laid stress upon the 
word “disposition.” The Senator will admit that the word 
“disposition” does relate to the question of payment of the 
claims and the payment of the debts. 

Mr. LENROOT. Exactly. 

Mr. BORAH. The President said that whenever a disposi- 
tion is disclosed upon the part of this Government to settle these 
claims or to pay these claims, the Government of the United 
States should go far to help ameliorate the economic and moral 
status of the people of Russia. When Chicherin replied, hav- 
ing called attention to the President’s message, that he was 
ready to go as far as any government could go for the purpose 
of achieving that end, was that a disposition? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; not when they have property there that 
they could have evidenced their disposition by restoring to the 
rightful owners. 

Mr. President, the Senator admits the duty of that Govern- 
ment, if it would oecupy a place in the family of nations, to 
restore that property; and yet it is holding in its hands to-day 
that property and wants to negotiate with reference to its 
restoration! That is not a disposition such as the President 
had reference to—of course not. 

He then goes on to say: 


If the soviet authorities are ready to restore the confiscated property 
of American citizens or make effective compensation, they can do so, 

If the soviet authorities are ready to repeal their decree repudiating 
Russia's obligations to this country and appropriately recognize them, 
then can do so. 

It requires no conference or negotiations to accomplish these results, 
which can and should be achieved at Moscow as evidence of good faith. 


Is it the Senator's position that before Russia shall fulfill any 
obligations which it has under international law it shall be a 
matter of barter and bargain and trade? 

But it is said that Russia had claims against us that ought 
to be considered in any disposition of the indebtedness that we 
claim to us from her, 

Mr. BORAH. Who says so? 

Mr. LENROOT. I do not say the Senator said so, 

Mr. BORAH. Very well. 

Mr. LENROOT. That may well be; but the present Russian 
Government has a decree repudiating those debts, and Secre- 
tary Hughes suggests that one of the things that it might do 
as evidence of its good faith is to repeal that decree. It does 
not require any negotiations for that. 

Mr. BORAH. Of course, Mr. President, if the Russian Gov- 
ernment should follow the precedents which are now established, 
what she could do would be to recognize the debt and then pay 
no further attention to It. 
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Mr. LENROOT. That might be; and I rather expect that if 
we ever do get an adjustment, so far as an acknowledgement 
of the indebtedness is concerned, it will have just about the 
same effect. 

But, again, it is going to a question of good faith upon the 
part of the officials who, the Senator from Idaho insists, should 


be recognized to-day. It is easy enough for them to repeal the 
decree of repudiation; it is easy enough for them to recognize 
the indebtedness to the United States, and then set up as an 
offset, if they choose, such damages as they feel they have 
incurred by reason of any act of the United States. 

Then Secretary Hughes goes on: $ 


Most serious is the continned propaganda to overthrow the institu- 
tions of this country. This Government can enter into no negotiations 
until these efforts directed from Moscow are abandoned. 


So, Mr. President, there Is no inconsistency between the Presi- 
dent’s message and the note of Secretary Hughes. They are iu 
entire harmony; and the first requisite demanded by this ad- 
ministration is that Russia show some evidence of good faith 
by doing these things that it is its plain duty to do if it would 
occupy a place in the family of nations. 

Only a moment more at this time, Mr. President, because. 
as I say, the question of the responsibility of the present Goy- 
ernment of Russia for this propaganda does not seem to be in 
issue here to-day, At least there has been no attempt to reply 
to the speech of the able Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lobo] upon that subject, and we find the contention now made 
that we ought to recognize Russia because if we do so recognize 
her the propaganda now going on in this country probably will 
cease when otherwise it may go on in increasing force. So the 
proposition seems to be, Mr. President, that if we recognize 
Russia, enter into diplomatic relations with her, and enable 
her to put a consulate in every city in America if she chooses, 
spreading them everywhere, that act, making it much easier for 
them to disseminate their propaganda, will be more likely to 
cause the propaganda to cease. That is merely a matter of 
opinion, Mr. President. Any Senator, any American citizen 
ean form his own opinion upon that subject. 

I do not intend to argue it; but I was rather surprised to 
find the distinguished Senator from Idaho arguing this after- 
noon that the fact that some sixteen or eighteen nations in 
Europe had recognized Russia was a strong reason why we 
should do so. No Senator in this body bas more eloquently 
proclaimed the duty of the United States to decide its own 
course with reference to foreign relations, irrespective of the 
action of any other nation, than has the distinguished Senator 
from Idaho, I agreed with him when the question of our en- 
try into the League of Nations was before us, and I agree 
with him now, that it is our duty to decide that question in 
accordance with what we believe will be best for America, and 
because other nations may have seen fit to recognize Russia is 
no more persuasive to me, sir, than the fact that other na- 
tions have seen fit to enter into the League of Nations, which 
at the time that matter, was before us had no influence upon 
my distinguished friend. 

Mr. President, at some later time, should the issue be really 
raised as to the responsibility of the present Government of 
Russia for the propaganda now going on in this country, I 
shall take occasion to speak at some length upon this subject, 
but at present I only desire to read one paragraph from a 
letter which every Senator and Member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives has received, admittedly coming from Moscow, 
the responsibility of which primarily is admittedly with the 
Third International, not three years ago, not two years ago, 
not prior to 1921, but within the last 30 days, the anthen- 
ticity of which is vouched for by the executive secretary of the 
Workers Party of America, Mr. Ruthenberg. Did the Senator 
from Massachusetts put that into the Recorp in his address 
to-day? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes: I put it in. 

Mr, LENROOT. It has already been put into the Recorp, 
but I want to eall attention to one paragraph, and one only. 
This document, coming from Moscow, signed by the executive 
committee of the Third International, and, as we. think can be 
established, on the responsibility of the present Soviet Gov- 
ernment of Russia, because they are one and the same thing, 
Says of the United States: 


Fearful Imperialist wars face the country. The bourgeoisie is mak- 
ing ready. The Government is perfecting its military machinery. 
General Pershing is demanding a larger Army. The communists’ must 
found the alarm and prepare the workers for resistance to these 
bloody schemes, 
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If the Russian Government is responsible for that, under 
what theory is such a government entitled to recognition by 
any government? 

Mr. BORAH. For fear I have not already done so, I now ask 
permission to insert some printed matter in the Recoxp in con- 
nection with my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered, 

Mr. BORAH, I submit a resolution which I ask may Lie on 
the table. I shall not call it up until to-morrow. 

The resolution (S. Res. 114) was read and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State is requested, if not incompatible 
with the public interests, to send to the Senate the following reports 
made during the last six years touching Russian affairs: 

Reports of William Boyce Thompson, Col. Raymond Robins, General 
Graves, Gov. J. P. Goodrich, Major Slaughter, and Major Faymonyille. 


CHAIRMANSHIP OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is the 
election, by roll-call ballot, of a chairman of the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names; 


Adu ms Fletcher Lodge Sbipstead 
Bayard Frazier McKellar Shortridge 
Borah George McKinley Simmons 
Brandegee Gerry McNary Smith 
Brookhart Glass Maytield Smoot 
Broussard Gooding Moses Spencer 
Bruce Greene Neely Stanfield 
Bursum . Hale Norbeck Stephens 
Cameron Harris Norris Sterling 
Capper Heflin Oddie Swanson 
Caraway Howell Overman Trammell 
Copeland Johnson, Minn. Owen Underwood 
Couzens Jones, N. Mex. Pepper Wadsworth 
Curtis Jones, Wash. Phipps Walsh, Mass. 
Dial Kendrick Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Dill Keyes Ralston Watson 
Edwards Kin Reed, Pa, Weller 
Fernald Lad Robinson Wheeler 
Ferris La Follette Sheppard Willis 

Fess Lenroot Shields 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-nine Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present, and the Secre- 
tary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DILL (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Dare]. If he were 
present, he would vote for Mr. Cmnans and I would vote for 
Mr. Surra. In his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean]. 
In his absence I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I 
would vote for Mr. Smiry, and if he were present, he would 
vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCor- 
mick], which I transfer to the senior Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. RANSDELL], and vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren], 
who is not present. If he were present, he would vote for Mr. 
OCumacns. I have procured a transfer of my pair to the 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED], who is absent, and 
I vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Harretp]. Being un- 
able to obtain a transfer I withhold my vote. I am unable to 
say how the Senator from Oklahoma would vote. If I were 
permitted to vote, I would vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). On this 
vote I am paired with the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Corr]. If he were present, he would vote for Mr. CUM- 
MINs and I would vote for Mr. Smite. In the absence of the 
senior Senator from Rhode Island I withhold my vote. 

The rol! call was concluded. 

Mr. FLETCHER (after having voted for Mr. SMITH). I have 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
BAL], who is absent. I transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. AsHurstT] and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, may I inquire if the bell was 
in operation and rung? Some Senators have reported that the 
bell was not in operation in their rooms. It was not in opera- 
tion in my room at least, and I fear not in others, 


Mr. STERLING. It did not ring in my room. 

Mr. CURTIS. I was requested to announce that the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. ELRINS] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Dlarnison]; also that the junior 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Ernst] is paired with the senior 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cumamns 27, for Mr. Sarra 
32, for Mr. Couzens 12, for Mr. Fuss 1, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—27. 


Brandegee Fess MeNary Smoot 
Bruce Greene Moses Spencer 
Bursum Hale Oddie Stanfield 
Couzens Keyes Pepper Sterling 
Curtis Lenroot Phipps Wadsworth 
Edge Lodge Reed, Pa. Weller 
Fernald McKinley Shortridge 
FOR MR. SMTTH—32. 
Adams Fletcher McKellar Sheppard 
Bayard * Gerry Mayfield Shields 
Broussurd Glass Neely Stephens 
Caraway Harris Overman Swanson 
Copeland Heflin Owen Underwood 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Edwards Kendrick Ralston Walsh, Mont. 
Ferris King Robinson Wheeler 
FOR MR. COUZENS—12. 
Borah Gooding Jones, Wash. Norbeck 
Brookhart Howell Ladd Norris 
Frazier Johnson, Minn. La Follette Shipstead 
FOR MR, FESS—1. 
Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Whole number of Senators 
voting, 72; necessary for a choice, 87, One Senator has named 
Mr. Fress, 12 Senators have named Mr. Couzens, 27 Senators 
have named Mr, Cummins, and 32 Senators have named Mr. 
Surg. There is no choice. Another ballot will be taken and 
the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). Making the 
Same announcement as on the last vote with reference to my 
pair and transfer, I vote for Mr, SMITH. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as to the transfer of my pair, I vote for 
Mr. SMITH. 

«Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as to my pair with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. Warren] and its transfer to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Reen], I vote for Mr. SMITH, 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement with regard to my pair, I withhold my 
vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote for Mr. SMITH. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GLASS. Repeating the announcement which I made on 
the previous ballot, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DILL. Repeating the announcement of my pair with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Dare], I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CURTIS. I was requested to announce that the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Harrison], and that the junior 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Ernst] is paired with the senior 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 30, for Mr. Smrra 34, 
for Mr. Couzens 12, for Mr. Fess 1, as follows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—30. 


Fess McNa. Spencer 
5 88 5 Stanfield 
Bursum Hale Oddie Sterling 
Cameron Harreld Pepper Wadsworth 
Couzens Keyes Vhipps Watson 
Curtis Lenroot Reed, Pa. Weller 
Edge Lodge Shortridge 
Fernald McKinley Smoot 

FOR MR. SMITH—34. 
Adams George Mayfield Simmons 
Bayard Gerry Neely Stephens 
Broussard Harris Overman Swanson 
Caraway Heflin Owen Underwood 
Copeland Johnson, Minn, Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Ralston Walsh. Mont. 
Edwards Kendrick Robinson Wheeler 
Ferris King Sheppard 
Fletcher McKellar Shields 
FOR MR. COUZENS—12. 
Borah Frazier Jones, Wash. Norbeck 
Brookhart Gooding Ladd Norris 
Capper Howell La Follette Shipstead 
FOR MR, FESS—1. 
Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Whole number of Senators 
voting, 77; necessary for a choice, 39. One Senator has named 
Mr. Fess, 12 Senators have named Mr. Couzens, 30 Senators 
have named Mr. Cummins, and 34 Senators have named Mr, 
Suirg. There is no choice. Another ballot will be taken. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 15 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 4 o'clock 
and 30 minute p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, January 8, 1924, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH ESTHONIA. 


In executive session this day the following treaty was rati- 
fied, and, on motion of Mr. Loben, the injunction of secrecy 
Was removed therefrom: 

To the Senate: 

To the end that I may receive the advice and consent of the 
Senate to ratification, I transmit herewith a treaty providing 
for the extradition of fugitives from justice, which was signed 
between the United States and Esthonia at Tallinn on Novem- 
ber 8, 1923. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe WHITE HOUSE. 


Mhe PRESIDENT: 


The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to 
lay before the President, with a view to its transmission to 
the Senate to receive the advice and consent of that body to 
ratification, if his Judgment approve thereof, a treaty provid- 
ing for the extradition of fugitives from justice, concluded 
between the United States and Esthonia at Tallinn on Novem- 
ber 8, 1923. 

Respectfully submitted. 


CHARLES E. HUGHES. 
Accompaniment: Treaty as above. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, December 10, 1923. 


The United States of America and Esthonia, desiring to pro- 
mote the cause of justice, have resolved to conclude a treaty 
for the extradition of fugitives from justice between the two 
countries, and have appointed for that purpose the following 
plenipotentiaries : 

The President of the United States of America: Mr. Fred- 
erick W. B. Coleman, envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 
potentiary. And the Government of the Republic of Esthonia: 
Mr. Frederick Akel, Minister for Foreign Affairs. 

Who after having communicated to each other their re- 
spective full powers, found to be in good and due form, have 
agreed upon and concluded the following articles: 

ARTICLE 1. 


It is agreed that the Government of the United States and 
the Government of Esthonia shall, upon requisition duly made 
us herein provided, deliver up to justice any person who may 
be charged with or may have been convicted of any of the 
crimes specified in article 2 of the present treaty committed 
within the jurisdiction of one of the high contracting parties, 
and who shall seek an asylum or shall be found within the 
territories of the other: Provided, That such surrender shall 
take place only upon such evidence or criminality as according 
to the laws of the place where the fugitive or person so charged 
shall be found would justify his apprehension and commit- 
ment for trial if the crime or offense had been there com- 
mitted. 

ARTICLE If. 

Persons shall be delivered up according to the provisions of 
the present treaty who shall have been charged with or con- 
victed of any of the following crimes: 

1. Murder, comprehending the crimes designated by the 
terms parricide, assassination, manslaughter, poisoning, or in- 
fanticide. 

2. The attempt to commit murder. 

3. Rape, abortion, carnal knowledge of children under the 
age of 12 years. 

4. Abduction or detention of women or girls for immoral 
purposes. 

5. Bigamy, s 

6. Arson. 

7. Willful and unlawful destruction or obstruction of rail- 
roads, which endangers human life. 

8. Crimes committed at sea: (a) Piracy, as commonly known 
and defined by the law of nations or by statute; (b) wrong- 
fully sinking or destroying a vessel at sea or attempting to do 
80; (c) mutiny or conspiracy by two or more members of the 
crew or other persous on board of a vessel on the high seas 
for the purpose of rebelling against the authority of the cap- 


tain or commander of such vessel or by fraud or violence 
taking possession of such vessel; (d) assault on board ship 
upon the high seas with intent to do bodily harm. 

9. Burglary, defined to be the act of breaking into and en- 
tering the house of another in the nighttime with intent to 
commit a felony therein. 

10. The act of breaking into and entering the offices of the 
Government and public authorities, or the offices of banks, 
banking houses, savings banks, trust companies, insurance and 
other companies, or other buildings not dwellings with intent 
to commit a felony therein. 

11. Robbery, defined to be the act of feloniously and forcibly 
taking from the person of another goods or money by violence 
or by putting him in fear. 

12. Forgery or the utterance of forged papers. 

18. The forgery or falsification of the official acts of the 
Government or public authority, including courts of justice, or 
the uttering or fraudulent use of any of the same. 

14. The fabrieation of counterfeit money, whether coin or 
paper, counterfeit titles or coupons of public debt, created by 
national, State, provincial, Territorial, local, or municipal gov- 
ernments, bank notes or other instruments of public credit, 
counterfeit seals, stamps, dies, and marks of State or publie 
administrations, and the utterance, circulation, or fraudulent 
use of the above-mentioned objects. 

15. Embezzlement or criminal malversation committed by 
public officers or depositaries. 

16. Embezzlement by any person or persons hired, salaried, 
or employed to the detriment of their employers or principals. 

17. Kidnaping of minors or adults, defined to be the abdue- 
tion or detention of a person or persons, in order to exact 
money from their families or any other person or persons, or 
for any other unlawful end. 

18. Larceny, defined to be the theft of effects, personal prop- 
erty, or money, 

19. Obtaining money, valuable securities, or other property 
by false pretenses or receiving any money, valuable securities, 
or other property knowing the same to have been unlawfully 
obtained. 

20. Perjury or subornation of perjury. 

21. Fraud or breach of trust by a bailee, banker, agent. 
factor, trustee, executor, administrator, guardian, director, or 
offer of any company or corporation, or by anyone in any 
fiduciary position. 

22. Crimes and offenses against the laws of both countries 
for the suppression of slavery and slave trading, 

23. Willful desertion of willful nonsupport of minor or de- 
pendent children. 

24. Extradition shall be granted for the crimes and offenses 
as specified above, only subject to the condition that the crime 
or offense committed is punishable under the laws of both of 
the high contracting parties at least by imprisonment with or 
without hard labor. 

25. Extradition shall also take place for participation in any 
of the crimes before mentioned as an accessory before or after 
the fact, provided such participation be punishable by im- 
prisonment by the laws of both the high contracting parties. 

ARTICLE 111. 

The provisions of the present treaty shall not import a claim 
of extradition for any crime or offense of a political character, 
nor for acts connected with such crimes or offenses; and no 
person surrendered by or to either of the high contracting 
parties in virtue of this treaty shall be tried or punished for a 
political crime or offense. When the offense charged comprises 
the act either of murder or assassination or of poisoning, either 
consummated or attempted, the fact that the offense was com- 
mitted or attempted against the life of the sovereign or head 
of a foreign state or against the life of any member of his 
family shall not be deemed sufficient to sustain that such crime 
or offense wus of a political character or was an act connected 
with crimes or offenses of u political character. 

ARTICLE IV. 


No person shall be tried for any crime or offense other than 
that for which he was surrendered. 


ARTICLE V. 


A fugitive criminal shall not be surrendered under the pro- 
visions hereof when, from lapse of time or other lawful cause, 
according to the laws of both of the contracting parties the 
criminal is exempt from prosecution or punishment for the 
offense for which the surrender is asked. 

ARTICLE VI. 

If a fugitive criminal whose surrender may be claimed pur- 
suant to the stipulations hereof be actually under prosecution, 
out on bail, or in custody for a crime or offense committed in 
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the country where he has sought asylum, or shall have been 
convicted thereof, his extradition may be deferred until such 
proceedings be determined, and until he shall have been set at 
liberty in due course of law. 

7 ARTICLE VIL 


If a fugitive criminal claimed by one of the parties hereto 
shall be also claimed by one or more powers pursuant to treaty 
provisions on account of crimes committed within their juris- 
diction, such criminal shall be delivered to that State whose 
demand is first received. 

ARTICLE VIII. 


Under the stipulations of this treaty neither of the high con- 

tracting parties shall be bound to deliver up its own citizens. 
ARTICLE IX. 

The expense of arrest, detention, examination, and trans- 
portation of the accused shall be paid by the Government which 
has preferred the demand for extradition. 

ARTICLE x. 


Everything found in the possession of the fugitive criminal at 
the time of his arrest, whether being the proceeds of the crime 
or offense, or which may be material as evidence in muking 
proof of the crime, shall so far as practicable, according to 
the laws of either of the high contracting parties, be delivered 
up with his person at the time of surrender. Nevertheless the 
rights of a third party with regard to the articles referred to 
shall be duly respected. 

ARTICLE. XI. 


The stipulations of the present treaty shall be applicable to 
all territory wherever situated belonging to either of the high 
contracting parties or in the oceupancy and under the control 
of either of them during such occupancy or control. 

Requisitions for the surrender of fugitives from justice shall 
be made by the respective diplomatic agents of the high con- 
tracting parties. In the event of the absence of such agents 
from the country or its seat of government, or where extradi- 
tion is sought from territory included in the preceding para- 
graphs other than the United States or Esthonia, requisitions 
may be made by superior consular officers. It shall be com- 
petent for such diplomatic or superior consular officers co ask 
and obtain a mandate or preliminary warrant of arrest for the 
person whose surrender is sought, whereupon the judges and 
magistrates of the two Governments shall respectively have 
power and authority, upon complaint made under oath, to issue 
a warrant for the apprehension of the person charged, in order 
that he or she may be brought before such judge or magistrate, 
that the evidence of criminality may be heard and considered, 
and if on such hearing the evidence be deemed sufficient to 
sustain the charge, it shall be the duty of the examining judge 
or magistrate to certify it to the proper executive authority, 
that a warrant may issue for the surrender of the fugitive. 

In case of urgency the application for arrest and detention 
may be addressed directly to the competent magistrate in con- 
formity to the statutes in force, 

The person provisionally’ arrested shall be released, unless 
within two months from the date of arrest or commitment in 
Esthonia or United States, respectively, the formal requisition 
for surrender with the documentary proofs hereinafter pre- 
scribed be made as aforesaid by the diplomatie agent of the 
demanding Government or, in the absence, by a consular officer 
thereof. 

If the fugitive criminal shall have been convicted of the 
cerime for which his surrender is asked, a copy of the sentence 
of the court before which such conviction took place, duly 
authenticated, shall be produced. If, however, the fugitive Is 
merely charged with crime, a duly authenticated copy of the 
warrant of arrest in the country where the crime was com- 
mitted, and of the depositions upon which such warrant may 
have been issued, shall be produced, with such other evidence 
or proof as may be deemed competent in the case. 

ARTICLE XII. 


In every case of a request made by either of the high con- 
tracting parties for the arrest, detention, or extradition of fugi- 
tive criminals, the appropriate legal officers of the country 
where the proceedings of extradition are held shall assist the 
officers of the Government demanding the extradition before 
the respective judges and magistrates, by every legal means 
within their power, and no claim whatever for compensation 
for any of the services so rendered shall be made against the 
Government demanding the extradition, provided, however, that 
any officer or officers of the surrendering Government so giving 
assistance who shall, in the usual course of their duty, receive 
ho salary or compensation other than specific fees for services 
performed by them, in the same manner and to the same 


amount as though such acts or services had been performed in 
ordinary criminal proceedings under the laws of the country 
of which they are oflicers. 

ARTICLE XIII. 

The present treaty shall be ratified by the high contracting 
parties in accordance with their respective constitutional 
methods and shall take effect on the date of the exchange of 
ratifications which shall take place at Washington as soon as 
possible. 

ARTICLE XIV. 


The present treaty shall remain in force for a perlod of 10 
years, and in case neither of the high contracting parties shall 
have given notice one year before the expiration of that period 
of its intention to terminate the treaty, it shall continue in force 
until the expiration of one year from the date on which such 
notice of termination shall be given by either of the high con- 
tracting parties. 

In witness whereof the above-named plenipotentiaries have 
signed the present treaty and have hereunto affixed their seals. 

Done in duplicate at Tallinn this 8th day of November, 1923. 


F. W. B. COLEMAN. [SEAL] 
Fr. AKEL. [SEAL] 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH LATVIA. 


In executive session this day the following treaty was rati- 
fied, and, on motion of Mr. Londn, the injunction of secrecy was 
removed therefrom: 


To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith, to receive the advice and consent of 
the Senate to ratification, a treaty for the extradition of fugi- 
tives from justice, concluded between the United States and 
Latvia on October 16, 1923. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE, 

Tur WHITE House, December 11, 1923. 


The PRESIDENT: 


The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to lay 
before the President, with a view to its transmission to the 
Senate to receive the advice and consent of that body to rati- 
fication, if his judgment approve thereof, a treaty between the 
United States and Latvia providing for the extradition of fugi- 
tives from justice, signed at Riga on October 16, 1923. 

Respectfully submitted. 

CHARLES E. HUGHES. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington. 


The United States of America and Latvia, desiring to pro- 
mote the cause of justice, have resolved to conclude a treaty 
for the extradition of fugitives from justice between the two 
countries and have appointed for that purpose the following 
plenipotentiaries : 

The President of the United States of America: F. W. B. 
Coleman, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of 
the United States at Riga; and 

The President of the Republic of Latvia: Germain Albat, 
minister plenipotentiary, secretary-general for foreign affairs; 

Who, after having communicated to each other their respec- 
tive full powers, found to be in good and due form, have agreed 
upon and concluded the following articles: 

ARTICLE L 

It is agreed that the Government of the United States and the 
Government of Latvia shall, upon requisition duly made as 
herein provided, deliver up to justice any person who may be 
charged with, or may have been convicted of, any of the 
crimes specified in Article II of the present treaty, committed 
within the jurisdiction of one of the high contracting parties, 
and who shall seek an asylum or shall be found within the 
territories. of the other: Provided, That such surrender shall 
take place only upon such evidence of criminality as according 
to the laws of the place where the fugitive or person so 
charged shall be found would justify his apprehension and 
commitment for trial if the crime or offense had been there 


committed. 
ARTICLE II. 


Persons shall be delivered up according to the provisions of 
the present treaty who shall have been charged with or con- 
victed of any of the following crimes: 

1. Murder, comprehending the crimes designated by the 
terms parricide, assassination, manslaughter when voluntary, 
poisoning, or infanticide. 

2. The attempt to commit murder, 
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8. Rape, abortion, carnal knowledge of children under the 
age of 12 years. 

4. Abduction or detention of women or girls for immoral 
purposes, 

5. Bigamy. 

6. Arson. 

7. Willful and unlawful destruction or obstruction of rail- 
roads, which endangers human life. 

8. Crimes committed at sea: 

(a) Piracy, as commonly known and defined by the law of 
nations or by statute; 

(b) Wrongfully sinking or destroying a vessel at sea or at- 
tempting to do so; 

(e) Mutiny or conspiracy by two or more members of the 
crew or other persons on board of a vessel on the high seas for 
the purpose of rebelling against the authority of the captain 
or commander of such vessel, or by fraud or violence taking pos- 
session of such vessel; 

(d) Assault on board ship upon the high seas with intent 
to do bodily harm. 

9. Burglary, defined to be the act of breaking into and enter- 
ing the house of another in the nighttime with intent to com- 
mit a felony therein. 

10. The act of breaking into and entering the offices of the 
Government and public authorities, or the offices of banks, 
banking houses, savings banks, trust companies, insurance and 
other companies, or other buildings not dwellings with intent 
to commit a felony therein. 

11. Robbery, defined to be the act of feloniously and forcibly 
taking from the person of another goods or money by violence 
or by putting him in fear. 

12. Forgery or the utterance of forged papers. 

18. The forgery or falsification of the official acts of the 
Government or public authority, Including courts of justice, 
or the uttering or fraudulent use of any of the same. 

14. The fabrication of counterfeit money, whether coin or 
paper, counterfeit titles or coupons of public debt, created by 
National, State, provincial, Territorial, local or municipal 
governments, bank notes or other instruments of public credit, 
counterfeit seals, stamps, dies, and marks of State or publie 
administrations, and the utterance, circulation, or fraudulent 
use of the above-mentioned objects. 

15. Embezzlement or criminal malversation committed within 
the jurisdiction of one or the other party by public officers or 
depositaries, where the amount embezzled exceeds $200 or 
Latvian equivalent. 

16. Embezzlement by any person or persons hired, salaried, 
or employed, to the detriment of their employers or principals, 
when the crime or offense is punishable by imprisonment or 
other corporal punishment by the laws of both countries, and 
ee the amount embezzled exceeds $200 or Latvian equiva- 
ent. = 

17. Kidnaping of minors or adults, defined to be the abduc- 
tion or detention of a person or persons, in order to exact 
money from them, their families or any other person or per- 
sons, or for any other unlawful end. 

18. Larceny, defined to be the theft of effects, personal 
property, or money, of the value of $25 or more, or Latvian 
equivalent. 

19. Obtaining money, valuable securities or other property 
by false pretenses or receiving any money, valuable securities 
or other property knowing the same to have been unlawfully 
obtained, where the amount of money or the value of the 
property so obtained or received exceeds $200 or Latvian 
equivalent. 

20. Perjury or subornation of perjury. 

21. Fraud or breach of trust by a bailee, banker, agent, 
factor, trustee, executor, administrator, guardian, director, 
or officer of any company or corporation, or by anyone in any 
fiduciary position, where the amount of money or the value 
— the property misappropriated exceeds $200 or Latvian equiva- 
ent. 

22. Crimes and offenses against the laws of both countries 
for the suppression of slavery and slave trading. 

23. Willful desertion of minor or dependent children. 

24. Extradition shall also take place for participation in any 
of the crimes before mentioned as an accessory before or after 
the fact, provided such participation be punishable by im- 
prisonment by the laws of both the high contracting parties. 

ARTICLE NI. 

The provisions of the present treaty shall not import a claim 
of extradition for any crime or offense of a political character, 
nor for acts connected with such crimes or offenses; and no 
person surrendered by or to either of the high contracting 
parties in virtue of this treaty shall be tried or punished 
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for a political crime or offense. When the offense charged 
comprises the act either of murder or assassination or of 
poisoning, either consummated or attempted, the fact that the 
offense was committed or attempted against the life of the 
sovereign or head of a foreign state or against the life of any 
member of his family shall not be deemed sufficient to sustain 
that such crime or offense was of a political character, or was 
an act connected with crimes or offenses of a political character. 
ARTICLE IV. 


No person shall be tried for any crime or offense other than 

that for which he was surrendered. 
ARTICLE v. 

A fugitive criminal shall not be surrendered under the pro- 
visions hereof, when, from lapse of time or other lawful cause, 
according to the laws of the place within the jurisdiction of 
which the fugitive may be found, the criminal is exempt from 
prosecution or punishment for the offense for which the sur- 


render is asked. 
ARFICLE VI, 


If a fugitive criminal whose surrender may be claimed 
pursuant to the stipulations hereof be actually under prose- 
cution, out on bail, or in custody for a crime or offense com- 
mitted in the country where he has sought asylum, or shall 
have been convicted thereof, his extradition may be deferred 
until such p be determined, and until he shall have 
been set at liberty in due course of law. 

ARTICLE VII. 


If a fugitive criminal claimed by one of the parties hereto 
shall be also claimed by one or more powers pursuant to 
treaty provisions, on account of crimes committed within their 
jurisdiction, such criminal shall be delivered to that state 
whose demand is first received. 

ARTICLE VIII. 


Under the stipulations of this treaty, neither of the high 
contracting parties shall be bound to deliver up its own 


citizens, 


ARTICLE IX, 


The expense of arrest, detention, examination, and trans- 
portation of the accused shall be paid by the Government which 
has preferred the demand for extradition. 

ARTICLE x. 


Everything found in the possession of the fugitive criminal 
at the time of his arrest, whether being the proceeds of the 
crime or offense or which may be material as evidence in mak- 
ing proof of the crime, shall, so far as practicable, according to 
the laws of either of the high contracting parties, be delivered 
up with his person at the time of surrender. Nevertheless, the 
rights of a third party with regard to the articles referred to 
shall be duly 

ARTICLE XI. 

The stipulations of the present treaty shall be applicable to 
all territory, wherever situated, belonging to either of the high 
contracting parties or in the occupancy and under the control 
of either of them during such occupancy or control. 

Requisitions for the surrender of fugitives from justice shall 
be made by the respective diplomatic agents of the high con- 
tracting parties. In the event of the absence of such agents 
from the country or its seat of government, or where extradi- 
tion is sought from territory included in the preceding para- 
graphs, other than Latvia or the United States, requisitions 
may be made by superior consular officers. It shall be compe- 
tent for such diplomatic or superior consular officers to ask 
and obtain a mandate or preliminary warrant of arrest for the 
person whose surrender is sought, whereupon the judges and 
magistrates of the two Governments shall respectively have 
power and authority, upon complaint made under oath, to issue 
a warrant for the apprehension of the person charged, in order 
that he or she may be brought before such judge or magistrate, 
that the evidence of criminality may be heard and considered, 
and if on such hearing the evidence be deemed sufficient to sus- 
tain the charge it shall be the duty of the examining judges or 
magistrate to certify it to the proper executive authority, that 
a warrant may issue for the surrender of the fugitive. 

In case of urgency the application for arrest and detention 
may be addressed directly to the competent magistrate, in con- 
formity to the statutes in force. 

The person provisionally arrested shall be released, unless 
within two months from the date of arrest in Latvia, or from 
the date of commitment in the United States, the formal requi- 
sition for surrender, with the documentary proofs hereinafter 
prescribed, be made as aforesaid by the diplomatic agent of the 
ere Government or, in his absence, by a consular officer 

ereo. 
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If the fugitive criminal shall have been convicted of the 
crime for which his surrender is asked, a copy of the sentence 
of the court before which such conviction took place, duly 
authenticated, shall be produced. If, however, the fugitive is 
merely charged with crime, a duly authenticated copy of the 
warrant of arrest in the country where the crime was com- 
mitted, and of the depositions upon which such warrant may 
have been issued, shall be produced, with such other evidence 
or proof as may be deemed competent in the case. 


ARTICLE XII. 


In every case of a request made by either of the high con- 
tracting parties for the arrest, detention, or extradition of 
fugitive criminals the appropriate legal officers of the country 
where the proceedings of extradition are had shall assist the 
officers of the Government demanding the extradition before 
the respective judges and magistrates by every legal means 
within their power; and no claim whatever for compensation 
for any of the services so rendered shall be made against the 
Government demanding the extradition: Provided, hoivever, 
That any officer or officers of the surrendering Government so 
giving assistance who shall, in the usual course of their duty, 
receive no salary or compensation other than specific fees for 
services performed, shall be entitled to receive from the Gov- 
ernment demanding the extradition the customary fees for the 
acts or services performed by them, in the same manner and 
to the same amount as though such acts or services had been 
performed in ordinary criminal proceedings under the laws of 
the country of which they are officers. 


ARTICLE XIII. 


The present treaty shall be ratified by the high contracting 
parties in accordance with their respective constitutional meth- 
ods, and shall take effect on the date of the exchange of rati- 
fications, which shall take place at Riga as soon as possible. 


ARTICLE XIV. 


The present treaty shall remain in force for a period of 10 
years, and in case neither of the high contracting parties shall 
have given notice one year before the expiration of that period 
of its intention to terminate the treaty it shall continue in 
force until the expiration of one year from the date on which 
such notice of termination shall be given by either of the high 
contracting parties. 

In witness whereof the above-named plenipotentiaries have 
signed the present treaty and have hereunto affixed their seals, 

Done in duplicate at Riga this 16th day of October, 1923. 

[SEAL] F. W. B. COLEMAN. 

[sear.] G. ALBAT. 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH SIAM. 


In executive session this day the following treaty was ratl- 
fied, and, on motion of Mr. Loben, the injunction of secrecy was 
removed therefrom : 

To the Senate: 

With a view to receiving the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate to ratification, I transmit herewith a treaty between the 
United States and Siam, for the extradition of fugitives from 
justice, signed at Bangkok on December 30, 1922. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE WHITE House, December 11, 1923. 


The PRESIDENT: 

The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to 
lay before the President, with a view to its transmission to the 
Senate to receive the advice and consent of that body to rati- 
fication, if his judgment approve thereof, a treaty between 
the United States and Siam, for the extradition of fugitives 
from justice, signed at Bangkok on December 30, 1922. 

Respectfully submitted. 

CHARLES E. HUGHES. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, December 10, 1923. 


The United States of America and Siam, desiring to promote 
the cause of justice, have resolved to conclude a treaty for the 
extradition of fugitives from justice, between the two coun- 
tries, and have appointed for that purpose the following 
plenipotentiaries: 

The President: Edward E. Brodie, envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Siam, and 

His Majesty the King: His Royal Highness Prince Deva- 
wongse Varopakar, Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
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Who, after having communicated to each other their respec- 
tive full powers, found to be in good and due form, have 
agreed upon and concluded the following articles: 


ARTICLE I. f 


It is agreed that the Government of the United States and 
the Government of Siam shall, upon requisition duly made as 
herein provided, deliver up to justice any person over whom 
they respectively exercise jurisdiction who may be charged 
with, or may have been convicted of, any of the crimes speci- 
field in Article II of the present treaty committed within the 
jurisdiction of one of the high contracting parties, and who shall 
seek an asylum or shall be found within the territories of the 
other; Provided, That such surrender shall take place only upon 
such evidence of criminality as according to the laws of the 
place where the fugitive or person so charged shall be found 
would justify his apprehension and commitment for trial if the 
crime or offense had been there committed. 


ARTICLE IL 


Persons shall be delivered up according to the provisions of 
the present treaty who shall have been charged with or con- 
victed of any of the following crimes: 

1. Murder, comprehending the crimes designated by the 
terms parricide, assassination, manslaughter when voluntary, 
poisoning, or infanticide. 

2. The attempt to commit murder. 

3. Rape, abortion, carnal knowledge of children under the 
age of 12 years. 

4. Abduction or detention of women or girls for immoral 
purposes, 

5. Bigamy. 

6. Arson. 

7. Willful and unlawful destruction or obstruction of railroads 
which endangers human life. 

8. Crimes committed at sea: 

(a) Piracy, as commonly known and defined by the law of 
nations or by statute. 

(b) Wrongfully sinking or destroying a vessel at sea or at- 
tempting to do so. 

(e) Mutiny or conspiracy by two or more members of the 
crew or other persons on board of a vessel on the high seas for 
the purpose of rebelling against the authority of the captain 
or commander of such vessel, or by fraud or violence taking 
possession of such vessel. 

(d) Assault on board ship upon the high seas with intent 
to do bodily harm. 

9. Burglary, defined to be the act of breaking into and 
entering the house of another in the nighttime with intent 
to commit a felony therein. 

10. The act of breaking into and entering the offices of the 
Government and public authorities, or the offices of banks, 
banking houses, savings banks, trust companies, insurance 
and other companies, or other buildings not dwellings with 
intent to commit a felony therein. 

11. Robbery, defined to be the act of feloniously and forcibly 
taking from the person of another goods or money by violence 
or by putting him in fear. 

12. Forgery or the utterance of forged papers. 

13. The forgery or falsification of the official acts of the 
Government or public authority, including courts of justice, 
or the uttering or fraudulent use of any of the same. 

14. The fabrication of counterfelt money, whether coin or 
paper, counterfeit titles or coupons of public debt, created by 
National, State, provincial, Territorial, local, or municipal gov- 
ernments, bank notes or other instruments of public credit, 
counterfeit seals, stamps, dies and marks of State or public 
administrations, and the utterance, circulation, or fraudulent 
use of the above-mentioned objects. 

15. Embezzlement or criminal malversation committed 
within the jurisdiction of one or the other party by public 
officers or depositaries, where the amount embezzled exceeds 
$200 or Siamese equivalent. 

16. Embezzlement by any person or persons hired, salaried, 
or employed, to the detriment of their employers or principals, 
when the crime or offense is punishable by imprisonment or 
other corporal punishment by the laws of both countries, and 
where the amount embezzled exceeds $200 or Siamese equiv- 
alent. 

17. Kidnaping of minors or adults, defined to be the abduc- 
tion or detention of a person or persons, in order to exact 
money from them, their families, or any other person or per- 
sons, or for any other unlawful end. 
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18. Larceny, defined to be the theft of effects, personal 
property, or money, of the value of $25 or more, or Siamese 
equivalent. f 

19. Obtaining money, valuable securities, or other property 
by false pretenses, or receiving any money, valuable securi- 
ties, or other property knowing the same to have been unlaw- 
fully obtained, where the amount of money or the value of the 
property so obtained or receiyed exceeds $200 or Siamese 
equivalent. 

20. Perjury or subornation of perjury. 

21, Fraud or breach of trust by a bailee, banker, agent, 
factor, trustee, executor, administrator, guardian, director, or 
officer of any company or corporation, or by anyone in any 
fiduciary position, where the amount of money or the value 
of the property misappropriated exceeds $200 or Siamese 
equivalent. 

22. Crimes and offenses against the laws of both countries 
for the suppression of slavery and slave trading. 

23. Willful desertion or willful nonsupport of minor or 
dependent children. 

24. Extradition shall also take place for participation in 
any of the crimes before mentioned as an accessory before or 
after the fact, provided such participation be punishable by 
imprisonment by the laws of both the high contracting 
parties. 

ARTICLE III. 


The provisions of the present treaty shall not import a 
claim of extradition for any crime or offense of a political 
character, nor for acts connected with such crimes or of- 
fenses; and no person surrendered by or to either of the high 
contracting parties in virtue of this treaty shall be tried or 
punished for a political crime or offense. When the offense 
charged comprises the act either of murder or assassination 
or of poisening, either consummated or attempted, the fact 
that the offense was committed or attempted against the life 
of the sovereign or head of a foreign state or against the life 
of any member of his family shall not be deemed sufficient te 
sustain that such crime or offense was of a political charac- 
ter, or was an act connected with crimes or offenses of a 


political character. 
ARTICLE IV. 


No person shall be tried for any crime or offense other than 
that for which he was surrendered. 


ARTICLE v. 


A fugitive criminal shall not be surrendered under the pro- 
visions hereof, when, from lapse of time or other lawful cause, 
according to the laws of the place within the jurisdiction of 
which the crime was committed, the criminal is exempt from 
prosecution or punishment for the offense for which the sur- 


render is asked. 
ARTICLE VI. 


If a fugitive criminal whose surrender may be claimed pur- 
suant to the stipulations hereof be actually under prosecution, 
out on bail, or in custody for a crime or offense committed in 
the country where he has sought asylum, or shall have been 
convicted thereof, his extradition may be deferred until such 
proceedings be determined and until be shall have been set at 
liberty in due course of law. 7 


ARTICLB VII. 


If a fugitive criminal claimed by one of the parties hereto 
shall be also claimed by one or more powers pursuant to 
treaty provisions, on account of crimes committed within their 
jurisdiction, such criminal shall be delivered to that state 
whose demand is first received. 


ARTICL VIII. 


Under the stipulations of this treaty neither of the high 
contracting parties shall be bound to deliver up its own 


citizens. 
ARTICLE IX. 


The expense of arrest, detention, examination, and trans- 
portation of the accused shall be paid by the Government 
which has preferred the demand for extradition. 

ARTICLE X. 

Everything found in the possession of the fugitive criminal 
at the time of his arrest, whether being the proceeds of the 
crime or offense, or which may be material as evidence in 
making proof of the crime, shall, so far as practicable, accord- 
ing to the laws of either of the high contracting parties, be 
delivered up with his person at the time of surrender. Never- 
theless, the rights of a third party with regard to the articles 
referred to shall be duly respected, 


ARTICLE XI. 


The stipulations of the present treaty shall be applicable to 
all territory, wherever situated, belonging to either of the high 
contracting parties or in the occupancy and under the control 
of either of them during such occupancy or control. 

Requisitions for the surrender of fugitives from justice shall 
be made by the respective diplomatic agents of the high con- 
tracting parties. In the event of the absence of such agents 
from the country or its seat of government, or where extradi- 
tion is sought from territory included in the preceding para- 
graphs, other than the United States or Siam, requisitions may 
be made by superior consular officers. It shall be competent 
for such diplomatic or superior consular officers to ask and 
obtain a mandate or preliminary warrant of arrest for the 
person whose surrender Is sought, whereupon the judges and 
magistrates of the two Governments shall respectively have 
power and authority, upon complaint made under oath, to 
issue a warrant for the apprehension of the person charged, in 
order that he or she may be brought before such judge or mag- 
istrate, that the evidence of criminality may be heard and con- 
sidered, and if, on such hearing, the evidence be deemed sufi- 
cient to sustain the charge it shall be the duty of the examin- 
ing judge or magistrate to certify it to the proper executive 
authority, that a warrant may issue for the surrender of the 
fugitive. 

In case of urgency the application for arrest and detention 
may be addressed directly to the competent magistrate in con- 
formity to the statutes in force. 

The person provisionally arrested shall be released, unless 
within two months from the date of arrest in Siam, or from 
the date of commitment in the United States, the formal 
requisition for surrender, with the documentary proofs herein- 
after prescribed, be made as aforesaid by the diplomatic agent 
of the demanding Government or, in his absence, by a consular 
officer thereof. 

If the fugitive criminal shall have been convicted of the 
crime for which his surrender is asked, a copy of the sentence 
of the court before which such conviction took place, duly 
authenticated, shall be produced. If, however, the fugitive is 
merely charged with crime, a duly authenticated copy of the 
warrant of arrest in the country where the crime was com- 
mitted, and of the depositions upon which such warrant may 
have been issued, shall be produced, with such other evidence 
or proof as may be deemed competent in the case. 


ARTICLE XII. 


In every ease of a request made by either of the high con- 
tracting parties for the arrest, detention, or extradition of 
fugitive criminals, the appropriate legal officers of tle country 
where the proceedings of extradition are had shall assist the 
officers of the Government demanding the extradition before 
the respective judges and magistrates by every legal means 
within their power; and no claim whatever for compensation 
for any of the services so rendered shall be made against the 
Government demanding the extradition: Provided, however, 
That any officer or officers of the surrendering Government so 
giving assistance who shall, in the usual course of their duty, 
receive no salary or compensation other than specifie fees for 
services performed, shall be entitled to receive from the Gov- 
ernment demanding the extradition the customary fees for the 
acts or services performed by them, in the same manner and 
to the same amount as though such acts or services had been 
performed in ordinary criminal proceedings under the laws of 
the country of which they are officers. 

ARTICLE XIII. 

The present treaty shall be ratified by the high contracting 
parties in accordance with their respective constitutional 
methods and shall take effect on the date of the exchange of 
ratifications, whieh shall take place at Bangkok as soon as pos- 
sible. 

ARTICLE XIV. 

The present treaty shall remain in force for a period of 10 
years, and in case neither of the high contracting parties shall 
have given notice 1 year before the expiration of that period 
of its intention to terminate the treaty, it shall continue in 
force until the expiration of 1 year from the date on which 
such notice of termination shall be given by either of the high 
contracting parties. 

In witness whereof the above-named plenipotentiaries have 
signed the present treaty and have hereunto affixed their seals. 

Done in duplicate at Bangkok this 13th day of December, 


1922. 
[SEAL] (Signed) Epwarp E. BRODIE. 
LszaL. ] (Signed) DEVAWONGSE. 
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NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 7, 1924. 
Coast AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


To be junior hydrographic and geodetic engineers with relative 
rank of lieutenants (junior grade) in the Navy, by promotion 
from aid with relative rank of ensign in the Navy. 

August Hans Wagener, of Maryland, vice W. T. Coombs, pro- 
moted. 

Henry Edward Finnegan, of New York, vice J. A. Bond, pro- 
moted. 

Arthur Watts Skilling, of Massachusetts, vice W. M. Scaife, 
promoted. 

Donald Wood Taylor, of Massachusetts, vice C. D. Meaney, 
promoted. 

James Francis Downey, jr., of Massachusetts, vice R. R. 

Moore, promoted. 

Harry Louis Bloomberg, of New York, vice Douglas Karr, 
retired. 

Robert Winn Byrns, of Ohio, vice C. K. Green, promoted. 

John Aloysius Bond, of the District of Columbia, to be hydro- 
graphic and geodetic engineer with relative rank of lieutenant 
in the Navy, by promotion from junior hydrographic and geo- 
detic engineer with relative rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy, vice A, G. Katz, resigned. 

To be aids with relative rank of ensigns in the Navy, by 

promotion from deck officer. 


Henry Ward Tyler, of New York, vice W. O. Manchester, 
promoted. 

Charles Duncan Baker, of Nevada, vice L. B. Clore, promoted. 

Alfred Ogram, of Georgia, vice G. H. Dell, promoted. 

Frank Larner, of Kansas, vice E. P. Morton, promoted. 

Thomas Bernard Reed, of Kansas, vice D. B. Pheley, pro- 
moted. 

Jacob Acil Kibler, of Kansas, vice C. M. Thomas, promoted. 

Victor Addison Bishop, of New York, vice P. H. White, 
resigned. 

Edward Murtone Denbo, of Indiana, vice E. B. Roberts, pro- 
moted. 

Jack Chester Sammons, of Kentucky, vice A. J. Hoskinson, 
promoted. 

Robert Walker Knox, of Washington, vice Max Leff, pro- 
moted. 

Henry Arnold Karo, of Nebraska, vice D. E. Whelan, jr., 
promoted. 

zeorge Livingston Anderson, of Virginia, vice L. C. Wilder, 
promoted. 
Aids with relative rank of ensigns in the Naty, by promotion 

from junior engineer. 

Frederick Gurnee Outcalt, of New Jersey, vice Herman Odes- 
sey, promoted. 

Charles Pierce, of Massachusetts, vice L. O. Stewart, pro- 
moted. 

Hibbert Morse Hill, of Minnesota, vice W. H. Overshiner, pro- 
moted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 


To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. George Edward Ball, Quartermaster Corps, from 
December 24, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Reuben Smith, Infantry, from December 30, 1923. 

Lieut. Col. Russell Potter Reeder, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
January 1, 1924. 


To be lieutenant colonels. 


Maj. John Burhyte Wilmot Corey, Field Artillery, from De- 
cember 19, 1923. 

Maj. George Allen Taylor, Field Artillery, from December 24, 
1923. 

Maj. Ralph Emerson Herring, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
December 30, 1923. 

Maj. John Albert Paegelow, Air Service, from January 1, 
1924. 

To be majors. 


Capt. Edwin Alexander Bethel, Corps of Engineers, from 
December 19, 1923. 

Capt. John French Conklin, Corps of Engineers, from De- 
cember 23, 1923. 

Capt. Alfred Laing Ganahl, Corps of Engineers, from Decem- 
ber 24, 1923. 

Capt. John Easter Harris, Corps of Engineers, from Decem- 
ber 28, 1923. 


Capt. William Frazier Tompkins, Corps of Engineers, from 
December 30, 1923. f 
Capt. Douglas Hamilton Gillette, Corps of Engineers, from 
January 1, 1924, subject to examination required by law. 
To be captains. 


First Lieut. Carroll Harper Newell, Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 19, 1923. 

First Lieut. Harry Thurber, Quartermaster Corps, from De- 
cember 23, 1923. 

1 Lieut. Louis Arthur Witney, Infantry, from December 
First Lieut. Ade Orrill, Infantry, from December 28, 1923. 
aa Lieut. Oscar Glenn Stevens, Infantry, from December 

„1923. 

First Lieut. John Alfred Gilman, Quartermaster Corps, from 
December 29, 1928. 

First Lieut. William Thomas Brock, Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 30, 1923. 

First Lieut. John Edward Langley, Corps of Engineers, from 
January 1, 1924. 


To be first lieutenants, 


Second Lieut. Raymond Clegg Barlow, Infantry, from De- 
cember 19, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Frank Greene Davis, Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 23, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Emmett James Bean, Infantry, from December 
24, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Donald Allen Fay, Infantry, from December 
28, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Charles Henry Noble, Cavalry, from Decem- 
ber 29, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Walter Towle O'Reilly, Field Artillery, from 
December 29, 1923. 

Second Lieut. Kenneth Pierce, Infantry, from December 30, 
1923. 

Second Lieut, Charles Henry Bryan, Cavalry, from January 
1, 1924. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 


To be chaplain. 


Rev. John Richard Carroll, of New York, to be chaplain with 
the rank of first lieutenant, with rank from December 26, 1923. 


APPOINTMENTS BY TRANSFER IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
Maj. James Kirk, Air Service, with rank from July 1, 1920. 
FIELD ARTILLERY. 


Capt, George Philip Seneff, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 
1920. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


Maj. Sherman Miles, Field Artillery (detailed in General 
Staff), with rank from May 21, 1920. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 


Commander Lloyd S. Shapley to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 8th day of June, 1923. 

Commander John C. Fremont to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 13th day of November, 1923. 

The following-named lieutenant commanders to be command- 
ers in the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1923: 

Charles R. Clark. 

Harold V. McKittrick. 

Lieut. George D. Hull to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 29th day of July, 1923. 

Lieut. Paul Hendren to be a Heutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 16th day of September, 1923. 

Lieut. Henry M. Briggs to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 16th day of October, 1923. 

Lieut. Joseph Y. Dreisonstok to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of November, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert S. Smith, jr., to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the Ist day of August, 1922. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Van Rensselaer Moore to be a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy from the 3d day of December, 1922. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1923: 

Frank I. Hart. 

John G. Cross. 

Lawrence K. Beaver. 

Ensign Carl E. Wiencke to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 22d day of April, 1922. 

Ensign Harold R. Holcomb to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the Ist day of June, 1922. 


1924. 
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The following named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior 
grade) in the Navy from the 4th day of June, 1923: 

Delbert L. Conley. 

John T. McDermott. 

Lloyd A. Dillon. 

The following-named ensigns to be Heutenants (junior 
grade) in the Navy from the 5th day of June, 1923: 


Howard H. Hubbell. Paul E. Howard. 
Frederick G. Kahn, William W. Cone. 


Ralph B. Hunt. Forrest H. Wells. 


The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 2d day of 
July, 1923: 

Arthur A. Travis. 

Henry Plauder. 


The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 24th day of 
September, 1923: 

William M. Casstevens. 

Thomas J. Leitch. 

William A. Spencer. 

Patrick F. Powers. 

Frederick Kidston. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 2d day of July, 
1923: 


Maurice M. Rodgers. Philip A. Wilson. 

Allen J. Gahagan. Arthur Boileau. 

The following-named gunners to be chief gunners in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 24th day of 
September, 1923: 

William J. Collum. 

Frederick P. Yost. 

Wallace G. Schlaefer. 

Ralph S. Lunney. Charles V. Hart. 

Gardwood Marshall. Harold T. Bryant. 

The followingnamed machinists to be chief machinists in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 2d day of 
July, 1923: : 

Henry E. Rung. 

Teonard W. Johnson. 

The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 24th day 
of September, 1923: 

Walter H. England. 

ohn S. Glover. 

ay Clerk William H. Gardner to be a chief pay clerk in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 26th day 
of July, 1923. 

The following-named pay clerks to be chief pay clerks in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 24th day of 
September, 1923: 

John F. Marsden. 

Charles L. Elkins. 

Lawrence B. Greason. 

Robert B. Miller. 

Roscoe W. Beard. 

Commander Walter N. Vernon to be captain in the Navy 
from the 3d day of December, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charlie S. East to be a lleutenant in 
the Navy from the Tth day of July, 1923. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Arthur P. Spencer to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 30th day of June, 1923. 

MARINE CORPS. 

Maj. Robert O. Underwood to be a lieutenant colonel in the 
Marine Corps. 

Selden B. Kennedy to be a major. 

Miles R. Thacher to be a major. 

Marion B. Humphrey to be a major. 

Erwin Mehlinger to be a captain. 

James B. McHugh to be a second lieutenant. 

PosTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


John E. Buzbee to be postmaster at Jasper, Ala., in place of 
N. S. Coleman. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 
ARIZONA. 


William F. Haas to be postmaster at Naco, Ariz. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 


Charles A. Leonard. 
Peter H. Scribante. 

Clarence I. Bailey. 

Harry E. Kiser. 


Herman Kanger. 
Roscoe C. Reese. 
Joseph A. Perry. 


James P. Gallagher. 
Clyde S. Martin. 
William A. Swanson. 
Waldo L. Waters. 


ARKANSAS. 


William E. Hill to be postmaster at Norphlet, Ark. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Peder P. Hornsyld to be postmaster at Solvang, Calif. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 


COLORADO, 


Eben H. Bebee to be postmaster at Cripple Creek, Colo., In 
place of L. T. Britton, deceased. 


CONNECTICUT. 


Allen C. Bennett to be postmaster at West Willington, Conn. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1923. 


ILLINOIS. 


Percy W. Armstrong to be postmaster at Glencoe, III., in 
place of R. A. Pate. Incumbent's commission expired January 
11, 1919. 

INDIANA. 


Edmond M. Wright to be postmaster at North Salem, Ind., 
in place of D. D. Warring, deceased. 

John A. Jones to be postmaster at Marion, Ind., in place of 
W. D. Moss, resigned. 

Edmund H. Imes to be postmaster at Westville, Ind. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Elizabeth Hatfield to be postmaster at Centerville, Ind., in 
place of C. M. Cook. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
23. 1924. 

Romain C. Campbell to be postmaster at Butler, Ind., in place 
of J. B. Russell. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

IOWA. 


George C. Parsons to be postmaster at Perry, Iowa, in place 
of H. A. Nash. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 1923. 


KANSAS. 


Harry W. Adams to be postmaster at Elkhart, Kans., in place 
of H. J. Davis, removed. 

Clarence R. Aten to be postmaster at Dodge City, Kans., in 
place of H. F. Schmidt, resigned. 

Patrick H. Lindley to be postmaster at Havana, Kans, Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Frank B. Myers to be postmaster at Americus, Kans., in place 
of J. M. Elliott. Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 
1921. 

KENTUCKY. 


Ola Barbee to be postmaster at Adairville, Ky., in place of 
L. P. Maxey, resigned. 8 

Ira C. Byerley to be postmaster at Paducah, Ky., in place of 
J. J. Berry. Incumbent’s commission expired October 3, 1922. 

Ransom! B. Martin to be postmaster at Hartford, Ky., in 
place of J. S. Glenn. Incumbent's commission expired August 
20, 1923. 

David N. Welch to be postmaster at Berea, Ky., in place of 
L. Œ. Adams. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 1923. 

Anna M. Sisk to be postmaster at Allensville, Ky., in place 
of A. M. Sisk. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

MAINE. 


Carlos A. Goldthwait to be postmaster at Biddeford Pool, Me., 
in piace of F. O. Goldthwaite, deceased. 


MARYLAND. 


Lafayette Ruark to be postmaster at Westover, Md. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Hattie B. H. Moore to be postmaster at Marydel, Md. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Walter L. Tower to be postmaster at Dalton, Mass., In place 

of E. G. Pike, deceased. 
MICHIGAN. 


Murl H. DeFoe to be postmaster at Charlotte, Mich., in place 
of M. E. Miller, deceased. 

Harvey W. Raymond to be postmaster at Baraga, Mich., in 
place of F. W. Hild. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

Delia M. Butler to be postmaster at Wolverine, Mich., in 
place of M. D. McPhee. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28, 1923. 

MINNESOTA, 


Frederick A. Scherf to be postmaster at Red Wing, Minn., in 
place of L. C. Stromberg, removed. 

August Olson to be postmaster at Meadowlands, Minn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Jennie M. Payne to be postmaster at Goodridge, Minn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 
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Charles J. Johnson to be pena at Garfield, Minn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Louis O. Lund to be postmaster at Farwell, Minn. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

August Wenberg to be postmaster at Dunnell, Minn. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1922. 

Ottocar Sobotka to be postmaster at Pine City, Minn., in 
8 of J. M. Collins. Incumbent’s commission expired August 


John Briffett to be postmaster at Lake Benton, Minn., in 
place of J. B. Hughes. Incumbent's commission expired July 
28. 1923. 

Egbert J. Sutherland to be postmaster at Chatfield, Minn., in 
place of E. J. Sutherland. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 28, 1923. 

MISSISSIPPI. 


Bessie S. Williams to be postmaster at Tunica, Miss., in 
place of F. J. Barlow, removed. 

Francis C. Hayden to be postmaster at Vaughan, Miss. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Mary E. Ratliff to be postmaster at Shaw, Miss., in place 
a L. Ratliff. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 

Daisy G. Delmas to be postmaster at Moss Point, Miss., in 

lace of Hattie McLeod. Incumbent’s commission expired 

uly 28, 1923. 

Alfred F. Cook to be postmaster at Leakesville, Miss., in 
pas of A. F. Cock. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1923. 

MISSOURI. 


Lulu Schweer to be postmaster at Mount Washington, Mo., 
in place of M. F. Walker, resigned. 

John F. Hooley to be postmaster at Pleasant Hill, Mo., in 
place of E. I. Idol. Incumbent's commission expired August 
12, 1928. 

Clyde H. Turner to be postmaster at Mansfield, Mo., in place 
of W. A. Black. Incumbent's commission expired November 19, 
1923. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Richard T. Beak to be postmaster at Shrewsbury, N. J. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

John P. Adair to be postmaster at Highlands, N. J., in place 
of J. P. Adair. Incumbent's commission expired November 21, 
1922 

NEW YORK. 


Otte K, Wasmuth to be postmaster at Turin, N. Y., in place 
of E. B. Higby, resigned. 

Veva B. Christian to be postmaster at Cranberry Lake, N. V., 
in place of E. W. Lothian, deceased. 

Norman D, Higby to be postmaster at Constableville, N. Y., 
in place of W. W. McConnell, resigned. 

John J. Hull to be postmaster at Clintondale, N. Y. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1923. 

Arthur Decker to be postmaster at Goshen, N. Y., in place of 
Charles Fitzpatrick. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

Harry L. Hedge to be postmaster at Glen Cove, N. Y., in place 
of J. A. Neafsey. Incumbent's commission expired November 
19, 1923. 

Henry P. Wilcox to be postmaster at Cohocton, N. Y., in place 
of F. J. Land. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 

Ernest K. Hudson to be postmaster at Castleton, N. Y., in 
place of J. W. McKnight. Incumbent's commission expired 
September 10, 1923. 

Adam Metzger to be postmaster at Callicoon, N. V., in place of 
C. F. Bergner. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1923. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


Christopher O. Trytten to be postmaster at Wildrose, N. Dak., 
in place of M. E. Robison, removed. 

Bernhard G. Hjelle to be postmaster at Mercer, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1922. 

Donald B. McDonald to be postmaster at Maxbass, N. Dak. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Nellie E. Gagner to be postmaster at Lignite, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Edna B. Johnson to be postmaster at Landa, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 


OHTO. 


Ira R. Kneisly to be postmaster at Osborn, Ohio, in place of 
II. E. Fisher, resigned. 

Charles T. Cline to be postmaster at New Matamoras, Ohlo, 
in place of J. I. Norris, resigned. 


OKLAHOMA, 


Louis G. Scott to be postmaster at Stroud, Okla., in place of 
W. G. Pardoe, jr., resigned. 

John A. Norris to be postmaster at Okeene, Okla., in place of 
J. M. Casper, resigned. 

William H. Jones to be postmaster at Kiefer, Okla., in place 
of D. T. Spry, resigned. 

Maude S. Chambers to be postmaster at Jenks, Okla., in place 
of A. N. Click, resigned. 

Calvin C. Wilson to be postmaster at Henryetta, Okla., in 
place of J. W. Orendorff, resigned. 

Isom P. Clark to be postmaster at Heavener, Okla., in place 
of J. B. Pope, resigned. 

Frederick M. Deselms to be postmaster at Guthrie, Okla., in 
place of Frank Olsmith, deceased. 

Ira A. Sessions to be postmaster at Grandfield, Okla., in 
place of J. C. Eversole, resigned. 

Thomas H. Henderson to be postmaster at Fort Cobb, Okla. 
in place of W. T. Hughes, removed. 

Downey Milburn to be postmaster at Coweta, Okla., in place 
of R. R. Morris, removed, 

Frank C. McKinney to be postmaster at Yukon, Okla., in 
place of T. C. Shacklett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
September 13, 1922. 

Floyd Marty to be postmaster at Wirt, Okla., in place of 
Claud Hannon. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 
1923. 

Virgil T. Gannoway to be postmaster at Tuttle, Okla., in 
place of L. E. Brown. Incumbent's commission expired No- 
yember 8, 1923. 

Howard Morris to be postmaster at Soper, Okla., in place of 
E. A. Ingle. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 1923. 

William P. Harris to be postmaster at Saskwa, Okla., in 
place mee W. M. Cummings. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 29, 1923. 

Mary E. L. Allen to be postmaster at Ramona, Okla., in 
place of P. H. Dalby. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Charles H. Johnson to be postmaster at Pawnee, Okla., in 
place of P. R. Calvert. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

John H. Shufeldt to be postmaster at Nowata, Okla., in place 
of J. W. McCracken. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Jesse T. Webb to be postmaster at Locust Grove, Okla., in 
place of W. B. Willis. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Roy Sherman to be postmaster at Lexington, Okla., in plſtee 
of W. J. Stevens. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Noah B. Hays to be postmaster at Keota, Okla., in place of 
R. D. Denham. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Alfred J. Canon to be postmaster at Hinton, Okla., in place 
of W. B. Pickett. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

James O. Dowdy to be postmaster at Haskell, Okla., in place 
of C. C. Cantrell. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

Leroy J. Myers to be postmaster at Dustin, Okla., in place of 
7 5 Lockhart. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

John W. Brookman to be postmaster at Coyle, Okla., in place 
of G. E. Wandell. Incumbent’s com n expired August 29, 
1923. 

William G. Reese to be postmaster at Commerce, Okla., in 
place of J. M. Coday. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 13, 1922. 

John R. McIntosh to be postmaster at Chelsea, Okla., in 
place of W. J. Pointer. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

R. Julian Miller to be postmaster at Bokchito, Okla., in place 
of H. L. Story. Incumbent's commission expired October 13, 
1923. 

William S. Sibley to be postmaster at Arnett, Okla., in place 
of B. A. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired September 13, 
1922. 

James K. Malone to be postmaster at Allen, Okla., in place 
of S. C. Burnett. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 
1923. 

OREGON. 


Josephine T. Stark to be postmaster at Sutherlin, Oreg., in 
place of C. A. Stark, deceased. 
Georgie B. Lappe to be postmaster at Valsetz, Oreg, Office 


became presidential July 1, 1923. 
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Lyle B. Chappell to be postmaster at North Bend, Oreg., in 


place of J. T. MeGuire. 
August 29, 1923. 


Incumbent’s commission expired 


PENNSYLVANIA, 

May Hoadley to be postmaster at Tunkhannock, Pa., in place 
of J. B. Henning, resigned. 

Mathilda Grubbs to be postmaster at Curtisville, Pa., in place 
of W. F. Leister, resigned. 

J. Herbert Evans to be postmaster at Mather, Pa. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Nathaniel E. Lyons to be postmaster at Cheat Haven, Pa. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1928. 

David P. Stokes to be postmaster at Blain, Pa. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1923. 

Gene M. Besignani to be postmaster at Jessup, Pa., In place 
. F. Lawler. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1923. 

PORTO RICO, 


Fernando Montilla to be postmaster at San Juan, P. R., in 
place of R. A. Rivera, removed. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Jefferson M. Davis, jr., to be postmaster at Pinewood, S. C. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Lottie G. Myers to be postmaster at Pamplico, S. C. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Jesse W. Chisolm to be postmaster at Garnett, S. C. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Neely J. Smith to be postmaster at Ridgeville, S. C., in place 
of P. A. Salvo, resigned. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Philip H. Bitzer to be postmaster at Tolstoy, S. Dak. Office 

became presidential July 1, 1923. 
TENNESSEE. 


Joe Sims to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, Tenn., in place 
of L. N. Lumpkins. Incumbent’s commission expired October 
24, 1922. 

TEXAS, 

Henrietta Fricke to be postmaster at Brenham, Tex., in place 
of B. I. Connor. Incumbent's commission expired August 15, 
1923. 

VERMONT. 

Edward H. Willis to be postmaster at Pittsford, Vt., in place 
of A. A. Durkee, removed. 

Carl W. Jillson to be postmaster at Whitingham, Vt. 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 

Murray K. Paris to be postmaster at Lyndon, Vt. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1920. 

VIRGINIA. 


Rodney F. Woodward to be postmaster at Marshall, Va., 
in place of G. J. Russell. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 15, 1922. 


Office 


WASHINGTON. 


Hugh M. Thompson to be postmaster at Selah, Wash., in 
place of Arthur Warren, resigned. 

Retta M. Richards to be postmaster at Finley, Wash., in 
place of W. I. Angell, resigned. 

Daniel L. Jackson to be postmaster at Port Gamble, Wash. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Charles A. Fiedler to be postmaster at Newport, Wash., in 
place of G. T. Heslin. Incumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 29, 1923. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 


Dovie Varney to be postmaster at Edgarton, W. Va. 
became presidential April 1, 1923. 
WISCONSIN. 


Matthias R. Munson to be postmaster at Prairie du Chien, 
Wis., in place of T. J. Bergen, resigned. 

Thomas A, Lowerre to be postmaster at Delafield, Wis., in 
place of A. M. Powers, removed. 

Claire A. Lynn to be postmaster at Mount Hope, Wis. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Melvin H. Schlytler to be postmaster at Wittenberg, Wis., in 
place of Kathryn Meisner. Incumbent’s commission expired 
October 24, 1922. ; 

Mourits Mortenson to be postmaster at Stratford, Wis., in 
place of J. J. Kaiser, Incumbent's commission expired Au- 


Office 


gust 29, 1923. 

George H. Herzog to be postmaster at Racine, Wis., in place 
of G. H. Herzog. 
1923. 


Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 7. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL oF Porto Rico. 
Herbert P. Coats to be attorney general of Porto Rico. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Earl C. MeFarland to be collector of customs at Portland, 
Oreg. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Rolla Dunean to be United States marshal, district of Mon- 
tana. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY, 


GENERAL OFFICER, 
To be brigadier general. 
Col. William Power Burnham, Infantry. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS, 


George W. Stanfield, Corning. 
Bessie Bevill, Kensett. 
Abram J. Hansberry, Ozark. 


COLORADO. 


Mary E. MeCormick, Penrose. 
Laura Mohler, Towner. 


DELAWARE, 


Stephen W. Miller, Camden. 
Jehu F. Hudson, Georgetown. 
William H. Morris, Greenwood. 
John F. Phillips, Rehoboth Beach. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
William M. Mooney, Washington. 
ILLINOIS. 


Bryce E. Currens, Adair. 

Lewis B. Tuthill, Anna. 

Hugh Martin, Argenta. 
Alexander C. Huston, Ashland. 
Esther V. Wheeler, Ashmore. 
Frank Gain, Astoria. 

Fred W. Pitney, Augusta. 

John H. Holthaus, Aviston. 
Raymond Phillips, Beecher City. 
Alwine E. Rowe, Bellewood. 
William Hughes, Bement. 

Lewis A. Roberts, Blandinsville. 
Harry C. Murphey, Blue Mound. 
Russell S. Brown, Brighton. 
Bernice I. Bryant, Browning. 
William F. Lammers, Buckley. 
Della M. Green, Cambria. 

Alice Jenkins, Carriers Mills. 

S. Elmer Simpson, Carrollton, 
Cecil W. Bishop, Carterville. 
Edward R. Boswell, Carthage. 
Oscar Siggins, Chebanse. 
William R. Barnstable, Chesterfield. 
Thomas R. Pearce, Chillicothe. 
Roy L. Waldruff, Chrisman. 
John W. Dye, Christopher. 
Thomas F. Wharrie, Coal City. 
Herbert D. Short, Coffeen. 
Georgia W. Cooper, Congress Park. 
Mabel G. Holmes, Cornell. 

Guy H. McKelvey, Coulterville. 
Robert L. Endicott, Crossville. 
Fred E. Flessner, Cullom. 

Ruby Moak, Cypress. 

Carroll C. Porter, Dahlgren. 
George A. Kraus, Danvers. 
Lawrence M. Birch, Danville. 
William W. Taylor, Divernon. 
Louis O. MecKerrow, Elmwood. 
Willam E. Mickle, Emden. 
Homar Darst, Eureka. 

Glenn S. Wade, Farina. 

Hulda G. Sherman, Ferris. 
Perry Westerfield, Frankfort Heights, 
John C. Reuter, Freeburg. 
George J. Patterson, Genoa. 
Bennett F. Henderson, Georgetown, 
Charles O. Selfridge, Good Hope. 
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Thomas M. Jones, Goreville. 
John R. Hanlon, Grant Park. 
George F. Batty, Greenfield. 
Elmer L. Trowbridge, Green Valley. 
Charles H. Derry, Greenview. 
Silas H. Rich, Gridley. 
John H. Brill, Hampshire, 
Olive Whitworth, Harvel. > 
Adam P. Brown, Henry. 
Leo M. Stoecklin, Highland. 
Ina R. Stout, Hopedale. 
Lora Johnston, Hudson. 
Horace J. Boozell, Ipava. 
William Sutton, Kempton. 
Joseph V. Campeggio, Ladd. 
William T. Bedford, La Salle, 
Joel H. Boyd, Lincoln. 
William R. Gaddis, Lomax. 
Daisy M. Uphaus, Macon. 
Arthur H. Simmons, Marseilles, 
John W. Lewis, Marshall. 
Mayme F. Brooke, Matteson, 
Margaret T. Layne, Menard. 
George E. Whitmore, Mendota. 
Ulysses E. Smith, Metropolis. 
Clark Dale Smith, Milan. 
Marion F. Stewart, Moweaqua. 
Frank H. Creswick, Mulberry Grove. 
Eugene S. McIntyre, National Stock Yards. 
John F. Johnson, New Douglas. 
Lydia Drain, Oconee. 
James H. Faley, jr., Ohio. 
Robert R. Banta, Oquawka. 
Lewis E. Selby, Pekin. 
Charles B. Switzer, Piper City. 
Sherman Burnett, Pittsburg. 
Reuben D. Coffin, Pleasant Plains. 
Homer H. Cravens, Plymouth. 
Charles W. Ong, Pontiac. 
Myron J. Yolton, Port Byron. 
Benjamin F. Bosley, Ransom, 
J. Clyde Wilson, Richmond. 
Ted Henderson, Ridge Farm. 
Samuel M. Combs, Ridgway. 
Hugh A. J. McDonald, Rock Island. 
Miller S. Roosa, Rockport. 
Robert L. Shroyer, St. Francisville, 
Albert B. Thompson, Saybrook. 
Joseph R. Atkinson, Sidell. 
William J, Parsons, Silvis. 
Rollin A. Gouwens, South Holland. 
Charles DeKeuster, South Pekin. 
George W. Menzimer, Stockton. 
Charles E. McPheeters, Sullivan. 
Henry Bailey, Tamaroa. 
Walter E. Skelton, Toluca. 
John P. Mathis, Vienna. 
James G. Baker, Waltonville. 
Ernst W. Loehr, Waterloo. 
Clara M. Smith, Weldon. 
Louis J. Neltnor, West Chicago. 
Ralph K. Crawford, West Point. 
Henry J. Busefink, West Salem, 
William D. Shuck, Williamsville. 
Arthur P. Welborn, Woodlawn. 
IOWA. 
John C. Dow, College Springs. 
KANSAS. 
Renus A. Jordan, Claflin, 
Frank A. Moore, Tribune. 
LOUISIANA. 


Thomas L. Ducrest, Broussard. 
J. Rodney Murrell, Church Point. 
Robert M. Johnson, Colfax. 

John A. Moody, Cotton Valley. 
Ralph M. Menetre, Covington. 
Edward H. Tullis, Destrehan. 
Vera M. Canady, Eros. 

George W. Taylor, Franklin. 
George W. Varnado, Franklinton. 
Edward F. Crawford, Gretna. 
John E. Johnson, Harrisonburg. 
Katherine J. Moynagh, Harvey, 
Ela A. McDowell, Hodge. 


Claude H. Wallis, Houma. 

Shep B. Hanes, Jena. 

Fred E. Callaway, Jonesboro. 

Lilha B. Brown, Lecompte. 

Elson A. Delaune, Lockport. 

Esther Malmstadt, Ludington. 

William R. Morgan, Mandeville. | 
Dennis Gomez, jr., Marrero. | 
Edwin J. Le Blanc, Melville. 
Melvin P. Palmer, Morgan City. | 
James H. Gray, Pollock. | 
Simon Kahn, Raceland. | 
Chester C. Heinemann, Rayville. 

Samuel L. Barksdale, Ruston. 

Novilla T. King, Simsboro. 

Walter B. Eisely, Tallulah. 

Samuel A. Fairchild, Vinton. 

Robert J. Rasbury, West Monroe. 

Isidore A. Currault, Westwego. 


MARYLAND, 


Walter A. Aaronson, Aberdeen. 
William L. Marey, Annapolis. 
Brenta F. Wallace, Bethesda. 
Frank L. Spitzer, Brunswick. 
Eva L. Mitzel, Cardiff. 
John N. Bennett, Chestertown. 
Charles H. Johnson, Edgewood. 
Elizabeth L. Edwards, Glenarm. 
Luther Bennett, Goldsboro. 
James O. Wilson, Hebron. 
William J. Lyon, Hughesville. 
Jessie P. Smith, Luke. 
William Marshall, Lonaconing. 
David H. Hastings, Lutherville. 
George S. Stevens, Millington. 
Charles R. Wilhelm, Monkton. 
Ivey S. ‘Callaway, Mount Rainier. 
Webster Ravenscroft, Oakland. 
Elmore H. Owens, Perryville. 
William S. Schoolfield, Pocomoke City. 
Allan Urie, Rock Hall. 
James J. Shoemaker, Sandy Spring. 
Guy M. Coale, Upper Marlboro. f 
NEBRASKA. 
John S. Myers, Grant. 
Frederick A. Mellberg, Newman Grove, 
James ©. Elliott, Westpoint. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Charles W. Brophy, Skillman. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Louis L. Burkhead, Columbus. 
OHIO. 
Charles R. Ames, Bryan. 
John Roth, Excello. 
Charles O. Eastman, Wauseon. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Mary McCutcheon, Schulter. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Harvey J. Smoyer, Clairton. 
Flora A. Smith, Smithfield. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
George W. Warren, Bristol. 
Frank A. Rixford, Woonsocket. 
TEXAS, 
Vivian B. Boone, Fabens. 
William N. Moore, Fort Worth. 
VIRGIN ISLANDS. 
Leslie C. Brothers, St. Thomas. 
WASHINGTON. 
William G. Powell, Aberdeen. 
Louis H. Gurnsey, Addy. 
Charles P. Stapp, Anacortes. 
Fred H. Tonkin, Black Diamond. 
Mark Harris, Brush Prairie. 
Allison C. Presson, Buena. 
Katherine A. King, Carbonade. 
Eliza F. Head, Cathlamet. 
Judd C. Bush, Chehalis. 
Julius C. Raaberg, Clarkston. 
Louis E. Wolfe, Concrete. 
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Arthur B. Cass, Connell. 
Will T. Howard, Coupeville. 
William W. Woodward, Darrington, 
Herbert P. Fisher, Garfield. 
Edwin R. Larson, Hamilton. 
Tillman E. Kamerer, Hanford. 
Stella F. Fix, Kapowsin. 
Charles C. Mulligan, Kirkland. 
Ernest R. Anderson, La Center. 
Margaret J. Chilberg. La Conner. 
Curtis B. Bay, Lynden. 
Carl M. Jensen, Manson. 
Andrew H. Byram, Millwood. 
Anna M. Robertson, Montesano. 
James C. Blevins, Naches. 
Hazel P. MacVicker, Port Blakely. 
George W. Edgerton, Puyallup. 
John W. Cowdery, Rainier. 
Lovilla R. H. Bratt, Richmond Beach. 
Fred B. Goldsworthy, Rosalia. 
James Lane, Roslyn. 
Charles M. Perkins, Seattle. 
Thomas F. Laurenson, Sequim. 
Warren P. Cressy, South Bend. 
Robert O. Logsdon, Sprague. 
Emmett V. Fleming, Springdale. 
Albert C. Sly. Stevenson. 
James H. Adams, Waitsburg. 
WISCONSIN, 
John Meili, Alma. 
Carl L. Christianson, Bloomer. 
Sidney C. Goff, Elkhorn. 
Thomas A. Walby, Hudson. 
Theodore B. Ottum, Macfarland. 
William A. Devine, Madison. 
Walter F. Martin, Mukwonago. 
George L. Leverenz, New Holstein. 
Nellie I. McGill, Oregon. 
Ernest P. G. Schlerf. Oshkosh. 
Robert I. Dugdale, Platteville. 
Henry J. LaGrandeur, Somerset. 
Frank I. Conner, Sun Prairie. 
Lewis H. Cock, Wausan. 
Herman C. Gralow, Woodville. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Evecutive nominations withdrawn from the Senate January 7, 
MEMBER OF UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD. 

Edward P. Farley, of Ilinois, to be a member of the United 

States Shipping Board. 
POSTMASTER, 

Charles C. Sommers to be postmaster at Clifton Heights, in 

the State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 7, 1924. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain. Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


We most humbly ask Thee, our Heavenly Father, for Thy 
richest blessings to rest upon our beloved country, upon its 
Representatives in Congress, and upon him who presides over 
its deliberations. Direct them, O God, in their manifold 
duties and in their nation-wide responsibilities. Enable us 
always to subject ourselves to the blessed influences of Thy 
Spirit, who is the guiding intelligence of all that is great and 
good in the being of man. We ask all to the honor and glory 
of Thy holy name. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, January 3, 1924, 
was read and approved. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. JOST. Mr. Speaker, 1 introduced this morning a resolu- 
tion to postpone action upon the soldiers’ bonus legislation until 
such time as an adequate pension system has been provided 
and enacted. I ask unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD 
an interview of mine appearing in yesterday’s New York Times, 
which expresses my view upon that subject. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting 
therein an interview with himself, which appeared yesterday 
in the New York Times, relative te the soldiers’ bonus legis- 


lation. Is there objection? 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, for the present I object. 


MESSAGE FROM TRE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 1539. An act extending the time for the construction of a 
bridge across Fox River by the city of Aurora, III., and grant- 
ing the consent of Congress to the removal of an existing dam 
and to its replacement with a new structure; 

S. 1374. An act to authorize the Norfolk & Western Railway 
Co. to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River at or near a point about 14 miles west of Williamson, 
Mingo County, W. Va., and near the mouth of Turkey Creek, 
Pike County, Ky.; 

S. 1368. An act granting the consent of Congress to the State 
of South: Dakota for the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between Walworth County and Corson County, 
S. Dak. ; 

S. 801. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Valley Transfer 
Reulway Co., its successors and assigns, of a railroad bridge 
across the Mississippi River between Hennepin and Ramsey 
Counties, Minn. ; 

S. 1367. An act granting the consent of Congress to the State 
of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between Brule County and Lyman County, 
S. Dak. ; ; 

S. 1170. An act to authorize the highway commission of the 
State of Montana to construct and maintain a highway bridge 
across the Yellowstone River at or near the city of Glendive, 
Mont. ; 

S. 604. An act to authorize the construction, maintenance, 
and operation of a bridge across the St. Francis River, near St. 
Francis, Ark. ; 

S. 603. An act to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
h the White River at or near the town of Des Are, Ark.; 
an 

S. 1540. An act granting the consent of Congress to the city 
of Aurora, Kane County, III., a municipal corporation, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate certain bridges across Fox River. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 603. An act to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
across the White River at or near the town of Des Are, Ark.; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 604. An aet to authorize the construction, maintenance, 
and operation of a bridge across the St. Francis River near 
St. Franeis, Ark.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

S. S01. An aet granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Valley Transfer 
Railway Co., its suecessers and assigns, of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River between Hennepin and Ramsey Counties, 
Minn. ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1170. An act to authorize the highway commission of the 
State of Montana to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Yellowstone River at or near the city of Glendive, Mont. ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1367. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Brule County and Lyman County, 
S. Dak.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S. 1368. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Walworth County and Corson 
County, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

S. 1374. An act to authorize the Norfolk & Western Raihway 
Co. to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River at or near a point about 14 miles west of Williamson, 
Mingo County, W. Va., and near the mouth of Turkey Creek, 
Pike County, Ky.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

S. 1539. An act extending the time for the construction of a 
bridge across Fox River by the city of Aurora, III., and granting 
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the consent of Congress to the removal of an existing dam and 
to its replacement with a new structure; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1540. An act granting the consent of Congress to the city 
of Aurora, Kane County, III., a municipal corporation, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate certain bridges across Fox River; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the form of a public document a report upon Indian 
matters that pertains to a conference which was held in the 
month of December last, attended by 100 citizens who were 
called together by the Secretary of the Interior for the purpose 
of discussing Indian matters pertaining to all of the Indians 
in the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the form of a public document the pro- 
ceedings of a certain conference referred to. Is there objection? 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
think the gentleman ought to make a fuller explanation of just 
exactly what he intends and in what way it pertains to the 
House. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I think this is very impor- 
tant, and I ask attention for just a moment or two. ‘Those 
who are familiar with Indian affairs know that we had very 
intensive Indian problems before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs all during the last session of Congress. There is 
still a great deal of interest upon the part of many people 
throughout the United States in the matter of the way the af- 
fairs of the Indians are being handled, to such an extent that last 
summer the Secretary of the Interior decided to select 100 
representatives throughout the United States, including schol- 
ars, scientists, Indian uplifters, and heads of the various In- 
dian societies, and those men and women came together here 
and held a conference. Among those attending that confer- 
ence was so prominent a citizen as William Jennings Bryan. 
A conference was held, and a report has been made, and ac- 
companying that report are addenda containing full informa- 
tion of much interest to the Members of this House, as well 
as to the public generally, and if we can get this printed in 
the shape of a pamphlet which can be distributed among the 
Sen and among the Members of the House, I think much 

efit will result. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Has there been an estimate 
of the cost made of this? 

Mr. SNYDER. In my judgment the pamphlet will be 
about 50 pages. I think it is very important. I can get an 
estimate upon the cost of it if the gentleman thinks it is nec- 
essary. We are going to have very intensive Indian investi- 
gations this winter, and this would give information to those 
who are little informed with respect to these problems. 

Mr. KING. Is there anything in this report in the nature 
of propaganda for the furtherance of any policy? 

Mr. SNYDER. Nothing except this: Of course there is a 
movement upon the part of some people to do away with the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. This report will show that such 
a policy would be absolutely absurd, and that the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs has been and is doing a wonderful work for 
the Indians throughout the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, as a member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs—or at least my name has 
been so reported, although I have not had any recognition as 
such by my chairman—is the gentleman willing to say to me 
that this document contains no bureaucratic propaganda? 

Mr. SNYDER. I have read the document in full, and while 
it does not eriticize adversely the Bureau of Indian Affairs, it 
does not give that bureau a boost. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I am not objecting so much to 
adverse criticism as I am to favorable comment. 

Mr. SNYDER. And for the benefit of the gentleman who is 
a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. So reported. 

Mr. SNYDER. There will be a meeting of the committee 
soon. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. How soon? 

Mr. SNYDER. So that the gentleman can then get proper 
recognition from the chairman, and I hope he will have a 
pleasant time while serving as a member of that committee, 


Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. 

the gentleman most any time. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp, and may I say in 
connection with that request that I have been allowed 30 
minutes to-day in which to address the House, but my physical 
condition on account of having been ill for the last two days 
will probably not enable me to do so. I therefore ask to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp, so that what I would have had to 
say will appear to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SNELL. Are these the remarks the gentleman expected 
to deliver to-day? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I would say to the gentleman that 
they will consist of the statement which the Democrats of the 
Committee on Ways and Means gave to the press to-day, am- 
plified by some figures taken from the Treasurer's report, and 
from the report of the Secretary of the Interior, as well as 
some expression of the Secretary of the Interior, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, in that connection, I think the 
gentleman's remarks should go in the Recorp in regular type. 
fe they are put in 6-point type, nobody will be able to read 

em. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
ray that my remarks may be printed in the Recoxp in 8-point 
ype. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


SUSPENSION OF RULES, 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Revision of the Laws I move to suspend the rules and read 
the title only and pass the bill (H. R. 12) entitled, “A bill 
to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the general and 
permanent laws of the United States in force December 2, 
1923,” in 10,747 sections, and the supplement as finally approved 
by the committee and printed under its direction pursuant to 
law, a copy of which is in the possession of the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will send up his motion, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. LITTLE moves to suspend the rules and read the title only and 
pass the bill (H. R. 12) entitled, “A bill to consolidate, codify, re- 
vise and reenact the general and permanent laws of the United States 
in force December 2, 1923,” in 10,747 sections, and the supplement as 
finally approved by the committee and printed under its direction pur- 
suant to law, a copy of which is in the possession of the Clerk. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Kansas is entitled to 
20 minutes, and the gentleman from North Carolina is entitled 
to 20 minutes. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, there is no man anywhere in the 
United States who has in his possession any book in which he 
can find the general and permanent laws of the United States 
as they existed when this Congress assembled unless he has a 
copy of this bill to establish a code. There are two sets of 
Federal laws published by private publishers and three sets of 
annotated Federal statutes so published. I think that 75 per 
cent of those publications are the law, and the rest of it has 
been or it still is, but not general or permanent. There are 
some omissions from them which will be found in this proposed 
code. When you produce those books in court you do not know 
whether they are the law or not. They merely enable you to 
locate in the Federal books the law of the land. Every citizen 
Is supposed to know the law and be subject to it, and it is the 
duty of a great Government like this to place its official state- 
ment of the law at his command. The annotated statutes, in 
my judgment, are very valuable to the legal profession. Two of 
the great firms which print the annotated statutes have ar- 
ranged parallel tables of the proposed code sections and their 
own equivalent sections, by which you can immediately utilize 
all the annotations they have placed before the bench and the 
bar whenever you have this proposed legislation. If Congress 
should authorize the publication of such tables with the index 


I would be glad to meet with 
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to the Code of the Laws of the United States, if it is enacted, 
it will add immensely to its value. When the Revised Statutes 
were adopted and you had them in your hand, you knew that it 
was the law. If the proposed code of the laws is so adopted, 
you will know that you have the law before you as made by 
Congress, which, of course, can never be the situation when you 
read from any statute privately published. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LITTLE, Tes. 

Mr. BEGG. Are we to understand that in this proposition 
that is being submitted it is verbatim as the law is; there is no 
attempt to change any law? 

Mr. LITTLE. That is exactly what the committee is en- 
deavoring to lay before you. In 1866 a commission was 
appointed to prepare the Revised Statutes. They received 
$105,000 for giving seven years to the work and reported to the 
Committee on Revision of Laws in the House, of which Ben- 
jamin F. Butler was then chairman. The committee found 
that they had greatly revised, amended, and, as they thought, 
improved the law with so many changes that it would be quite 
impossible to pass the bill. The committee then employed a 
lawyer numed Thomas F. Durant, who gave about a year to 
cutting out all amendments and restoring the bill to the original 
inw, when it passed. In 1897 another such commission was 
appointed, who drew $150,000 for working at a new bill for 10 
years. When reported to the Heuse Revision of the Laws Com- 
mittee, the committee declined to make a favorable report on it 
at all. When the gentleman from Kansas became chairman of 
this committee he learned these facts and decided to attempt 
just what they accomplished in 1874—that is, to present the 
law, good and bad, just as Congress made it—and so we present 
this Code of the Laws of the United States, which is simply an 
orderly arrangement of all existing general and permanent law. 
Much of the criticism is by those who insist on having the law 
rewritten to suit themselves, which the committee has wholly 
declined to do. 

There is now in this country a profession of legal hack 
writers, who never practiced law but constantly seek employ- 
ment to write legislation for legislators in a hurry. Such men 
provided the revision of 1873 and the revision of 1897, which 
were cast aside without any serious consideration at all, be- 
cause impossible, and cost enormous sums. Those men per- 
sisteutly seek to induce legislators to throw aside this proposed 
hill and permit them to write at their own sweet will a new 
set of laws, which might include a few jokers which might 
prove very valuable te those who would profit by them. Those 
men are behind much of this criticism of which I shall tell you 
herein. Those men could not possibly assemble the laws of this 
land and codify them any more than they could write a brief 
for the Supreme Court, with all its necessary study. But any- 
body with a typewriter who is allowed to run his fancy can 
rewrite any law and really dream that he is improving it. To 
present to you the law as you made it and assemble it each in 
its proper place, is a work that requires legal training, intense 
application, painstaking industry, and experienced scholarship. 
These men merely want a job for which they are wholly un- 
equipped. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. As I understand, this is the identical bill 
passed at the last session of Congress, with the exception that 
you bring up the existing law to December 1 last? 

Mr. LITTLE. Except we have made a few corrections in the 
old hin. N 

Mr. WINGO. In other words, where you find there were 
errors in your former bill you corrected them, if you had over- 
looked any, and you bring it down to date? 

Mr. LITTLE. We did net overlook any, but we find occa- 
sionally printers’ mistakes, and we brought it down from 
March 4. 1919, to December 2, 1923. 

Mr. WINGO. In other words, it is work to which a great 
deal of attention has been given by the gentleman’s committee 
for the last four yehrs, and it is as near a perfect codification 
as it is possible for the human mind to assemble? 

Mr. LITTLE. I think I can safely say to the gentleman 
that this big book, if it goes into the Federal statutes, will 
have a smaller percentage of errors in it than any such book 
ever printed. [Applause.] 

In order to actually reach all Federal general and permanent 
legislation, a man must read 89 different books issued by the 
Congress of the United States as Statutes at Large, being vol- 
umes 18 to 42, inclusive, and beginning with the Revised Stat- 
utes. In this hook we have simply brought together in an 
orderly arrangement the exact provisions of existing law. The 


material in this book is the law now, but scattered through 
many books. 

When this bill becomes a law, approved by the President, any 
man with about $5 will be able to have in his office all the 
laws of the United States, general and permanent, in force 
when this session of Congress met. At the present time 90 per 
cent of the people of the United States practically have no 
actual access to its laws or any reasonable opportunity to reach 
them, and no lawyer in the United States can have an assembly 
of these laws unless he has 39 different books or a copy of this 
bill, in which the laws are arranged so as to be readily found. 
When this bill is passed any lawyer can turn in a few moments 
to each and every provision of the law. 

So far as I know, there is no claim by anybody that any 
part of the law is omitted from this book. There are a few sug- 
gestions that certain sections should be omitted. Every such 
claim has had the careful examination of several able and 
scholarly lawyers, and everything has been omitted from the 
book that ought to be omitted and everything in it is there 
because it is the law and should -be there. There is no sug- 
gestion by any lawyer that ever tried a lawsuit, so far as I 
can learn, that anything should be omitted that has been placed 
in the book. 

The claim is made that the critics have discovered mistakes 
in 214 sections of this book out of 10,747. Every criticism has 
been carefully examined by the best talent, and not one of 
the charges against the 214 sections is correct. There were 
253 errors in the Revised Statutes which were corrected by 
law. This book is four times as extensive as the Revised 
Statutes, and if we made as many mistakes in proportion as 


they did we would have over a thousand errors in the book. 


There has never been any pretense by all combined of any 
such an array. If every claim as now advanced were cor- 
rect, we could make the changes and have the book ready in 
10 days' time. When we produce such a book as that, every 
friend of his country will avail himself of the opportunity to 
help lay its laws before his fellow citizens. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yleld? 

Mr. LATTLE. T will. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I agree with the gentleman that it is 
one of the most important bills this Congress ought to pass. 
What I wanted to ask the gentleman is, Is this bill practically 
the same as the bill that passed the last House? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes; except that we have added four years’ 
work to it—four years of law made since March 4, 1919. 

Mr. KINCHELOR. The gentleman remembers that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, who was chairman of the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws in the Senate [Senator Ernst], placed a 
speech in the Rxconp the last time, in which he accuses—well, I 
will not say that, but in which he says that there are many 
hundreds of mistakes in the gentleman's bill, and I was wonder- 
ing whether the gentleman and the Senator from Kentucky 
have come any nearer to an agreement since then? 

Mr. LITTLE. I have not discussed it with him, but I have 
discussed it on the floor here quite frequently, and the gentle- 
man will find my remarks following his, the next day. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I read both, but I was wondering whether 
you were any nearer to an agreement as to the correctness of 
the bill? 

Mr. LITTLE. The bill is just as right now as it was then, 
and it was right then. [Applause.] 

Mr. KINCHELOE. The reason I asked the gentleman—I 
am frank to say I, of course, do not know which of the two 
knows the most about it—bnt I was simply calling attention 
of the gentleman to the disagreement between him and the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LITTLE. The committee has carefully prepared a com- 
plete report covering each of these details, and I suggest the 
gentleman get a copy and read it. The gentleman employed 
at the other end of the Capitol to write the criticisms on this 
bill was employed by our committee in preparing it and dis- 
charged necessarily. He found no mistakes in it, as you will 
see by an examination of our report. He has presented his 
own errors of judgment only. He has not named one section 
that should now be omitted. He has not suggested one that 
was not in the bill when he criticized it. Fortunately for the 
bill the able and careful men who assisted in the preparation 
of this bill did not agree with his views of what he wanted the 
law to be and for that reason it is now correct. 

Mr. MILLER of Washington. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? - 4 

Mr. LITTLE. I will. 

Mr. MILLER of Washington. What is the understanding of 
the gentleman by which this law cun be distributed among the 
people and read among the people? 
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Mr. LITTLE. It will be sold for about $5. If this code 
should never pass the Senate, it will well be worth $50 to any 
lawyer who has any business in the Federal courts. There is no 
private statute that compares with it in accuracy and complete- 
ness, and just as it stands, with the indorsement of the House, it 
is better entitled to the consideration of the courts than any 
other book in existence which purports to give the Federal 
laws. John H. Wigmore, author of Wigmore on Evidence, 
has as high a reputation for legal scholarship and accuracy 
as any man who writes the English tongue. January 15, 1923, 
he wrote the Senate committee concerning this bill to make 
a code: 


During the past year I have used the copy of it in preparing a 
new edition of my Treatise on Evidence, and have been through every 
page of the work and find it entirely satisfactory. 


On January 21, 1921, a very able and scholarly lawyer, former 
Secretary of War Newton Baker, wrote the chairman concern- 
ing the code bill and said: 


Senator Matt Carpenter's speech, to which you direct my attention, 
of course correctly states the answer to the difficulty always raised 
in the enactment of a great piece of codifying legislation. If we 
wait until perfection is achieved and the possibility of error removed, 
we never get the code. In the meantime practicing lawyers, judges, 
and district attorneys all over the United States are making vastly 
many more errors by reason of the fact that they have to rely upon 
an uncodified mass of legislative enactment, through which it is im- 
possible even with the greatest industry to trace out the existing state 
of law. 


On March 24, 1921, Judge Jacob Trieber, of the Arkansas 
district of the Federal court, wrote the chairman of the com- 
mittee: 


I can not express my admiration for this work. People, especially 
the bench and bar, owe you a debt of gratitude which can never be 
repaid. How you found time with your other congressional duties to 
do this work I am unable to understand. I have read in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp your remarks when you presented your report on 
the act and also the remarks made by other Members of the House, 
which show that your work is being appreciated by the Members who 
have examined it. 

JACOB TRIEBER, 
United States District Judge. 


Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. What is the idea; will the Gov- 
ernment itself print and authorize the edition and put it on 
sale or will it be done through one of these law firms? 

Mr, LITTLE. Yes; it will be done as with the Revised 
Statutes. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. How was that? 

Mr. LITTLE. The Government sells all the Statutes at Large. 
This book will be simply one of the Statutes at Large. The 
book will sell for about $5, and may be bought from the Gov- 
ernment, as every other Statute at Large. This code will be a 
very well arranged volume and very convenient to use. If 
you turn to the Coneressionat Record of April 10, 1920, page 
5005, I think you will find that the chairman of the Subcom- 
mittee on Appropriations, Hon. Bascom Slemp, then stated 
that the gentleman from Kansas, chairman of the revision com- 
mittee, by discovering one blunder in making unauthorized 
appropriations had saved the taxpayers $288,500. The chair- 
man has thus saved in the course of making this bill $572,500, 
which will pay every expense made so far or that will accrue 
when this bill is completed and published and will make for 
the Government a clean profit of over $500,000, a record un- 
challenged in the annals of parliamentary procedure, 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gen- 
tleman that he tell the House that he proposes to bring in a 
supplemental bill that will cover the point suggested by my 
friend from Illinois, and a great many other features, in re- 
spect to the indexing, in respect to the publication, so far as 
the report will be freely distributed, and in respect to the price 
at which it will be sold to the general public, and so forth? 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman is correct. That bill is al- 
ready in process of preparation, and that will be done, just as 
was done in 1874. When this bill is passed any lawyer can in a 
few moments turn to ench and every provision of the law. So 
far as I know, I will say to the gentleman, there is no claim 
by anybody that any part of the law is omitted from this bill. 
If there is such a claim, I have not seen it. There are a few 
suggestions that certain sections should be omitted. Every 
such claim has had careful examination of several able and 
scholarly lawyers, and everything has been omitted from this 


bill that ought to be omitted, and everything that is in it iş 
there because it is the law and should be there. There is no 
suggestion by any lawyer that ever tried a lawsuit, so far as I 
ana, that anything should be omitted that is placed in the 

Mr. KINCHELOE. The gentleman understands that I am 
not standing as sponsor for the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LITTLE. I was not referring to that. We are not 
permitted under the rules to refer to Senators here except 
when we speak in complimentary terms, which I can not con- 
scientiously do in this particular instance, 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I was just referring to what a dilemma 
we should be in when there was a difference between such dis- 
tinguished gentlemen. 

Mr. LITTLE. There is no important difference of opinion. 
They take exception to only 214 sections out of 10,000 sections. 
There were 253 mistakes in the revision of the statutes in 
1874, which were corrected by law. This book is four times 
as big as that was. If we had a thousand errors in this bill 
there would not be as big a percentage of errors in it as there 
was in that. The critics say now they have discovered errors 
in 214 sections. Every section has been examined by capable 
lawyers, and not one of the criticisms as to the 214 is correct. 
The gentleman has anticipated me. The book is four times as 
extensive as the Revised Statutes. There has never been any 
pretense by anybody that there are as many mistakes in this 
book as there would be if it had the same percentage of mis- 
takes as the codification of 1874, 

There are 56 books of the Statutes at Large on your shelves, 
On behalf of the revisers and the committee who have labored 
intensively on this work for nearly five years, I assert that 
this book has a smaller percentage of errors in its pages than 
any of its 56 predecessors issued by the Congress of the United 
States in 134 years, and I appeal to the American people for a 
fair hearing and a square deal for this great code of all their 
laws, which I now lay before them for the third time with the 
unanimous approval of the representatives of 110,000,000 
Americans who heave dire need of this legislation and have 
waited for it for 50 years. 

In the days of ancient Babylon the rulers published on 
columns of stone the laws of the land and erected the columns 
in each city, and as the Good Book tells us, the wayfaring man, 


though a fool, might read as he runs down the publie roads. 


The people of Babylon had at their everyday and immediate 
command all the laws of their country and could ‘always know 
what they were. That ancient State was far in advance of the 
United States of America in making its laws known to its 
citizenship. If this bill goes to our people, it will be found in 
every city, in every town, in every village where there is an 
attorney at law, and while even then our people can not be as 
readily informed of the law as were the citizens of Babylon, 
they will be better informed than they ever were before. We 
have 110,000,000 of people and not one of them, unless he has 
a copy of this bill, can turn to the law in any 24 hours and 
learn what it is. 

A tyrant in an ancient city wrote a handsome code of its iaws 
on columns of stone and placed them far above and out of the 
reach of his subjects who were still amenable to its penalties 
and still guided by its promulgations, That man's offense was 
mere petty larceny compared with the crime of him who shall 
prevent the establishment of this great code for 110,006,000 
of people. 

This bill first passed this House December 20, 1920, more 
than three years ago, If it had become a law at that time, it 
would have profited the bench and the bar and the litigants 
and the people generally of this country almost beyond imagi- 
nation, To say that it would be worth a million dollars a year 
to these people is to state the case’ very mildly. In mere amount 
of time to be saved by the bench, the bar, and the clients, it is 
difficult to estimate high enough its value for the last three 
years if it had been in existence. When we add to that the 
good it would do by disseminating among the people a real 
knowledge of the legislation bearing on their conduct and on 
their business, it is difficult to conceive that any man would 
eyen pause a moment to challenge this great bill, even if there 
were hundreds of errors in it. 4 

Let us suppose that when Hammourabi, 4,000 years ago, sent 
to one of his cities the column of his code, which now rests 
in Paris in the Louvre, he had intrusted it to an official who 
reached the conclusion that he had discovered a mistake in it 
and decided to cast it aside and leave the people with no code 
of his laws. They would haye tied a millstone about his neck 
and cast him into the sea. How trifling would the wrongs he 
inflicted be as compared with the sins of a man who would 
deprive the American Republic for three years of the laws we 


have been making for 134 years on the claim that there were 
in a bill of 2,500,000 words 214 or even 1,000 mistakes. 

Every year the laws of the United States more and more 
become aggressively and individually important to all the busi- 
ness methods and living methods of 110,000,000 people. The 
time is now here when the conduct of our people and the 
business of the people is continuously searched and determined 
by Federal legislation. One ean hardly imagine any sufficient 
number of petty errors that would justify a refusal to present 
these laws where the people, the bench, the bar, and the busi- 
ness of the country can find them. 

During the Forty-first Congress when the bill was under way 
in the House, Roscoe Conkling, Charles Sumner, Thomas F. 
Bayard, and Matt Carpenter were members of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Revision of the Laws. When the Revised Ststutes 
reached the Senate of the United States in 1874, Conkling, 
Carpenter, Stewart of Nevada, Alcorn of Mississippi, and Matt 
Ransom, of North Carolina, were on the Senate committee to 
which the Revised Statutes bill was sent. If those gen‘lemen 
had held that bill for 20 months without any investigation, and 
one day before the adjournment of that Congress had cast into 
the discard a bill which had received the unanimous in«orse- 
ment of the American House of Representatives under the 
pretext of 253 mistakes, which it really contained, the Amer- 
ican people would not have enjoyed for the last 49 years the 
advantages that sprang from that greatest code the world 
ever saw and the making of this bill would have been almost 
impossible. . 

In the time of Queen Elizabeth, Bacon undertook to present 
England with a code of its laws, and lesser men stood in his 
way with petty criticisms and England has never had such a 
code of its laws, which now, after centuries, still continue to be 
published in the Statutes of the Realm, very much like our 
Statutes at Large. 

But for the industry and scholarship of the Members of this 
House who prepared and put through the Revised Statutes, this 
country would still be dependent after 134 years upon the 
Statutes at Large. During the first 84 years of this Republic 
the laws made by Congress, by authority of Congress, were 
published by Little & Brown, publishers and booksellers, of 
Boston. James Brown ran their bookstore and the publishing 
was done under the direction of Charles C. Little, The only 
authority we now have for those original laws is the first 17 
volumes of the Statutes at Large, for which you are indebted 
to Charles C. Little. In 1874 this Congress determined to print 
its own laws, and began by assembling in the Revised Statutes 
and publishing in 1875 all the general and permanent laws still 
in existence then that had been made since the beginning of 
Congress. It was then fondly anticipated by the great men 
who put those Revised Statutes through—Conkling, Sumner, 
Carpenter, Stewart, Ransom, Butler, Poland, Lawrence, Sayler, 
Rockwood Hoar, and George F. Hoar and the rest—that the 
Government should always, so far as was within the bounds 
of possibility, maintain our laws at the high state they reached 
June 22, 1874, but nearly half a century went by before the 
possibility of that was again immediately within reach. 

Eighteen months were first devoted to the preparation and 
presentation in the Sixth-sixth Congress of this legislation, 
and the entire task was covered in those 18 months down to the 
4th of March, 1919. Any faithfcl and competent group of 
men can make a searching and determinative analysis of 
this work in 90 days if they give to it half the industry 
and diligence that it received during those first 18 months. 
[Applause. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Latta, one of Lis secretaries, 


SUSPENSION OF RULES. 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore}. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized 
for 10 minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the 
House 10 minutes. The only reason, I suppose, why I am re- 
quested to say anything on this bill is that when I first came 
here in 1919 I was appointed on the committee of which the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Lrrrre] is chairman, and worked 
with him in the effort to codify the public laws of the United 
States as in effect on the 4th of March, 1919. 

The necessity of that work was recognized by everybody. 
At that time, and at this time, all of the statutes are in such 
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form that they are in great measure inaccessible or difficult of 
access. They are contained in the old Revised Statutes of 1878, 
and in the something like 25 volumes of the Statutes at Large, 
printed since that revision; and in order to know what the law 
is, unless some unofficial publication is consulted, it is neces- 
sary for one to range over that entire field. This disadvantage 
is at once apparent. There is now no single volume which 
can be offered in evidence, and the cost of buying an unofficial 
compilation runs from $12 or $15 to over $100. 

What the committee undertook to do was not to amend the 
statutes to any extent whatever but to gather all of them in a 
single volume—all of the statutes in effect on the 4th of 
March, 1919. That was done most laboriously and with all 
the care that could be exercised, and there is every reason to 
believe that the result is as accurate as any similar work that 
has at any time been done. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
right there? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I am very much interested in the gentle- 
man’s statement. At what time did you begin this work and 
what period of time does it cover? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. We were on it for more than a 
year. We had the assistance of experts who, by the way, were 
most moderately compensated. Another thing was this: Our 
codification was checked against the codification made by the 
West Publishing Co. and against that made by the Thompson 
Publishing Co. and against that of Mr. Barnes. No expedient 
designed to secure accuracy was omitted, and we have confi- 
dence and faith in the result. 

Gentlemen may ask this question: If the codification of the 
laws as they were on March 4, 1919, is all that we claim for 
it, why is it that having passed the House on December 20, 
1920, in the Sixty-sixth Congress, it did not receive considera- 
tion at the other end of the Capitol? And why is it that again 
having passed the House in the next Congress, the Sixty-seventh 
Congress, on May 16, 1921, it still failed to receive consideration 
at the other end of the Capitol? To answer that question 
might bring a discussion that would carry us outside of the 
rules. There are a good many rules of the House of which I 
disapproye, but one of the rules not in that category prevents 
a good deal that might be said in one House about what hap- 
pens, or does not happen, in the other House. But if anyone 
wishes to know the answer I refer him to the distinguished 
chairman of the committee, who may not be able to explain 
publicly, but will in private, at least, certainly make a 
statement couched in the most elemental, vigorous, and 
emphatic language which it is possible to use. [Laughter and 
applause. } 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. DOWELL. Has the gentleman any information about 
the fate of this bill in another body at this session of Congress? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. No. We are simply now casting 
our bread upon the waters without any assurance that it will 
be returned to us after many days, or returned at all. But 
I can say that throughout the country by the lawyers there 
is a great demand for a volume of the character that is con- 
templated. It will embrace not only the laws in effect the 
4th of March, 1919, which was the original bill, but supple- 
mentary thereto the subsequently enacted laws which were in 
effect on December 2, 1923. 

Although not now a member of the committee, I may say 
that I have had something to do with the supplementary work. 
I was here during the summer; I happened to be, to some ex- 
tent, in touch with the experts who were then working, and 
in that connection I examined a good many of the criticisms 
that have been offered of the prior compilation, and I feel 
quite sure that when you gentlemen, without any detailed ex- 
amination, approve this bill, as I hope you will, you may have 
no fear that you have done anything that puts in peril to 
any extent whatever the interests of the country which are 
involved in a proper codification of the Federal laws. 

I do not think it is necessary to go further, and I shall only 
detain the House for a moment to say this: That while the 
Committee on Revision does not perhaps stand out as one of 
the great committees of the House, yet very few committees 
and very few committee chairmen have to their credit a more 
valuable and monumental work than has emanated from the 
committee over which the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. LITTLE] 
presides. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that those of us who speak 
on this legislation be allowed to revise and extend our remarks 
in the RECORD. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LITTLE] 
asks that those who speak on this legislation be allowed to 
revise and extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr, PEERY]. 

Mr. PEERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks on this bill in the RECORD: 

The SPEAKER. That right has already been given. 

The extension of remarks referred to is here printed in full, 
as follows: £ 

Mr. PEERY. Mr. Speaker, a mere statement of fact, giving 
the history of this bill, should bring somewhat of assurance to 
this House and seems to render extended discussion unnecessary. 

A bill codifying the general and permanent laws of the United 
States in force March 4, 1919, has heretofore been twice reported 
to the House, and twice passed by the House by unanimous vote, 
The bill now under consideration is the same bill, improved in 
some respects, and with additions, bringing the law down to 
December 2, 1923. 

The need for such a codification of the laws has been recog- 
nized from time to time, and from time to time has been met. 
It is, however, somewhat surprising that no official codification 
of this character has been published by Congress since the 
second edition of the Revised Statutes in 1878. Since that date 
Congress has annually enacted a large number of new laws. 
They are contained in the official publications known as the 
Statutes at Large. A comparison of the number of laws hereto- 
fore and recently enacted is interesting. We are told that our 
First Congress enacted only 94 statutes, but in the Sixty-sixth 
Congress there were introduced in the Senate and House a total 
of 21,967 bills and joint resolutions, and 594 statutes were 
enacted. Volume after volume has thus been added from year 
to year until these statutes of themselves make up a small-sized 
library. And in order to determine from official sources what 
the Federal law is to-day, it is necessary to follow it through 
all these numerous volumes. 

Under the law, all men are presumed to know the law—and 
yet we of the legal fraternity are too often forced to admit 
that it is a violent presumption even as to the lawyers them- 
selves, and it is sometimes true that a man is punished for the 
violation of a law of which he did not actually know and 
which the judge and lawyer have great difficulty in finding—it 
is difficult to ascertain just what the law is, and the process is 
often long and laborious. Ready access to the law in con- 
venient form helps to cultivate obedience to the law and con- 
tributes to the prompt enforcement thereof. The criticism of 
the laws delays” which the profession recognizes is not un- 
merited, and which it has set about to meet and correct, is in 
some measure due to the practical difficulty of ascertaining just 
what the law is. The need of having a codification of the 
general and permanent laws now in force in convenient and 
accessible form, is imperative. It is, of course, true that cer- 
tain private concerns have helped to meet this need with their 
publications, which are quite meritorious, but even with these 
there remains the need for a codification, which bears an 
official stamp and which may be admitted in evidence in the 
courts of the land. This need has been voiced by Government 
officials, judges, lawyers, and laymen throughont the country. 

The bill under consideration is intended to meet this need. 

In this work, the objective has been not to amend or change 
the law, but to gather together under appropriate headings and 
title, the law as enacted from time to time by the Congress, 

Another question that naturally arises is as to the fidelity, 
care, and accuracy with which the work has been done. The 
committee employed able experts in codification, men of high 
legal attainments, who were not only competent to do the work, 
but who took pleasure in the work itself. These experts 
worked under the supervision of and in collaboration with the 
able and eflicient chairman of the committee—who is a dis- 
tinguished lawyer of fine attainments, and who gave himself 
ungrudgingly to this arduous work. Other members of the 
committee contributed to the work and the whole was done 
under the committee’s supervision, Great care was exercised 
to avoid error, and the work was carefully checked. 

The work was submitted to various eminent men, portions 
of it to the governmental departments interested therein. 
Criticism was invited. Some was received. When well taken 
it was acted upon and improvements were made. The work 
consumed 18 months before the first bill was reported. Since 
its first passage by the House more than two years have 
elapsed during which time the bill has been open to examina- 
tion and criticism. Many letters of commendation have been 
received. Higher praise could hardly come to it from a more 
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eminent source than that which comes from Professor Wigmore, 
author of Wigmore on Evidence, who speaking of the bill 
before the last supplement brought it down from March 4, 
1919, to December 2, 1923, said: 


During the past year I have used the copy of it in preparing a new 
edition of my Treatise on Evidence and have been through every page 
of the work and find it entirely satisfactory. 


It is confidently believed that the bill is the result of work 
well and faithfully done, and that great care has been exer- 
cised to reduce the matter of error to a minimum. 

Mr. BULWINKLBE. I yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Evans], 

Mr. EVANS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the importance of the 
passage of this bill, in my opinion, should appeal to every 
member of the bar in this House. We all know how difficult 
it is not only to discover but to interpret the laws of the United 
States Congress as they are now scattered through numerous 
volumes of our legislation. 

This legislation represents a great amount of labor on the 
part of the chairman of this committee as well as on the part 
of the committees which have had to do with it in the past 
four or five years. This committee has done that thing which 
it is possible for men to do. What this committee has done 
may not be perfect, but that only means that the Members of 
this House and the members of this committee are not perfect; 
but it is certainly as nearly perfect as it could be made by a 
committee, and this bill, in the interest of the clarifying and 
putting together of the laws, certainly ought to be passed. 
This is not a revision of the laws; it is a compilation of the 
laws into a code. It is the putting together of the laws, in 
permanent form, which are now in force up to December 2, 
1923, and this legislation, it seems to me, should have in this 
House, as it has had on two former occasions, the unanimous 
vote of the membership of the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I have not had a great 
share in the codification of these laws, and yet I have given 
earnest attention to the work for many hours with the chair- 
man of the committee, and I know the careful analysis that 
more than 100 of the most difficult sections of this bill have 
received and the microscopic attention of those who have sought 
to discover flaws. 

The great value of this work, not only to the Federal bench 
and to the bar but also to the people of the United States, is 
immeasurable. To consider that we must now search 56 large 
yolumes, with inaccuracies in their indexes and filled with 
contradictions and differences, ambiguities and irregularities, in 
order to find out what the present law is, which this codifica- 
tion would officially determine, is to realize something of the 
great value of this work. Even though it should contain errors, 
which it seems is impossible under the close serutiny which 
has been given to it all the way through by the members of the 
committee and those in the other branch of Congress, who have 
been seeking to find reasons why it was not perfect, it would be 
a great catastrophe to have the passage of this bill again 
defeated by Congress; and because I realize the faithfulness 
and the great devotion of the chairman of this committee to 
this enormous and important task, it is a great pleasure to add 
my voice to his on this occasion of the consideration of the bill 
before the House. I know that criticisms have been directed 
to the code, but, on analysis, all those criticisms have been to 
inaccuracies and contradictions In the law, and the codification 
has followed faithfully the law as the Congress has enacted it. 
This work of codifying the laws has developed nany mistakes 
which have been made by Congress. These mistakes are ad- 
hered to in this volume of the code. Imperfections existing in 
the laws, such as allusions to laws already repealed, and all the 
errors, contradictions, and ambiguities have been faithfully 
retained by the codifiers. No other course is open to one who 
undertakes to codify rather than to change the laws. The 
moment the codifier seeks to put his personal interpretation on 
the contradictions or the ambiguities then there is opened up 
a great field for discussion, and there would be such an inter- 
minable number of differences it would be impossible to enact 
such a bill into legislation. So, after all, these criticisms have 
only developed that the codification has been most faithfully 
done. [Applause.] 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, how much time remain- 
ing have I? N 

The SPEAKER. Two minutes. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Then I yield two minutes time to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SALMON]. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


643 


Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, I was assigned to this com- 
mittee upon the organization of the present Congress and have 
devoted considerable time to an examination of the volume now 
before the House, During this short time I have recognized 
the splendid work that has been done by the committees who 
have labored upon this volume for the last four years. I think 
this bill should be passed unanimously for the reason that 
the ability of the best experts of the country, combined with 
the ability of the members of this committee, has been devoted 
to the compilation of this work. 

I understand in some instances that after the conviction 
and inearceration of persons tried in the Federal courts it has 
been learned that the applicable law had not been discovered 
and that such persons had suffered conviction and penal servi- 
tude because of a lack of knowledge of the Federal statutes 
on account of the inability of the courts and attorneys to find 
the law. 

This volume gives the law in convenient form and will be 
recognized as the official code of the Federal statutes. For 
these reasons, as a new member of this committee and a new 
Member of Congress I express the hope that this splendid 
work will receive the unanimous vote of this body. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kansas to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. Under an order heretofore entered by the 
House the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Jones] is recognized for 
20 minutes. 

PROPAGANDA, 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, we 
Americans are a peculiar people. As a Nation we have done 
wonderful things. The theories of yesterday, proved by prac- 
tice to-day, give way to the improvements of to-morrow. We 
do everything in a hurry. We have the telegram instead of the 
slow letter. We have the automobile instead of the ox cart, 
and if this is not fast enough we may tread the clouds and 
annihilate space through the medium of the airplane. We 
have the radio by means of which we may gossip without lean- 
ing over the back-vyard fence. We have a Saturday Evening 
Post that is distributed on Thursday, Sunday papers that are 
published four days ahead, and news that never happened. 
Styles change overnight. Women wear hats that are turned 
up in front and down behind, then down in front and up be- 
hind, then neither and then both. We drive 45 miles per hour 
going nowhere, just joy riding. 

Some one asked Doctor Coué when he returned to France to 
give his impressions of America. He replied, “ Oh, the Americans 
are a wonderful people. They are very fine. They are very 
hospitable and generous. They have lots of money, but the 
trouble is they are always in a hurry. They never have time 
to enjoy life. For instance, they don’t have time to say ‘ Every 
day in every way I'm getting better and better’; they just say, 
‘Hell, I'm well.’” 

We have General Dawes to do our “cussing,” Ford to build 
our flivvers, the Progressives to do our talking, and the Rules 
Committee to run the House of Representatives. If that doesn’t 
complete the ring, what does? 

We are getting to be a Government by groups and the victims 
of propaganda. Some old boy, or some group will conceive an 
idea to save the country. He'll organize his little group and 
wire all over the United States saying. Wire or write your 
Congressman to do thus.” Some enterprising newspaper re- 
porter, with a nose for news, smells a story and the ma- 
chinery is started. They begin by taking a lick at Congress. 
That seems to be popular. Then they frequently operate by 
exaggerating or misstating the facts and beating the “tom 
tom,” and then, if they have nothing better to do, finally wind 
up by “cussing” the Volstead Act. 

The sad part about it is that by coloring or misstating the 
facts the public is sometimes misled. For instance, Brigadier 


General Dawes, whom we have recently sent out of the country, 


and are resting in the deadly stillness of his aftermath, was 
once chairman or head of the Bureau of the Budget. His 
language, at least, was picturesque. He made good newspaper 
copy. He was an artist at publicity. The newspaper men, 


encouraged by him, pictured him as “ Jove-like,” belching light- 
ning and lambent fames, holding an extravagant and wasteful 
Congress in check and thus saving the taxpayers millions of 
dollars. 

The cold facts are—and how many romantic stories are 
spoiled by the facts of history; as, for instance, the famous 


Appomattox apple-tree story which gained wide currency, but 
which was dissipated by General Grant, who, in his memoirs, 
pronounced it pure fiction—the cold facts are that Congress, 
with a single exception, reduced all of General Dawes's esti- 
mates an average of more than 10 per cent, and thus the Con- 
gress actually saved the country millions of dollars by cutting 
the general's estimates; not as much as they should have cut 
them, for there is need for the most rigid economy—still, they 
cut them just the same. [Applause.] But the public did not 
know anything about that. It did not make good newspaper 
copy. Therefore the newspapers did not use it. They had pic- 
tured Dawes as a firebrand of economy, or rather as a rip- 
roaring, snorting fire engine, thundering pell-mell down Penn- 
sylvania Avenue to put out of the fires of governmental extrav- 
agance and quench the flames of congressional waste. Then 
when the Congress went the general one better and quietly 
took all of the enthusiasm out of the matter by reducing the 
general's estimates, thus leaving the yell leader with no lan- 
guage but a yell, it simply was not news, that is all. Facts are 
dull, prosaic things. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman has noticed the propaganda 
about the so-called Mellon plan. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; I was just about to come to that, and I 
thank the gentleman for his suggestion. Facts are prosaic 
things, and what are facts when the circus is on; when the con- 
fetti of foolishness is being thrown; when the moxey mead, the 
honey wine, the California fruit juice, and the pink lemon- 
ade are being sold; when the elephant is standing on his 
head; when the blood-sweating hippopotamus is on display, and 
when the steam piano is in full blast? Reason simply stacks 
arms and leaves the field under those circumstances. 

I would not take from General Dawes one iota of credit for 
some valuable work he did, notwithstanding his aspersions on 
Congress. He, through the Budget law, which was passed by 
the Congress, assisted in eliminating some duplication aud in 
reducing departmental estimates, which are always too high. 
But the trouble was he did not go far enough. The Congress 
almost invariably reduces the department estimates, and they 
reduced General Dawes's estimates very materially. 

As my friend from South Carolina suggests, just now a 
great deal of propaganda is being used to further the Mellon 
plan, and a good many folks have been led to believe that it is 
the Mellon plan or nothing. As a matter of fact, the entire 
Congress, as well as the country, is in favor of tax reduction. 

The whole fight will be, not whether we shall have tax re- 
duction but whether the greater part of the load shall be 
taken off the rich or the men of average or small means. 
Everyone is in favor of tax reduction and there will be tax 
reduction. The question, as it will be tried out here, will 
simply be, How shall such reduction, as the facts will justify, 
be distributed? That will be the issue, but that does not stop 
the propagandist. Taking advantage of the universal desire 
for tax reduction, the sources of publicity, the organizations 
and the big interests and the New York bankers are trying to 
make Congress swallow the Mellon plan lock, stock, and barrel 
in spite of its inequities. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 3 

Mr. STEVENSON. The general proposition that I get is 
that the Mellon plan is infallible. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, yes; that is the purpose of the propaganda. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman remembers that a few 
months ago, when we were about to pass the bonus bill, Mr. 
Mellon gave out a financial statement of the condition of the 
Government, in which he forecasted a deficit of $650,000,000. 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Then six months afterwards, when it was 
necessary to make a showing for the administration, he gave 
out another estimate of $350,000,000 surplus. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; he is a magician in figures as well as in 
finance. Not only are the facts as stated by the gentleman from 
South Carolina true, but the Mellon plan as conceived to-day is 
a good deal like the one he turned out two years ago. You will 
recall that two years ago he started a plan reducing the taxes 
only on people who had an income of $66,000 or more per year, 
and leaving all men with smaller incomes with all of the 
burdens of the old tax law. A fight was started in the House 
of Representatives, and apparently that was the first time Mr. 
Mellon ever knew that there was anybody who drew less than 
$66,000 a year; at least it was the first time he had paid the 
man of small means any attention. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. In just a moment. When he found that he 
could not put over that plan, he presents the same plan again 
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with just a little sop to the small man, and then says, “ You 
will take this or nothing.” It is the same old pill, with a 
yery thin sugar coating over it. Now I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. SNYDER. Well now, referring to the statement 

Mr. JONES. I have but a limited time, and I can yield only 
for a question. 

Mr. SNYDER. If we concede that the Secretary of the 
Treasury made a misstatement, we will have to concede also 
that the statement was on the right side of the ledger. 

Mr. JONES. However that may be, he had the facts before 
him all the time, he had the figures, and they were accurate, 
so why should he make a mistake just at the time when it was 
good polities for him to do so for his party? I do not under- 
stand it. [Applause] But the propaganda was on. What 
difference does it make in the eyes of these propagandists that 
the Mellon plan will favor certain classes very greatly? 
What boots it that it will reduce the taxes of the man of 
small means much less than they should be reduced? What 
difference does it make that under the rates of the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff bill $3,000,000,000 in indirect taxes will still 
be on the backs of the people, most of which goes not into 
the Treasury but into the pockets of a favored few? Andrew, 
the “melon ” cutter, has evolved a scheme and the propaganda 
is on. 

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. I Will. 

Mr. CONNERY. Has the gentleman received any propaganda 
concerning the extreme effrontery of the service men who 
served on the battle fields in France in asking the Congress of 
the United States to pass the bill known as the adjusted 
compensation bill? 

Mr. JONES. I do not care to go into that, but I will say 
this, that I would not refer to any man who bared his breast 
to the German bullets as having any effrontery in coming 
claim which he felt justified in making. 

Mr. CONNERY. My comrade will understand that I did 
not say anything about the effrontery of service men; I said 
the propaganda regarding the effrontery. 

Mr. JONES. I misunderstood the gentleman and I beg his 
pardon in my reply. 5 

Mr. McSWAIN. If the gentleman will permit, in order that 
the country might be. somewhat enlightened, is it not a fact 
that every adjusted compensation bill that has been considered 
by this House had an authorship on the Republican side? 

Mr. JONES, Well, I am not familiar with those facts, and 
I will let the gentleman’s statement stand for what it is worth, 
I have here form letters that are sent out. Members have been 
kind enough to hand them to me, and I have them from 15 or 
20 different States, and they read practically alike. Here are 
form letters of various kinds printed and signed by different 
people. Here are petitions galore in printed form in refer- 
ence to this matter. But here is one in which a corporation, 
the Titus Blotter Co., in a letter to my colleague, Mr. STENGLE, 
forgot to take the corporate seal off the paper that they used 
in sending out these petitions. There are numerous ones here 
coming from New York and a great many other parts of the 
country, all reading very much alike. It is passing strange 
that I happen to find in the New York Herald for to-day, fol- 
lowing an editorial in yesterday’s paper on the Mellon plan, 
a great big flaming statement with a map of the district of 
AN NIN S. Pratt, asking his constituents and others to write 
him in reference to this plan. 

Everyone likes to hear from his constituents, their views and 
opinions. They are a valuable aid in any representative govern- 
ment, The Members not only welcome them. They are anxious 
to receive them. But the form letters and telegrams that are 
sent at the request of some group or vested interest are of 
little value to anyone. Sometimes stacks of them are received, 
all reading practically alike in form and in substance. It is 
not always confined to the citizens of this country. There is 
a great deal of foreign propaganda, some of it striking at the 
very foundations of this Government. The wealth of this 
country—and I am not a malefactor of great wealth—has 
adopted this scheme and this makes it very difficult to withstand 
the flood of their propaganda. And they do not always con- 
fine themselves to the facts. For instance, in their zeal to 
further the adoption of the amendment in reference to tax- 
free securities, even such great publications as the New York 
World and the New York Times have carried on their front 
pages statements to the effect that the adoption of that amend- 
ment would release the money now tied up in tax-exempt se- 
curities to productive enterprise. Of course a moment’s anal- 
ysis will convince anyone, regardless of his position on the 
amendment, that that can not be true. Regardless of any 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 7, 


amendment we may adopt these securities are forever tax 
free. Everybody knows that who studies the question a mo- 
ment. If they are sold somebody must buy them. It would 
simply be a transfer of ownership and the same amount of 
money would still be tied up. True, such an amendment might 
affect future issues and prevent additional moneys being tied 
up, but any fair-minded man must admit it will not relieve 
the money now tied up in tax-exempt securities already is- 
sued, because they can not be reached by a tax amendment. 
They are forever prating about demagogy. Why do not they 
confine themselyes to the facts? People who live in glass 
houses should not take shower baths. [Laughter.] 

This is a sample of the propaganda that is constantly flood- 
ing the country, beclouding issues, and making intelligent legis- 
lation much more difficult. This country is fast breaking up 
into groups. They are organized with headquarters in the 
Capital City. The United States Chamber of Commerce, and 
various other groups too numerous to mention, and even some 
of the women's organizations have their headquarters in 
Washington, and a great many of them have established their 
central point of operation here. Some of them are building 
immense structures in the very circle of the Nation’s Capitol, 
from which vantage point they can flood the country, bring 
pressure to bear, and otherwise cloud the atmosphere, thus 
making it increasingly difficult to hear the voice of the man 
in the far-away sections who is attending to his own affairs, 
and whose honest heart and habits of industry are the main- 
stay of the Nation, The establishing of some makes other 
organizations come in sheer self-defense, thus ever going on 
in an endless vicious circle, 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. ALMON. I am wondering if my friend has any sugges- 
tion that he can make that will prevent these practices that 
he is complaining about. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, in a few years, after the people learn that 
these special interests do it, and how they do it, I think they 
will realize the absurdity of it and resent these form letters 
sent out by the self-constituted keepers of the king's con- 
science who claim to know more about everything than the 
people in the other parts of the country. I have an abiding 
faith in the folks. Every day the atmosphere of Washington 
is becoming less like and less indicative of the real thought 
of the country. When the common sense of most may be ob- 
tained with precision, it is a reasonably safe guide for gov- 
ernmental policies, but organized propaganda and crack- 
brained agitators are a menace to this Republic. And as be- 
tween the two, the organized propagandist is the worse. The 
agitator and soap-box orator are in the open. Very few are 
convinced by them. But the propagandist sometimes operates 
through a mask of deception. 

The editorial columns of newspapers were once much used 
in shaping public opinion. Now articles so marshaling the facts 
as to mislead or misstating them are placed in the news columns, 
and they are sometimes deadly in their effect, especially when 
taken at their face value. Newspaper reporters are not as 
much at fault as these organized groups that give them the 
wrong data and thus cause the wrong facts to be presented 
and consequently the wrong conclusions sometimes to be 
reached. 

In all this there is a great effort to secure power in this land. 
Power is a stately word. It was of power that Milton wrote, 
Homer dreamed, and Virgil sang. When asked, “ What is 
power?” Alexander said, “Force is power.” Croesus said, 
“Money is power.” “Power,” said Webster, knowledge is 
power.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Beca). The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that my colleague may proceed for five minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague may proceed for five 
minutes more. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Reserving the right to object, 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to know where he is going. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I think It is a very fine speech. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, I had no hope of pleasing the gentleman 
from New York. Much of this propaganda comes from his 
State. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague may have five min- 
utes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. KING. I am in hearty sympathy with the remarks the 
gentleman is making, and I was wondering if he would include 
within his denunciation that new form of propaganda which 
Mr. Edward W. Bok has organized in regard to the situation 
in Europe? 

Mr. JONES. Oh, I have not had time to read that plan, and 
I would not care to express an opinion on a matter that I had 
not carefully considered. The gentleman from Illinois later 
on will have an opportunity to express his opinion on that mat- 
ter, if he cares to do it. I will say, however, that I am not going 
to denounce it as propaganda simply because some Members of 
another body have so designated it. . 

Force is sometimes power, wealth is usually power, and 
knowledge is always power. These fellows have the knowl- 
edge as to how to utilize-their wealth. The trouble is they are 
putting their wealth and power into the wrong channels and 
are not using it for the best interest of the Nation, 

Oh, T am not a pessimist. Despite the propaganda and de- 
spite the conditions as they exist, I agree with Uncle Joe Can- 
non, who, after 46 years of service in the House of Represent- 
atives, replied to some calamity howler, “ Yes, in spite of 
that, however, this country is a hell of a success.“ [Applause.] 
We are passing through a seance of propaganda. But there is 
no hour so dark as that which precedes the dawn. The Demo- 
crats will again come into power, and the light of a new day 
will shine. [Applause.] But whether the Democrats are in 
power or not, fine and capable as I think they are, or whether 
the Republicans are in power, bad as I think they are, this 
whole conntry is surpassingly great, and I would rather live in 
the United States, even under Republican misrule, than to live 
in any other country under the shining sun under the rule of 
any party whatever. [Applause.] And I want to say that I 
do not believe this Nation should permit people to stay in our 
country whose feet are on our shores and whose hearts are in 
some foreign land. 

We have our troubles, but I believe in the United States 
Government, her traditions, her history, and her institutions. 
Knowing the character of our people, I have implicit faith in 
the to-morrow. Notwithstanding the false propaganda, the 
vested interests, and false lights along the shore, America is 
first in war, in peace, and in progress. I thank you, gentle- 
men. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. FREAR] is recognized for 40 minutes. 


TAXATION AND PROPAGANDA, 


Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, after traveling through at least 
ten or a dozen countries during the past summer and meeting 
officials Who administer important affairs in those countries, 
T heartily agree with the remarks of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Joxes] who just preceded me when he says that no coun- 
try in the world compares with ours. And the only way to 
prove this truth is to go abroad and see the others. [Ap- 
plause.] Ours is the finest in the world, but we have the right, 
euch in his own way, to make suggestions in our desire to im- 
prove legislation, and that is what I am attempting to do on 
the subject of taxation at this time, 

Tet me apologize for the poor workmanship that has been 
displayed in this diagram that I have placed before you [ex- 
hibiting]. It was prepared when the report was received Sat- 
urday evening and the comparisons were given. It was done 
very hurriedly, and is not ve®y artistic, I admit, but gives the 
comparisons I will later refer to. 

I wish you would study the figures as I go along with my 
discussion of the Mellon plan. But before I do that I want 
to add one word more to what the last speaker, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Jones], has said about propaganda. I have 
here an editorial from a Philadelphia paper to the effect that 
the farmers are strong for the Mellon plan, and that 330,000 
tillers of the soil will bring a petition to Washington in favor 
of the Mellon plan. I will agree to vote for the Mellon plan, as 
hard as it would be on my conscience to do so, provided you can 
find that those petitions were ever instituted with any thought 
of the Mellon plan. That is all I have to say about that. It is 
not propaganda, but it is pure misrepresentation of the worst 
kind by the Philadelphia news editorial when an article like 
that is put out by a reputable paper. 

I have here another statement on the subject of propaganda, 
written by a man named Hebard, with an office on Rector 
Street, New York. He threatens to fight me in my home dis- 
trict unless I support the Mellon plan and do away with the 
soldiers’ bonus, because he says I am absolutely wrong. He 
sent a copy of his letter, he says, to the Wisconsin papers. I 
have here another, a printed statement frem New York, signed 
by one of my county constituents, and the statement calls upon 


me to support the Mellon plan, allowing nothing to interfere 
with it. This statement does not say anything about voting 
against the bonus bill. 

I am suggesting this subject of propaganda because most of 
you are getting sack loads of the same kind of matter. Who 
pays for it? Who instigates it? Who is especially benefited 
by the Mellon bill before us? 


THREATS AND TESTS. 


Mr. Speaker, threats have been hurled at the devoted head of 
every Congressman who refuses to sign on the dotted line for 
the Mellon bill. Metropolitan papers and letter writers predict 
dire results for all of us unless we surrender our judgment and 
admit that a vicious, unparalleled propaganda inspired by great 
interests must be substituted for mature study and deliberate 
judgment when legislating for the whole people on taxation. 

I have a tabulation that may be interesting, and I believe is 
reasonably accurate, as to rewards and penalties meted out to 
those who voted on the tax-reduction proposal last session of 50 
per cent to 32 per cent, which was a much less drastic tax cut 
than in the Mellon bill before us. 

That vote is understood to show that 203 Republicans voted 
on the motion to agree to the Senate amendment restoring the 
50 per cent surtax. Of the 203 Republicans, 171 were aguinst 
the Senate amendment, aided by 2 Democrats, while 94 Repub- 
licans voted with 108 Democrats to restore the 50 per cent 
surtax which prevailed. 

Of the 94 Republicans voting to reduce the surtax to 50 per 
cent, 67 were returned and 27 were not returned, an average of 
70 per cent reelected on their record. Of the 171 Republicans 
voting to reduce the tax, 100 were reelected and 71 were not 
returned, or an average.of about 59 per cent reelected on their 
record. a 

This does not prove all that the figures apparently disctose, 
because other causes intervened in the result in many cases, 
but when 70 per cent were returned of those who voted against 
a reduction from 50 per cent to 32 per cent and only 59 per cent 
of those who voted for the reduction, it appears that threats 
from New York, Philadelphia, and other big business men do 
not reflect the views of the people back home who are not stam- 
peded by propaganda. 

TAXES AND PROPAGANDA—TRE MELLON TAX “ADJUSTMENT” 
SUBSTITUTE PROPOSAL. 

Last week an announced Republican candidate for President, 
Senator JOHNSON, publicly declared “we have never in this 
country had anything like the propaganda we now have in be- 
half of the so-called Mellon plan.” “It is propaganda most 
carefully prepared and stimulated.” 

Three hundred letters or more daily, I am informed, are re- 
ceived by the Ways and Means Committee. Every member of 
the committee is deluged with letters written at the inst! gu- 
tion of leagues, boards, and clubs. Who is behind this un- 
paralleled propaganda? It will not be hard to locate in a 
leading bank official not far from New York City, I am told. 

If the country is informed of the logical effect of the so- 
called Mellon bill, I do not believe its passage will be pos- 
sible. In fact, after the high surtax defeat by Congress last 
session by 29 majority in the House when supported by letters 
from President- Harding and Secretary Mellon, there seems 
little danger that either the House or the Senate will now be 
Swept off its feet by propaganda, 

Last session the cut in high surtax was urged because busi- 
ness was stagnant and the cut was then needed to infuse new 
life into industry through stagnant funds now placed in tax- 
free securities. To-day when business is booming, banks louded 
with funds, large dividends being distributed, and melons cut 
we are again urged to reduce high surtaxes 50 per cent in 
order to help business. What business? Whose business? 

Let us consider the Mellon bill, its proposals for tax redue- 
tion, substitute proposals for tax reduction here offered to in- 
clude passage of the soldiers“ bonus bill, and finally tax adjust- 
ments that are just and should be made without delay. 

I do not claim that I have the only cure-all, but I desire to 
suggest that the Members consider this diagram of tax compari- 
sons for a moment. I wish to explain that the last line covers 
practically the whole thing. The last line states the substitute 
is formed by cutting the normal tax in half, from § to 4 per cent 
and from 4 to 2 per cent where they now exist in the law. That 
is all there is to this, in addition to Mr. Mellon’s proposition of a 
reduction of 25 per cent on earned incomes. To this proposal 
most people are agreed. I have taken his same comparisons and 
earried them out on the proposal here. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Iam anxious to finish. I shall be glad to yield 
later. 


AND A 


Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 
plain that chart. 

Mr. FREAR. It would take me several minutes to do that in 
detail, and I really think the chart explains itself. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. What do you mean by “ substitute 
tux 7 

Mr. FREAR. That is the tax I am offering as a substitute for 
the Mellon tax plan. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 
offering? } 

Mr. FREAR. Yes; the tax I am offering here. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. It did not take long to answer that, 

Mr. FREAR. I did not know you wanted to ask that ques- 
tion and am glad to explain so far as time permits. 


A SUBSTITUTE TAX PLAN v. THE MELLON PLAN. 


The Mellon tax plan gives a 25 per cent reduction on normal 
tax and takes off the 1 per cent surtax from $6,000 to $10,000, 
beginning surtax at the latter figure. The substitute plan gives 


I wish the gentleman would ex- 


That is the tax you are yourself 


a 50 per cent reduction in normal tax and leaves the surtax as 
it is throughout, a tax on those best able to pay. 

Quoting Mr. Mellon's comparison of a married man with two 
children in letter of November 10, 1923: 


The substitute tax plan based on Mr. Mellon’s illustration 
gives an average reduction of over 20 per cent below the 
Mellon reduction from $4,000 to $10,000 and is over 60 per 
cent below present rates. It is based on a square reduction 
given to every taxpayer and I submit it as a substitute for 
consideration by the House when tax legislation is reached. 

I have made no particular study of the Democratic tax pro- 
posal published in the press this morning. The 50 per cent cut in 
normal tax, which extends throughout the above substitute 
plan, is only contained in the Democratic proposal up to $10,000, 
whereas the surtax by their plan begins at $12,000 and reaches 
a high mark of 44 per cent instead of 50 per cent as at 
present, whereas no change in present surtaxes occur in the 
substitute, 

By making one straight cut in normal taxes of 50 per cent 
present rates and carrying it through to the end, practically 
the same result is had as in the Democratic plan, and it can be 
defended without being open to the charge that salaries under 
$10,000 have been given special consideration. 

Secretary Mellon has furnished Congress with a 344-page 
bill, which we are asked to enact into law, a sort of sign on 
the dotted line document. He does not want a soldiers’ bonus 
given but does ask that his own taxes be reduced 50 per cent. It 
is an even wager he never read the 344-page bill handed Con- 
gress by his clerical force that asks to have 28 of its members 
given $10,000 salaries each without confirmation by the Senate. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. I will later but not now. I will be glad to 
yield later. 


Mr. CHINDBLOM. I think the gentleman desires to be 
accurate, Is it not a fact that the 344 pages contained both 
bills? 


Mr. FREAR. Oh, yes; both bills. Those pages contain the 
present law and proposed changes, all of which we are obliged 
to read and examine. 

Hundreds of chambers of commerce and thousands of other 
business units have deluged Congress with absolute and un- 
qualified support of a Mellon tax bill that none of them have 
ever seen. 

Every great newspaper in the country, with rare exceptions, 
for many weeks has been absolutely and unqualifiedly for the 
Mellon bill that never was released until a week ago. Influen- 
tial magazines like the Saturday Evening Post, Literary Digest, 
and other Journals for many weeks have depicted the beauties 
of the Mellon tax bill, and incidentally score “ politicians” 
who do not see through Mr. Mellon’s spectacles. The movies 
and the theaters of the country, to be exempted from $70,000,000 
annual taxes by the 344-page tax bill, ery for it, while incident- 
ally one of the 10 richest men in the country, reputed to enjoy 
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over $5,000,000 annual income, possibly more than double that 
figures, favors his own bill that presumably may save him 
$1,000,000 or more annually in income taxes, If not exact, let 
us have the exact figures shown by the Treasury secret records. 
The issue raised is neither political, personal, nor partisan. No 
party platform would have dared ask votes from the country on 
an antisoldiers’ bonus or 50 per cent surtax cut promise to 
multimillionaires. 
THE BIG AND LITTLE FELLOW. 


Mr. Mellon's plan cuts the little fellow's normal tax 1 and 2 
per cent, while it cuts the high surtax from 50 per cent to 25 per 
cent. This is ostensibly so his bill will release surplus money 
from tax-free securities for “active business.“ Every reason- 
ably safe foreign bond flotation is oversubscribed many times 
by New York financial interests. Billions of dollars in good, 
hard American money are now invested in Cuba, Europe, 
China, the Philippines, South and Central America by Ameri- 
cans, and billions more are available for profitable investments. 
There are abundant funds for legitimate business home and 
abroad, but all arguments are used for this tax bill, Experts 
say a reduction of surtax from 50 per cent to 25 per cent or 
even 20 per cent or less will not materially affect tax-free in- 
vestments. 

Propaganda is heavy for the Mellon plan from the Treasury 
ress service, from the movies, and from the news press hourly. 
‘ot from every quarter, however, for nine out of every ten 

persons back home who send us to Congress are silent on the 
subject. They expect us to know the facts, undeceived by 
herring trails. 

Not one farmer in fifty will be helped by the Mellon income- 
tax plan of reduction. Not one workman on the average out of 
twenty presumably will be affected. Four million ex-soldiers 
will be thrown into the discard in order to grant primarily 
a movie tax cut and 50 per cent income-tax reduction on great 
fortunes and smaller benefactions to others as fortunes de- 
crease, thus reversing the principle of taxation. 

Not one tax letter of the hundreds received by me has come 
from a farmer. Not one Mellon letter has come from a small- 
salaried laborer, and these make up four-fifths of the people 
directly or indirectly affected. Letters from business men, 
manufacturers, Union Leagues, and similar agencies, respond- 
ing to propaganda, compose the missionary work that is seek- 
ing to put through the Mellon tax plan by threats held over 
Congress. 

Mr. Mellon's first outstanding proposal is his demand that 
Congress cut high surtaxes from 50 per cent to 25 per cent. He 
thus advocates a surrender of the income-tax principle in order 
to prevent high incomes from investing in tax-free securities. 
He says so, but his proposed remedy is both ineffectual and 
indefensible. 

I have letters from tax experts and presidents of banks as- 
sailing Mr. Mellon’s surtax cut on high incomes of from 50 
per cent to 25 per cent. The same attempt to effect a proposed 
eut was defeated last year. Then the House defeated the 
Mellon proposal, as stated, 202 to 173. Of the 94 Republicans 
who with 108 Democrats joined in that defeat, over 70 per cent 
were returned and are here. Of their colleagues who stood 
with Mr. Mellon, nearly half fell by the wayside last election. 


HOW CHECK PROFITEERING? 


Again, Mr. Mellon's tax plan opposes any profits tax whereby 
to meet the unconscionable feve? of profiteering now rampant. 
A fierce excoriation of profiteers occurred in a recent address 
from Mr. Gary, the steel magnate, although great wealth op- 
poses any practical means of reaching profiteers. 

Mr. Gary said: 


At the present day in many lines there Is in conduct on the part of 
both the employer and the employee unfairness, greed, reckless and 
brutal disregard for the proprieties and decencies of human contact. 
$+ + © Prices just now in many respects and in many places aro 
unconscionable, and they enter into the very high cost of living. 


Mr. Gary’s philosophy, however, like that of Mr. Mellon, Mr. 
McLean, and Mr. Rockefeller, and other men of large wealth, 
comprehends unlimited profits and heavy holdings, with n 
sprinkling of ostentatious charity as a conscience offering, even 
as another steel magnate posthumously gave from the Carnegie 
Foundation $150,000 used in part by a “security league” in 
trying to defeat 300 Congressmen and Senators during the war. 

Again, Mr. Melion’s tax plan opposes any increased inherit- 
ance tax to reach eventually his own fabulous wealth. Opposi- 
tion has been expressed by him before our committee, although 
it seems to be the only way at present to reach wealth invested 
in tax-free securities. Catch it eventually, if not now. 


1924. 


GOING ROTTEN WITH RICHES. 


In America there is almost oppressive evidence of wealth. There 18 
always a danger with such vast unexampled prosperity going on un- 
checked of a country going rotten with riches. 


That sounds communistie, but it is from Stanley Baldwin, 
present English Prime Minister, after his visit to the United 
States a few months ago. “ Rotten riches” that escape taxa- 
tion are in a comparatively few hands. These “ rotten riches” 
unanimously oppose any soldiers’ bonus bill and favor placing 
a sales tax on the backs of God's patient poor,” because, in 
the words of Jules Bache, wealth now spends 11 months trying 
legally to avoid taxes and the twelfth month is anxiously occu- 
pied in preparing returns to get past the taxgatherer. 

Taxation can help adjust burdens of government, and no wise 
person will willingly leave God's country to escape taxes. If 
So, there will be few mourners, Europe groans under far 
heavier taxes, and no country in the world compares with ours. 
All that should be asked from great wealth is fair contribution, 
but that should be given without evasion. 

Constant reiteration of the so-called“ Mellon plan“ in Treas- 
ry pronouncements and press propaganda makes him its 
standard bearer, so he must stand or fall by the bill's logie or 
luck of logic. Secretary Mellon now informs the country that 
instead of a Treasury deficit prophesied by him two years ago 
he finds, notwithstanding tax-free securities, stock dividends, 
and other tax evasions, that the Treasury will have an unex- 
pected average annual surplus of about $310,000,000. 

Mr. Mellon is, I fear, a financial prophet, whose predictions 
must be carefully weighed, for last session he advised President 
Harding a soldiers’ bonus bill of $200,000,000 annually would 
cause a great Treasury deficit. This year he informs Presi- 
dent Coolidge that a soldiers’ bonus bill must not be passed if 
the unexpected surplus of $310,000,000 is to cover his movie” 
tax reduction bill. 

I submit briefly the plan of discredited prophecy and dis- 
credited logic in round numbers: 


First, 25 per cent reduction on earned lneome $100, 000, 000 
Beeond, 1 per cent reduction normal ta 100, 000, 000 
Third. 25 per cent reduction high surtax “ readjust- 

a Ae oe ORES, V ae SEE aS Soe See 100, 000, 000 
Fourth. Repeal of theater and“ movie“ ta 70, 000, 000 
Fifth. Repeal of telegraph and telephone tan 30, 000, 000 

SL RE 2 SARRA eA AH AAR AO ha NE AT Ene, FE 400, 000, 000 
„ Aian a OF poe e © | 1 Oy COR OOD 
Leaves a net proposed tax reduction of_.--._-__ 330. 000, 600 


{[Nore.—The second and third proposals, aggregating $200,000,000, 
are combined in the substitute later offered, wherein No. 3 is rejected, 
but the same total amount is reached by doubling the normal tax re- 
duction over the proposal of Mr. Meilon.] 


THE SOLDIERS BONUS AND TAXES. 


This Treasury plan prevents any soldiers’ bonus bill. 

If Mr. Mellon has an estimated 5 per cent net income on his 
fabulous wealth, then $5,000,000 or more annually is probably 
received by him, or from $15,000 to $20,000 every day of the 
year. Presumably his income was higher during the war. 
Why, then, begrudge $1.25 a day bonus during service to the 
fellow who only got $1 x. day during the war to be shot at 
while living among the trenches, mud, and vermin, or why op- 
pose giving a dollar a day to the boy who perchance lost his 
job when we seized him bodily and sent him to war? 

Mr. Melion, Mr. McLean, editor of the Washington Post, and 
men of great wealth generally oppose the soldiers’ bonus bill 
and support the Mellon tax plan. 

Congress, however, I believe, is going to pass a soldiers’ com- 
pensation bill notwithstanding the protests of big business men. 
If vetoed, Congress will carry out what is believed to be the 
overwhelming desire of the people and make the bill law, if it is 
possible to do so. 

The soldiers’ bonus bill takes about $150,000,000 annually, 
according to estimates, for a period of 20 years, which even- 
tually will be more than covered back into the Treasury by the 
English debt payments of $4,000,000,000, saved to us by the boys 
who now ask for the so-called bonus. If anything is saved to us 
from the remaining $7,000,000,000 of foreign debts, that will 
further increase revenues, 

Dedueting the bonus payment from the annual surplus of 
$310,000,000 leaves a Treasury surplus of about $160,000,000 
that can be used in any event for application on our $22,000,- 
000,000 national debt or else for tax reduction. Secretary 
Mellon's statement last session that a bonus bill would cost the 
Government $185,625,000,000 is not forgotten. Of course, it 
was an innocent mistake, and so was his prophesied Treasury 
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deficit this year, but mistakes running into hundreds of millions 
of dollars annually are of serious moment when we are asked 
to weigh his advice now. 


WHY ONLY A “ PROPAGANDA” NUISANCE? 


Glancing at Mr. Mellon's tax plan it will be seen that of less 
than $330,000,000 of his proposed tax reduction, $70,000,000 are 
for theater admissions and movie taxes. This item is from 20 
per cent to 25 per cent of the total and explains why a generous 
proposed Christmas present to the movies rather than to the 
soldiers is reciprocated by $70,000,000 of propaganda in its 
favor now deluging the country through the movies with demand 
to “write your Senator and Congressman to support the Mellon 
bill.“ Why take out one nuisance tax and leave candy, cameras, 
purses, fans, paintings, fountain pens, jewelry, and others prac- 
tically untouched? Is it because candy can not carry this un- 
precedented tax propaganda? 

Mr. Mellon's $100,000,000 surtax reduction item begins by 
elimination of all surtaxes below $10,000 incomes. Like the 
movie $70,000,000 bait, this last proposal includes Senators 
and Congressmen whose salaries would thus be exempted 
from any surtax. The temptation is hard to resist, but if the 
normal taxes are cut in half as proposed, thus giving to Con- 
gressmen, to Mr. Mellon, Mr. McLean, and the humblest tax- 
payer the same reduction, then Senators and Congressmen will 
get the same ultimate tax reduction proposed by Mr. Mellon, 
or more as shown by the table, not granted as a special favor 
but as a fair, just return extended to all alike. We can defend 
this proposal but not that offered by Mr. Mellon. His plan 
gives us a small slice of the melon with much more to the 
movies and grants him half a melon cut of from 50 per cent 
to 25 per cent. Ours invites close scrutiny in its fairness. 
Last session I received 165 letters protesting the candy tax; 
almost aS many came to me against the jewelry tax. This year 
the sum total is two letters, while the movie child screams 
hourly. Whence the stillness in candy and jewelry, and why 
the new great noise? What is the Treasury understanding, if 
any, and where does Congress come in? 


A PROPOSED TAX SUBSTITUTE. 


Starting out with a Treasury surplus of $310,000,000 agi inst 
which bonus bill payments will make a charge of $150,000,000, 
leaves a $160,000,000 surplus as stated that it is proposed to 
handle differently and more justly than does the Mellon plan. 
To help the most needy fellows the following alternative tax 
reduction proposal is submitted: 

First. Reduce the tax on earned incomes $100.000,000. 

Second. Reduce normal taxes double the Mellon plan $200,- 
000,000. 

Third. Repeal all nuisance and luxury taxes dependent upon 
enactment of certain laws. Do not discriminate in favor of the 
$5 opera ticket and exclude the child’s 5-cent stick of candy. 
One hundred children munch candy suckers for every buyer of 
a $5 ticket. Take all nuisance taxes or leave all is a fair pro- 
posal. 

Do not cut high surtaxes one-half for men of great wealth 
and then exempt Senators and Congressmen from surtaxes, nor 
ask for movie propaganda in exchange for special movie favors. 
Let us make a straight, square cut all along the line without 
special favors. 

The same charge may be made against the Democratic pro- 
posal made public this morning. Why exempt our salaries 
unless in a general equitable tax-reduction plan? 

In the proposed reductions the normal tax is cut squarely in 
half, reducing, for illustration, the normal tax on $4,000 incomes 
from 4 per cent to 2 per cent and above that figure from s per 
cent to 4 per cent. As the present law surtax of 1 per cent be- 
gins at $6,000, this tax reduction is shown to be absolutely fair 
to all, whereas the Mellon tax beginning at $10,000 and high 
income reduction is indefensible to 6,000,000 out of 7,000,000 
income-tax payers who will get no particular benefit under the 
Mellon plan, but all share under the normal one-half tax cut. 

Every one of the 7,000,000 income-tax payers will get exactly 
the same reduction by my plan instead of a cut of 25 per cent 
of the surtax for men of large wealth and only 1 per cent or 2 
per cent of the normal tax for the little fellow. If this much is 
clear, then I add we can pass the soldiers’ bonus bill, the 25 
per cent reduction on earned incomes, and cut in half the normal 
tax if for less than $200,000,000 additional can be provided. 
Possibly increased English debt interest and other revenue will 
provide sufficient funds without tax increase. 


JUST AND CERTAIN REVENUE PRODUCERS. 


We have to offer, however, a definite equitable program by 
which to raise several times any needed amount by enfore- 
ing existing law, and far in excess of that amount if needed 


tax laws are passed. Tax-adjustment proposals to afford larger 
tax reductions include— 

First. A law specifically taxing net income from certain 
municipal and State securities. 

Second. A moderate excess-profits tax. 

Third. Increased inheritance tax. 

Fourth. Gift tax. 

Fifth. A moderate tax on undistributed profits. 

Sixth. Publicity of tax records that will increase returns. 

This program, in whole or in part, can be defended, whereas 
the Mellon plan is, apparently, a bid throughout for the support 
of favored interests or a trading proposition, 

Bills have been introduced covering every proposal above 
named. If adopted, all nuisance taxes, including the overworked 
movie propaganda, can be abolished, our great national war 
debt speedily reduced, a soldiers’ bonus law granted, and nor- 
mal business methods follow. 

First. Enact a law specifically taxing net incomes from cer- 
tain municipal and State securities without waiting for a consti- 
tutional amendment which could not possibly reach $20,000,- 
000,000 or more of outstanding so-called “tax-free” securities. 
A proposed bill requires the concurrence of all but one judge to 
set aside the law when passed. Income-tax collections will 
jump forward if this law holds, and Mr. Mellon repeatedly and 
publicly has declared for taxation of this income hereafter. 

Second. Enact a law to meet the wave of profiteering con- 
demned by Gary, which covers practically every business, in- 
cluding coal, oil, meats, clothing, and other necessaries of life, 
and rents and stock gambling. A proposed bill grants first an 
8 per cent profit absolute exemption, as under the old law, then 
places a 10 per cent tax on the next 20 per cent of profits, and 
then a 75 per cent tax on all profits over 28 per cent, as set 
forth in the bill. A 28 per cent profit is nearly five times the 
legal rate of interest in New York and New Jersey. It ought 
to satisfy. Recommendations of the Coal Commission for a 
profits tax for 50 per cent or 100 per cent coal hogs is cer- 
tainly good medicine for all profiteering hogs. 

Third. Enact a law increasing inheritance taxes on large 
estates to conform with English, French, and other laws, allow- 
ing a credit at a fixed rate to the State where estate taxes are 
collected. This is the only way to collect taxes on tax-free 
securities held by such estates. England has no tax-free securi- 
tles. We have much to learn from her experience. A gift tax 
is also a necessary corollary of an estate tax. Bills have been 
offered on both subjects. 

Abundant authority for heavy estate taxes to limit wealth 
can be found among well-known men, including Roosevelt, Car- 
negie, Wanamaker, and other men who professed to see a na- 
tional menace in all-powerful wealth, more threatening in this 
country than in any other. 

Twenty-five thousand new millionaires since 1917 are esti- 
mated to have been added to the holders of what Baldwin 
terms “rotten riches.” Some of these holders of great wealth 
are reputed to be worth upward of a Dillion dollars, whereas 
6,500,000 farmers averaged ouly $469 income in 1921 according 
to Government reports. These farmers and several million 
laboring men are not engaged in pressing propaganda for Mr. 
Mellon’s tax plan or tax-escape plan we are asked to adopt. 

In England the Labor Party, growing rapidly in power, is 
making its principal issue a 50 per cent capital levy on indi- 
vidual fortunes of $5,000,000 and over, with a graduated scale 
on smaller amounts, whereas here wealth denounces those who 
seek to prevent tax evasions under our moderate tax laws. 

HOW TO BEACH STOCK DIVIDENDS, 

Fifth. Enact a moderate tax law on undistributed profits to 
reach corporations that laid by $2,000,000,000 in stock divi- 
dends in 1922 which escaped all personal-income taxes. This 
will be a substitute for the 25 per cent penalty provisions of 
section 220, affecting stock dividends, reintroduced in the new 
Melion bill, but a law that Secretary Mellon has ever failed to 
enforce. If this law can be secured, it will overcome a common 
method of tax evasion effected by great corporations through 
the five-to-four Supreme Court stock-dividend decision. Secre- 
tary Houston, when at the helm of Treasury affairs, urged a 
far more drastic undistributed-profits tax proposal on Con- 
gress of 20 per cent. If good then, why not now? 

I do not question Secretary Mellon’s high ability, honesty, or 
integrity, nor have I any personal grievance. The fault is 
with the system. Why place any man of great wealth in a key 
position that should make wealth disgorge its just taxes? Do 
politics demand that? What would you do if, when drafted 


at a $12,000 annual salary, your $12,000 daily income and that 
of business associates depended on your interpretation of the 
law, with experts pointing out two safe courses to pursue, and 
the construction and decision then to be smothered with legally 
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imposed secrecy? Is not this the acme of governmental ab- 
surdity, evidenced by the present system and by the Mellon 
bill before us? 

With like inconsistency we educate tax experts at Govern- 
ment expense until after learning all the devious crooks and 
turns of tax dodging they then resign to capitalize that knowl- 
edge with private concerns. That is another fruit of secrecy and 
covering up. 

SECRECY HELPS PRESENT PROPAGANDA, 


Sixth. Congress and the country know nothing about happen- 
ings behind the closed doors of the Treasury except as filtered 
out meagerly and impersonally. It is the most important and 
least known of all departments of the Government. Secrecy is a 
prime cause for failure to secure needed curative financial 
legislation. That is one reason for some of the selections for 
this vastly important departmental post. Do men of wealth 
generally invest their vast fortunes in tax-free securities, like the 
60 per cent investment disclosed in William Rockefeller's estate? 
Nobody knows but Mr. Mellon. Does Mr. John Rockefeller have 
an annual income of $20,000,000, or has it all been given away, 
thus entirely escaping inheritance taxes? Nobody knows but 
Mr. Mellon. Did Secretary Mellon’s Gulf Oil Co. lead in stock 
dividend melon cutting by $200,000,000, as publicly advertised, 
or have any penalties been imposed by him under section 220 
on $2,000,000,000 of stock dividends last year? Nobody knows 
but Mr. Mellon. Were several hundred millions of dollars 
refunded in taxes; if so, to whom and why? These facts are 
covered up by law to-day. 

Covering up facts by the secrecy route, covering up facts we 
should know all about, leaving us filled with well-grounded 
doubt is the information handed out to Congress. A proposal to 
make public all tax records has been introduced. It was barely 
defeated by a vote of 35 to 33 in the Senate last session. Not 
one valid reason exists for the present blind groping by Con- 
gress for tax facts. Will Secretary Mellon aid in making public 
Treasury tax records? Will we act ourselves? 

Provisions of the Mellon plan all deserve close scrutiny when, 
by section 1000, page 294, there is provided a board or court 
to consist of from 7 to 28 members, excluded from civil service, 
at $10,000 salaries and $10 per day expenses outside Washing- 
ton, to be appointed by the Secretary, not to be confirmed by 
the Senate. When organized, this new Treasury oligarchy sits 
in secret behind closed doors. Salaries nearly comparable with 
members of the President’s Cabinet and justices of the Su- 
preme Court, to be relieved from existing taxes, however, by 
the Mellon bill, which curiously enough exempts $10,000 sal- 
aries. I advise Members to read this 344-page bill and before 
voting for it to remember that the flood of propaganda from 
letter writers, news items, and the pathetic movie messages 
demanding its passage come from those who have never seen the 
bill and have, as a rule, no definite conception of its character 
or purposes. 


PROPAGANDA SEEKS TO DESTROY THE INCOME TAX PRINCIPLE. 


Let me say that I am not asking to place undue tax burdens 
on corporations or individuals but will be glad to have any re- 
ductions made in normal taxes that it may be possible to grant. 
My proposals have to do with maintenance of the income-tax 
principle and of taxing according to ability to pay. That prin- 
ciple is now being undermined by tax evasions familiar to 
every tax student. 

I have tried to place before you the weakness of the Mellon 
tax plan and at the same time present a fair, just substitute. 
The whole income tax law is in danger. The law has been 
repeatedly emasculated or ignored as pointed out. First by a 
5 to 4 decision against the law, second a 5 to 4 decision 
eliminating stock dividends from the constitutional amendment, 
and now a fear exists that a divided decision may declare 
State and municipal tax free, also a fatal weakness through 
failure to impose penalties, All these attacks have weakened 
the law. Every known method of evasion is practiced to-day 
to destroy the income tax law. From a great revenue producer 
and a correct principle of taxation it has become a tax sieve 
through which legal and illegal tax evaders drive at will. 
Only the little fellows unable to get expert advice get caught. 

I do not seek to fix blame. That is useless. The court and 
commissioner have split hairs so frequently that the tax is 
almost as hairless as a billiard ball. 

Unless we apply correct principles of taxation firmly and 
quickly we will face an abandonment of what promised to be a 
great tax law soon to be completely emasculated and destroyed 
by its supposed protectors. No man of great wealth whose in- 
terest lies against any law should be called on to enforce it, and 
in this I do not criticize Mr. Mellon personally or most of the 
administrative changes proposed by Secretary Mellon's bill. 
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Three things are needed to reinstate the income tax law as a 
just tax measure: First, tax net incomes on so-called tax-free 
securities; second, tax undistributed profits; third, stop the 
escape gaps, 

An excess-profits, inheritance, and a gift tax are proper to 
complete a comprehensive scheme of taxation. Rates whether 
fixed or graduated are of secondary importance. Taxation 
without evasion is absolutely needed. 

If tax administration was held in the open instead of in 
secret all these laws could be secured. Their necessity would 
then be apparent. A responsibility rests heavy on Congress to 
brush away the cobwebs of propaganda and provide laws that 
will protect small taxpayers without weakening the graduated 
tax princple. The Mellon bill is alleged to be a trading, un- 
scientific, indefensible plan. The substitutes offered I believe 
are sound from beginning to end. [Applause.] 

I have added two or three extracts that I will not refer to 
in detail to show the tremendous amount of business that was 
done in the last year, which would indicate that we do not 
need to cut surtaxes from 50 to 25 per cent in order to find 
money to invest in business. I have here two or three state- 
ments from financial journals, and they are to that effect. 

iso letters from tax experts and others of equal tenor. Then 
I have noted the bills introduced on the subject discussed, not 
necessarily for passage, but for your study. From this you 


will very quickly ascertain what bearing my statement has upon 


the various tax schemes which are proposed for passage, 

I think there is nothing I need add in conclusion, except 
to say that here are several editorials of propaganda taken 
from Philadelphia papers. One is headed: 


Put the screws on Pennsylvania's Congressmen. 
Then the editorial goes on to say: 


Let it not be forgotten that the Pennsylvania delegation in Congress 
refused in caucus to indorse the Mellon plan for tax reduction. 


That is from one of the principal papers of Philadelphia. 
Then it goes on to show how the screws can be put on the 
Congressmen, I do not want my friends on the right side of the 
aisle to think that the screws are only to be put on Republi- 
cans, because this article says the screws should be put on 
every Member of Congress, whether Republican or Democrat. 
So this is a nonpartisan and nonpolitical matter, this thumb- 
screw pressure, my friends. 

This subject is so large that in a few moments it is im- 
possible to fairly cover it, but if I can answer any questions 
I shall be glad to do so. First, I want to ask unanimous con- 
sent to revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. FREAR] asks unanimous consent to revise and extend 
his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Les. 

Mr. BURTNESS. The question I had in mind pertains par- 
ticularly to the corporation tax, but I note that you suggest 
the taxation of undistributed earnings? 

Mr. FREAR. Undistributed profits. 

Mr. BURTNESS. And with that I very heartily agree. 

The question, however, which occurs to me is this: The nor- 
mal tax applied to corporations 

Mr. FREAR. Just a question, please. 

Mr. BURTNESS. I am going to put it in the form of a 
question. The normal tax applied to corporations Is the one 
most easily passed on to the consuming public. I note that 
the gentleman’s suggested plan, as well as the plan suggested 
by Mr. Mellon, and I believe also the plan suggested by Mr. 
GARNER in the papers this morning, all three fail to suggest 
a reduction of the corporation taxes of this country, 

Mr. FREAR. We raised the normal tax on corporations 
from 10 per cent to 124 per cent in 1921, and if we pass this 
tax proposal to reach undistributed profits or pass the excess- 
profits tax, there is no question but that the normal corporation 
tax could be reduced to the old figure. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. I know the gentleman does 
not mean to do an injustice, and I may say that the Literary 
Digest is not advocating this plan or any other plan, but is 
simply endeavoring to give both sides. 

Mr. FREAR. Let me say to the gentleman that when you 
read the Literary Digest you find it is filled with propaganda 
on almost everything. The metropolitan journals are carrying 
a large amount of matter about the other side of this question 
favoring the Mellon tax plan, but the Literary Digest has 
shown very little interest apparently excepting in favor of the 
so-called Mellon plan. 


Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. It is endeavoring to give 
both sides. 

Mr. FREAR, And the reason I spoke of the Literary Digest 
is because it is very powerful, and is entitled to the high respect 
which it receives from the American reading public. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: I know the gentleman wants 
to be fair. 

Mr. FREAR. Yes; absolutely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired, 

Mr. FREAR. May I have just five minutes additional? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unani- 
mous consent that he be granted five additional mixutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Suppose the gentleman should fail in get- 
ting his substitute plan through, then, may I ask whether the 
gentleman and his followers would be willing to help the Demo- 
erats with their plan? 

Mr, FREAR. I am giad the gentleman asked the question. 
I have no followers here in the House. I am leading no one, 
and am simply offering my suggestions after much study for 
your consideration, but I will say this: If I should join with 
my good Democratic friends on their tax plan I will be asked 
at once, “ Why did you begin the surtax at $10,000? So as to 
allow Senators and Members of the House to escape taxation?” 
And it is going to be hard for me or for you to defend that 
proposition. Or what benefit is to be derived from reducing 
the high surtaxes from 50 to 44 per cent, as proposed in the 
plan published this morning? In my proposition you do not 
have to explain, and I would suggest to the gentlemen on that 
side of the House that they take the plan I have here, and I 
hope we can stand together on that plan with support from 
both sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. BLANTON. But the Democrats have a better plan. 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, I can not—- 

Mr. BLANTON. As compared with the Mellon plan—and if 
it should be a question of one or the other of those two plans— 
I presume the gentleman would be willing to accept the better 
of the two. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Has the gentleman 
amount of taxes his plan would raise? 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, yes; because all I have to do is to take 
Mr. Mellon’s estimate and apply my plan to his figures. Mr. 
Mellon estimates $100,000,000, or $92,000,000, if I remember the 
exact figures. will be the amount caused by the net reduction 
of one-fourth per cent in the normal tax which he proposed. 
I am putting the normal tax at one-half the present rate, 
which would be $200,000,000, in round figures, and I match 
that simply against the surtax changes, which he puts at 
$97,000,000. I have offered no change in existing surtax rates. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Putting it briefly, could this proposed plan 
of cutting in two the normal taxes, coupled with the elimination 
of all the nuisance taxes, raise sufficient funds to run the 
Government? 

Mr. FREAR. 
yes. 

Mr. BURTNESS. But outside of those plans? 

Mr. FREAR. No; because you can not take out half the 
normal tax and reduce the earned-income tax one-fourth and 
pass the bonus bill and at the same time remove all the 
nuisance taxes, Mr. Mellon himself does not propose that or 
nearly the result I expect to reach. He takes out $70,000,000 
for the movies and theaters and then $30,000,000 for trans- 
portation, but he does not touch the other nuisance taxes, nor 
does he suggest any revenue provision for a soldiers’ bonus 
law. In fact, he is opposed to the bonus, which will take about 
$200,000,000 annually, according to estimates, 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I have here the estimates issued under 
the Democratic plan, and I notice that on an income of $5,000 
under the present law the tax would be $100, and you have it 
at $68. 

Mr, FREAR. Of course, I can not make a comparison with 
the Democratic statement, because that is based on a married 
couple without any dependents, and I followed the example 
given in Mr. Mellon's letter to Mr. Green of Iowa. I used Mr. 
Mellon's comparison. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. In other words, you calculated on a 
married man with two children as dependents? 

Mr. FREAR, Yes; that is what Mr. Mellon did in his letter. 
and I simply carried out his comparison, but everything here 
[indicating map] rests on the last line where the normal taxes 


estimates of the 


With these other tax plans I have proposed; 
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are cut in two. That is the reduction which reaches all alike 
und helps particularly the small taxpayer. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FREAR, Tes. 

My: O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Is it not a fact that the 
original letter to the acting chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee was written under date of November 10, 1923, and 
with the tables was only six pages in length, but the revenue act 
of 1924, as proposed by Secretary Mellon, is 344 pages in length 
und was first given general publicity about December 29, 1923, 
und, further, that most of the letters and telegrams: received 
by the Members of this Congress expressing unqualified ap- 
proval of the Mellon plan were received previous to the gen- 
eral publicity which was given to that bill, so that the persons 
writing their conclusions had no intimate knowledge of the 
many previsions: of that act? 

Mr. FREAR. I attempted to make that clear In my state- 
ment at the outset that this was practically the case. There 
is only this to be said, however, in all fairness, that the state- 
ment of six pages carried out what was intended to be the 
principal points, but the bill itself contains 344 pages and 
includes the part of the law that is to be stricken out as well 
as the new parts that were to be inserted. The statement in 
the press, letters, and propaganda speak for themselves. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. I would like to ask if in your 
judgment, with this cut in the tax rates, we could still pay the 
bonus? 

Mr. FREAR. We ean pay the bonus, but we can not make 
a drastic cut in taxes without having some means of raising the 
revenue to finance the bonus bill, nor could we do so under Mr. 
Mellon's tax plan or under the Democratic tax plan. Under any 
of these tax plans you will have to provide other revenues if 
you have the bonus and tax reduction; but I have suggested 
many ways in which we can raise taxes, and if adopted, either 
by excess profits, undistributed profits, or other means, the reve- 
nue will be fairly raised, I believe. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. That I understood from your 
statement as you went along. 

Mr. FREAR. Yes. I thank you for the time extended to 
me. [Applause.] 


ADDENDA. 
Enoruovs Prorirs or 1923. 


In 1922 large business profited so that in addition to cash 
dividends distributed among stockholders. over $2,000,000,000 
was distributed in stock dividends that escaped any personal 
income tax. 

From a financial statement dated January 2, New York, I 
quote: 


American industrial corporations shared quite liberally with their 
stockholders the fruits of their enterprise in 1923. The preponder- 
ance of dividend “ changes were in favor of the stockholders and 
disbursements in contrast to those of the 1922 year and were mostly 
in cash instead of in new stock. The most conservative estimate ot 
the cash paid over to stockholders in extra payments in 1923, not 
including the regular dividends, was $500,000,000. * * = 

The various companies comprising the Standard Oil group paid out 
or authorized the payment of $87,545,805 in dividends during the last 
quarter of 1923, making a total for the year of $138;423,295: 


These are the great interests that are alleged to require a 
50 per cent reduction of surtax on high incomes to maintain 
business. that is being destroyed by tax-free securities, accord- 
ing to Mr. Mellon. 


When it is remembered that 6,500,000 farmers in 1921 
earned an average of $469, not 2 per cent of whom are likely 
to have gotten into the $5,000 income class, and that none of 
these farmers are clamoring for the Mellon tax plan, it is 
not hard to determine who the plan is intended to benefit pri- 
marily, nor is it those who stood in the trenches less than 
six years ago at $1 a day. Rather is it for those who stayed 
home accumulating wealth that now asks for reduced taxes, 

From another financial statement I quote: 


Of the total amount of securities in the Nation in 1922 the most care- 
ful estimates Indicate that 19.6 per cent was exempt from taxation. Of 
this, 6.7 per cent ($18,400,000,000) was exempt real property and 12.9 
per cent ($35,000,000,000) was other exempt property, of which a large 
part was outstanding Government tax-exempt securities, 

The filing of the report on the final settlement of the estate of 
William Rockefeller during the past year brought out the fact that 
of the $67,649,660, which was given as the net value of the estate, 
$43,533,055 was in the form of tax-exempt securities. That is to 
say, about GO per cent of the income was tax free. 


Bits Tnar Witn HELP, Ir Exacrep Ixro Law. 


A bill (H. R. 4524) to tax the net income on municipal and State 
securities, 


Be it enacted, cto., That section 200 of the general provisions of the 
income tax law is hereby amended by providing— 

“Subdivision 6. The term ‘taxable incomes, from Whatever source 
derived,’ shall include net incomes received from State and municipal 
securities and shall be Inid and collected the same as all other taxes.“ 

Sec. 2. This act shall not be held unconstitutional or void by the 
Supreme Court without the coneurrence of at least all but one of 
the Judges and shall remain in full force and effect notwithstanding 
any decision by any inferior court rendered prior to fual determina- 
tion by the Supreme Court. 


A PROPOSED EXCESS-PROFITS TAX TO REACH PROFITEERING. 


Repeal section 301 and section 302, revenue laws 1921, approved 
November 23, 1921, and insert in lien the following: 

“Sec. 301. That in lieu of the tax imposed by Tithe III of the 
reyenue act of 1818, but in addition to the other taxes imposed by 
this act, these shall be levied, collected, and paid for the calendar 
year 1922 and each year thereafter upon the net income of every 
corporation (except corporations taxable under subdivision (b) of this 
section) a tax equal to the sum of the following: 

First bracket.] 


“Ten per cent of the amount of the net income in excess of the 
excess- -profits credit (determined under section 312) and not in excess 
of 20 per cent of the invested capital. 

{Second brucket. ] 

“ Seventy-five per cent of the amount of the net income in excess of 
20 per cent of the invested capital. 

“Reenact balance of excess-profits tax law.“ 


— 
AN INHERITANCE TAX TO RBACH TAX-FRER MOLDINGS, 


Mr. Fnnan, in the House of Representatives, introduced the following 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means and 
ordered to be printed: 


A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to reduce and equalize taxation, 
to: provide revenue, and for other purposes,” approved November 23, 
1921. 


Be it enacted, cto., That section 401 of an act entitled “An act to 
reduce and equalize taxation, to provide revenue, and for other pur- 
poses.“ appvoyed: November 23, 1921, be amended so as to read as 
follows: 

“Sze. 401. Tint in lieu of the tax imposed by Title IV of the rev- 
enue act of 1921 a tax equal to the sum of the following percentages 
of the value of the net estate (determined as provided in section 408) 
is hereby imposed upon the transfer of the net estate of every decedent 
dying after the passage of this act, whether a resident or nonresident 
of the United States: 

“Two per cent of the amount of the net estaté not in excess of 
$50.000. 

Four per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds 
$50,000 and does not exceed $150,000. 

Six per cent of the amount by which the net estato exceeds $150,- 
000 and does not exceed $250,000, 

Eight per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds $250,- 
000 and does not exceed $450,000, 

“Ten per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds $450,- 
600 and does not exceed $750,000. 

“Twelve per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds 
$750,000 and does not exceed $1,000,000. 

“Fourteen per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds 
$1,000,000 and does not exceed $2,000,000, 

Sixteen per cent of the amount by which the net estate excess 
$2,000,000 and does not exceed $3,000,000. 

“ Eighteen per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds 
$3,000,000 and does not exceed $4,000,000. 

“Twenty per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds 
$4,000,000 and does not exceed $5,000,000, 

“Twenty-two per tent of the amount by which the net estate execeds 
$5,000,000 and does not exceed $6,000,000. 

“Twenty-four per cent of the amount by which tlie net estate exceeds 
$6,000,000: and does not exceed $8,000,000. 

“ Twenty-six per cent of the amount by which the net nate excoeds 
$8,000,000 and does not exceed $10,000,000, 

“Twenty-cight per cent of the amount by which the net estate ex- 
ceeds $10,000,000 and does not exceed 512.000.000. 

“Thirty per cent of the amonnt by which the net estate exesreda 
812,000,000 and does not exceed $14,000,000. 

“Thirty-five per cent of the amount by which the net estate excceds 
$14,000,000 and does not exceed $16,000,000. 

“Forty per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds 
$16,000,000 and does not exceed $18,000,000, 
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“ Forty-five per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds 
$18,000,000 and does not exceed $20,000,000. 

“Fifty per cent of the amount by which the net estate exceeds 
$20,000,000." 

Provided, That wherever said estate is charged by law with and pays 
an inheritance tax to any State or States, such State tax when so paid, 
not to exceed 25 per cent of the tax herein provided, shall be deducted 
as a credit against the tax to be collected by the commissioner. 

All estate-tax returns and notices shall be public records and open 
to public inspection at reasonable hours, to be fixed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 


GIFT TAX A NECESSARY COROLLARY OF THE INHERITANCE TAX, 


Mr. FREAR, iu the House of Representatives, Introduced the follow- 
ing bill, which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means and 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill to amend Title II of the revenue act of 1921, 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 229 of Title II of the revenue act 
is hereby amended by adding a new subdivision to read as follows: 

“Sec. 220 (a). That a tax equal to the following percentages of 
the net value of every gift to any individual is hereby Imposed upon 
the property so conveyed, to be paid by the grantee within 90 days after 
the making of such gift: 

“One per cent of the amount in excess of $1,000 and not in excess 
of $8,000; 

“Two per cent of the amount in excess of $3,000 and not in excess 
of $5,000 ; 

Three per cent of the amount in excess of $5,000 and not in excess 
of 510,000; 

“ Four per cent of the amount in excess of $10,000 and not in excess 
of $20,000; 

“ Five per cent of the amount in excess $20,000 and not in excess 
of $30,000 ; 

Six per cent of the amount In excess of $30,000 and not in excess 
of $40,000; 

Seven per cent of the amount in excess of $40,000 and not in excess 
of $50,000 ; 

“ Eight per cent of the amount in excess of $50,000 and not in excess 
of $100,000 ; 

Nine per cent of the amount in excess of $100,000 and not in excess 
of $200,000; 

“Ten per cent of the amount in excess of $200,000 and not in excess 
of $300,000 ; 

“ Eleven per cent of the amount in excess of $300,000 and not in ex- 
cess of $500,000; 

“ Twelve per cent of the amount in excess of $500,000 and not in ex- 
cess of $1,000,000; 

“Thirteen per cent of the amount in excess of $1,000,000 and not in 
excers of $2,000,000; i 

“ Fourteen per cent of the amount in excess of $2,000,000 and not in 
excess of $3,000,000; 

Sixteen per cent of the amount in excess of $8,000,000 and not in 
excess of $4,000,000 ; 

“ Bighteen per cent of the amount in excess of $5,000,000 and not 
in excess of $5,000,000; 

“Twenty per cent of the amount in excess of $5,000,000 and not in 
excess of $8,000,000 ; $ 

“Twenty-two per cent of the amount in excess of $8,000,000 and not 
in excess of $10,000,000; and 

“Twenty-five per cent of the amount in excess of $10,000,000. 

“(b) Any trusteeship or other agency created for the holding of or 
administration of any gift to any Individual shall pay the same tax as 
if the gift was made direct. 

„(e) In any case where the collector finds the payment of the tax 
within 90 days would impose undue hardship upon the grantee he may 
grant an extension of time not to exceed three years from the due date, 
with interest added at the rate of 6 per cent per annum after the ex- 
piration of said 90 days. 

„(d) If more than one gift is made to the same grantee by the same 
grantor within the period of three years the total amount shall be con- 
sidered cumulative and subject to the highest rate of tax for such 
cumulative amount, subject to deductions for tax payments theretofore 
paid on any part of such amount. 

Iny fictitious loan, exchange, or other transfer designed to evade 
this act shall subject the grantee or grantor to a penalty equal to and in 
addition to the tax herein provided. Such penalty shall be collected in 
the same manner as other penalties.’ 


TAX ON UNDISTRIBUTED PROFITS. 
Mr. FREAR, in the House of Representatives, introduced the following 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means and 
ordered to be printed: 


A bill amending section 230 of the revenue act of 1921. 

Re it enacted, ete., That section 230 of the revenue act of 1921 is 
hereby amended by adding a new subdivision at the end thereof as fol- 
lows : , 

“(c) In addition to the taxes herein above provided, there shail 
be levied, collected, and paid, fur each of the taxable years 1919, 1920, 
1921, 1922, 1923, and for each year thereafter, on that portion of the 
net income for any such year of every corporation, not distributed in 
the form of cash dividends, a tax upon the amount of such net income 
for such, year in excess of the credits provided in section 236, and a 
further deduction of $3,000 for such year at the following rates : 

“Five per cent of the amount of such excess not exceeding $20,000 ; 


“Ten per cent of the amount of such excess not exceeding $100,000; ` 


“Fifteen per cent of the amount of such excess not exceeding 
$200,000 ; 

“Twenty per cent on all such excess above $200,000 : 

“ Provided, That if any of such undistributed profits are taxed as 
above provided and the corporation shall have within two years after 
the payment of such tax distributed in money any of the profits upon 
which this tax has been paid, then the corporation shall be entitled, 
in its next income-tux return, to a credit upon its tax so returned 
to the extent and amount of the tax which it has paid under provisions 
of this subdivision.” 

Upon certificate signed by the Secretary of the Treasury, based upon 
affidayits of two cr more reputable officers of any corpoartion to be 
attached to the record, stating that undistributed profits held or stock 
dividends distributed by such corporation were acted upon by the board 
of directors without purpose, directly of indirectly, to avoid taxation, 
the Secretary may remit from the tax assessment one-half of the 
retroactive tax herein provided for any such year included. 


A bill to require publicity of tax records. 


Strike out all of section 257 of an act to reduce and equalize taxation, 
to provide revenue and for other purposes, approved November 23, 
1921, and insert: “That when returns of any person shall be made as 
provided in this title, the returns, together with any correction thereof 
which may have been made by the commissioner, they shall be filed in 
the Treasury Department and shall constitute public records and be 
open to inspection as such under the same rules and regulations that 
govern the inspection of other public records.” 

All tax proceedings and determinations subject to reasonable reguin- 
tion shall be public, and an advance calendar of all hearings of con- 
tested tax rulings shall be open to the public. 


(Copy of letter sent Secretary Mellon.) 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 3, 192}. 
Hon. ANDREW W. MELLON, 
Scerctary United States Treasury, Washinyton, D. C. 

Dean MR, Secretary: You have asked our support for your 344- 
page bill. You have also urged upon our committee the passage of a 
constitutional amendment to tax what you term “ tax-free securities.” 
Needed funds, you say, are now taken from commercial channels, and 
the Government is deprived of large reyenues which otherwise would 
be received by your department. If you believe tax-free securities 
should be taxed, I invite your aid in advancing a measure designed to 
reach incomes from such securities. 

Testimony heretofore offered before our committee disclosed that 
between $20,000,000,000 and $30,000,000,000 of so-called tax-free se- 
curities are now in circulation, depending in amount upon the basis 
of tax exemption and other conditions. If these securities are “ tax 
free“ as interpreted by your department, such construction of the 
income-tax amendment exempts those best able to pay, and the 
struggle by the peaple for many years through constitutional amend- 
ment to compel Income-tax payments based on ability to pay has failed. 
That failure is emphasized by your proposal to reduce high surtaxes 
from 50 per cent to 25 per cent on a theory that tax evasions and in- 
vestments in tax-free securities are encouraged by your construction of 
existing law. 

With a security tax-free “ well” of $20,000,000,000 or more and so- 
called tax-free securities growing larger every year, the futility of any 
constitutional amendment in order to reach existing evils is patent. 
Se¥eral years may be required to persuade the States of the merits of 
your proposal. This will not meet the problem of increased values 


brought to existing tax-free holdings by passage of an amendment or . 


reach their continued existence. 

Why not face the situation squarely and seck to remedy conditions 
directly? Here is my proposition: 

The sixteenth amendment to the Constitution provides that “ the 
Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes on incomes from 
whatever source derived.” 

That is the constitutional amendment subject to its emasculation in 
the Eisner case (252 U. S.) when by a vote of five judges to four 
stock dividends were excluded, even as the same court by another 
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five-to-four decision had previously held the income-tax principle un- 
constitutional. Justice Brandeis and Justice Clarke protested against 
the decision of their five associates and said: 

“That to believe such a result (exemption of stock diyidends) was 
intended by the people of the United States when adopting the six- 
teenth amendment is Inconceivable.” 

Justices Holmes and Day also dissented from that decision. 


By one vote the court emasculated the income-tax amendment and 


exempted over $2,000,000,000 of stock dividends from personal income 
tax during the single year of 1922, largely destroying the valne of the 
Income-tax provision of the Constitution. Now trained unconstitu- 
tional lawyers further contend that the Supreme Court will hold net 
income from municipal bonds, State bonds, and similar securities tax 
free if the question comes before the court. I am informed by legal 
lights of our committee that such decision would probably be based 
on the case of Evans v. Gore (251-253 U. S.), decided in 1920. 

In that case the court sat upon its own income taxes and by a 
divided opinion held that a Federal judge could not be subjected to 
the tax paid by practically all other citizens because his compensation 
can not constitutionally be diminshed during continuance of office, 
which extends “during good behavior.“ Justice Holmes, one of the 
clearest thinkers on the bench and one of the dissenters from that 
opinion, said: 

“The sixteenth amendment justifies the tax whatever would have 
been the law before it was applied. By that amendment Congress is 
given power to collect taxes on incomes from whatever source de- 
rived." „ . > 

“I do not see how judges can claim an abatement of their income 
tax on the ground that an item in their gross income is salary when 
the power is given expressly to tax incomes from whatever source 
derived.” Justice Brandeis concurs in this opinion. 


I have not quoted from the majority opinion of the high court which i 


n legal wag said began with an apology and ended with a blind trail, 


nor do I suggest at length that every Government official from the | 
President of the United States down to the humblest is subject to the | 
same law excepting life-term judges who under a specific provision | 


exempted themselves, 

In the stock dividend case, Elsner v. Macomber, Justices Brandeis 
and Clarke declared the decision of the majority of the court was an 
~“ inconceivable ™ interpretation of the income-tax constitutional amend- 
ment never Intended by the people of the United States. 

Iu the Evans case Justices Holmes and Brandeis in like manner 
declare the justices of the court “have placed themselves in a privi- 
lege class free from bearing their share of the cost of the institutions 
upon which their well-being, if net their life, depends.” 

By unanimous opinion the Supreme Court (U. S8. Glue v. Oak Creek, 
247 U. 8. 321, a Wisconsin case) affirmed the principle that net income 
from interstate commerce is taxable notwithstanding constitutional in- 
terstate restrictions and overraled the Pollock case. To the same effect 
is Peck r. Lowe (247 U. S. 165). In the noted Pollock case Mr. Choate 
frantically calied the State law worthy of a Czar of Russia, but to-day 
that principle is the law of the land, due to the sixteenth amendment, 
approved by the people and by 86 States, not, however, at first including 
New York or Pennsylvania. Fenr dissenting justices of the Supreme 
Court were thereby sustained by the country. 

If Congress passes and the President approves a Jaw providing the 
income tax sixteenth amendment means what it says, and further that 
uch Jaw shall not be held unconstitutional or void by the Supreme Court 
without the concurrence of at least all but one of the judges, a provision 
found in the Ohio constitution, do you believe the Supreme Court would 
set aside such law by a practically unanimous vote? If so, the issue 
would be plain. 

If the Evans case exempting justices’ salaries is authority for exempt- 
ing all menicipal securities, then T submit that by two divided court 
decixions the United States income-tax constitutional amendment and the 
will of the people will have gone to the scrap heap and more amendments 
are futile to reach the horse that is gone. My plan js again to catch 
the horse by requiring a nearly unanimous decision of the court on a 
controyerted legal proposition wherein hundreds of millions of dollars 
unnually are to be gained or lost to the Government. This follows the 
principle that a unanimeus jury finding shall be had im determining the 
simplest controversy of fact in court. 

I am not so imprudent as to discuss what the court may decide Sut 
assuming you are anxious to reach these incomes, however much your 
own personal fortunes may be affected, I will introduce a bill to-day to 
meet the situation and ask your active aid in securing its passage in 
order to save long, tedious delay through an ineffective constitutional 
amendment so far as relates to existing securties, 

If the plain meaning of the income-tax constitutional amendment ts to 
hold, then Treasury revenues will be annually increased several hundred 
million dollars; billions of dollars will be released for the needy com 
mercial activities which you strennously advocate, a drastic ewt in 


norma! taxes may be bronght about which I have modestly urged, and 


taxes, can naturally follow. In addition the passage of a soldiers’ bonus 
bill which you oppose will be assured without any increased tax burdens 
apart from those provided by the Constitution. 

Very sincerely, JAMES A. FREAR. 


— 


(Extract letter January 1, 1924. American Exchange Bank. Reduction 
of high surtaxes will not bring new funds to industry from tax-free 
securities.) 


Flaws are being picked in the argument Secretary Mellon is sup- 
posed to have made in support of his tax program on the ground that 
since existing capital can not be affected or diminished by changes in 
ownership there is no basis for the contention that lower taxes on 
large incomes would draw funds into industry from tax-exempt in- 
vestments. Nobody ever said they would, and the attempt to pretend 
that Secretary Mellon made such a point in his argument is, of course, 
insincere. Most of what Mr. Mellon had to say on the subject of the 
Influence of taxes in the diversion of capital from productive to non- 
productive purposes was in the form of obiter dicta; his principal 
argument in support of his recommendation for a reduction in taxes 
on large incomes was based on the claim that high income taxes de- 
feat their purpose and that more revenue would be realized from a 
lower schedule of rates. In other words, Mr. Mellon is not asking that 
the rich be allowed to pay less taxes but that the Government pursue 
a policy that will induce the rich to pay more taxes. In the matter 
of the influence of taxes on the character of investments, the point 
is that lower rates would tend to prevent the diversion of new capital 
(savings) from productive to nenproductive purposes, 


This letter is from a financial expert of recognized standing, 
written personally; 


NATIONAL BANK, 
„ Wis., November 26, 1923. 


Hon, JAMES FREAR, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Mu. FREAR: I am very much amused by the statements in con- 
nection with the proposal to cut the surtaxes from 50 to 25 per cent, 
that by so doing will encourage the rich men to invest in taxable 
securities. I wonder if anyone really supposes that the small, rich 
man is not Just as small when it comes to saying 25 per cent taxes as 
he would be in saving 50 per cent, 

I do not think this would make a particle of difference in the sort 
of investments he makes, In fact, if he could save 1 per cent I think 
he would do it, and you can not encourage the drift to taxable secur- 
ities In that way, and I think it is a great mistake to reduce the sur- 
taxes, as certainly these people who are making the money are the 
people who should pay the taxes, 

With personal regards, I am 

Yours truly, 


President. 


How Tax PROPAGANDA Is PRODUCED. 


THE Uxtox LEAGUE OP PHILADELPHIA, 
December 26, 1923. 
To the members: 

A meeting of the Union League of Philadelphia was held Wednesday, 
December 19, 1923, for the purpose of considering an indorsement by 
the Union League of the tax reduction plan proposed hy the Secretary 
of the Treasury and approved by the President of the United States. 

At this largely attended meeting the following resolutions, presented 
by former president, Hon. C. Stuart Patterson, were unanimously 
adopted: 

“Resolved, That the Union League of Philadelphia in special meeting 
assembled, belleving that the proper limit of taxation is the amount of 
the necessary expenditures of government economically administered, 
and being advised that under existing laws the net proceeds of Federal 
taxation far exceed that limit, earnestly hope that the Congress will 
carry into effect by appropriate legislation that reduction of internal 
revenue taxation which has been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and approved by the President of the United States, thereby 
relieving productive industry of a heavy burden, giving remunerative 
employment to more workmen, and benefiting all the people. 

“Resolved, That the president of the Union League be requested to 
send copies of the foregoing resolution to the President of the United 
States, to the Secretary of the Treasury, and to the Pennsylvania 
Senators and Representatives in Congress.” 

At this meeting the following resolution offered by Hon. William W. 
Porter was also unanimonsly approved : 

“Resolved, That the secretary be, and he hereby is, directed to pre- 
pare a printed form of letter requesting affirmative action on the part of 
Members of the Federal House and Senate to vote for the Mellon plan. 
This form letter shall be kept in the office of the Union League, to the 
end that the members of the Union League may address and personally 
sign as many of these letters as possible addressed to the Members of the 
Congress from Peunsylvania and elsewhere with whom they may have 
some acquaintance. These letters may be signed in the Union League 


other changes in the law, Including a repeal of the so-called nuisance | office and from there mailed under the supervision of the secretary.” 


1924. 


In conformity with the several resolutions adopted, there Is inclosed 
a proposed form of letter advocating the desired legislation. Form 
letters will be available for the use of members in the office of the 
secretary. It is realized that printed form letters do not have the 
Influence upon the recipient which usually results from a direct per- 
sonal letter of appeal. It is therefore suggested that while the points 
made in the inclosed form may be useful, the communications forwarded 
by the members should be put, so far as possible, in the form of per- 
sonal appeals to Senators and Representatives asking them to favor 
the Mellon plan, which it is belieyed will be so beneficial to the material 
interests of this great Nation. 

Inclosed is a list of Senators and Representatives from Pennsyl- 
vania. You are earnestly requested to address a letter (to Washington, 
D. C.) to each of the Senators and to your Representative in Congress, 
and to such others as you can effectively reach, urging action by them 
in favor of the Mellon plan of tax reduction. 

Asking the favor of prompt and energetic action in response to the 
resolutions so strongly urged by the Union League, I have the honor 
to remain, 

Yours respectfully, 
JoHN W. Hamer, Secretary. 


WRITE TO THESE—LIST INCLOSED, 


United States Senators from Pennsylvania: 
GEORGE WHARTON PEPPER and Davin A. REED: 
United States Representatives from Pennsylvania by district: 
1. WILLIAM 8. Vare, Philadelphia. 

2. Gxonan S. GrauaM, Philadelphia. 
3. Harry S. RANSERT, Philadelphia. 

4. GEORGE W. Hpmonps, Philadelphia, 
5. James J. Cox NOLUx, Philadelphia. 
6. George A. WELSH, Philadelphia. 

7. Gronce P. Danzow, Philadelphia, 
8. THomas S. BUTLER, West Chester. 
9. Hexry W. Warson, Langhorne. 

10. Wittiam W. Grrest, Lancaster, 
11. Laurence H. Warnes, Scranton. 
Joun J. Casey, Wilkes-Barre, 
Grorcz F. Brum, Minersville, 
WILLIAM M. CROLL, Reading. 
Louis T. MeFappen, Canton. 

. Ensar R. Kress, Williamsport. 

„ Hexsert W. Cummines, Sunbury. 
Ebwand M. Brezrs, Mount Union, 
Fraxx C. Sires, Harrisburg. 

. GEORGE M. Wurz, Johnstown. 

21. J. Banks Kurs, Altoona. 

. SAMUEL F. GLATFBLTER, York. 

. WILLIAM I. Swoopn, Clearfield. 

. SAMUEL A. KENDALL, Meyersville, 
„ Henny W. TEMPLE, Washington. 
THOMAS W. PHILLIPS, Jr., Butler. 
. Natuan L. Strona, Brookville. 

. Harets J. Bixter, Johnsonburg. 

. MILTON W. SHREVE, Erie. 

. Everert Kent, Bangor. 

31. Apam M. Wyant, Greensburg. 

. STEPHEN G. Porter, Pittsburgh. 
83. M. OLYÐR KELLY, Edgewood. 

34. JohN M. Montn, Pittsburgh. 

35. James M. Mann, Pittsburgh. 

36. Guy E. CAMPBELL, Crafton. 


[This form is to be used.] 
Hon. 


aE TRS 
House of Representatices (or United States Senate), 
Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sin: The following is a copy of a resolution unanimously 
adepted by the Union League of Philadelphia at its special meeting 
of December 19, 1923, called for the purpose of expressing its senti- 
ment upon the vital subject of tax reduction. 

“ Resolved, That the Union League of Philadelphia, in special meet- 
ing assembled, believing that the proper limit of taxation fs the amount 
of the necessary expenditures of government economically adminis- 
tered, and being advised that under existing laws the net proceeds of 
Federal taxation far exceed that limit, earnestly hopes that Congress 
will carry into effect by appropriate legislation that reduction of 
internal-revenue taxation which has been recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and approved by the President of the United 
States, thereby relieving productive industry of a heavy burden, giving 
remunerative employment to more workmen, and benefiting all th 
people, ; 
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“ Resolved, That the president of the Union League be requested to 
send copies of the foregoing resolution to the President of the United 
States, to the Secretary of the Treasury, and to the Pennsylvania 
Senators and Representatives in Congress.” 

The undersigned is a member of the Union League of Philadelphia, 
earnestly desirous of seeing adoption of such legislation as will tend 
to the continued prosperity of this great Nation, and urgently asks 
that you will to the utmost use your vote, voice, and influence toward 
the enactment of the Mellon plan. 

Asking prompt and energetic action, I am, 

Yours truly, 


How PHILADELPHIA PAPERS PROPAGANDIZ5, 
PUT THE SCREWS ON PENNSYLVANIA’S CONGRESSMEN. 


Let it not be forgotten that the Pennsylvania delegation in Congress 
refused in caucus to indorse the Mellon plan for tax reduction. 

Various excuses have been offered, and it may be true that in the end 
most of these Representatives of ours will be found squarely back of 
the scheme. If they are wise, they will be right there with bells on; 
otherwise they will find themselves facing tremendous opposition in the 
next congressional primaries. So it may be anticipated that the ma- 
jority will vote right when the roll is called. 

But Pennsylvania citizens should take nothing for granted. Let 
them deluge their Representatives with requests that support be given 
in every way, by Influence and by vote, to the Mellon plan, precisely as 
the Secretary of the Treasury has formulated it. 

No mutilation. No compromise. 


ANOTHER PHILADELPHIA KIND WORD. 
A PARTIAL VICTORY POR TAX REDUCTION. 


The power of public opinion is exerting its influence in Washington. 
The Ways and Means Committee has decided to give the tax question 
precedence over the bonus. A few days ago the bonus advocates in 
Congress were loudly proclaiming that their bill would be put through 
first of all. It will not be. It will have to wait. 

* * * * * . s 

The answer to that question should not be in doubt. Nevertheless it 
will be unless the people arouse themselves and flood Congress with 
demands for lower taxes, such as Secretary Mellon advises. For it is 
certain that there can be no reduction worth while if billions are to be 
provided for bonus payments. According te the Secretary, bonus legis- 
lation will prevent reductions on a comprehensive plan for this genera- 
tion. 

* . . . * . * 

So get after your Member of Congress, whether Republican or Demo- 
erat. Write him a letter directed to the House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. Swamp him! And a second letter sent directly 
to the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee wouldn't do any 
harm. 


A REMINDER OF 1917 axD 1918. 


VETERANS URGED TO COMBINE FOR DEFHAT OF MELLON PLAN—LEGION 
OFFICIAL SAYS PROPOSAL FAVORS RICH, AND HE POLNTS OUT ALLEGED 
INJUSTICES IN PAY OF SOLDIERS DURING WAR. 


(By the Associated Press.) 


New Tonk, January 5.—Attacking Secretary of the Treasury Mellon's 
tax: reduction plan as class legislation, Edward E. Spafford, State com- 
mander of the American Legion, in an address at the National Repub- 
Hean Club to-day called upon ex-service men of the country to defeat 
the measure by concerted action at the polls. He declared they could 
sway 16,700,000 votes and bring about a sweeping victory for the sol- 
diers“ bonus. 

By the Mellon plan,” he said, “the married man with two children 
and an income of $25,000 will have his income tax reduced so that he 
will save 4.4 per cent of his income, the single man with $5,000 Income 
will get a saving of only 1.17 per cent, and the married man with two 
children and a $3,000 Income will get no direct saving at all, as com- 
pared with the saving of $1,107 for the man with a $25,000 income. 

It would require 20.547 married men with two children each and an 
income of $4,000 to save the amount that one man with a $1,000,000 
income would save under the Mellon plan. In the two lowest classes, 
with net incomes of $2,000 to $3,000, which embrace 4,692,675 persons, 
the saving will amount to only $17.50.” 

Advocating the bonus, Mr. Spafford said: 

“At the beginning of the war the wage of the soldier was established 
at $30 a month, but almost immediately afterwards prices became so 
inflated that a dollar would only buy what 50 cents would previously 
purchase. 

“The men interested in winning the World War were so busy that 
they could not look out for the change in value of the contents of their 
pay envelopes, 
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“This was not the case with the contractor. He went to the proper 
officials at once and had his contract adjusted. The change in economic 
conditions was recognized in the case of civil employees. They were 
paid bonus of $20 a month and are still receiving it. But the service 
man has never received any commensurate adjustment or compensa- 
uon * 8 

“We have heard much recently,” he said, “of those who would do 
everything for the disabled. What have they done? Nothing but talk.” 

Asserting that the Government required the men in its service to 
make compulsory allotments and to pay their life-insurance premiums, 
Mr. Spafford said a bonus would “be just returning money taken from 
the meager earnings of soldiers—taken from men who were offering 
their lives for their country.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darrow] is now rec- 
ognized for 15 minutes, 

FARMERS’ PETITION FOR REDUCTION OF GOVERNMENT EXPENSES. 


Mr. DARROW, Mr. Speaker, I have been requested to pre- 
sent to the House of Representatives a petition signed by 
345,516 actual and real farmers in this country. I am not 
going to enter into any controversy with my friend from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Frear] as to the purpose of the petition. I think 
it is most unfair to say, however, that it has any reference what- 
eyer to a propaganda or any bearing, because it has not, upon 
any plan for reducing taxes. Circulation of the petition was 
started more than 14 months ago by the Farm Journal, a na- 
tional farm paper, with a circulation of over 1,200,000, by far 
the largest circulation of any farm journal in the world. In 
many cases affidavits were taken to certify to the actual signa- 
tures obtained. The petition was carried in the pages of the 
Farm Journal, and in many cases distributed and the signatures 
obtained by their field men as they went over the country. The 
reason I have been requested to present this petition to the 
House of Representatives is because the Farm Journal is pub- 
lished in Philadelphia, and the president of the publishing com- 
pany, Mr. Charles F. Jenkins, is my personal friend and neigh- 
bor. I might perhaps say in passing that I am somewhat of a 
farmer myself. I was born and raised on a farm, and I know 
something about the troubles and trials that a farmer has to 
undergo as well as some of the advantages to be obtained by 
living on a farm. We want to cooperate with the people from 
the great agricultural areas, because the road to success is 
equally hard to those from the cities as to those from the farm- 
ing areas, and in the last analysis we must seek the source of 
national wealth and contentment by bringing prosperity to all 
parts of the country. 

These names have been voluntarily obtained after a thorough 
explanation of the purposes. The petition itself simply asks 
for a reduction in the expenditures of the Government—a cut 
in Government costs for the purpose, of course, of reducing 
taxes and the heavy burden that is placed upon all classes of 
people by war taxes. Some one has asked me where these 
names come from. ‘They came chiefly from the great Middle 
West. Speaking in round numbers, from Indiana there are 
30,000 names, from Iowa 29,000, from Kansas 22,000, from Ken- 
tucky 14,000, from Michigan 17,000, from Minnesota 20,000, 
from Missouri 11,000, from Nebraska 16,000, from Ohio 68,000, 
from Pennsylvania 23,000. Sometimes my friends here forget 
that Pennsylvania is one of the great agricultural States of 
this Union. All of the other States of the Union are repre- 
sented with one exception, and that is Nevada. The total of 
the other States is 61,528. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DARROW. Les. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is a distinguished member of 
the steering committee of the dominant party of this House. I 
take it that this box car of petitions is a protest against present 
conditions? 

Mr. DARROW. 
penditures. 

Mr. BLANTON. And is a protest against present condi- 
tions. The farmers want the present conditions changed; they 
want taxes reduced; they want extravagance of government 
stopped, and they have grounds for all of that. 

Mr. DARROW. This petition was started before 

Mr. BLANTON. I take it that it is an indictment against 
the present management of the Government’s business. 

Mr. DARROW. If the gentleman will permit me, I will try 
to answer him. This petition was started many months ago. 
At that time there had not been accumulated the surplus in the 
Treasury, brought about by the present administration, that 
exists to-day. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


It is asking for a cut in governmental ex- 
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Mr. BLANTON. Well, I think the farmers sent that protest 
to the proper Member of the House. 

Mr. KING. I want to say that this petition is to Mr. 
BLANTON as well as to every other Member of the House. 

Mr. BLANTON. But they sent their protest to the proper 
party. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. The gentleman omitted to read the 
petition. Will he kindly do so? 

Mr. DARROW. I will be very much pleased to read it, 
although the gentleman will not expect me to read all of the 
names, 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. 
of those from Nebraska. 

Mr. DARROW. The petition reads as follows: 


We the undersigned, who are directly interested in farming and the 
welfare of the people, do hereby respectfully petition or request Con- 
gress through the Farm Journal to pass legislation which will cut 
the cost of running the Government by reducing all nonessential 
expenses, eliminating all unnecessary employees, and voting against 
all increases in salaries, 


In the remainder of my time, Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read 
from the desk, if I may, a letter from Mr. Jenkins, which 
will probably more clearly express the purpose of this petition 
than anything that I could say. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
to the reading of the letter, though I shall not object, I will 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether the steering 
committee is going to carry out the requests made by these 
farmers in this petition. I am going to help them do it as 
one Member of Congress, and I will say that I hope that the 
steering committee is going to do that. 

Mr. DARROW. Oh, if the gentleman from Texas will help, 
I have no doubt that anything which is desirable can be car- 
ried out. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. 
tax reduction at all. 

Mr. DARROW. But what is the object in reducing the ex- 
penses of government except to relieve the burden of taxa- 
tion? That phase of it was featured all through the cam- 
paign when the petition was being signed. Everyone under- 
stood the purpose was to reduce taxes by reducing expenditures 
in government, No other reason could be assigned for seeking 
economy in Government expenses if not for relief of that kind. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I thought that following the spiendid 
speech of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] perhaps 
this was in line of a reduction in taxation. 

Mr, DARROW. As I tried to set forth a moment ago, this 
petition was started before any plan for reducing taxes was 
promulgated by anyone. 

Mr. JEFFERS, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DARROW. I first want to have the letter read, and then 
if I have any time I shall be glad to answer any questions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If there is no objection, the 
Clerk will read the letter, 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 


Tue Farm JOURNAL, 
Philadelphia, January 3, 1924. 


I would like to have the names 


There is no mention in the petition of 


Hon. GEORGE P. Darrow, 
Washington, D. 0. 


Dear Mr. Darrow: As one of your constituents I appreciate your 
willingness to present to the Honse of Representatives the petition 
which we have circulated among farmers asking that this Congress 
enact legislation which will cut the cost of running the Government, 
reduce all nonessential expenses, eliminate all unnecessary empic yees, 
and vote against all increases in salaries, so that there will be possible 
a substantial reduction from the heavy burden of Federal taxes, 

I would be glad if you would point out to Congress that every signer 
on the petition is a farmer or one directly interested in agriculture. 
There are attached to this petition 345,516 names, and if the sheets 
were unrolled they would measure over 2} miles in length. 

This great army of producers, representing nearly every State in the 
Union, but mainly the great mid-West agricultural States, are convinced 
that taxes are too high. Fourteen months ago, at a time when there 
was no Treasury surplus in sight and when it seemed possible that 
taxes might even have to be increased, we sensed the urgency of the 
demand among our readers and undertook the circulation of this peti- 
tion demanding the strictest economy in the Government. As time went 


on and the surplus of revenues began to appear we have felt unmis- 
takably the growth of this powerful demand for the lightening cf the 
tax burden. 

As you no doubt know, the farm pays its share and sometimes more 
than its share of all and every kind of taxes, and has to do it in 
many cases out of little or no margin of profit. 


There is no class on 
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whom taxes weigh so heavily. Farmers, like many others, failed to 
foresee what the war would do to them in the way of an enormous 
national debt and sky-high taxes, but they see it plainly enough now 
and are asking Congress for relief, 

Thus this crystalized sentiment among rural people indicates that 
there is urgent necessity of reducing, or at least not increasing, the 
burden of taxes. Something can be done toward cutting govern- 
mental expenses through cooperation among departments and more 
intelligent buying; but overloaded payrolls are largely responsible for 
a considerable proportion of excessive governmental cost. Therefore, 
by withholding increases in salaries of Government employees, getting 
rid of surplus employees, and standing in firm opposition to all ex- 
tensions of personnel, tmportant economies could be effected. The 
Budget system has proved its worth, but much remains to be done. 

Furthermore, the time has come to stop the gradual and steady 
intrusion of the Government into private business. It is largely this 
expansion in new functions which has so enormously increased the 
cost of Government. It is got worth what it costs; and while farmers 
have benefited somewhat by these activities, it has gone far enough. 
Governmental costs should be held down by refusing to establish any 
new bureaus or commissions, unless strictly self-supporting. 

It has been said that the country is back to the level of taxes 
reached in 1919. This may be so, but the taxes in 1919 were twice 
us high as before the war. 

We have found everywhere through the country a demand for tax 
relief, and had we time we could easily have obtained a million or 
more signatures to the petition, but the situation is acute, and we 
have felt that 345,000 signatures would be sufficient to demonstrate 
that the demand of farmers for strict governmental economies to 
permit reduction of tax burdens is a real and urgent one. 

I hope that when you present this petition to the House of Repre- 
sentatives it will duly impress that body with the necessity of early 
and favorable action. 

Very truly yours, 
CHARLES F. JENKINS, 
President, Wilmer Atkinson Co., 
rublishers State Farm Journal. 


Mr. JEFFERS and Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska rose. 

Mr. JEPFERS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman from Nebraska rise? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Well, I did not know, being 
new, whether I had the right to interrupt the reading clerk or 


not. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is entirely 
within his rights to address the Chair. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I was just thinking 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I have to think a little before 
I can state it. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has the floor. 

Mr. DARROW. Mr. Speaker, in the time allotted to me I 
would ask the Chair to have this petition referred to the proper 
committee for consideration. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The petition will be referred 
to the proper committee. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. One moment. Did the Speaker 
announce to what committees it would be referred? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker did not; the 
Speaker announced it would be referred to the proper com- 
mittee. F 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Committee or committees? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I think this farmers’ protest 
is in the hands of the proper steering committee now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. JEFFERS. I understand the gentleman to say clearly 
that he does not put this up as an indorsement of the Mellon 
tax plan? 

Mr. DARROW. It has no reference whatever to an indorse- 
ment of any plan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. JEFFERS. It is just a protest against extravagance. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I ask that the gentleman have two addi- 
tional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
have two additional minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I merely wanted to ask the gentleman 
how the gentleman feels about those 28 men at $10,000 a year 


Suggested in the Mellon bill in view of the 350,000 signatures 
which he has presented to the House? 

Mr. DARROW. I am for the Mellon plan in all of its 
phases and particulars, 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘The farmers’ petition to the contrary not- 
withstanding? 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman” will permit—he has some 
time—I was wondering if there was any way by which we can 
send this protest to Harrisburg for consideration there? 

Mr. DARROW. I think this is the proper place. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
on what subject? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. I was about to state. I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by 
printing an analysis on Musele Shoals and a discussion of 
me ee bills now pending before the Committee on Military 

rs. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is it the gentleman’s own analysis? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman’s own remarks? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Not all; there are some ap- 
pendices or analyses prepared outside of my office, but it is 
under my supervision. 

Mr. RANKIN. Does that part of the remarks written by 
somebody else constitute a majority of the remarks? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. No, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp I include the following: 


NOVEMBER 30, 1923. 


MEMORANDUM CONCERNING PROPOSED AMENDED FORD OFFER FOR MUSCLE 
SHOALS, 


The draft attached shows both the original offer and the proposed 
amendments. Written in the center of the page are the paragraphs 
which have been left unchanged. At the left are the paragraphs of the 
original offer, with underscoring showing proposed elimination of words 
or paragraph, and on the right the suggested substitutes showing under- 
scored additional language. The following comments are made with 
respect to the various paragraphs amended and the reasons therefor. 

Paragraph 2 of the offer is amended by providing for the completion 
of Dam No. 2 by the United States, it being assumed that the work 
has progressed to such a point that it would be desirable that the pres- 
ent organization of the War Department carry the work to completion. 

Paragraph 3 has been changed so that the period of the lease is 50 
years instead of 100 years; so that the annual charg? payable for the 
use of the Government property shall inelude interest, maintenance, 
and depreciation, and shall be computed on the Government Investment 
exclusive of locks and navigation facilities; making a change in the 
schedule of payments for the first six years, and providing that, to the 
extent the power generated is actually used for the production of fer- 
' tilizers, the annual charge shall be cut in half. The existing Ford 
offer proposes to pay 4 per cent interest on the investment made by the 
Government subsequent to the approval of the Ford offer by Congress. 
The amount invested at the time the offer was made was approximately 
$16,000,000. It is understood that the amount spent to date is 
$25,000,000 to $26,000,000, leaving from $15,000,000 to $18,000,000 
yet to be expended. To charge interest only and to compute it only 
on the basis of the amount yet to be expended, which is considerably 
less than half the cost of the properties, would not be a reasonable 
recompense for the use of the properties, unless with the view of sub- 
sidizing fertiljzer production. It is suggested, therefore, that the 
general rate be fixed at 6 per cent, with a reduction of that rate to 3 
per cent to the extent that power generated is actually used in fertilizer 
production. If all the power available at Dam No. 2 is used for this 
purpose a 3 per cent rate on the total investment (except locks and 
navigation facilities) will be approximately equal to the 4 per cent 
of the Ford offer applied to the amount expended or to be expended 
since the date the offer was made. The suggested variation in rate is 
made, of course, in order to encourage the use of power for fertilizer 
production, and with the intent that power not used for that purpose 
shall be treated. in the same manner as would be done were a license 
therefor issued under the Federal water power act. 

Paragraph 4 has been amended to eliminate the proposed annual pay- 
ment of $35,000 to reimburse costs of operation of the dam and gates. 
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This is done because the percentages of paragraph 3 are intended to 
cover maintenance of the dam and the cost of its operation by the 
United States. 

The provisions of the offer with respect to the construction of Dam 
No. 8 have been eliminated. Dam No. 2, if operated in conjunction with 
the steam plant at Sheffield, will produce approximately three times the 
amount of electric energy necessary to operate nitrate plant No. 2. This 
seems to leave adequate margin for the extension of nitrate operations, 
and any commitment of the United States to complete at its own expense 
Dam No. 3 for the purpose of power production at the present time does 
not appear justified. As a substitute for paragraph 6, it is proposed that 
the United States shall reserve for a period of three years from the 
date of acceptance of the offer the site at Dam No. 3, during which time 
the company would have a preference right to apply for it under the 
Federal water power act if the power which can be produced at Dam 
No. 2 proves insufficient for its needs. 

If paragraph 6 is altered as suggested, there is no occasion for the 
inclusion of paragraphs 7, 8, 9, and 10 of the original Ford offer, and 
they have therefore been eliminated. 

By paragraph 11 of the Ford offer it was proposed that the company 
should purchase from the United States the nitrate preperties at Muscle 
Shoals and the steam power plant at Gorgas and its transmission line 
for the sum of $5,000,000. One of the chief reasons for considering 
the offer of Mr. Ford has been the desirability of maintaining nitrate 
plant No. 2 in a condition of readiness for the production of nitrates 
in case of war. Under such circumstances there seems no justifica- 
tion in passing the title to these properties. For the purposes of fer- 
tilizer production the plants can be used as well under lease as under 
ownership. It is proposed, therefore, that instead of sale of the 
properties, the United States shall lease the properties for the same 
period as Dam No. 2, that is, 50 years, for a nominal annual rental of 
$1 per annum. This change would relieve the Ford company of 
the payment of the $5,000,000 as originally proposed. In order to 
protect any investment which the company may make in original plant 
or in improvements, provision is made in paragraph 14 of the sug- 
gested amendments for reimbursement of such expenditures in the 
manner provided in the Federal water power act, in the event the 
lease is not renewed on termination. No changes are made in sub- 
paragraphs (a), (b), and (c) of paragraph 11, but subparagraph (d) 
is omitted because the properties covered thereby are no longer under 
the disposition of the United States. 

If paragraph 11 is changed as suggested, there is no occasion for 
paragraphs 12, 13, and 14 of the Ford offer, and they are therefore 
eliminated. 

In paragraph 15 the words “adjacent or near thereto” have been 
eliminated, in order that no restrictions may be placed upon the loca- 
tion of plants for the production of fertilizers if it should be found 
desirable to locate them elsewhere than in the vicinity of Muscle 
Shoals. No changes have been made in subparagraphs (a) and (b) of 
this paragraph. 

It is not apparent what is meant by the expression “annual cost” 
in the first sentence of paragraph 16 of the Ford offer. It is assumed, 
however, that it has the meaning given it by the change in language 
used in the corresponding paragraph of the amendment. There has 
been added also the language underscored, in order to make certain, 
which is not now the case, that cost items shall be limited to actual 
expenditures, except for depreciation and amortization charges on 
account of properties constructed by the company or of additions to or 
betterments of the Government properties, as may be approved by the 
board to be created under the provisions of this section. No changes 
have been made in that portion of the section providing for the creation 
of the board. 

Three new paragraphs haye been added—Nos. 10, 11, and 12. The 
first requires the company to operate the power properties to their full 
capacity and to dispose of all surplus energy not used by it in the 
manufacture of fertilizers, or to contract for such disposal; provides 
that the transmission, distribution, and sale of such power shall be sub- 
ject to regulation by public authority, as provided in the Federal water 
power act; and requires the company to establish and maintain a sys- 
tem of accounts. 

Paragraph 11 authorizes the Federal Power Commission to deter- 
mine certain questions of fact upon which the annual charges would 
be based, to determine whether the power project is fully operated, and 
to supervise the maintenance and renewal of power house and equip- 
ment, 


Paragraph 12 writes into the amended offer the provisions of the 
Federal water power act with respect to recompense for headwater 
improvements. The War Department is now engaged in a detailed 
survey of the Tennessee River. There are available reservoir sites on 
the upper river which when built will very materially increase the 
amount of power avallable at Dam No. 2. There seems no good reason 
why the company, if it secures a lease of the properties, should not 
assume its share of the annual cost of headwater improyements, just the 
game as any licensee under the Federal water power act, 


Paragraph 17 remains unchanged. Paragraph 18 is revised into 
new paragraph 14, the principal changes in which are to provide that 
the company shall have a preference right for renewal or lease at the 
end of 50 years; that if there is not agreement between the company 
and the United States at that time, the conditions of the existing offer 
are to remain in effect until the United States shall find a new lessee 
under conditions no less favorable than those offered to the company, 
It also provides that if the properties are leased to another, the com- 
pany shall be compensated for the fair value, not to exceed actual cost 
of any properties constructed by itself or for any betterments of or 
additions to existing Government property. 

Paragraph 19 has been changed to eliminate Dam No. 3 and to provide 
in conformity with the remainder of the amended offer that, if legal 
action is required under the terms of the offer, it shall be initiated by the 
Federal Power Commission. 

The only change in paragraph 20 is to eliminate the word “ deeds,” 
which is not applicable if the property is leased. 

The proposed amendment would frankly subsidize fertilizer production 
by eliminating the proposed cash payment of $5,000,000 and the annual 
payments for maintenance and sinking fund, by reducing the rate of 
interest to 3 per cent, by making no charge for the use of the Government 
nitrate properties, and by protecting any investment the company may 
itself make. If the company really desires to produce nitrates, the 
amendment is more favorable than its own offer. If and to the extent 
that the company might produce power for general sale, or for use in 
other forms of manufacturing, there would be no justification. whatever 
for granting it a subsidy, and the amendment accordingly provides that 
under such circumstances it shall be treated in the same manner as would 
any other company which might wish to secure the power at Dam No. 2. 


PARALLEL COMPARISON OF ORIGINAL OFFER AND PROPOSED AMENDMENT. 


Whenever changes are made the paragraphs of the Ford offer are 
shown at left and of the proposed amended offer at right. Words in 
italic in Ford offer are proposed to be omitted, words in itatic in 
amended offer are proposed to be added: 

Whereas the United States, through the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, invited the undersigned to submit an offer for the power 
to be developed at the Muscle Shoals Wilson Dam (hereinafter referred 
to as Dam No. 2); and 

Whereas the undersigned did, under date of July 8, 1921, submit to 
the Chief of Engineers an offer for the consideration of the President, 
the Secretary of War, and Congress, which offer proposed a lease based 
upon the completion of Dam No. 2 and the construction of Dam No. 3 
(as designated by the United States engineers in H. R. Doc. 1262, 
Sixty-fourth Congress, first session, and hereinafter referred to as 
Dam No. 3), and of their power houses by the United States, and the 
payment by the undersigned of a fixed annual rental therefor, and pro- 
posed to purchase nitrate plant No. 1, at Sheffield, Ala., nitrate plant 
No. 2, at Muscle Shoals, Ala., Waco quarry, near Russellville, Als., and 
the Warrior steam plant, at Gorgas, Ala., and all transmission lines 
connected with said plants; and 

Whereas the undersigned, at the invitation of the Secretary of War, 
did, on January 11, 1922, submit a modification of his former proposal, 
based upon the construction and completion by a company to be 
formed by him, of all the work referred to in the offer of July 8, 1921, 
aforesaid, the actual cost of-said work to be borne by the United 
States, and agreed on behalf of said company to pay 4 per cent of 
the total actual cost of completing said plants, structures, works, and 
improvements as annual rental for the lease thereof: 

Now, therefore, in lieu of said offer of July 8, 1921, and in accord- 
ance with said modification of January 11, 1922, and modifications of 
January 25, 1922, the undersigned hereby submits to the Secretary of 
War, and through him for appropriate action by the President and 
Congress, the following offer, which shall become a binding agreement 
upon approval of same by Congress: 

1. For the purpose of carrying out the terms of this agreement, the 
undersigned will form a corporation (hereinafter referred to as the 
company), with a capital stock of $10,000,000, or more, of which at 
least $10,000,000 shall be paid in, in cash, to be controlled by the 
undersigned, which company will immediately enter into and execute 
all necessary or appropriate instruments of contract to effectuate this 
agreement. 

2. The company shall complete 2. The United States shall com- 
for the United States, subject to plete Dam No. 2, its locks, power 
the approval of the Chief of Engi- house, and all necessary equipment, 
neers, U. S. Army, Dam No. 2, its shall progressively install the hy- 
locks, power house, and all neces- droelectric equipment in said power 
sary equipment, all in accordance house up to a capacity of approxi- 
with the plans and specifications mately six hundred thousand (600,- 
prepared, or to be prepared or ap- 000) horsepower, and shall ao- 
proved by the Chief of Engineers, quire all necessary lands and flow- 
U. S. Army, and progressively in- age rights, including lands for rall- 
stall the hydroelectric equipment way and terminal connections. 
in said power house adequate for 
generating approximately six hun- 
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dred thousand (600,000) H. P., all 
the work aforesaid to be performed 
as speedily as possible at actual 
cost and without profit to the com- 
pany. It is understood that the 
necessary lands and flowage rights, 
including lands for railway and 
terminal connections, have been or 
will be acquired by the United 
States. 

3. The company will lease from 
the United States Dam No. 2, its 
power house, and all of its hydro- 
electric and operating appurte- 
nances, except the locks, together 
with all lands and buildings owned 
or to be acquired by the United 
States connected with or adjacent 
to either end of the said dam, for 
a period of one hundred (100) years 
from the date when structures and 
aquipment of a capacity of one 
hundred thousand (100,000) horse- 
power are constructed and in- 
stalled and ready for service and 
will pay to the United States as 
annual rental therefor four per 
cent (4%) of the actual cost of 
sicquiring lands and flowage rights, 
and of completing the locks, dam, 
and power-house facilities (but not 
including expenditures and obliga- 
tions incurred prior to approval of 
this proposal by Congress), payable 
annually at the end of each lease 
year, except that during and for 
the first six (6) years of the lease 
period the rentals shall be in the 
following amounts and payable at 
the following times, to wit: Two 
hundred thousand dollars ($200,- 
000) one (1) year from the date 
when one hundred thousand (100,- 
000) horsepower is installed and 
ready for service, and thereafter 
two hundred thousand dollars 
($200,000) annually at the end of 
each year for five (5) years. 


4. The company will further pay 
to the United States during the 
period of the lease of Dam No. 2 
thirty-five thousand dollars ($35,- 
000) annually, in installments quar- 
terly in advance, for repairs, main- 
tenance, and operation of Dam No. 
2, its gates and locka; it being 
understood that all necessary re- 
pairs, maintenance, and operation 
thereof shall be under the direc- 
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8. The company will lease from 
the United States Dam No. 2, its 
power house, and all of its hydro- 
electric and operating appurte- 
nances, except the locks and other 
navigation facilities, together with 
all lands and buildings owned or 
to be acquired by the United States 
and connected with or adjacent to 
either end of the said dam and 
used or useful for purposes of 
power development, for a period 
of fifty (50) years from the date 
when structures and equipment, 
of a capacity of one hundred 
thousand (100,000) horsepower, 
are constructed and installed and 
ready for service; and will pay 
to the United States as reason- 
able annual recompense for the 
use thereof, to cover interest, 
maintenance, and depreciation 
thereon, six per cent (6%) of the 
actual cost of acquiring lands and 
flowage rights and of construct- 
ing the dam, power house, and 
power-house facilities (but not in- 
cluding the cost of locks or other 
navigation facilities), such pay- 
ment to be made annually at the 
end of each calendar year of the 
lease period; except that during 
and for the first six (6) years of 
the lease period payments shall be 
in the following amounts and pay- 
able at the following times, to 
wit: Two hundred thousand dol- 
lars ($200,000) at the end of the 
calendar year during which the 
installation of one hundred thou- 
sand (100.000) horsepower is 
completed and made ready for 
service, and thereafter five hun- 
dred thousand dollars ($500,000) 
annually at the end of each calen- 
dar year for five (5) years: Pro- 
vided, That in the proportion that 
the electric energy capable of be- 
ing produced in any calendar year 
in said power house when oper- 
ated in conjunction with the 
steam-power plants forming a part 
of the properties named in para- 
graph 7 hereof is used by the com- 
pany in manufacture of nitrogen 
and other commercial fertilizers, 
mived or unmixed, the annual reo- 
ompense payable on the same pro- 
portion of said cost of acquiring 
lands and flowage rights and of 
constructing said dam, power 
house, and power-house facilities 
shall be three per cent (89%). 

4. The company, at its own ex- 
pense, will make all necessary re- 
newals and repairs incident to effi- 
cient maintenance of the power 
house, substructures, superstruc- 
tures, machinery, and appliances 
appurtenant to said power house, 
and will maintain the same in effi- 
cient operating condition; it be- 
ing understood that all necessary 
repairs, maintenance, and opera- 


tion, care, and responsibility of 
the United States during the said 
one hundred (100) year lease pe- 


riod; and the company, at its 
own expense, will make all neces- 
sary renewals and repairs inci- 
dent to efficient maintenance of 
the power house, substructures, su- 
perstructures, machinery, and ap- 
pliances appurtenant to said power 
house, and will maintain the same 
in efficient operating condition. 


tion of Dam No. e, its gates and 
locks, shall be under the direction, 
care, and responsibility of the 
United States, and at its expense, 
during the said fifty (50) years 
lease period. 


5. At all times during the period of the lease of Dam No. 2 the 
company will furnish to the United States, free of charge, to be de- 
livered at any point on the lock grounds designated by the Chief of 
Engineers, U. S. Army, electric power to an amount necessary for tha 
operation of the locks, but not in excess of two hundred (200) horse- 


power. 
6. As soon as the release of 
suitable construction equipment 


and labor forces at Dam No. 2 will 
permit, or at an earlier date if 
desired by the company, the com- 
pany shall construct and complete, 
subject to the approval of the Chief 
of Engineers, U. 8. Army, for the 
United States Dam No. 3, its lock, 
power house, and all necessary. 
equipment, all in accordance with 
plans and apecifications prepared 
and to be prepared by the Chief of 
Engineers, U. 8. Army, or by the 
company, at its option, and ap- 
proved by the Chief of Engineers, 
U. S. Army, and progressively in- 
stall the hydroelectric equipment 
in said power house adequate for 
generating approwimately tico hun- 
dred fifty thousand (250,000) horse- 
power, all the work aforesaid to be 
performed as speedily as possible 
at actual cost and without profit 
to the company, it being under- 
stood that the necessary lands, 
flowage rights, and rights of way 
shail be acquired by the United 
States through an agent to be 
named by the company. 

7. The company will lease from 
the United States Dam No. 3, its 
power house, and all of its hydro- 
electrio and operating appurte- 
nances except the lock, together 
with all lands and buildings owned 
or to be acquired by the United 
States connected with or adjacent 
to either end of the said dam, for 
a period equal to the lease term of 
Dam No. 2 and its hydroelectric 
power equipment thereat as stated 
in paragraph 3 hereof, in order 
that said respective lease terms of 
the two dams and the hydroelectrio 
equipment thereat shall expire at 
the same time, the said period to 
begin from the date when struc- 
tures and equipment of a capacity 
of eighty thousand (80,000) horse- 
power are constructed and in- 
stalled and ready for service, and 
will pay to the United States as 
annual rental therefor four per 
cent (4%) of the actual cost of 
acquiring lands and flowage rights 
and of constructing the lock, dam, 
and power-house facilities, payable 
annually at the end of each lease 
year, except that during and for 
the first three (8) years of the 
lease period the rentais shali be in 
the following amounts and pay- 
able at the following times, to wit: 
One hundred siaty thousand dol- 
lara ($160,000) one (1) year from 


6. The United States shall re- 
serve for a period of three (3) 
years from the date of acceptance 
of this offer the power site at the 
proposed location of Dam No. 3, dur- 
ing which period the company shall 
have the preference for a license 
for said site, upon application 
therefor, under the provisions of 
the Federal water power act. 
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the date when eighty thousand 
(89,000) horsepower is installed and 
ready for service, and thereafter 
one hundred siety thousand dol- 
lars ($160,000) annually at the end 
of each year for two (2) years. 
Dama No. 2 and No. 3 shall be in- 
cluded in one lease. 

8. The company will further pay 
to the United States during the 
period of the lease of Dam No. 3 
twenty thousand dollars ($20,000) 
annually, in intallments, quarterly 
in advance, for repaira, mainte- 
nance, and operation of Dam No. 3, 
its gates and lock; it being under- 
stood that all necessary repairs, 
maintenance, and operation thereof 
shall be under the direction, care, 
and responsibility of the Untted 
States during the said one hundred 
(100) year period; and the com- 
pany, at tts own expense, will 
make all necessary renewals and 
repairs incident to the offictent 
matntenance of the power house, 
substructures, superstructures, ma- 
chinery, and appliances appurte- 
nant to said power house, and will 
maintain the same in efficient op- 
erating condition, 

9. At all times during the pe- 
riod of the lease of Dam No. 8 the 
company will furnish to the United 
States, free of charge, to be de- 
livercd at any point on the lock 
grounds designated by the Ohief 
of Engineers, U. S. Army, electrio 
power necessary for the operation 
of the said lock, but not in excess 
of one hundred (100) horsepower. 

10. For the purpose of enabling 
the Government to create and pro- 
vide a sinking fund to retire the 
cost of Dam No. $ at the end of 
the lease period, the company wiil, 
at the beginning of the fourth 
(Gth) year of the lease period, and 
semiannually thereafter for the re- 
maining term of the lease, pay to 
the United States Government the 
sum of three thousand five hun- 
dred and five dollars ($3,505) ; and 
for the purpose of enabling the 
Government to oreate and provide 
a sinking fund to retire the cost 
of Dam No. 2 at the end of one 
hundred (100) years, the company 
will, at the beginning of the sev- 
enth (ith) year of the lease period, 
and semiannually thereafter for 
the remaining term of the lease, 
pay to the United States Govern- 
ment the sum of nineteen thousand 
eight hundred and sixty-ctght dol- 
lars ($19,868). ; 

11. The company agrees to pur- 
chase from the United States and 
the United States will sell the 
following properties, namely: 


7. The United States will lease 
to the company for said perlod of 
fifty (50) years and for an annual 
rental of one dollar ($1.00) the 
following properties, to wit: 


(a) All of the property constituting nitrate plant No, 2 (as officially 
known and designated), including lands, power plants, buildings, ma- 
terial, machinery, fixtures, equipment, apparatus, appurtenances, tools, 
and supplies, and the right, license, and privilege to use any and all 
of the patents, processes, methods, and designs which have been ac- 
quired and may be transferred or assigned to a purchaser of nitrate 
plant No. 2 by the United States, together with the sulphuric-acid 
units now in storage on the premises, 

(b) All of the property constituting nitrate plant No. 1 (as officially 
known and designated), including lands, power plants, bulldings, ma- 
terial, machinery, fixtures, equipment, apparatus, appurtenances, tools, 
and supplies, and the right, license, and privilege to use any and all 
of the patents, processes, methods, and designs which have been ac- 


quired and may be transferred to a purchaser of nitrate plant No. 1 
by the United States, but the company shall not be obligated to operate 
nitrate plant No. 1 as an air nitrogen-fixation plant. 

(e) All of the property constituting the Waco Quarry (as officially 
known and designated), including rights of way and buildings, mate- 
rial, quarry tracks, machinery, railroad tracks, appurtenances, tools, 
and supplies, 

(d) An of the property consti- 
tuting the steam power plant, built 
and now owned by the Govern- 
ment at Gorgas, Alabama, on the 
Warrtor River, including lands, 
rights of way, buildings, machin- 
ery, material, flatures, apparatus, 
appurtenances, tools, and supplies, 
and the transmission line from the 
Gorgas steam plant to Nitrate 
Plant No. 2, at Muscle Shoals, and 
alt other transmission lines be- 
longing to the United States and 
connected with any of the afore- 
said Government properties. 

12. The company agrees to ao- 
cept and the United States agrees 
to assign and transfer to the com- 
pany all rights, title, interest, 
powers, and benefit belonging to 
or that may accrue to the United 
States or its legal agents as a 
party to its contract, dated Decem- 
der 1, io, with the Alabama Power 
Company, in connection with said 
Gorgas plant and transmission line, 
and the company twill assume all 
obligations and liabilities lawfully 
imposed upon the United States by 
said contract; but nothing in this 
paragraph shall be held to affect 
any question of the validity of any 
provision of said contract. 

18. As the purchase price for 
the foregoing plants and proper- 
ties to be conveyed to the com- 
pany by the United States, the 
company will pay to the United 
States five million dollars (85,900- 
000) in fire installments, as fol- 
lows: One million dollars (t, 
000,000) upon the acceptance of this 
offer and one million dollars (S, o 
060) annually thereafter until the 
purchase price is fully paid, with 
interest at the rate of five per cent 
(5%) per annum on deferred pay- 
ments, with the privilege of antict- 
pating any or all such payments, 
possession to be delivered upon 
payment of the first of said instant- 
ments, and deeds of conveyance to 
be delivered when full payment for 
said property has been made. Each 
of said deeds shall refer to or con- 
tain the provisions of this offer and 
said deeds shall be so drawn as to 
make such provisions covenants 
running with the land. 

14. This proposal contemplates 
and it ia agreed that the purchase 
price for the property aforesaid 
shall not be diminished by reason 
of depreciation due to use or wear 
of buildings, machinery, and 
equipment, or to the action of the 
elements, nor shall any claim be 
made for losses in or diminution 
of quantity of foots and supplies 
due to upkeep and maintenance 
during the period between the date 
hercof and the date of delivery of 
possession of stid property; it be- 
ing further understood that no in- 
ventory of the property need be 
taken, but that duc care will be 
evercised by the United States in 
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preserving and safeguarding the 
aforesaid real and personal prop- 
erty intact until possession thereof 
passes to the company. If any 
part or parts of the aforesaid 
plants necessary for proper opera- 
tion of same have been removed by 
the United States, said part or 
parts shall be returned when pos- 
session of said plants passes to the 
company. Deeds of conveyance of 
real property shall warrant the 
title to be good and unencumbered, 
but in accordance with and sub- 
ject to the provisions set forth in 
paragraph 13 hereof. 

15. Since the manufacture, sale, 
and distribution of commercial fer- 
tilizers to farmers and other users 
thereof constitutes one of the prin- 
cipal considerations of this offer, 
the company expressly agrees that, 
continuously throughout the lease 
period, except as it may be pre- 
vented by reconstruction of the 
plant itself, or by war, strikes, ac- 
eldents, fires, or other causes be- 
yond its control, it will manufac- 
ture nitrogen and other commer- 
cial fertilizers, mixed or unmixed, 
and with or without filler, accord- 
ing to demand, at nitrate plant No. 
2 or its equivalent, or at such 
other plant or plants adjacent or 
near thereto as it may construct, 
using the most economical source 
of power available. The annual 
production of these fertilizers shall 
have a nitrogen content of at least 
forty thousand (40,000) tons of 
fixed nitrogen, which is the pres- 
ent annual capacity of nitrate 
plant No. 2. If during the lease 
period said nitrate plant No. 2 is 
destroyed or damaged from any 
cause, the company agrees to re- 
store such plant within a reason- 
able time to its former capacity, 
and further agrees: 


8. Since the manufacture, sale, 
and distribution of commercial fer- 
titlizers to farmers and other users 
thereof constitutes the principal 
consideration of this offer, the com- 
pany expressly agrees that, con- 
tinuously throughout the lease pe- 
riod, except as it may be prevented 
by reconstruction of the plant it- 
self, or by war, strikes, accidents, 
fires, or other such causes beyond 
its control, it will manufacture 
nitrogen and other commercial fer- 
tilizers, mixed or unmixed, and 
with or without filler, according to 
demand, at nitrate plant No. 2 or 
its equivalent, or at such other 
plant or plants as it may con- 
struct, using the most economical 
source of power available. The 
annual production of these fer- 
tilizers shall have a nitrogen con- 
tent of at least forty thousand 
(40,000) tons of fixed nitrogen, 
which is the present annual ca- 
pacity of nitrate plant No. 2. If 
during the lease period sald nitrate 
plant No. 2 is destroyed or dam- 
aged from any cause, the company 
agrees to restore such plant within 
a reasonable time to its former ca- 
pacity, and further agrees: 


(a) To determine by research whether by means of electric-furnace 


methods and industrial chemistry there may be produced on a com- 
mercial scale fertilizer compounds of higher grade and at lower prices 
than farmers and other users of commercial fertilizers have in the 
past been able to obtain, and to determine whether in a broad way the 
application of electricity and industrial chemistry may accomplish for 
the agricultural industry of the country what they have economically 


accomplished for other industries, and if so found and determined, to 
reasonably employ such improved methods. 

(b) To maintain nitrate plant No. 2 in its present state of readiness 
or its equivalent for immediate operation in the manufacture of ma- 
terlals necessary in time of war for the production of explosives, 


16. In order that farmers and 
other users of fertilizers may be 
supplied with fertilizers at fair 
prices and witho t excessive profits, 
the company agrees that the maxi- 
mum net profit which it shall make 
in the manufacture and sale of 
fertilizer products shall not ex- 
ceed eight per cent (8%) of the 
fair actual annual cost of produc- 
tion thereof. 


9. In order that farmers and 
other users of fertilizers may be 
supplied with fertilizers at fair 
prices and without excessive prof- 
its, the company agrees that the 
maximum net profit which it shall 
make for any year in the manu- 
facture and sale of fertilizer prod- 
ucts shall not exceed eight per 
cent (8%) of the fair actual cost 
of production thereof during such 
year, and that in determining such 
cost no items shall be included 
which do not represent expendi- 
tures actually made by the com- 
pany, except stich credits to de- 
preciation or amortization re- 
serves on account of properties 
used or useful in the manufacture 
of nitrogen or other commercial 
fertilizers as may be approved by 
the board hereinafter provided. 


In order that this provision may be carried out the company agrees 
to the creation of a board of not more than nine (9) voting mem- 


bers, chosen as follows: The three (3) leading representative farm 
organizations national in fact, namely, the American Farm Bu- 
reau Federation, the National Grange, the Farmers’ Educational and 
Cooperative Union of America, or their successor or successors (said 
successor or successors to be determined, in ease of controversy, by 
the Secretary of Agriculture) shall each designate not more than seven 
(7) candidates for said board in the first instance and thereafter, for 
succession in office, not more than three (8) candidates. The Presi- 
dent shall nominate for membership on this board not more than seven 
(7) of these candidates, selected to give representation to each of the 
above-mentioned organizations, said nominations to be made subject to 
confirmation by the Senate, and there shall be two voting members 
of said board selected by the company: Provided, That not more than 
one shall be nominated by the President from the same State; that if 
the Senate shall not confirm all of said seven nominees the President 
shall send additional names from the said list of candidates until the 
Senate shall have confirmed seven: Provided further, That if either 
or any of said farm organizations or its or their successors by reason 
of the expiration of its or their charter or ceasing to function or fail- 
ing to maintain its organization or for any cause or reason should 
decline, fail, or neglect to make such designations, then the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall make such designation or designations for such or 
all of said organizations as may so decline, fail, or neglect to make 
such designation ; and if such designation is made by the Secretary of 
Agriculture for only one or two of sald organizations, then such desig- 
nation shall be made so as to give the remaining organization or or- 
ganizations the same right and in the same proportion to designate 
candidates for said board as in the first instance and just as though 
all of said organizations were making such designations: Provided, 
however, That a failure to make designations at any one time shall 
not thereafter deprive any organization of its original rights under 
this section: And provided further, That the terms of office of the first 
seven candidates nominated by the President and confirmed by the Senate 
on the designation of said farm organizations shall be as follows: Two 
for a period of two years, two for a period of four years, and the remaining 
three for a period of six years, and thereafter the nominations for mem- 
bership on said board made by the President, except for unexpired terms, 
shall be for six years each. None of the members of said board shall draw 
compensation from the Government, except that any which may be nomi- 
nated and confirmed on the designation of the Secretary of Agriculture 
under the provisions hereof shall receive from the Government their 
actual expenses while engaged in work on said board. A representa- 
tive of the Bureau of Markets, Department of Agriculture, or its legal 
successor, to be appointed by the President, shall also be a member of 
the board, serving in an advisory capacity without the right to vote. 
The said board shall determine what has been the cost of manufacture 
and sale of fertilizer products and the price which has been charged 
therefor, and if necessary for the purpose of limiting the annual profit 
to 8 per cent as aforesaid, shall regulate the price at which said 
fertilizer may be sold by the company. For these purposes said board 
shall have access to the books and records of the company at any rea- 
sonable time. In order that such fertilizer products may be fairly dis- 
tributed and economically purchased by farmers and other users thereof 
the said board shall determine the equitable territorial distribution of 
the same and may, in its discretion, make reasonable regulation for 
the sale of all or a portion of such products by the company to farmers, 
their agencies or organizations. If and when said board can not agree 
upon its findings and determinations, then the points of disagreement 
shall be referred to the Federal Trade Commission (or its legal suc- 
cessor) for arbitration and settlement, and the decision of said com- 
mission in such cases shall be final and binding upon the board. 

10. The company shall operate 
the said power house and equipment 
and any steam-power plants now 
forming part of the properties 
named in paragraph 7 (11) hereof, 
or which may hereafter be con- 
structed in connection therewith, 
80 as to produce the fullest prac- 
ticable output of usable or salable 
electric energy, and shall either 
itself transmit, distribute, and sell 
all surplus energy not used by it 
in the manufacture of nitrogen or 
other commercial fertilizers or en- 
ter into contracts for such transmis- 
sion, distribution, and sale. Such 
transmission, distribution, and sale 
and contracts therefor shall be sud- 
ject to the regulation and control 
of the properly constituted author- 
ities of the State or States in which 
such transmission, distribution, or 
sale is effected, or of the Federal 
Power Commission, within the re- 
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spective Jurisdiction of each as pro- such lease or purchase, and upon 
vided by the Federal water power | such terms as may then be pre- 


act. The company shall also estab- 
lish and maintain for ite entire 
operation such system of accounts 
as may be prescribed by said com- 
mission, and saig commission shal 
have, with respect to the accounts, 
books, and records of the company, 
the same authority which it has 
toit respect to the accounts, books, 
and records of licensees under said 
act. 

11. The determination of the 
proportion of electric energy used 
in the manufacture of nitrogen and 
other commercial fertilizers shall 
for the purposes specified in para- 
graph 8 hereof rest with the Ved- 
eral Power Com mission, and its de- 
cisions with respect thereto shall 
be final. Said commission shall 
also have autherity to determine 
the practicable output of usable or 
salable electric energy to be pro- 
duced and to determine the ade- 
quacy of repairs and the necessity 
of renewals incident to efficient 
maintenance and operation of said 
power house, substructures, super- 
structurcs, machinery, and appli- 
ances appurtenant thereto, 

12. Whenever the company is di- 
rectly benefited by the construction 
by a licensee of the United States 
or by the United States itself of a 
storage reservoir or other head- 
acater improvement, the company 
shall reimburse the owner of such 
reservoiř or other improvement for 
such part of the annual charges 
for interest, maintenance, aud de- 
preciation thereon as the Federal 
Power Commission shall deter- 
mine to be equitable; and when- 
ever such reservoir or other im- 
prevement is constructed by the 
United States the company shall 
pay to the United States similar 
charges similarly determined, 

17. Wheneyer in the national defense the Duited States shall require 
all or any part of the operating facilities at nitrate plant No. 2 for 
the production of materials necessary in the manufacture of explosives 
or other war materials, then the United States shall have the imme- 
diate right, upon five (5) days’ notice to the company, to take over and 
operate the same, and the company will supply the United States with 
hydrovlectric power necessary for such operations, together with the 
use of all patented processes which the United States may need which 


the company owus or has the right to use. When required for national 


defense any of the company's personnel and operating organization nec- 
essary for oporating any part of nitrate plant No. 2 in the manufacture 
of materials for explosives or other war materials shall be at the dis- 
posal of the United States. For the facilities and services aforesaid the 
United States shall protect the company from losses occasioned by such 
use and shall return the said property in as good condition as when 
received and reasonably compensate the company for the use thereof. 
All duly authorized agents and representatives of the United States 
shall have free access at all reasonable times to Inspect and study all 
of the operations, chemical processes, and methods employed by the 
company at nitrate plant No. 2, provided that such agents and repre- 
sentatives shall not use the Information and the facts concerning any of 
the company's operations except for the benefit and protection of the 
United States. 


scribed by Congress, 


10. In addition to any other 
remedies that may be possessed by 
the United States, and as a further 
method of procedure in the event 
of-the violation of any of the 
terms of this proposal or any con- 
tracts made in furtherance of its 
terms, the company agrees that the 
Attorney General may upon the 
request of the Secretary of War 
institute proceedings in equity in 
the District Court of the United 
States for the Northern District of 
Alabama for the purpose of can- 
celling and terminating the lease 
of Dam No. 2 or Dam No. 8, or 
both of them, because of such vio- 
lation or for the purpose of reme- 
dying or correcting by injunction, 
mandamus, or other process any 
act of commission or omission in 
violation of the terms of this pro- 
posal or any contract made in 
furtherance thereof. 


20. The above proposals are sub- 
mitted for acceptance as a whole 
and not in part. Upon acceptance, 
the promises, undertakings, and ob- 
ligations shall be binding upon the 
United States, and jointly and sev- 
erally upon the undersigned, his 
heirs, representatives, and assigns, 
and the company, its successors 
and assigns; and all the necessary 
contracts, leases, deeds, and other 
instruments mecessary or appro- 
priate to effectuate the purposes of 
this proposal shall be duly exe- 
cuted and delivered by the re- 
spective parties above mentioned. 

Approved and signed by me at 
Dearborn, Mich., this thirty-firat 
day of May, 1922. 

HENRY Fond. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


with such ageney of the United 
States as is authorized to lease or 
dispose. of said plants and prop- 
erties; and in the event the terms 
of the renewal offered by the 
United States are not accepted by 
the company, the conditions of this 
offer shall remain in effect until 
the United States shall lease or 
dispose of -said plants and prop- 
ertics to another under terms no 
less favorable to the United States 
than offered to the company. In 
the event said plants and prop- 
erties are leased or disposed of to 
another, the company shall be re- 
imbursed for new properties or for 
additions to or betterments of es- 
isting properties constructed or 
made at its own pense and used 
or useful in the manufacture of 
nitrogen or other commercial fer- 
tilizers in an amount equal to the 
fair value not to exceed actual cost 
of such properties, additions, or 
betterments. 

4. In addition to any other 
remedies that may be possessed by 
the United States, and as a fur- 
ther method of procedure in the 
event of the violation of any of 
the terms of this offer or of any 
contracts made in furtherance of 
its terms, the company agrees that 
the Attorney General may upon re- 
quest of the Federal Power Com- 
mission institute proceedings in 
equity in the District Court of the 
United States for the Northern 
Distriet of Alabama for the pur- 
pose of cancelling and terminating 
the lease of Dam No. 2, or of the 
other properties named herein, or 
both, beeause of such violation, or 
for the purpose of remedying or 
correcting by injunction, manda- 
mus, or other process any act of 
commission or omission in viola- 
tion of the terms of this offer or of 
any contract made in furtherance 
thereof. 

16. The above proposals are sub- 
mitted for acceptance as a whole 
and not in part. Upon acceptance 
the promises, undertakings, and 
obligations shall be binding upon 
the United States, and jointly and 
severally upon the undersigned, his 
heirs, representatives, and assigns, 
and the company, its successors, 
and assigns; and all the necessary 
contracts, leases, and other instru- 
ments necessary or appropriate to 
effectuate the purposes of this pro- 
posal shall be duly executed and 
delivered by the respective parties 
above mentioned. 


The gentleman from Texas 


18. In order that said company 
may Le supplied with electric power 
and the farmers and other users 
with fertilizers after the termina- 
tion of the said one-hundred-year 
leases, should the United States 
elect not to operate said power 
plants but determine to lease or 
dispose of same, the company shall 
have the preferred right to pego- 
tiate with the United States for 


14. In order that the farmers and 
other users may be supplied with 
fertilizers after the termination of 
the said fifty (50) years’ lease 
period, should the United States 
elect not to operate sald power 
plant and other properties, or any 
of them, but determine to lease or 
dispose of the same, the company 
shall have the preferred right to 
negotiate for a renewal of lease 


[Mr. GARNER] is recognized for 30 minutes if he cares to use it. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman from Texas 
announced early in the day that he would be unable, on ac- 
count of illness, to utilize the time that had been granted 
him and obtained consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recor, and therefore that time is not needed by him. 


DEMOCRATIC SUBSTITUTE INCOME-TAX PROPOSAL, 


Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, under leave obtained 
to print I insert the following, in order that the membership of 
the House may have the results of a partial investigation made 
by the Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee 
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looking to the readjustment and: reduction of the present 
internal-revenue taxes. Later on, as we study the other pro- 
visions, of the. bill, we hope to make further suggestions that 
will be beneficial. 

No. Democratic Member of either House of Congress was in- 
vited to confer with Secretary Mellon or his official force in 
connection with the preparation of the Mellon tax plan. Demo- 
crats therefore have been obliged to consider the provisions of 
this measure by themselves since it was disclosed to them dur- 
ing last month. It is evident that Democrats could not have 
intelligently expressed themselves. any earlier. I and my: as- 
sociates on the committee have now reached preliminary con- 
clusions. relative to some phases of the Mellon proposal as it 
relates.to income taxes, which are as follows: 

1. The Mellon proposals: contain many good features, and 
each of these I think will receive whole-hearted Demoeratic 
support. The first relates to the pending bill to amend, modify, 
and improve the administration side. It is now being con- 
sidered in the most nonpartisan spirit. The general idea of 
readjusting downward normal rates and surtax rates in many 
instances, together with reduced rates on income derived from 
personal service, is excellent. Democrats have a recent and 
affirmative record on most of these proposals. The following 
are some suggested moditications of Mellon's plan. 

2. Fix normal income-tax exemptions at $2,000 for single 
persons instead of the present $1,000, as Mellon proposes, and 
$3.000 for married persons, or heads of families, instead of the 
present $2,500, as Mellon proposes, leaying special deductions 
or allowances undisturbed. 

3. Fix normal income tax rates at 2 per cent on amounts 
of $5,000 and under instead of 3 per cent under $4,000 as 
Mellon proposes; and instead of 4 per cent as under existing 
law; 4 per cent from $5,000 to $10,000 instead of 6 per cent 
above $4,000 as Mellon proposes, and instead of 8 per cent as 
under existing law; and 6 per cent on all amounts in excess 
of $10,000, instead of 8 per cent as under existing law. 

4, Extend the Mellon earned-income proposal, which ex- 
eludes farmers and most merchants and tradesmen, so as to 
include reasonable compensation to farmers owning and per- 
sonally operating their farms, and also personal compensation 
to merchants and other tradesmen who combine capital and 
personal services for the purpose of earning income, together 
with suitable tax safeguards. Provide that the tax rate on 
earned income shall be 333 per cent below the normal and 
surtax rates preScribed for unearned income, instead of 25 
per cent, as Mellon proposes. 

5. Let surtax graduation commence with 1 per cent on 
incomes from $12,000 to $14,000, iustend of 810.000 to $12,000 
as Mellon proposes, and instead of $6,000 to $8,000 as under 
existing law, as follows: 

Democratic surtaw rates, 


60, 000 ta 
61. 000 to 
62. 000 to 


60. 000 to 68. 000 
68.000 to 70. 000 
70,000 to 72, 000 
72,000 to 74. 


78.000 to 80. 000 
80.000 to 82. 000 
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The following table of comparison of the Democratic plan 


with the Mellon plan will be interesting as well as instructive: 
Tabie showing comparative taw of married persons. without dependents 


and per cent of reductions under the Melton. plan and the Democratic 
plan as compared with existing law. 


Amount of tax under— Per cent reduction 


under— 
Demo- 
Mellon 

cratic 

plan. plan. 

Per cent. | Per cent. 
£100.00 | = 875.00 £40. 00 25.00 60. 00 
520. 00 360. 00 240. 09 30.76 53. 84 
1,720.00 | 1,260.00 | 1,040.00 26. 74 39.53 
3,520.00 | 2,600.00 | 2,340.00 24, 43. 30, 68. 
5, 840. 00 4, 540. 00 140. 00 22. 26 29.10 
8. 640.00 | 6,680.00 | 6,440.00 22. 68 25. 46 
11, 940. 008, 980. 00 | 9, 240. 00, 24.79 22, 61 
«| 15, 740. 00 | 11, 640.00 | 12, 750. 00 28.04 18.99 
20, 040.00 | 14,050.00 | 16,850.00 29.71 15. 91 
24, 840.06. | 16, 880. 00 | 21, 450.00 32.04 13. 64 
30, 140. 00 | 19, 940.00 | 26, 4300. 00 33.84 12.20 
85, 640. 00 | 52, 740,00 | 76, 430. 00 39. 12 11. 78 


The difficulty of the Treasury or any person fixing a just and 
scientific scale of surtax rates is obvious, in view of the fact 
that the larger portion of income subject to these rates is de- 
rived from corporate profits, especially after the proposed re- 
duction of rates on earned incomes goes into effect. This is 
true because during recent years, or at least prior to 1922, cor- 
poration owners have been retaining in their corporations more 
than 60 per cent of the corporate profits, while distributing less 
than an average of 40 per cent and paying surtaxes thereon. 
Fer the years 1919, 1920, and 1921 the aggregate corporate 
profits, after paying all expenses and profits and other taxes 
except the income tax proper, were $19,000,000.000, while only 
$7,663,000,000 was distributed as dividends and paid surtaxes. 
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It is apparent, therefore, that the proper scale of surtax rates 
is greatly affected by the extent to which the corporate profits 
are distributed or retained in the corporation, and should be 
increased or decreased accordingly. The proper scale can best 
he ascertained by degrees. 

We are obliged to keep in mind also that surtax rates are to 
a considerable extent nominal rather than actual. For ex- 
aniple, nn income of $100,000 is subjected to 48 per cent surtax 
under existing law, but the total tax paid is $30,076, or 30 per 
cent of the income, instead of the prescribed 48 per cent. The 
proposed 33) per ceut reduction on income derived from per- 
Sonn service, as distinguished from property or capital in- 
vested, will only tend to equalize the amount of taxes paid on 
earned and unearned income, respectively, as is patent from 
the foregoing recitals, 

The raising of individual exemptions to $2,000 and $3,000, 
respectively, as already pointed out, will only result in tax 
losses of between $40,000,000 and $50,000,000, but will relieve 
between 800,000 and 1,000,000 individuals who now make tax 
rcturus but pay no taxes on account of deductions allowed, 
aud will also relieve 1,646,000 laborers and small farmers and 
merchants whose tax is less than $12 each, not to mention heads 
of families now in the $2,000 to $3,000 bracket, and will at the 
same time relieve the Treasury of a tremendous burden and 
expense where but a small amount of tax is involved. 

Oue tremendous difference to a vast number of taxpayers 
between the Mellon income-tax proposal and the Democratic 
substitute is that there are, according to the statistics of in- 
come for 1921, 390,000 persons with incomes of under $1,000 
who are required to make returns but pay no taxes on account 
of deductions and exemptions. There are, in addition, 794,000 
persons with incomes of $1,000 to $2,000 who are now required 
to make returns but pay no taxes for the reason just stated, 
Under the Democratic substitute tax plan these 2,000,000 per- 
sons will be relieved of the trouble of making returns although 
paying no taxes, In addition to this difference in the Mellon 
and the Democratic income-tax plans, 1,646,000 persons with 
incomes of $1,000 to $2,000 and 580,000 heads of families with 
incomes of $2,000 to $3,000 will be entirely relieved of taxation 
under the Democratic plan but are taxed under the Mellon plan, 
This immense relief to these millions of small farmers, trades- 
men, mechanics, and other laborers and small business men 
under the Democratic plan is in striking contrast with the 
Mellon proposal. It will only result in a loss of less than 
$50.000,000 of revenue. 

The fact will be recalled that as late as 1917, when we en- 
tered the war, the income-tax exemptions were $3,000 and 
$4,000 for single and married persons, respectively. Several 
millions of farmers and tradesmen combined will get the ben- 
efit of the 33% per cent reduction on earned incomes under the 
Democratic plan who are excluded and denied such benefits 
under the Mellon plan. 

The Democratie substitute income-tax plan is more logical 
in its structure than the Mellon plan and more nearly conforms 
to the established doctrines of income taxation and to the 
operation of income tax laws in other countries than the Mellon 
plan, The Democratic surtax rates, which are prescribed ac- 
cording to the doctrine of ability to pay, are substantially 
below the present rates in many or most other countries. The 
rates in Great Britain still closely approach 50 per cent, while 
the maximum rate in Canada to-day is around 65 per cent. 
The unbiased citizen, therefore, must agree that the Demo- 
cratie Income-tax substitute is far more sound than that of 
Mr. Mellon, which proposes to cut in half the higher income 
Surtaxes. 

The conclusion is apparent that only the Democratic Party 
can be relied upon to write sound, equitable, well-balanced tax 
legislation, avoiding extremes in either direction, but requir- 
ing the people to pay according to ability, and striving at all 
times to do justice to every class of taxpayers. 

I obtained the following from the Democratic headquarters, 
which will visualize some of the outstanding features of the 
Mellou plan: 


The following will show bow tax reduction under the Mellon plan is 
to be distributed among individual taxpayers: 


Income . 00 
Income 00 
Income . 00 
Income . 00 
Income . 00 

neome . 00 

neome . 00 

neome -00 
Income . 50 
Income 2, 00 
Income’ 75 
Income 78 
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Or, to follow the method of presentation used by a well-known ear- 
toonist and to use his caption, “ Who gets the Mellon?” 

A person with $1,000,000 income saves under the Mellon plan 
$261,784. 

Fifty heads of families, cach having an income of $20,000—total 
$1,000,000—save under the Mellon plan $35,350. 

One hundred heads of families, each haying an income of $10,000— 
total $1,000,000—save under the Mellon plan $22,200. 

Two hundred heads of families, each having an income of $5,000— 
total $1,000,000—save under the Mellon plan $5,950. 

Four hundred heads of families, each haying an income of $2,500— 
total $1,000,000—save under the Mellon plan nothing. 

The propagandists of the Mellon tax plan continually refer to per- 
centages of reduction taxpayers will receive. It is not a question of 
percentages, but a question of dollars and cents. 


5. With the understanding that tariff tax-reduction measures 
should be kept separate from, and should in nowise affect 
the consideration of internal tax-reduction legislation, we are 
unalterably of opinion that substantial and immediate relief 
should be had from several phases of existing outrageous tariff 
tax extortion. The present astonishingly high tariff taxes con- 
stitute the outstanding factor in the existing high cost of living. 
These monstrous high rates constitute a surtax upon the masses 
even higher than the income surtaxes on individuals. It would 
not only be absurd, therefore, but it would be downright dis- 
honest, for an official to pretend to support general tax relief 
and to limit the same to a small group of citizens and to one 
phase of taxation to the exclusion of tariff taxes bearing so 
heavily upon our 110,000,000 population. A special tariff meas- 
ure carrying substantial reductions on most articles the farmer 
must buy would give several hundred million dollars relief to 
agriculture, A number of other special tariff measures cutting 
down the more uggravated high rates in the existing law so as 
to contribute generally to the reduction in the high cost of 
living and the lowering of existing artificial and profiteering 
prices in many essential lines, should undobutedly be considered 
during the present session of Congress. 

There was no reason to single out one or two of the mis- 
cellaneous or nuisance taxes, as Secretary Mellon did, and pro- 
pose their repeal without at the same time carefully analyzing 
the entire mass of these taxes, including those on auto trucks, 
jewelry, candy, stamps on notes, etc., and offering the maximum 
of relief. 

Honest and equitable peace-time taxation ie the goal of the 
Democratic Party, The foregoing proposals are in pursuance of 
this policy. Resting upon sound economics, we believe that they 
do full and equal Justice to taxpayers, large and small, indi- 
vidual and corporate, and avoid the extreme views of any class, 

We ask an unbiased comparison of the Democratic tax pro- 
posals with the Mellon proposals, and with full confidence invite 
the deliberate Judgment of taxpayers and of all the people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Hix] is recognized for 45 minutes. [Applause]. 


DRY OATH FOR CONGRESSMEN. 


Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
Honse, I am sorry that there was such an obvious disappoint- 
ment at the contents of my two brief cases. [Laughter.] 

At the last session of the House there appears in the 
Record this brief item: “The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
UrsHaw] is entitled to the floor for 45 minutes. Mr. UPSHAW 
addressed the House. His remarks will appear hereafter.” 
Were it not for the fact that I have an excellent intelligence 
section, I could not show you that Mr. Ursnaw cited in his 
speech a few lines bearing upon the North and South, a few 
lines preparatory to his statement that in directing his atten- 
tion to certain amendments to the Constitution I was attempt- 
ing to waye the bloody shirt and bring back the dissensions 
of the Civil War. 

Mr. UrsHaAw quoted in part, and I will give the whole quota- 
tion, because he quoted what happens to be the motto of the 
Twenty-ninth—the Blue and Gray—DtIvision. He gave you 
part of this, and here is all of it: 


Here's to the Blue of the wind-swept North 
When we meet on the fields of France, 
May the spirit of Grant be with thenr 
When the sons of the North advance. 
Here's to the Gray of the sun-kissed South 
When we meet on the ficlds of France, 
May the spirit of Lee be with them there 
When the sons of the South advance. 
And here's to the Blue and Gray as one 
As we meet on the fields of France, 
May the Spirit of God be with them 
As the sons of the fag advance. 
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This is the song of union from which the gentleman from 
Georgia quoted, in part, in his address to this House last 
Thursday. 

My colleague [Mr. Ursnawi in quoting two of those lines, 
attempted to create the impression in this House that in my 
letter to him on the 22d of December I was attempting to 
revive the issues of the Civil War. That is not the case. When 
I take up the election laws of Georgia I take them up to show 
you that the gentleman from Georgia, when he attacks as 
nullificationists of the Constitution those of us who stand for 
a modification. of the eighteenth amendment speaks in political 
hypocrisy as one who sits by direct violation of the Constitu- 
tion, and that it does not lie in his mouth to, attack those who 
openly and in this House and in entire accordance with the 
Constitution seek to amend what we respectfully submit to the 
House is not a law which should be kept on the statute books. 
I speak therefore in reference to the Georgia election laws and 
to the 2.75 per cent suffrage by which the gentleman from 
Georgia sits in the House purely as a result of political hypoc- 
risy on the part of the gentleman from Georgia and I am not 
at this moment attacking the suffrage laws of the South. 

In that same Twenty-ninth (Blue and Gray) Division where 
we had that motto for which all Americans must stand, of the 
unity of the North and the South and of the Nation, we had a 
general staff, divided up into several sections, and we had one 
element which was always present. That was the military in- 
telligence section, which obtained information of the enemy. 
It was always necessary to have information of the enemy, as. 
well as information of our own troops, before we could make 
a plan of attack, 

I deeply regret that I have not the most authentic infor- 
mation of the enemy, because, unfortunately, the remarks of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UpsHaw] remain, so far 
as the ConGresstonat Recorp is concerned, in the “ here- 
after"; but my intelligence section has worked very well and 
I am able to invite the attention of the House to some very 
serious considerations: by reason of the fact that I have the 
newspaper releases of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia to be made in the House, with my own annotations 
upon them as he actually made them. 

This morning I was called up by a person on the telephone 
who stated that his name was Holmes. He stated that he 
wanted to say to me that some of this publicity—I will read 
it to-you after a while, when we come to the question of the 
attitude entertained toward the House by the gentleman from 
Georgia—was given out without the sanction of the gentleman 
from Georgia, although it bears on the top of it the O. K. of 
the gentleman from Georgia. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Georgia that, as to his opinion of his address and as 
to his summary thereof and as to the waiting attitude of the 
Nation on hair trigger for his ideas, the only responsibility 1 
assume for referring to this and to the propaganda for his 
candidacy as Vice President on the Democratic ticket is that 
made known by Mr. Rexford L. Holmes. Thanks to Mr. 
Holmes, or somebody—although I do not have the address 
of the gentleman from Georgia in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
okp—I have here 18 pages of advance notice to the press. It 
is yery beautifully gotten up, as follows: 


To the Eprror: This title contains: 1. Head. 2. Abstract of Rep- 
resentative Ursfaw's address on The Majesty of the Law and 
National Sobriety.“ 3. Address im full. 


Attached to this is the name of Rexford L. Holmes, O. K'd 
and issued by Representative UPSHAW. 

That is my authority. I have no more official record than 
that, so that I must proceed with the speech that the gentle- 
man from Georgia made from this advance copy of it. I veri- 
tied most of it as he delivered it here in the House. 

Mr. Speaker, when does my time end? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 40 minutes. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I thank you. 

In the closing days of the old year the gentleman from 
Georgia asked the unanimous consent of the House to address 
the House on the majesty of the law and national sobriety. 
I made no objection because, with most of the Members of the 
House here present, we always like to hear national sobriety 
discussed. But I thought in the interest of sincerity I should 
like to invite the gentleman’s attention to certain matters 
which are of interest to this House and to this country. So 
I wrote the gentleman a letter, which he put in his published 
speech in the newspapers, and whieh he referred to in his ad- 
dress before the House, but which he deelined to read to the 
House the other day, but which I hope will yet appear in his 
remarks when they appear finally revised in the Recoxp. In 
that letter I asked this question, and this covers one of the 
two matters which I will take up with the House to-day. 
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I want to talk on two definite propositions: First, the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. UpsHaw] sits in the House of Repre- 
sentatives in direct violation of the Constitution of the United 
States. I do not say that in order to lay a foundation for 
some one attempting to deprive the House of the pleasure of 
his company. I only say it because a suffrage nullificationist 
goes a little too far when he attempts to say that those of us 
who wish to modify existing laws are nullifieationists and 
violate our oaths because we attack the eighteenth amendment. 

A great many people who masquerade under the name of 
Republicans and under the name of Democrats have varying, 
opinions on that subject. 

I heard from the lips of a Democratic Member of this House 
from the State of Virginia [Mr. TUCKER], formerly a president 
of the American Bar Association, an eloquent address on 
Thursday last on the reserved power of the States under the 
United States Constitution. On the same day I heard the speech 
of the gentleman from Georgia, who represents, let us call it, 
the majority party in. Georgia. I wish to speak first on the 
question of the violation of the Constitution in the election of 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Then I wish to speak on the second proposition, which is that 
Georgia not only can not enforce her own laws and the p”ohi- 
bition laws of the United States, but that its homemade }iwotch 
is poured out even over this glorious Capital of the United 
States. So I wrote to our colleague [Mr. UpsHaw] on the 22d 
of December and referred to the following extract from the 
daily papers of a few days before concerning one of these 
annual Christmas “liquor plots” in Washington, which is in- 
tended always to raise the price of Christmas liquor, I suppose, 
Always before Christmas lists are to be published in Washing- 
ton, but we never see them after Christmas. 

Here is part of what I wrote to Mr. Ursnaw on December 22, 


I am deeply concerned this morning to read in the morning papers, 
however, that people in the great State of Georgia, are part of a 
gigantic liquor plot to flood the Capital of the United States with 
illicit rum. I read that a “booze syndicate,” with headquarters in 
two of Washington's largest office buildings and boasting among its 
patrons Senators and Representatives, other high Government officials, 
and persons prominent in society was unearthed yesterday by spe- 
cial agents of the Treasury Department. 1 also read that much of 
the liquor sold by this syndicate, “all of which was of the best grades 
the police said, was shipped to Washington by an international rum- 
smuggling group at Savannah, Ga., in chartered vessels.” 

This was not the $150,000 Georgia conspiracy but a new one, 
apparently, that the Georgia authorities had not yet learned 
of, since it came up during Christmas. I asked the- gentleman 
from Georgia to inform the House how we might remove the 
mote or beam that was in the eye of Georgia before attacking 
a corresponding disability in other eyes in the United States. 
At the same time I said: 


When you are dealing with the majesty of the law there are many 
of us who would be highly gratified if you would diseuss Section 2 
of Artfele 14 of the Constitution, which provides: 

“Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States ac- 
cording to their respective numbers, counting the whole numbér of 
persons in each State, excluding Indians not taxed: But when the 
right to vote at any election for the choice of electors for President 
and Vice-President of the United States, Representatives in Con- 
gress, the executive and judicial officers of a State, or the members 
of the legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male inhabitants 
of such State, being 21 years of age and citizens. of the United States, 
or in any way abridged except for participation in rebellion, or otber 
crimes, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the 
proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the 
whole number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State.” 


I made that as a serious suggestion on the old grounds under 
which we lawyers raise the question in equity, namely, whether 
the plaintiff in an equity court comes into that court with clean 
hands. I propose to eite authorities from the records of this 
House on this subject, and also from the laws of the United 
States and the decisions: of the Supreme Court of the United 
States to show that Mr. UrsHaw sits in violation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Now, what was his answer to that? In this release, made 
Thursday, January 3, 1924, prepared by Rexford L. Holmes 
and O. K'd by Mr. UpsHaw, you will find the answer of the 
gentleman from Georgia as summarized by Rexford L. Holmes, 
I will later take up the detailed statements; here is part of it; 


That Representative Joun PHitte HILL, of Maryland, Representa- 
tive Mappex, head of the powerful Appropriations Committee of the 
House, and Speaker FREDERICK H. GILLETT, all Republicans and anti, 
Prohibitionists, would forfeit their seats in the House of Representa- 
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tives were a strict interpretation of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution to be required, was the assertion of Representative WIL- 
LIAM D. UPSHAW, of Georgia, in his much anticipated speech on The 
majesty of the law and national sobriety,” delivered to-day on the 
floor of Congress. 


He did not tell us how we violated the law. I have read 
this speech carefully, and perhaps he is holding up the publi- 
cation of his speech in order to be able to prove that statement, 
because there is no proof of it elsewhere, 

Now, gentlemen, who is Mr. Upshaw? Before I start on this 
citation of authorities to show he sits illegally in this House, 
I ask unanimous consent to file in the Recorp this bit of pub- 
licity in which Mr. UrsHaw states, or Mr. Holmes states for 
him, his construction of the attitude which Mr. UrsHaw takes 
on all these questions. In reference to his last speech, here 
is what is said by Mr. UpsHaw, of Mr. UpsHaw, and for Mr. 
UPSHAW. f 

He said in part: 

His utterance at the opening of Congress will have added significance 
by reason of the fact that in a number of magazines and metropolitan 
papers the Georgia crusader has been prominently mentioned for the 
vice presidential nomination on the Democratic ticket, 


You should read all of it, however, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent to file that advance statement at this moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Hul asks unanimous consent to file a statement in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the statement referred to: 


Issued by Rexford L. Holmes.] 


“If I knew that my speech, which I have secured unanimous consent 
to deliver on the floor of Congress on Thursday, the opening day after 
the holidays, was to be my last utterance on this earth and that God 
would call me home at sundown, after its delivery, I would still make 
the speech in the exact form in which I have prepared it. I shall 
probably have to deliver the address while seated in a chair, on account 
of my recently fractured rib, but, thank God, the old vocal apparatus 
is still going strong, and while God gives me breath I will be heard 
in favor of the majesty of the law and national sobriety.” Thus spoke 
Representative WILLIAM D. Ursnaw, of Georgia, from his improvised 
office in the Potomac Hotel in Washington to-day, and the fire and 
vigor of his utterance boded no tolerance for his ancient foes, the 
advocates of a loose interpretation of the prohibition amendment to the 
Constitution. His utterance at the opening of Congress will have added 
significance by reason of the fact that in a number of magazines and 
metropolitan papers the Georgia crusader has been prominently men- 
tioned for the yice presidential nomination on the Democratic ticket. 

It will be recalled that just before the congressional recess preceding 
the holidays Representative Upshaw was granted unanimous consent to 
address thé House on its opening day on the subject of “ The majesty 
of the Jaw and national sobriety." Remembering his historic 13-minute 
speech delivered on December 20, 1922, demanding personal law ob- 
sevyance on the part of the Nation's officialdom and other stirring 
utterances on and off the floor of the House by this intrepid Congress- 
man on crutches, the entire country is awaiting with hair-trigger ex- 
pectancy his speech on Thursday, when the Georgian is expected to 
flay in his picturesque “ Hell-and-Maria style the opponents of prohi- 
bition and demand the rigid enforcement of the eighteenth amendment. 

Close friends of Mr, Upsnaw’s, who have seen a rough advance 

draft of the speech, state that it will not lack in picturesqueness or 
in vigor the qualities of the Georgian’s former utterances. He will 
single out particularly the Chicago Daily Tribune and Representative 
Hitt of Maryland for vigorous attack. The address is said, how- 
ever, to be of a jovial character, not likely to offend the personal 
sensibilities of those most bitterly assailed. It will particularly and 
vigorously reply to Congressman II's allegation that Representative 
Ursnaw and other Southern Congressmen hold their seats in Congress 
by reason of a violation by their respective States of the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution. It is understood that Mr. Ersnaw 
will declare as a matter-of fact that a strict construction of the Con- 
stitution and a consideration of its violation, in spirit and in letter, 
by certain Northern and other States, would empty the congressional 
seats of Mr. Hitt himself, as well as of the head of the powerful 
Appropriations Committee, Mr. Mappen, and even of the Speaker of 
the House, Mr. Gitterr. In other words, in the phrase of the late 
Champ Clark, these fellows who desire a loosening of the probibition 
bars had better not “kick his houn' dawg around, or by the ever- 
lasting Georgia soda-crackers he will do some kicking that will de- 
representize some of the popular congressional districts of this great 
Republic!” And that's that. 

Telegrams, letters, and telephone calls continue to pour in on Mr. 
UrsHaw as he sits propped up in his chair, for many years a cripple 
on crutches, and now with a fractured rib added for good measure, 
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dictating his speech, which his friends believe will be the greatest 
effort of his life. The friends of prohibition are looking to this 
modern congressional Moses on crutches to lead them ont of the 
wilderness of law malobservance, and it may be added that the oppo 
sition, remembering the pulverizing vitriol of the Georglan's eloquent 
tongue, are shivering just a wee bit in advance, as they wonder what 
the “Dawes of Congress” (sans the Chicago brand of profanity) is 
going to say and do on the opening day of the New Year session. 


Mr. HILL of Maryland. Now, I have one more thing to say 
in reference to the gentleman from Georgia before I quote you 
the authorities as to his sitting as a nullificationist. I do not 
speak of the gentleman from Georgia personally. I speak of 
him only as a political entity and as a Representative of his 
State in this Congress. The gentleman from Georgia is the 
one who came here last week and insulted every Member of 
this House of Representatives by giving to the press the fol- 
lowing, as what he desired to have enacted by this House: 

Mr. UpsHaw, as part of his program, said: 


To meet the needs of the present moral crisis I offer a rum-proof, 
“ booze-tight, clean-up program, a part of which I have introduced— 
will soon introduce or will have introduced by others—a part of 
which I have urged on Executive consideration, and for all of which 
I will fight, God helping me, till I fall in my tracks for the redemption 
of America and America’s glorious leadership in the redemption of the 
world, 

First. Let Congress clean around its own door by passing a reso- 
lution declaring persona non grata to the floor of the House any 
Member found under the influence of liquor in the Capitol or House 
Office Building, or known to have liquor illegally acquired in his office. 

Second. Immediate deportation, without grace or privilege of re- 
turning to America, for all aliens found gullty of violating the pro- 
hibition law. 


Gentlemen, that is an insult to every one of you. I am only 
a new Member; I have been here only two years, but I have 
never yet seen any Member of this House, in the House or in the 
Capitol, in any way influenced by liquor of any sort. I de- 
plore that such stuff as that is issued concerning the Congress 
of the United States under the guise of legitimate debate. 

That is not the first time this gentleman has done that. 
What did he do last year? He came into this House and made 
a Speech of the same sort, and then I put in a resolution, which 
I shall ask leave to file without reading all of it. In a speech 
he charged the same sort of thing, but never proved it. I 
tried to make him prove or retract in the following resolution: 


House Resolution 479. 


Whereas, in a newspaper release of December 20, 1922, purporting 
to bave been written by Hon. WiLtIam Davin Ursnaw of Georgin, a 
Member of the House of Representatives, the following charges appear: 

“ The people—the plain people—have cumulative evidence that some 
of these * conferring’ governors and many other bigh officials do not 
practice the prohibition enforcement which they preach to others. 

“Let these governors, led by the President and Vice President of 
the United States and all the members of the Cabinet, walk out in the 
open and lift their hands before high heaven and take a new oath of 
allegiance to the whole Constitution and the American flag; let them 
sacredly declare that, regardless of what thelr tastes and practices 
have been, they will never again build up a bootlegger’s barbarous 
business by drinking any form or any amount of illicit liquors at any 
dinner or at any function or in any ‘ballroom or back alley.’ Let 
every Member of Congress and every United States Senator follow suit.”, 

And 

Whereas, in a newspaper release on January 9, 1923, reiterated the 
same day on the floor of the House, the following additional charges 
were made by the said Mr. UPSHAW : 

“And as for Members of this House, God knows I find no pleasure 
in this disclosure, but the bright danghter of one of the best men in 
Congress said to me: We are with you. I wish you could stop liquor 
selling and drinking in this House Office Building.’ 

And here is a signed letter that says: 

92 , a professional bootlegger, told me a year ago the House 
Office Building furnishes my best customers, and as long as those 
‘blankety-blanks’ keep buying I am going to keep on selling.” I have 
reported him several times, but they let him pay a fine, and he goes 
right back to bootlegging. He does nothing else.“ 

* . * 


“The Columbia Sentinel, the paper of the late Senator Thomas E. 
Watson, enjoying 4 national circulation, and now edited by the bril- 
liant former secretary of Senator Watson, Grover C. Edmonson, says: 

“*UpsHAw’s advice to the men “higher up” is good sense, sound 
law, and wholesome honesty. If public officials themselves violate one 
of our laws, what right have they to jail the average man for com- 
mitting the same sin? 

And 
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Whereas the publication of said charges, if untrue, are a grave 
wrong to this body, and if true, the responsibility should be placed 
where it belongs; and 

Whereas the said Hon. WILLIAu Davin Upshaw, on December 20, 
1922, reiternted the same on the floor of the House: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of-the House be directed to 
investigate and report to the House whether said charges are true, 
and if untrue, whether the said Hon. WILLIAM Dayip Ursa has 
violated the privileges of the House, and thelr recommendations rela- 
tive to the same. 

Resolved further, That said Judiciary Committee have leave to sit 
during the sessions of the House, to send for persons and papers, to 
swear witnesses, and to compel their attendance. 


You gentlemen of the last Congress are hereby referred to; 
not the new Members, but we in the last Congress were referred 
to on the floor of this House by Mr. UrsHaw as being “—— 
, who buy liquor in the House Office Building.” 

He made the charges, but never proyed them, and aguin he 
makes similar charges which he can not and dares not attempt 
to prove. | 

I put in this resolution, which was referred to the Judiciary | 
Committee, in which I asked the Judiciary Committee to in- 
vestigate that insult to the House. Mr. Volstead was chairman | 
of the Judiciary Committee, but no action was taken on this 
resolution. 

Gentlemen, we stand for enough before the world as it is. 
To be a Member of Congress is to be considered everything that 
is useless, according to the point of view of some people; and T 
do not think, whether we happen to favor the modification of 
the Volstead Act or whether we are against the modification of 
the Volstead Act, we want to have that stuff to go out in 
reference to Members of this House. 

I have given you estimates of the gentleman from Georgia | 
from his own words and according to his own point of view. 
Now, I wish to take up with you my definite statement as to the 
suffrage laws of Georgia, but I am not attacking the suffrage 
laws of the South. Apparently, the Nation has agreed to the 
nullification of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments, and as 
far as I know neither the fourteenth nor fifteenth amendment 
has ever been enforced within the last 10 years except in the 
State of Maryland. 

I have the fortunate privilege of being able to present to you 
this afternoon the case of the United States against Stone in 
which I, as United States district attorney, successfully indicted 
and obtained a conviction of the election supervisors of a cer- 
tain county in Maryland for attempting to disfranchise people 
because of their color. I want to say to you that it was not 
only the Republicans of Maryland, but also independent Demo- 
erats of Maryland who, back 10 years ago, fought shoulder to 
shoulder to keep crooked election laws off the books—crooked 
election laws passed like this Georgia one of 1908, under which 
the gentleman from Georgia sits here. In Maryland the fight 
for honest election laws was not a Republican or a Democratic | 
thing. It was a movement of good citizens, and the fight was 
assisted by such men as Charles J. Bonaparte. Let me say 
this to you, that in this Stone case (188 Fed. Repts, 836), as 
United States district attorney, I had associated with me as 
special assistant United States attorney one of the most able 
and intelligent Democrats in Maryland, in order that there 
might not be any polities in those cases. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. In a few minutes, if you will just 
wait. I would like to finish this, and then I will be very glad 
to yield to any questions. I want to save a little time for that, 

Now, I want to offer some extracts from the Code of Georgia, 
under which the gentleman from Georgia sits, and, by the way, 
you will search in vain in the Congressional Directory of 1916, 
1918, and 1920 for any of the figures showing the number of 
people who yoted in the election for the gentleman from | 
Georgia. When you come to the returns for the last election 
you will find that about 7,000 people voted out of a population 
of 308,364, that 1 out of 44 voted; whereas in the election of 
practically every other Member of the House 1 out of every 5 
voted. 

I am quite sure that in the election of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Branton] you will find that 1 out of 5 of his total | 
population voted, and I know that in the election of the 
Speaker of the House 1 out of 5 voted. The Speaker is one of 
those that the gentleman from Georgia refers to as not having 
a big enough vote, but 1 out of 5 is the normal ratio. In fact, 
I know it is, because I checked it up in the case of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] and found that 1 out of 5 
of his population voted. I know that in my case 1 out of 5 
voted. 


The gentleman from Georgia, with that oblique attitude of 
mind characteristic of the professional proliibitionist, says, 
“Oh, look at the district next to Huus, where we get glad tid- 
ings from the election of Colonel Typincs. He got 20,000 votes 
more than HIII.“ But he did not tell you that Typrnes had 
100,000 more population to draw from, nor did he tell you that 
Typs will vote for a modification of the Volstead Act. 
Colonel TypiInes was in the Twenty-ninth Division, the“ Blue 
and Gray“ Division, and I happen to know, f 

Now, let us go back to the Georgia election laws. This is 
chapter 1 of title 2, Code of the State of Georgia, volume 1, 1911, 
section 34, “ Qualification of voters.“ 

I am going to skip through this, but I shall ask that all 
these sections be included in order that there may be no 
omissions, 

CHAPTER 1. 


QUALIFICATION OF VOTERS, 


Qualification of voters: The qualification of voters is contained in the 
following sections of the constitution of this State, to wit: 

“PanacrapH 1. After the year 1908 elections by the people shall be 
by ballot, and only those persons shall be allowed to vote who have 
been first registered in accordance with the requirements of law. 

“Par. 2. Every male citizen of this State who is a citizen of the 
United States, 21 years old or upwards, not laboring under any of the 
disabilities named in this article, and possessing the qualifications pro- 
vided by it, shall be an elector and entitled to register and yote at any 
election by the people; provided, that no soldier, sailor, or marine in 
the military or naval service of the United States shall acquire the 
rights of an elector by reason of being stationed on duty in this State. 

“Par. 3. To entitle a person to register and vote at any election by 
the people, he shall have resided in the State one year next preceding 
the election, and in the county in which he offers to vote six months 
next preceding the election, and shall have paid ail taxes which may 
have been required of him since the adoption of the constitution of 
Georgia of 1877 that he may have had an opportunity of paying agree- 
ably to law, Such payment must bave been made at least six months 
prior to the election at which he offers to vote, except when such elec- 
tions are held within six months from the expiration of the time fixed 
by law for the payment of such taxes. 

“Par. 4. Every male citizen of this State shall be entitled to register 
as an elector and to vote in all elections of said State who is not dis- 
qualified under the provisions of section 2 of article 2 of this constitu- 
tion, and who possesses the qualifications prescribed in paragraphs 2 
and 3 of this section, or who will possess them at the date of the elec- 
tion occurring next after his registration, and who in addition thereto 
comes within either of the classes provided for In the five following 


| subdivisions of this paragraph: 


“1. All persons who have honorably served in the land or naval 
forces of the United States in the Revolutionary War, or in the War 
of 1812, or in the war with Mexico, or in any war with the Indians, or 
in the War between the States, or in the war with Spain, or who hon- 
orably served in the land or naval forces of the Confederate States or 
of the State of Georgia in the War between the States: or 

2. All persons lawfully descended from those embraced in the 
classes enumerated in the subdivision next’ above; or 

“3, All persons who are of good character and understand the 
duties and obligations of citizenship under a republican form of gov- 
ernment; or 

A. All persons who can correctly read in the English language 
any paragraph of the Constitution of the United States or of this 


| State and correctly write the same in the English language when read 


to them by any one of the registrars, and all persons who solely be- 
enuse of physical disability are unable to comply with the above 
requirements, but who can understand and give a reasonable interpre- 
tation of any paragraph of the Constitution of the United States, or 
of this State, that may be read to them by any one of the registrars; or 

“5. Any person who is the owner in good faith in his own right 
of at least 40 acres of land situated in this State, upon which he 
resides, or is the owner in good faith in his own right of property 
situated in this State and assessed for taxation at the value of $500. 

“Pan. 5. The right to register under subdivisions 1 and 2 of para- 
graph 4 shall continue only until January 1, 1915. But the registrars 
shall prepare a roster of all persons who register under subdivisions 1 
and 2 of paragraph 4 and shall return the same to the clerk's office 
of the superior court of their counties; and the clerks of the superior 
court shall send copies of the same to the secretary of state, and it 
shall be the duty of these officers to record and permanently preserve 
these rosters. Any person who has been once registered under either 


of the subdivisions 1 or 2 of paragraph 4 shall thereafter be permitted 
to vote, provided he meets the requirements of paragraphs 2 and 3 
of this section. 

“Par, 6. Any person to whom the right of registration is denied by 
the registrars upon the ground that he lacks the qualifications set 
forth in the five subdivisions of paragraph 4 shall have the right to 
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take an appeal, and any citizen may enter an appeal from the decision 
of the registrars allowing any person to register under said subdi- 
visions. All appeals must be filed in writing with the registrars within 
10 days from the date of the decision complained of and shall be 
returned by the registrars to the office of the clerk of the superior 
court to be tried as other appeals. ‘ 

“Pan. 7. Pending an appeal and until the final decision of the case, 
the judgment of the registrars shall remain in full force. 

Pan. 8. No person shall be allowed to participate in a primary of 
any political party or a convention of any political party in this State 
who is not a qualified voter. 

“Par. 9. The machinery provided by law for the registration of 
foree October 1, 1908, shall be used to carry out the provisions of this 
section, except where inconsistent with same; the legislature may 
change or amend the registration laws from time to time, but no such 
change or amendment shall operate to defeat any of the provisions of 
this section. 

“Who disfranchised. But the following classes of persons shall not 
be permitted to vote: (1) Those who shall have been convicted in any 
court of competent jurisdiction of treason against the State, of em- 
bezzlement of public funds, malfeasance in office, bribery or larceny, 
or of any crime involving moral turpitude punishable by the laws of 
this State with imprisonment in the penitentiary, unless such person 
shall have been pardoned; (2) idiots and insane persons.” 


Now, in Georgia a man- must first have paid all taxes that 
may have been required of him since the adoption of the con- 
stitution of Georgia in 1877 which he was able to pay con- 
venlently. It is a matter of discretion whether he could con- 
venlently pay them or not; but listen to this, because he must 
have other qualifications; not only must he have paid taxes 
but he must be a member of a privileged class which we 
thought we had abolished in this country when we passed the 
Constitution of the United States, because paragraph 4 says 
not only must he have paid his taxes but he must possess in 
addition to the qualifications prescribed in paragraphs 2 and 3 of 
this section certain added qualifications thereafter stated. Oh, 
it is a great State, Georgia, gentlemen. I have no kick 
against Georgia. I went up there during 1917 from Camp 
MeClellan, in Alabama, for one very pleasant party during the 
war. I admire the State, but if can not eat its cake and have 
it, too. It can not enjoy having the gentleman from Georgia 
here on 2.75 suffrage and refuse us in the North 2.75 beverage. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Here is what you have got to be in order to vote in Georgia: 
You have got to belong to one of these five classes. Thank the 
Lord, I come within one class, and I could vote if I were in 
Georgia. You have got to have paid your taxes—and I might 
not be able to qualify on that, but I could qualify, by descent, 
as coming within one of the classes provided for in the fol- 
lowing subdivisions of this paragraph: 


1. All persons who have honorably served in the land or navai forces 
of the United States in the Revolutionary War. 


[Laughter.] j 

My dear friends, I figured on that. There were about 7,000 
people who voted in the election of the gentleman from Georgia 
in this last election. I wondered how many of them had 
had the glorious privilege of serving at the Battle of Lexington. 
It is a great State, Georgia, but when they can make provision 
solemnly for permitting men of at least 126 years of age at a 
minimum to vote, I take off my hat to Georgia. [Laughter.] 

I can well understand why it is necessary in Georgia, where 
they have such extraordinary persons to vote, to have the fol- 
lowing provision in the law. I do not believe there is a pro- 
vision like what I am going to read to you in any other State in 
the Union, and I read it without comment. I think it is a good 
law, but I would not say it was necessary even in Georgia: 


Sec, 438. Liquors not to be carried to places of divine worship. 


| Laughter. ] 
If any person shall carry to a church or other place where the 
people have assembled for divine worship any liquor or intoxicating 


drink, or shall keep or have in his possession, custody, or control any 
intoxicating liquor at such place, he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor. 


We all agree with that; but we do not have to pass a law of 
that kind—thank God—in Maryland. Perhaps this law goes 
back to the days of the Puritan clergy. The churches were cold 
when Mr. Ursnaw's Revolutionary voters were young; and I 
know that my own great-grandfather always took a little New 
England rum and water in the pulpit with him in his church, 
where for 64 years he preached an awful cold doctrine in New 
England [laughter]; but I do not believe they found it neces- 
9 to have a law to prevent the congregation from drinking in 
church. 
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The first privileged Georgia voter class is composed of those 
who have Revolutionary records. Well, thank the Lord, I hap- 
pen to be a member of the Society of the Cincinnati because 
somebody got wounded at Bunker Hill, and therefore I could 
5 5 in the gentleman's State. My children could vote in his 

ate. 

Or in the War of 1812. 


Now, that is a fine bunch of veterans—minimum age, 110 
years, 


Or in the war with Mexico. 


We are now coming down to the sterling, strong, young man- 
hood of Georgia, the kind that sits in this House. [Laughter] 


Or in any war with the Indians. 


You know I can understand now why they prize so much in 
Georgia the Society of Colonial Wars and the Revolutionary 
societies and other patriotic societies. It is a badge of peerage; 
it is a badge of the right to vote. 


Or who honorably served in the land or naval forces of the Con- 
federate States, 


Weg I could get in under that provision through a great 
uncle, 

Or of the State of Georgia in the War between the States. 

Now, gentlemen, here is the famous—I will not say grund- 
father clause, because this is a great-great-great-grandfather 
clause. It goes back to the Revolutionary War, although it 
was passed in 1908. Let us read the next section of those 
who can vote in Georgia. 


All persons lawfully descended from those embraced in the classes 
enumerated in the subdivision next above. 


There is your grandfather clause. That grandfather clause 
is absolutely illegal. Nobody has ever tried to upset it in 
Georgia because, as I have said, the people of the United 
States apparently are acquiescent in the situation, and standing 
as I do with that great exponent of State rights who spoke 
here the other day, Representative Tucker, of Virginia, I am 
inclined to let the States fix their own suffrage matters, but 
they can not eat their cake and have it too. 

Mr. BLANTON, Will the gentleman yield now? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will yield in just a moment. I will 
pass this Georgia statute over to the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. I wanted to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. In just a moment. I desire now to 
eall the attention of the House—and I only have 15 minutes 
more, have I not, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 15 minutes. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will be brief because I do wish to 
yield to questions, but I want to refer to two cases. In Mary- 
land, a law-abiding State. we obey the law. I notice that the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UpsHaw] the other day attacked 
most bitterly the people of Maryland. 

He said that all of the “best people” of Maryland were 
throttled by the thugs in Baltimore city. If the “ best people” 
of Maryland are in the gentleman’s opinion on a par with 
the people who passed this legislation creating the great-great- 
great-grandfather clause, thank the Lord that I am not one 
of the “best people” of Maryland. I do not know whom the 
gentleman means by the “ best people.” I am sure that he does 
not mean me, 

I do, however, desire to call his attention to an opinion of 
one of the very best judges who ever sat on any circuit bench, 
Judge Morris. I refer to the case of Anderson v. Meyers, to be- 
found in Federal Reporter, volume 182, page 223, argued in 
1910. The case was argued by former Attorney General 
Charles J. Bonaparte, former United States Attorney William 
L. Marbury, and various other distinguished counsel. I shall 
read only the headline. I wish I had time to read the rest 
of it, but when I get through with this headline I am going to 
pass the book over to that distinguished keeper of my stable, 
who has my snow-white charger in hand, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BLANTON], and let him look at it so that he can 
speak of it in the two minutes that he has in which to follow 
me. I will say that the gentleman from Texas not only was a 
good judge, but he is a good lawyer. He may not be a judge 
se aad of certain things, but where he is a judge he is a good 

udge. 

The law laid down in Anderson v. Meyers is as follows: 

Acts Maryland, 1908, chapter 525, prescribing the qualifications of 
voters at municipal elections in the city of Annapolis declares that the 
register shall register all male citizens of 21 years or over having 
resided in the city for one year not convicted of a crime and assessed 
on the city tax books for at least $500, also all duly naturalized 
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citizens of 21 years of age, all citizens who prior to January 1, 1868, 
were entitled to vote in Maryland or any other State at a State elec- 
tion, and all lawful male descendants of any person who prior to Janu- 
ary 1, 1868, was entitled to vote in Maryland or in any other State 
of the United States at a State election, provided that no person not 
coming within one of the enumerated classes should be registered as a 
legal voter in the city or be qualified to vote at any municipal clection 
held therein. Held that though such act did not provide a race or 
color disqualification in terms it nevertheless effectually disfranchised 
and discriminated against negroes and was therefore unconstitutional 
as violating the Constitution of the United States, amendment 15. 


I may say, by the way, I was born in Annapolis, and my 
grandfather was first president of the temperance society in 
Annapolis. Under this decision the election provisions of 
Georgia, under which the gentleman sits, are absolutely illegal 
for any purpose, if anyone would take the trouble to upset 
them. Not only did the United States court hold that law in- 
valid, not only would they hald the Georgia law invalid if it 
were taken up for test, but I personally, as United States dis- 
trict attorney in the Stone case, indicted and convicted three 
men under the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the 
Constitution, one indictment under the fourteenth and one under 
the fifteenth, under the existing laws for the enforcement of 
those amendments. The gentleman from Georgia the other day 
said that there was no law to enforce the fourteenth and fif- 
teenth amendments. I know that to the gentleman from 
zeorgia -Mr. UpsHAw] there is one law only, and that is the 
Voistead Act; but in the worship for that great Mohammedan 
piece of legislation—Allah is Allah, Volstead is Volstead—I 
suggest that the gentleman from Georgia when he says “Allah 
is Allah,” and at noon goes down upon his prayer rug to the 
Volstead Act, will not forget that there are laws to enforce 
the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. 

In the Stone ease we indicted and convicted in Maryland 
three men who had acted in elections under what was known 
as the Wilson Act, because they put the names of the candidates 
for Congress in 1910 upon the ballot in such a way as to dis- 
franchise the illiterate negro and illiterate white voters. That 
was absolutely illegal, and so you have the 1908 election laws 
of Georgia illegal. You have a decision by the United States 
court that such a provision as the grandfather clause is illegal, 
and you have another case in which individuals were indicted 
and convicted under the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. In just one moment, I am not 
quite through with this. ‘ 

That is the first part of what I wish to say. I shall take 
now four minutes in treating the second part, and then will be 
glad to yield to the gentleman from Texas, I hold in my hand 
my letter to the gentleman from Georgia, in which I say that I 
deeply deplore the violations of the Volstead Act. I deplore 
the Volstead Act and anything at all connected with it. If you 
deplore a law, you naturally deplore the violations of the law 
in addition to your natural deploration of all violations of law; 
but I want now to ask the gentleman why he does not keep his 
homemade hooteh at home? I am going to call to your atten- 
tion a few of the many scattered newspaper reports that I have 
from the great State of Georgia. 

See how they spent New Year’s in the gentleman's district: 


(From the New York Evening World, January 2, 1924.) 
(Special to the Evening World.) 


ATLANTA, GA., January 2.—New Year’s celebration in Atlanta gave 
considerable basis for the statement attributed to Izzy Einstein that a 
stranger in Atlanta can secure a supply of liquor within 17 minutes 
after arriving in town. Festivities in clubs, cafés, hotels, restaurants, 
and on the streets last night were marked by consumption of liquor on 
a large scale, 

The police were inclined to be lenient with the merrymakers and the 
percentage of arrests was little above normal. At the semipublic social 
functions the flowing bowl was much in eyidence. 


Note what the Atlanta paper says, the great Atlanta Consti- 
tution, on the subject of Georgia hooch: 


“ HOMEMADE ” HOOCH, 


The daily newspapers these days are gazetteers of crime. z 

The wave is sweeping over the country like a cataclysm of disregard 
for law and order and for the sacredness of human life. 

Georgia is, unfortunately, in the very heart of the wave. 

The situation in this State is a yeritable concatenation of homicide, 
tragedy, bloodshed. 

In the Atlanta newspapers of Sunday the public was told of the 
murder of a son by a father who, in turn, was fatally wounded by a 
bullet from the dying mau. Under the influence of liquor,” read the 
story. 


A county officer, in the discharge of bis duty, was shot to death by 
an alleged negro bootlegger. 

A prominent business man was instantly killed when an automobile 
collided with a street car in the heart of the city. “The driver, who 
was not killed, Is alleged to have been intoxicated,” read the story. 

And thus ran the entire news sections of the papers, surfeited with 
crime news, most, if not all, of the homicides and accidents and trage- 
dies being traced to liquor. 

In the meantime the governors of the States met with President Cool- 
idge to discuss enforcement of the prohibition laws. 

The prohibition leaders meet among themselves, and resolutions 
denouncing the smuggling of liquors from Canada and Europe and the 
Bahamas and Mexico and Cuba are passed, and the Government Is called 
upon to strengthen its border patrols that the flow of foreign liquors 
into this country may be lessened, if not arrested. 

That is right. Smuggling should be stopped. The law should be as 
sacred in one respect as another. 

It should be enforced in all respects, 

But while the Anti-Saloon League propagandists are taking up col- 
lections for maintaining their organization and sustaining the workers 
in Washington and elsewhere, and while enforcement officials are 
straining their neryes to stop the inflow of importations, and factions 
and even nations dispute about the “ 3-mile limit,“ or some other pro- 
posed limit from the ocean's shores, this cyclone of crime continues, 
and it is not caused by foreign liquors to any appreciable extent, nor 
is it influenced by the “ wet” politicians or the “ dry" politicians. 

It is caused by the home-brew that is being made everywhere—on the 
kitchen stoves, in the back rooms and shed rooms of the country, town, 
and city, as well as in the fastnesses of the mountains, and in the 
underbrush of the coastal plains. 

It is the homemade hooch that is doing the damage, and while for- 
eign liquors should be kept out of this country, as every feature of the 
law should be strictly enforced, that is not the base of the problem by 
any means. The tragedy follows in the wake of the dispenser of the 
“homemade hooch.” 


I wish the gentleman and his colleagues from Georgia would 
stand up on the floor of the House and take the pledge which 
the Gentleman from Georgia wants us to take, never again 
to touch the flowing bowl, legal or illegal, When he and his 
colleagues do that, then I shall follow them and give up rum 
until we modify the Volstead Act—but let Georgia lead the 
way. Let those who vote “dry” eschew even the legal forms 
of the pleasant titillation. I call attention now to a pathetic 
episode, the attack of the rurales on Washington! 


FLoop OF MOONSHINE READY TO Drown Dry CHRIsSTMAS—BOAST OF 
REVENUE MEN TO Mor Ur Wer CHEER BEING ANSWERED BY MOUN- 
TAINEERS WIrn AnMY OF STILLS GOING FULL BLAST. 


[From the Evening Sun (Baltimore), December 22, 1923.] 
(Special dispatch to The Evening Sun.) 


BRISTOL, VA., December 22.—Santa Claus is generally credited with 
being the busiest of individuals about this season of the year, but he 
has little on the average moonshiner of the Appalachian Mountains. 
For on the moonshiner’s shoulders has fallen the burden of producing 
a large part of the Christmas whisky consumed in the United States. 
And right manfully he has tackled the Job. 

“MOUNTAIN DEW" SPREADING TO LOWLANDS. 


The handful of revenue officers bucking the game of the moon- 
shiners announced a few weeks ago this was going to be a “dry” 
Christmas. The moonshiners just now are too busy to answer such 
assertions, but their actions speak louder than words. They are saying 
it with booze—a gurgling, splashing flood of fiery white “mountain 
dew” that already has begun wending its way toward the centers of 
population, 

The moonshiners—and their name is legion in every backwoods 
thicket and coye—are operating on an unprecedented scale to meet 
the terrific strain of the Christmas demand. The output this month 
will be tremendous. No one actually knows how much. But countless 
stills on every range, in every section, are being pushed to capacity 
production, 

Much of the liquor manufactured in the mountains this month will 
reach consumers in New York, Washington, and other big cities of 
the Fast. Agents for the middlemen in these places already have 
visited mountain communities to place their orders. Cut off from sea- 
going rum-runners by governmental activities, they have turned to 
the mountains, where the problem is solved at a glance. Women and 
children are helping meet the situation in many places, reports reach- 
ing here say. y 

If the revenue agents center their efforts on watchful waiting on 
the highways the next few days they are almost certain to mop up. 
Whisky cars bearing loads of little boys,” “big boys,“ jars, and kegs 
will choke every road. The stuff has to be moved somehow, and, 
generally speaking, caution will be cast to the winds. All roads will 
lead to the market, 


. 


I wonder what is the reason that one of the planks in the 
gentleman from Georgia’s program is that all aliens in these 
United States who violate the Volstead Act are to be de- 
ported? Why does he not let them be deported whenever 
they violate any law? There are other laws as well as the 
Volstead Act, and I wonder if the immigration suggestion by 
the gentleman has anything to do with this letter I received, 

2621 PracuTnen Road, Atlanta, Gu. 

Mr Dear FELLOW Citizex: Knowing your interest in vital public 
affairs, I make bold to invite your attention to the inclosed address 
on “The Menace of Modern Immigration.” In this I have tried to 
bring home a realization of what immigration has meant and will mean 
to our national life. 

Inasmuch as the existing “quota law“ expires next June 30, this 
all-important matter must be considered by the present Congress. 
You will agree, I am sure, that It Is the duty of all Americans to 
understand the problem and to assist In every way possible in the 
adoption of a sound, kindly, permanent policy. 

My chief object in placing the matter before you is to seek your 
constructive criticism of the position I have taken. Will you not 
let me have your best thought on the subject? 

Very truly, 
H, A. Evans. 
Imperial Wizard. 


I wonder if this letter had anything to do with the gentle- 
man’s attack on the alien? 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Just one word. I have four more 
minutes remaining. 

Now the following. It shows the condition of the Volstead 
Act in Georgia: 5 


TWENTY-FOUR SENT TO PRISON AND FINED $150,500 FOR DRY-LAW PLOT— 
PRISONERS AGREB TO PLEAD GUILTY IN INCOME-TAX CASES AGAINST 
THEM—TRACED BX FAILURE TO DECLARE PROFITS—SIX MEN ARRESTED 
IN NEW JERSEY ALLEGED TO HAVE RUN RUM SHIP. 

[From the Washington Post, Saturday, December 8, 1923. 

SAVANNAH, December 7.— Judge Barrett in the Federal eourt to-day 
sentenced 24 defendants convicted on conspiracy and other prohibi- 
tion charges to pay fines totaling $150,500 and to serve terms in the 
Federal penitentiary. All of those convicted and sentenced figured 
in the wholesale round-up instigated by Federal and State officers here 
more than a month ago, in which the Government contended an. 
international liquor plot had been uncovered, The majority of those 
receiving the penalties are well-knewn Savannah men. The sentences 
ranged from $500 to $10,000 fines and from one to two years in the 
penitentiary. 

Those receiving sentences included Fred H. Haar, sr., $10,000 fine 
and one year in the Federal penitentiary; his three sons, F. II. 
Haar, jr., William H., and Carl, each were sentenced to two years’ 
imprisonment and $10,000. 

C. Grabam Baughn was fined $15,000 and given one year sentence 
on each of two charges, the time to run concurrently. 

J. H. Thomas was fined $10,000 and sentenced to one year’s impris- 
onment on each of two charges, the time to run concurrently. 

Others receiving sentences of two years’ imprisonment and $10,000 
fines were Richard Bailey, C. C. Tuten, J. F. Williams, Sam Goldberg, 
and Homer V. Pyans. > 

J. H. Bailey was sentenced to one year in the penitentiary and 
$10,000 fine, and H. A. McInnes six months in jail and $10,000 fine. 


Here is more of the same. Atlanta and Savannah exchange 

“hootch ": ; 
MOOTCH BROUGHT BACK TO BAYANNAT. 
{From the Thomasville (Ga.) Enterprise, November 9, 1922.] 

SavaAx NAU, Ga, November —.—The “hootch” which was sent to 
Atlanta for safe-keeping several months ago has been returned to 
Savannah to be used as evidence iv the conspiracy cases which will 
come up in Federal court here. The liquors ranged from the ordinary 
kinds of whisky to the most expensive and finest wines obtainable 
either from foreign or domestic sources. 


And the pocket flask! Read this. Can you think of it in 
Savannah, Ga. 
PASTORS FIGHT DISPLAY OF FLASKS, 
[From the Fort Worth Star-Telegraph, December 9, 1923.] 
(By International News Service.) 
ATLANTA, December 8.—“ Hip-pocket flasks are suggestive and should 
not be displayed in show windows.” 
Thus declared the Evangelical Ministers’ Association of this city 
recently as it went on record deploring the displaying of flasks in show 
windows. 
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Just prior to every football game that has been played in Atlanta 
this season certain local concerns have placed fiasks in their show 
windows, accompanied by neat little signs suggesting that they were 
“good things to have at football games.” 

The ministers, in the draft of the resolution, declared that such 
action “is subversive to law enforcement and detrimental to the wel- 
fare of our young men.” The resolution was passed without a dissent- 
ing voice. 


Now think of this in sanctified Atlanta! 
STILL IN HOUSE WHEN HIRED, WOMAN USED TT, IS ARRESTED. 


ATLANTA, GA., November 30,—What the police classed as an “ elaborate 
distillery’ was found in a house owned by Mrs. Elizabeth Tyler Grow, 
a former associate of E. Y. Clarke in the propagation department of the 
Knights of the Ku-Klux Klan, it was announced. Mrs. Elfrieda Wagner, 
who occupied the house, is under arrest charged with violating the 
prohibition law, « 

Mrs. Wagner, according to a story published to-day in the Atlanta 
Journal, said the still was in the basement of the honse when she 
rented it on September 1 from Mrs. Grow. 

“I got a recipe,” Mrs. Wagner is quoted as saying, “for corn whisky, 
which seems to be the national drink down here. I had made 31 gal- 
lons, the amount the officers found, and I haven't made any more” 


I knew something about the Ku-Klux Klan, but I did not 
think it drank. Last year, I remember, they were preparing to 
aid the Roy Haynes prohibition unit in making raids. You see 
the lady of Georgia states she had a recipe for corn whisky. 
That seems to be the national drink down in Georgin, she 
says. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. One more word and then I will. 

Here are four more of the evidences of liquor lawlessness in 
Georgia, I have many more, but these are enough: 
ARRESTED—CHARGED WITH BEING DRUNK ON STREETS. 

{From the News and Courier, Charleston, S. C., October 18, 1923.] 

ATLANTA, October 17.—The , known as the imperial 
kludd of the Ku-Klux-Klan. and former pastor of an Atlanta church, 
was arrested here late to-day by the police on a charge of being drunk 
and operating an automobile. The arrest was made by Motor Cycle 
Officer L. E. Shumate, who said that in the machine driven hy 
were two small bottles of whisky. 

At the police station stated tbat he had driven out 
into the country when he was accosted by a man who offered to give 
him some whisky. He stated that be accepted the whisky and before 
starting to town he took a drink. 

Officer Shumate, who made the arrest, said he saw the automobile 
zigzagging down Peachtree Street, one of the main thoroughfares, and 
stopped it, and, finding apparently under the influence 
of liquor, arrested him. „ the officer said, admitted 
having more liquor in the automobile and produced two small bottles. 


INVESTIGATION AT SAVANNAH UNEARTHS CLUES OF GIGANTIC LIQUOR 
CONSPIRACY. 


[From the Savannah Morning News.] 


WASHINGTON, D. C., November 21. —As a consequence of the liquor 
raids and resulting grand jury investigations at Savannah, Ga., in 
which Indictments have been returned against 126 defendants in differ- 
ent sections of the country, an official spokesman declared to-night that 
the Government is prepared to comb the entire eastern seaboard and 
confidently expects the gathering in “of those who have financed one 
of the most gigantic combinations known, either legally or Illegally.” 
The Savannah indictments were described as “only the beginning.” 
Others are to follow, it was stated, as fast as information obtained at 
Savannah can be made effective in other parts of the country as far 
west as Pittsburgh. 

During the grand jury investigation at Savannah, it was said, Fed- 
eral agents were supplied with information gleaned from witnesses and 
were set at work at once in following new clues. Some of these, it was 
stated, provided the Department of Justice with evidence of new com- 
binations and conspiracies and underground connections with the 
alleged ring developed in the Savannah inquiry. 

Clues developed at Savannah have led mainly to New York, Phila- 
delpbia, the Chesapeake capital, and Charleston, 8. C., but between 
these points and into the interior as far as Pittsburgh the chain of 
evidence has been found to be unbroken, and the operatives who have 
been delving into the conspiracies feel that they soon can uncover 
“some widely known persons who hitherto have been able to keep in 
the background.” 

The department declined to hint at the identity of any of the per- 
sons indieted at Savannah, but the statement was made that these in- 
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dictments could be considered as important from the standpoint of 
those about whom the Government agents are striving to tighten their 
neta. 

Officials explained that the evidence involving rum runners and 
smugglers involved some foreigners, residents in the United States. 
These largely were English and Canadians, it was added, but the testi- 
mony obtained at Savannah provided the Government with definite 
facts as to methods employed by all rum runners in getting the contra- 
band ashore. In this respect, it was stated, the information has been 
highly important to the prohibition enforcement corps. 

William J. Burns, chief of the department's Bureau of Investigation, 
said the Government was prepared to continue “at bat“ and that the 
entering wedge of the clean-up program had been successful. Working 
under direction of Mrs. Mabel Willebrandt, Assistant Attorney General, 
Mr. Burns has laid out a winter's work in stamping out fllicit liquor 
dealing. He asserted that the plans should be sufficient to convince 
anyone of the Government's intention to enforce the dry law. 


DRY AGENTS ASK FOR PROTECTION. 

BALTIMORE, November 21,—Prohibition Agents Jonathan Paul and 
J. H. Estes to-day appealed to Assistant. United States District 
Attorney Fisher for protection and aid in arresting men who they 
say have made threats against their lives and that of Michael 
Subsera, another agent. 

Paul and Estes, members of the Washington flying squad, also 
say they have learned that local bootleggers have formed a $10,000 
fund for the man or men who kill them. 

Authorities are inclined to believe that the threats were made 
merely to frighten the agents, who have figured in several sen- 
sational raids on clubs and hotels recently, and doubt the existence 
of the “blood money” pool. 


LIQUOR INDICTMENTS IN DECATUR COUNTY—ONLY ONE MURDER BILI-— 
SULLYAN RELEASED AFTER KILLING NELSON BRUTON. 
[From the Savannah Morning News.] 

BAINBRIDGE, GA., November 22.—Two-thirds of the true bills from 
the grand jury of this November term of superior court were for whisky 
making. 

A bill for murder was returned against Conrad Harrell, who is out 
on a $5,000 bond for fatally shooting Herschel T. Nazworth, 23, 
World War veteran, in July in tbe Harrell home in the extreme 
northeastern part of the county, 

Young Nazworth was from Whigham and had been dismissed 
from the army of occupation only a short while when the shooting 
on the 17th of July resulted in his death. The case will be'tried this 
week. One murder case of a negro has been dismissed, one is being 
heard, and that of Mansfield Fleming, another negro, will complete 
the court’s work for this term on Saturday. The grand jury closed 
its session to-day till the first week in December on account of 
Solicitor Gardner being too busy in the court room to be with that 
body. 


SCHOOL TAXES HIT GEORGIA A BLOW. 
(By Rebecca Felton.) 
[From the New York Tribune, Dec. 23, 1923.] 

In Georgia we adopted free schools in 1871. The plea was made that 
it was more humane to prevent crime through educating our young people 
than to pay millions to convict and punish criminals, to keep up courts 
of justice and penitentiaries, and everybody recognizes that it is fair 
and just to give to the poor children a living chance in the battle of 
life—children whose parents are too poor or too indifferent or too igno- 
rant themselves to appreciate the value of the “three R’s” to the 
coming voters. 

All this is water that long ago “went under the wheel.“ We have 
had the whole thing thoroughly tested in my native State, ‘To-day the 
courts are not able to transact ordinary business of the legal variety 
because they are swamped with trials for murder, bootlegging, and other 
crimes, Human life is the only cheap thing in the Empire State of the 
South. Generally lawlessness prevatis, violence is rampant, and every 
legislature has to provide more judges, to hold more courts, and to de- 
mand more tax money to feed the convicts in the chain gangs, the jails, 
and the State prison. 


Now, gentlemen, I ask unanimous consent to put these clip- 
Pings in and then I will yield to the gentleman from Texas, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent to insert in the Record the newspaper 
clippings. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent to revise 
and extend my. remarks, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is 


there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object—- 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am not going to put a lot of 
things in. 


Mr. BLANTON. And I am sure I shall not object, but I 
wanted to know whether or not the gentleman was willing to 
answer a question before he concludes this 45-minute debate? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am; I will answer anything the 
gentleman desires, 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? - 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any objection to the 
request to revise and extend his remarks? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one minute, 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will yield a half minute. 

Mr. BLANTON. I take it for granted by his attack upon the 
alleged conditions in Georgia the gentleman is against the nulli- 
fication of our Constitution? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then, by that two phases of tha 
Constitution might be violated the gentleman does not contend 
that two wrongs would make a right? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. No; he does not. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is still in favor of the Con- 
stitution? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes, sir; absolutely. I am in favor 
of the enforcement of the Constitution. [Applause.] 

The reason I brought up this question was this: I have stood 
for a long time all kinds of attacks from Wayne B. Wheeler 
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Ursnawi because I hon- 
estly fought on the floor of this House for a decent law. You 
are not going to repeal the eighteenth amendment; but if you 
want prohibition, gentlemen, do not try to cram it down the 
throat of this Nation from a bureaucratic center here. I heard 
the speech of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tucker], and I 
never heard a better speech than that. I have been attacked so 
many times as a nullificationist because I attacked the eight- 
eenth amendment that I want the House to realize that the 
nullificationists are those who, like the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Ursnaw], sit in violation of the Constitution, and those 
of the Anti-Saloon League who enjoy the results of his votes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended two minutes, so that he may answer a 
pertinent question that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
ORAMTON] may ask him. No; I ask unanimous consent that 
his time be extended five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from 
Maryland be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask that it be made 10 
minutes. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I thank my friend. I asked the 
other day that he get 20 minutes more. I asked for 40 minutes 
in all for him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from 
Maryland be extended 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I yield to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, a man without fear and without reproach, an honest pro- 
hibitionist, who never took a drink in his life. [Applause.] 

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman from Maryland has said 
that he is against nullification ef any part of the Constitution, 
and is for enforcement of the law. The gentleman introduced 
a bill in the last Congress, if not in this, for the repeal of the 
Volstead Act; he has declared against any Federal act for the 
enforcement of the eighteenth amendment, and in his own 
State he has led in the fight before the State legislature to 
prevent the enactment of any State law for the enforcemeut 
of national prohibition. Then how in the world does the 
gentleman expect the Constitution to be enforced if there is 
no law, State or national, for its enforcement? 

And, further, is not a failure to provide any law for the 
enforcement of the eighteenth amendment equivalent to a nul- 
lification of the Constitution? [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am very glad 
that the gentleman has asked that question. It is an absolutely 
fair question. We have all thought of how we could attempt 
the enforcement of the eighteenth amendment. I did introduce 
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a bill to repeal the Volstead Act. I am sorry it has not yet 
passed. I hope it will pass. I am opposed to the enactment of 
a State Volstead Act, and I have created a situation in Mary- 
land where I hope to get a decision in April from the United 
States court on what the crooked Volstead Act means, because 
the crooked Volstead Act is dishonest in Itself and in section 29 
carries a crooked provision, and in the words of Roy B. 
Haynes—and I have here full memoranda of the case of the 
United States v. Hill—I have the word of Roy B. Haynes him- 
self to the effect that Congress intended to exempt from the 
operation of the Volstead Act those who drank cider and home- 
made wine; and the assistant superintendent of the Anti-Saloon 
League in Maryland said that the farmer could let his cider 
get intoxicating and drink it, because it did not come under the 
terms of the Volstead Act. I believe in the same standard being 
enforced in the cities and in the country, and of course I am 
opposed to that double and crooked standard being put into the 
laws of Maryland. 

Years ago the American Express Co. refused to ship liquor 
into West Virginia. I advised the company not to do so, and 
the contest was made on my advice in which the constitution- 
ality of the Webb-Kenyon Act was sustained. I am for the 
Webb-Kenyon Act. If Georgia wants to send liquor into other 
States, do not let it do it; if New York or Maryland or other 
States desire to have beverages with 2 or 3 or 4, or more, per 
cent of alcohol, I am in favor of their doing it. Mr. Volstead 
himself has stated that 3 per cent was legal in cider. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. But where the United States Government 
speaks in its fundamental law on this question what says the 
gentleman? Is not the eighteenth amendment the fundamental 
law of the land? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. And it says Congress shall pass a law to 
enforce that amendment. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Congress has done that, and yet the gentle- 
man seeks to interfere with the working of the Constitution, 
which is fundamental law, by doing away with the enforce- 
ment act. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to see the Volstead Act 
repealed, : 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman says that because he wants 
to get liquor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Oh, I will say to the gentleman 
that he can get all the liquor he wants, and everybody can get 
it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAMTON. What the gentleman from Maryland says 
in answer to my question is interesting if true, but not re- 
sponsive. I want to make myself perfectly clear. I did not 
refer to the enactment of the Volstead Act in Maryland, but I 
did refer to the fact that the gentleman led the fight against the 
enactment of any law in Maryland to procure the enforcement 
of the eighteenth amendment. f 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. There will not be any enforcement 
act in Maryland in the next three years, I might say to the 
gentleman. We beat them by 40,000. 

Now in reference to the sincerity of my position on this 
question I want to say that before the Economic Club of New 
York in January, 1923, I proposed seriously this substitute for 
the eighteenth amendment, which I think answers the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAurox ]. I want 
to answer his question sincerely, and I propose for your con- 
sideration the following substitute for the Volstead Act, 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes. 

Mr, HUDSON. Did I understand that you wanted the House 
to understand that you led the fight in Maryland that resulted 
in the Maryland Legislature refusing to pass any law to sus- 
tain the eighteenth amendment? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I helped. I do not want to claim 
all the credit. 

Mr. HUDSON. So that Maryland to-day is not to be a part 
of the United States in the matter of the enforcement of a 
constitutional law? [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. No. In Maryland to-day we follow 
the Constitution without talking blindly about articles of which 
we know nothing. We claim that we can pass concurrent 
legislation in Maryland if desirable. [Cries of “No! No! “.] 

Let me have u House Manual, please. 

Mr. HUDSON. Are the words “if desirable” in the Consti- 
tution? 


Mr. HILL of Maryland. No; “if desirable” is my interpre- 
tation. I would like to read to the gentleman the eighteenth 
amendment, if I can get one, and I ask the gentleman's atten- 
tion to what I am about to read, because seriously I think 
perhaps the gentleman might be willing to agree that this rep- 
resents a fair enforcement of the eighteenth amendment. This 
is a proposal that has not yet been offered in the House. 

In New York in January, 1923, I said: 


The Volstead Act is one of many possible efforts at enforcement, 
but enforcement itself is the sole method of making the prohibition of 
the eighteenth amendment effective. Therefore, unless we agree to 
put the eighteenth amendment in the same ineffective class as the 
fourteenth amendment we must have some form of enforcement, but 
we need not adhere to that method offered by the Volstead Act. 

I propose for your consideration the following substitute for the 
Volstead Act: 

Repeal the Volstead Act and enact the following: 

“ SECTION 1. Each State shall for itself define the meaning of the 
words ‘intoxicating liquors’ as used in section 1 of Article XVIII of 
the amendments to the Constitution of the United States, and each 
State shall itself enforce within its own limits its own laws on this 
subject. 

“Sec. 2. Any person who transports or causes to be transported into 
any State any beverage prohibited by such State as being ‘ intoxi- 
cating liquor’ shall be punished by the United States by imprisonment 
for not more than 10 years or by a fine of not less than $10,000 nor 
more than $100,600, or by both such fine and imprisonment.” 

The first section of this proposed enforcement act is based on the 
theory of local option; the second section is based on the Webb-Kenyon 
Act, by which the United States guarantees the States from outside 
interference. The proposed substitute, taken as a whole, permits con- 
current action each in their own sphere by the United States and by 
the individual States to carry out the provisions of the eighteenth 
amendment. 

In 1907 the Anti-Saloon League approved my declaration for local 
option, made as a candidate for the Maryland Legislature. In 1914 
I advised the American Express Co. that the Webb-Kenyon Act was 
constitutional, and that they should not ship liquor into West Virginia. 

The Supreme Court sustained my view, and Mr. Wheeler successfully 
argued that view in the Supreme Court in the appeal in the cases of 
the Clark Distilling Co. against the Western Maryland Railway Co. and 
the State of West Virginia, and the Clark Distilling Co. against my 
client, the American Express Co., and the State of West Virginia, 
which cases were decided in 1917. 


This is an attempt to honestly enforce the Webb-Kenyon Act, 
which I helped to have declared constitutional. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. May I have a quarter of a minute 
additional? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. Hier] asks unanimous consent to continue for an addi- 
tional one-quarter of a minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman have a half minute, because I would like 
to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SuMMers] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Hur] may have an additional one-half 
minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DYER. How much time does the gentleman need? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The gentleman needs only a quarter 
of a minute. 

Mr. DYER. I ask unanimous consent that the time from 
now until 5 o’clock be divided equally between the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Him] and the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. UrpsHaw]. [Applause.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. Some of us on this side of the House did 
not quite understand whether the gentleman said he wanted 
a quart for a minute or a quarter of a minute. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am glad the gentleman asked 
that question. In the House of Representatives and in the 
House Office Building I treat only in quarters of minutes, but 
at my home I deal in quarts, and I shall be glad to see the 
gentleman there at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Hl has again expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentle- 


man’s time be extended one minute in order that I may ask 
him a question. 
be glad to yield. 


He is a neighbor of mine and I know he will 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 671 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Cooper] requests that the time of the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. HILL] be extended one minute. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Hr] if a law were passed, such as he 
recommends, which gives each State the power to place its 
own construction on the eighteenth amendment, and the State 
of Maryland passes a law permitting the sale of 15 per cent 
beer, would that be in violation of the eighteenth amendment 
to our Constitution? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am inclined to think that perhaps 
the Supreme Court might say 15 per cent beer was; I do not 
know; that is a matter for the Supreme Court. Any law 
which was passed by the States would necessarily have to be 
passed under the eighteenth amendment and would have to 
bear the test of the Supreme Court. Now, last year Mr. Vol- 
stead himself, before the Rules Committee, said that 3 per cent 
of alcohol in apple juice was not intoxicating. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The gentleman proposes 
that each State interpret the eighteenth amendment for itself. 
Is that plan followed as to any other amendment to the Con- 
stitution or the Constitution itself? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will answer that question. In the 
first place I did not say interpret.“ because the Supreme 
Court must interpret the eighteenth amendment and all legis- 
lation covered by it. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. What is your language? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. My language is that each State 
Spa for itself define the meaning of the words “intoxicating 

quors,” 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. That is the same thing. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. No; that is subject to the review 
of the Supreme Court. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
again expired. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Gentlemen, I want to thank you 
very much for the extension of time, and I hope the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. UrsHaw] will address the House for 
the rest of the afternoon on the veteran voters of the Revolu- 
tion. [Applause.]} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Branron] is now recognized for two minutes. 


VIEWS OF EMMA GOLDMAN ON SOVIET RUSSIA. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. HILL] having agreed with me that there should be no 
nullification whatever of our Constitution, I shall devote my 
two minutes of time to the discussion of another matter. 

I hold in my hand a pamphlet received by me in this morn- 
ing's mail entitled “Attempt by communists to seize the 
American labor movement,” printed by the International Union 
of the United Mine Workers of America, Indianapolis, Ind., 
and the preface of which reads as follows: 


This series of six articles was prepared by the United Mine Workers 
of America, disclosing the attempt that is being made by the Red 
forces, under the direct supervision of Moscow, to seize control of 
the organized labor movement of America and use it as the base 
from which to carry on the communist effort for the overthrow of 
the American Government. These articles are the result of an inde- 
pendent searching Investigation on the part of the United Mine Workers 
of America, which led directly to original sources. 


Until we deported her from the United States to Russia 
Emma Goldman was the principal evangel of the communists, 
ean preaching Soviet Russia to the people of the United 

tates. 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. BLANTON, 
to finish this little comment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BLANTON] asks unanimous consent to proceed for an 
additional two minutes, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. After we sent her to Russia Emma Goldman 


Spent two years there closely studying conditions in the Soviet | 


Government. Let me quote a brief excerpt from a book which 
she has recently published. In it Emma Goldman says: 


Two years of earnest study, investigation, and research convinced 
me that the great benefits brought to the Russian people by Bolshevism 
exist only on paper, painted in glowing colors to the masses of Europe 


I ask for two additional minutes in order | 


and America by efficient Bolshevik propaganda. As advertising wiz- 
ards, the Bolsheviki excel anything the world had ever known before. 
But in reality the Russian people have gained nothing from the Bol- 
shevik experiment. 

The Russian workers soon were stripped of their power and placed 
under the industrial yoke of the Bolshevik State. Chattel slavery be- 
came the lot of the Russian proletariat. Try as I might, I could find 
nowhere any evidence of benefits received either by the workers or 
the peasants from the Bolsheyik régime. On the other hand, I did 
find the revolutionary faith of the people broken, the spirit of solidarity 
crushed, the meaning of comradeship and mutual helpfulness distorted. 
The argument that destruction and terror are part of revolution I do 
not dispute. I have never denied that violence is inevitable, nor do 
I gainsay it now. Yet it is one thing to employ violence in combat as a 
means of defense. It is quite another thing to make a principle of 
terrorism, to institutionalize it, to assign it the most vital place in 
the social struggle. The Bolshevik State—even as the bourgeois indus- 
trial master—uses the sword and the gun to keep the people out. In 
the case of the Bolshevik this tyranny is masked by a world-stirring 
slogan; thus they have succeded in blinding the masses. 


That is what I want the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BEEDY] 
to answer to-morrow in his one hour's speech on Russia; that 
is what I want the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] to 
answer, and that is what I want from every person in this 
Government who now takes issue with the Secretary of State, 
Mr. Hughes,-on this proposition. However, I think they are 
questions on which the American people have already reached 
a decision. [Applause.] 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a unani- 
mous-consent request. On Wednesday the Committee on Ap- 
propriations hopes to be able to report to the House the Inte- 
rior Department appropriation bill, to be taken up on Thurs- 
day, but I understand that Wednesday has been set aside for 
the Kitchin eulogies. Whether that report could be made on 
Wednesday or not I am not sure, and therefore I ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be in order on Wednesday to present 
the Interior Department appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Craswrron] makes the unanimous- consent request that on 
Wednesday the order which has already been established be 
varied enough to permit the filing of the report of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations on the Interior Department appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Not to be taken up, of course. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, there is no ob- 
jection, so far as I know, and I presume it will not require a 
further statement, so that at this time I reserve all points of 
order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON]? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. McKeown] is now recognized for 15 minutes, 


TAX REDUCTION AND SOLDIERS’ BONUS. 


Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House—— 

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield for a minute? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. 

Mr. UPSHAW. He is very generous. I wish to ask unani- 
mous consent that when the gentleman from Oklahoma con- 
cludes his address I may have 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent that he be granted 15 minutes at the 
conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. McKrown]. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Gentlemen, I simply rise to offer a sug- 
gestion to the House upon the question of procedure in dis- 
posing of two of the most important legislative questions to 
be determined at this session. The two most important ques- 
tions to be determined are the question of adjusted compensa- 
tion for soldiers of the late war and the question of taxation. 

It would occur to me that a proper solution of these ques- 
tions can be better served by first disposing of the soldiers’ 
adjusted compensation bill, in order that we may know how to 
intelligently reduce the taxes of the country. Gentlemen, you 
| heed not expect to escape the proposition of adjusted compensa- 

tion for the soldiers, because it has come back to this House 
like a great tidal wave after the disturbance of the economic 
| condition of the country. 
| I favor an immediate reduction of taxes. I favor legislation 
that will be of assistance to the soldiers of the Spanish war 
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and of the World War. I do not believe it is in the hearts of 
the men of this House, nor is it the wish of a majority of the 
soldiers or of the people of this country, to pass laws for soldier 
adjusted compensation that will upset our economic condition 
so as to make it impossible to find employment for the veterans, 

Here is a solution, as I view it, and I am offering it simply 
as a suggestion to you, because it is in the exchange of ideas in 
this House that proper legislation is passed. My idea is to 
follow along the beaten paths of the past, and in the past 
history of this House I have not yet found a single objection to 
military bounty for veterans of the past wars. 

In a great speech in this House on January 24, 1913, by that 
gallant and grand old soldier, Isaac R. SHERwoop, who has 
ever been and is now one of the soldiers’ best friends in Con- 
gress, I find valuable information on this subject which I insert 
here for the information of the House. In a speech made by 
Representative Smith, of South Carolina, in January, 1828, he 
said: 

The truth is that the officers of your Revolutionary Army had been 
more liberally provided for than any other class of men in this or any 
other country. In addition t their pay during their time of actual 
service, they were promised half pay for life after they should retire 
from the Army, which was commuted for five years’ full pay—which 
was a mighty stretch for a government at the dawn of its struggle for 
freedom—and were promised and received large tracts of valuable lands. 
Each officer, from a major general down to an ensign, had his lands, 
and that placed upon the most fertile spots. In addition to this, the 
Southern States gave their officers large tracts of the finest land in the 
world, 

Virginia gave largely and Mberally in lands to her officers. South 
Carolina did the same. North Carolina gaye to each brigadier gen- 
eral 12,000 acres, to a colonel 7,200, to a captain 3,500, and to 
General Greene that State gave 25,000 acres that were said at one 
time to be worth $500,000. To that meritorious officer Georgia gave 
$22,500 in money, and South Carolina gave him $45,000 in money. 
These were free-will offerings after the war was ended, which those 
States were prompted to make to exalted merit for distinguished serv- 
ices, and surely they would redeem the Carolinas and Georgia feom 
the crying sin of ingratitude. 

In 1828 the Congress of the United States passed a law retiring all 
soldiers of the War of the Revolution and all officers on full pay for 
life (on the maximum pay of a captain) who served for two years 
in the continental line. Four years later, in 1832, the Congress of the 
United States passed a law retiring for life on full pay (limited to 
the full pay of a captain) all the minute men, all the militia, and all 
the militia officers who served on and off for two years. In 1833, a 
year later, Congress modified and liberalized that law. The second 
section of the act of 1832 required the reduction of all invalid and 
other pensions and a total relinquishment thereof before receiving 
its benefits; but Congress, on the 19th of February, 1833, removed 
this restriction, so that since that time the soldiers of that war 
received two pensions where their service had been of sufficient dura- 
tion to admit them to pensions under the act of 1832. Congress also 
made the law retroactive two years, to date back to 1830. 

Here is something very substantial that Virginia did for her sol- 
diers: In chapter 21 of the act of October, 1779, it is provided that— 

Officers who shall serve in the Virginia line on the continental 
establishment * * + to the end of the present war, and noncom- 
missioned officers, soldiers, sailors, etc., shall * “ receive land 
$ © following: 


Every 
Every 
Every 
Every 


Every 

And so forth. 

In the act of October, 1780, chapter 3, it was provided: 

“And each recruit and all our soldiers now in service, * * or 
who may enlist by the Ist of April next to serve during the war, and 
who shall serve to the end thereof, shall then receive a healthy negro 
between the ages of 10 and 80 years.” 

That is most startling news—more startling than Hannibal brought 
back from Africa. 

“Or he shall receive $300 in gold or silver, at the option of the 
soldier, in lieu thereof, and moreover be entitled to 300 acres of land.” 

I will cite only one case, which is perhaps a marked one. Lafayette 
was first given 11,520 acres of land; afterwards he was given a full 
township, 86 square miles of land, to be selected by himself, and also 
$200,000 in gold. 

All these vast rewards were in addition to the pension and full pay 
given to Revolutionary officers, according to their rank, by the Con- 
gress of the United States, 


Again, 40 years after the Mexican War, we pensioned every soldier 
who served 60 days in that war, and those who enlisted north of Texas 
could not reach the army in Mexico at that time in 60 days. So these 
soldiers of the Mexican War were pensioned because they were soldiers 
who enlisted in that war and not because of actual seryice at the front 
or any disability whatever. 


I investigated legislation affecting the soldiers of the Revo- 
lutionary War, of the War of 1812, and the Indian wars, and 
as late as 1841 Franklin Pierce, President of the United States, 
congratulated the Congress upon the fact that it had distributed 
80,000,000 acres of the public domain of the United States to 
the gallant soldiers of its wars. I do not believe to-day we are 
looking at this question in a proper manner. We have not any 
public domain to-day so we can say to the soldiers, “ Go and 
select your homes.” We have no public domain left. ‘Then 
what are we to do? Turn and look at the census report of 
this country and find the astounding figures that show now 
that 3,000,000 more people live in the cities of this country 
than live in the country. The drift of population is from the 
country toward the cities and they are overcrowding the cities, 
and the result is going to be disastrous in this country in a few 
more decades unless this tide of migration is turned. 

I suggest to the Congress that we pass a law whereby 
loans can be made to every soldier who seeks to buy a home. 
I am in favor of doing something for the man who wants to 
do something for himself. Lend him money up to a limited 
amount, say, $4,000, to be repaid in 33 years. Let him buy his 
home in the town or in the country, and if he buys it in a city 
or town, let him repay it by monthly payments. If he buys in 
the country, let him repay it by annual payments at a rate 
of interest not to exceed 54 per cent, and take a mortgage 
upon the property. If the property is worth the full amount— 
in other words, where there are young men who desire these 
loans and can show that the property is worth the full 
amount of the proposed loan, permit the Government to lend 
him money up to the full amount. In 33 years’ time the value 
of this real estate will more than double. American citizens 
are being born every day, but there is no new land over 
which to extend our borders. Give a certificate of compensa- 
tion to each veteran of the World War, In 1841 when we 
issued a certificate to every soldier of that war who preferred 
the same to a land grant, he was issued a certificate according 
to his service in the Army. 

If you gentlemen have any doubts about the question of the 
right to compensate these soldiers, I refer you to the remarks 
of Will Rogers, of New York, formerly an Oklahoman, as they 
appeared in the Washington Post «2 December 30, 1923: 


Just been reading in the Literary Digest what both sides have to 
say for and against the bonus. Now, while nothing I would say 
would be quoted, as what you say for humanity don't have near the 
appeal as what you say for political purposes, especially in a presi- 
dential year, still my opinions on the bonus question are not issued 
after first taking the opinions of any constituents and then stringing 
with the majority. 

My opinion is based on what I heard uttered to soldiers in the days 
when we needed them, when they were looked on not as a political 
organization with a few votes to cast, but as the pick of 100,000,000 
people, the saviors of civilization. We never looked on a soldier in 
his uniform but what we who didn’t go felt he was worth 10 of us. 
He went—did more than we even expected him to do. Now why Is he 
not just as much to us to-day? What has he done to lower himself in 
our estimation? He still looks like 10 to 1 to me, and the same to a 
lot of others if they will be honest and tell the truth. 

You promised them everything but the kitchen stove if they would 
go to war. Now a lot of our wealthy men are saying, “ Oh, I am will- 
ing to do anything for the disabled, but nothing for the well." It was 
not these boys“ fault they did not get shot. “(I do not see them doing 
anything for the sick.) When he went away you did not tell him he 
had to come home on a stretcher before you would give him anything, 
did you? 

We promised them everything, and all they got was $1.25 a day and 
some knitted sweaters and socks, And after examining them, they 
wore the socks for sweaters and the sweaters for socks. They deserve 
a bonus just for trying to utilize what was sent to them. 

They got a dollar and a quarter a day. Out of the millions of bul- 
lets fired by the Germans every day, statistics have proyen that an 
average of 25 bullets were fired at each man each day. That figures 
out at the rate of 5 cents a bullet. Now, I am no agitator for an un- 
fair wage or trying to hold anyone up, but the boys in this bonus want 
the salary at least doubled. And I do not think that 10 cents a bullet 
is an exorbitant price. 

At the price things are to-day, I believe that to offer yourself as a 
target at 10 cents a shot is not too much. Some days he worked 24 
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hours, but the pay was just the same, Those Germans would not 
observe the 8-hour law. Then they are not asking anything extra for 
gas bombs, air raids, and cooties. Those things they accepted gratis. 

Now, the only way to arrive at the worth of anything is by com- 
parison. Take shipbuilding, wooden ones, for instance—that is the 
only way they ever were taken, for instance; they were never taken for 
use—statistics show that the men working on them got, at the lowest, 
$12.50 per day, and by an odd coincidence statistics also show that 
each workman drove at the rate of 25 nails a day—the same number 
of nails as bullets stopped or evaded by each soldier per day. That 
makes 50 cents a nail. 

Now, I am broad minded enough to admit that there is a difference 
between the grade of these two employments, but I do not think that 
there is 45 cents per piece difference. I know that bullet stopping 
comes under the heading of unskilled labor and that shipbuilding by 
us during the war was an art. But I do not think that there is that 
much difference between skilled an unskilled. That makes him ten times 
better than the unskilled, while I claim that he is only five times as 
good. 

I may be wrong in my estimation of the two jobs. Kareful Kal 
Koolidge is against mé on this. It is the first time he and I have 
disagreed on one of the big questions. He is new, and I want to give 
him the benefit of the doubt. I realize that our opinions have been 
formed somewhat by our associations, He has been thrown, especially 
lately, with the wealthy, while I have, except on very rare occasions, 
been thrown with the common herd. 

Now, as I say, while the soldiers got no overtime, the nail expert 
got time and a half for overtime up to a certain time, with double 
time and salary after that. Of course, he lost some time in the 
morning selecting which silk shirt he should nail in that day. And 
it was always a source of annoyance as to what car to go to work in. 

Now, I may be wrong, for these rich men who are telling you that 
the nail is ten times harder to handle than the bullet know, for they 
made and sold both of them to the Government. I have not read it, 
but I suppose some puttee manufacturer will come out against the 
bonus pretty soon, 

Everybody's alibi for not giving them the bonus is: “We can not 
commercialize the patriotism of our noble boys.” “They did not go 
to war for money; they went for glory.“ Then another pet argument 
is: “The better element of the returned soldiers are against it them- 
selyes.” These wealthy men say: “All for the disabled; nothing for 
the well.” 

Now, I have a scheme that I do not think has ever been proposed. 
Of course, coming from one with no political office to back it up, I 
doubt if it will be considered. Pay the bonus to all. Then let the 
boys who do not want it give their share to a fund to be added to 
the disabled ones, in addition to their regular share. Everybody 
wants the disabled to be cared for first and best. This plan would 
doubly care for them. We will say that there would be as many boys 
who would not take their money as there are wounded ones. That 
would give each wounded one a double share. Then, if it reached 
even more, put it in a fund for the disabled ones and divide it ac- 
cording to thelr affliction, the more serious getting the most. This 
disabled money would not have to be paid to them at once. It could 
be left with the Government and paid out in yearly installments, 
That would cut down the amount of money that would have to be 
raised immediately. That gets the disabled more than any scheme 
I have heard of, and also eliminates any returned soldier of the em- 
barrassment of receiving $2.50 per day. His conscience would be 
clear. 

I also have a plan of raising this bonus which I haven't heard 
brought up; that is, raise it by a tax on all tax-exempt securities. 
These boys helped their country in a time of need. Tax-exempt bond 
buyer knowingly hindered it in a time of need by cheating it out of 
taxes. 

In 1916 there was 1,296 men whose income was over $300,000 and 
they paid a billion in taxes. This year there was only 246 whose 
income was supposed to be over $300,000 and they only paid 
$153,000,000. 

You mean to tell me that there are only 246 men in this country 
who only make $300,000? Why, say, I have spoken at dinners in 
New York where there was that many in one dining room, much less 
the United States, 

That old alibi about the country not being able to pay is all apple 
sauce. There is no debt in the world too big for this country to 
pay if they owe it. If you owed it to some foreign nation, you would 
talk about honor and then pay it. Now, what do you want to beat 
your own kin out of anything for? You say, “Oh, it’s not enough 
to do him any good, anyway.” If it's not enough to do him any 
good, it’s not enough to do you any harm when you pay it. Tax- 
exempt securities will drive us to the poorhouse, not soldiers’ bonuses. 
This country is not broke, automobile manufacturers are three months 
behind in their orders, and whisky never was as high in its life, 
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And don't forget that there are many and many thousands of boys 
who came back and are not classed as disabled, but who will carry 
some effect of that terrible war as long as they live. I never met 
10 who were not injured in some minor way, to say nothing of the 
dissatisfaction. I claim we owe them everything we have got, and 
if they will settle for a bonus we are lucky. 

Now, if a man is against it, why don’t he at least come out and tell 
the real truth, “I don’t want to spare the money to pay you boys.” 
I think the best insurance in the world against another war is to 
take care of the boys who fought in the last one. You may want to 
use them again. (Copyright, 1928, by the McNaught Syndicate (Inc.).) 


At a time, gentlemen, when there were only 17,000,000 people 
in the United States, they issued a certificate to each soldier 
for $100 if he preferred it to 160 acres of public lands. 

Gentlemen, I want to call your attention to the fact that the 
big business of the country ought to come down to Washington 
and say to the Congress of the United States, We are going 
to forget our selfishness for a day. We want you to pass some 
legislation that will do this country some good as well us the 
soldiers of this country.” When the soldiers of the late war 
look at the records and see that the wealth of the banks alone 
in this country increased $22,000,000,000 from 1914 to 1921, 
what is your answer to them? Is this to be your answer: 
“We are going to lower the taxes and there will be no money 
here, and therefore we can not pass any legislation for your 
benefit 7 ` 

I want to say further that I notice in the papers—and I 
hope they are wrong about it—that gentlemen on the Repub- 
lican side of the House who are former service men expected 
to block legislation, or words to that effect, until the adjusted 
compensation bill could be passed. I do not sympathize with 
that idea. I do not think that would put them in a proper light 
before the country, because they are beneficiaries of the legis- 
lation. It is proper for them to use all necessary steps to 
secure what is right for their buddies of the war, but I hope 
they are misquoted in the statement that it is their purpose to 
obstruct legislation. But, gentlemen, hear me further; if you 
pass legislation giving the boys a chance to own their own 
homes and to own their own land, land values in this country 
will be stabilized overnight upon the passage of such legislation, 
and the fundamental wealth of this country consists of its land 
and real estate values. If you pass this legislation the farmers 
who are now losing their homes on account of depressed 
conditions and depressed and deflated land values in the great 
Middle West will awaken to find their property values stabilized ; 
and thus there will be a reaction, and it will not cost the 
United States, in the long run, any sum of money, but it will 
really pay us in great measure when we have created in this 
country a land of home owners. 

When we read the history of-the world and of the human 
race we see that there is implanted in every human being a 
desire for the ownership of land, and land hunger has demon- 
strated itself after every great war. That is the thing now 
that is showing itself. That is where your restlessness is 
coming from. It is from the longing for land, the opportunity 
to own a little home, a vine and fig tree. We ought to forget 
partisanship, as Members of this House, and politics, because 
this is not a political question, and it is not a partisan question. 
There is more selfishness being demonstrated to-day in America 
than at any time in its history. Your mail will show this con- 
dition. h 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma has expired. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
speak for five minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Ts there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCKEOWN. Many of the letters that come to you are 
letters asking you to make inroads upon the Treasury or to 
grant special privileges at the expense of the Government. You 
are asked to do that under various guises. They will not write 
you upon the paper that tells what their business is, but they 
write to you on plain paper, thinking that you can thus be 
beguiled. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. 

Mr. CONNERY. Does not the gentleman think that these 
big interests that are sending out this propaganda, which we 
receive upon our desks every morning, have not taken into 
consideration the fact that if these men, in whose interest 
Congress is considering the passing of an adjusted compensa- 
tion law, had not gone to France, that instead of considering 
to-day a proposition to reduce taxes we might be paying bil- 
lions of dollars of indemnity to the German Empire? 
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Mr. McKEOWN. I believe in fighting out in the open; I 


believe in fighting fair and square, I believe the business men 
of the country ought to realize that we can get this question 
of a soldiers’ adjusted compensation out of the way. It was 
not their fault. I am not here trying to impede legislation. 
I want to see the taxes of this country reduced, but I want 
to see these boys who helped to save these $9,000,000,000 which 
was loaned to the Allies have their opportunity. It will take 
in the aggregate $8,000,000,000 to make all of the loans to all 
of the boys, but it would be a revolving fund and would come 
back. I would not be in favor of letting them have the re- 
volving fund used for anything except loans, because if we 
turn it over to one of these boards it would not be long before 
they would be paying from $25,000 to $50.000 a year out for 
Salaries of attorneys. I believe the creation of a loan of this 
kind will receive the approbation of a majority of the soldiers 
of this country. I believe that if they had an opportunity to 
select to-day as to whether they would want some cash com- 
pensation as against an opportunity to own a home and pay 
for it they would take the latter. With a certificate of pay 
for their time in the Army, the soldier would have something 
with which to create a credit when financial distress might be 
upon him, and he would not lose his home and have his wife 
and children put out of doors. There are more foreclosures 
on mortgages to-day in Oklahoma than there have been in the 
history of 10 years in that State. { 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Les. 

Mr. MORGAN. In order that I may get clear in my mind 
just what the gentleman is discussing, is his bonus proposal 
a land grant and an elimination of the cash? 

Mr. McKEOWN, It is. in place of a cash bonus, to give 
them an opportunity to borrow money with which to buy a 
home. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then this is a loan proposition? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes; and we would give him a certificate 
for the time that he was in the service. When he was in the 
service working for a dollar a day the fellows driving nails on 
wooden ships were getting $12 a day. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do I understand that the gentleman favors 
a transferable certificate before the man can buy the land? 

Mr. McKEOWN. No; my plan is to give each soldier of the 
late war a certificate, just as it was given to the soldiers of the 
War of 1812. It was a certificate or note, due at the pleasure 
of the United States, for the time that he was in the war. If 
he took advantage of the loan, then he would put up his cer- 
tificate with the United States Government and it would bear 
interest at 54 per cent. [Applause.] 

A distinguished citizen of this country, Hon. William G. Me- 
Adoo, former Secretary of the Treasury, in a statement con- 
tained in the Washington Daily News of date January 4, 1924, 
submits figures to show that taxes can be reduced and bonus 
paid, too, which statement is as follows: 


We can have tax reduction and do justice to the American soldier 
as well, By treating adjusted compensation as a part of the war cost 
and funding it through an issue of 50-year bonds the interest and 
sinking-fund charge should not exceed $80,000,000 to $90,000,000 per 
annum. This would not prevent a reduction in taxes, 

This question should long ago have been taken out of politics and 
in no circumstances should be used for political advantage. The men 
who served lu the trenches got $1.10 per day; those in the reserves 
in America got $1 per day. If the American people belleve that it was 
worth $2.35 per day to serve in the trenches and 82 per day to serve 
in the reserves in America, these being the rates the soldiers are asking 
as adjusted compensation, then the difference between these rates and 
what the soldiers have already received should be paid as an act of 
Justice. 

CIVIL EMPLOYEES PAID. 


We gave more than 500,000 civil employees of the Government during 
the war a bonus of $240 per annum, and this has continued for more 
than five years. Is it less right to give the men who fought the war 
equal consideration? 

We can never afford to say that justice shall not be done because 
it costs something. We have spent our blood copiously in various 
wars to secure justice; shall we refuse to spend money to give justice? 
Justice must never be measured in dollars; it must be measured only 
in righteousness and humanity. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has stated that taxes can be re- 
duced $323,000,000 per annum if the soldiers’ bonus is not granted; 
that they can not be reduced if the bonus is granted. Taxes can be 
reduced and the bonus can be paid as well. 

The Finance Committee of the Senate, of which Mr. McCumber 
was chairman and Mr. Smoor a leading member, reported in 1921 
that if every veteran should accept cash the total cost of adjusted 


compensation would be approximately $1,548,000,000. This figure is 
confirmed by the Secretary of the Treasury in his letter of July 2, 
1921, to Senator Frelinghuysen. 

WOULD PAY CASH, 


I favor paying the bonus in cash and getting it behind us. This 
can be done by issuing 50-year bonds for the required amount. The 
interest charge, including a sufficient sinking-fund provision at 5 
per cent, will be $77,400,000 per annum, 

Deduct this from the $323,000,000 tax reduction proposed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and we have a net reduction in taxes of 
$245,600,000, and the soldiers’ bonus will be disposed of with justice 
to the men and honor to the country. 

Various alternative plans were proposed by the Senate Finance 
Committee, and if all of them were adopted the cost of the bonus 
would be indeterminate and would undoubtedly greatly exceed the 
cash plan 1 have suggested. It is these alternatives which have 
caused confusion in the public mind as to the real cost of the bonus. 
Eut the liability under the cash plan has been definitely determined 
by the exhaustive investigation and report of the Finance Committee 
of the Senate. 

WOULD AVOID PENSIONS. 


I am confident that it will be acceptable to nine-tenths of the 
soldiers. Its adoption will take the matter out of politics and put 
an end to the controversy. I belieye also that this just recognition 
will prove an effective barrier against any demand that may be 
made in the future for service pensions, which, because of the great 
number ef men involved, would impose an almost impossible burden 
on the American people. Justice to the soldiers now may prevent 
injustice to the people later. 

Those who oppose a settlement of this matter by saying it will 
hurt the credit of the Government, or that it can not be financed by 
the Treasury, remind me of those who insisted that the Liberty bonds 
could not be sold to the people. They were pessimists then as they 
are pessimists now. 


If the Congress could see its way to pass legislation along the 
lines 1 suggest I feel that we would merit the confidence and 
respect of a vast majority of the people of the United States, 
and do justice by the soldier not only of the World War but 
of the Spanish-American War. 

The disabled and afflicted veterans are entitled to our most 
tender care and attention. They are the wrecks that have come 
back from the awful war. So many gentlemen express them- 
selves in favor of caring for the disabled, but are opposed to 
compensating the well and strong. It is my wish that those 
who desire to help the disabled could be appointed to positions 
in the Veterans’ Bureau where now it is so hard and nearly 
impossible for a disabled soldier to get fair treatment. 

I believe that the House wants to do justice and will do 
Justice by the veterans of the war and the people of the 
Nation. I appeal to you to not forget the little white crosses 
that mark the resting place of our unforgotten dead in France, 
sleeping in their last resting place in the soil where sleep the 
best of the world’s young manhood, waiting there until that 


day when Gabriel shall sound his bugle. These soldiers were- 


called to battle from a land of peace. They were called to 
follow a stainless flag, and it was the cause of freedom that 
called them to the brink of hell. They were following their 
peaceful vocations going about the streets and highways of 
their beloved native land planning for a life of peace and sery- 
ice in the great Republic. They little dreamed of the terrible 
conflict which was impending, and it was in their merriest 
moments that the “dice of death were cast In the palaces of 
Potsdam and the madmen of Berlin sounded the tocsin of un- 
exampled war.” You will not forget their comrades who re- 
turned, but will reward them as becomes the proudest and 
wealthiest Nation on earth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma has again expired. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
IMr. UpsHaw] is recognized for 15 minutes. 

DRY OATH FOR CONGRESSMEN, 


Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
my record in this unsought controversy between the wet gentle- 
man from Maryland, Mr. Har, and myself has been as straight 
as a straight line; but I am a little afraid that the gentleman 
from Maryland, though representing in his district many who 
are said to be sports, is not a very good “sport” in the highest 
sense of that word. He didn’t do a thing but lug in a lot 
of material with which to load a machine gun, and then got in 
front of that machine gun and dared his colleague to load and 


JANUARY 7, 


1924. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


675 


shoot; and because the execution of that discharge was heavier 
than’ he expected, he gathered himself with the fragments 
thereof and “kinder” made faces at his well-intentioned col- 
league, and said things in the Baltimore and Washington 
papers about the gentleman from Georgia that were not very 
ethical to say the least. You have just heard his prepared 
answer. With its delivery and reception I am thoroughly 
satisfied. 

I have been charged by the gentleman from Maryland and 
a number of wet papers in Baltimore with having gone out of 
my way to attack the historic State of Maryland and the great 
city of Baltimore, and to have done this thing and that to the 
gentleman from Maryland. I remind you that Mr. Hill threw 
the first brickbat, and then because his colleague picked up that 
brickbat, wrapped it up with incontestable facts and hurled it 
back with force enough to break some treasured Baltimore 
jugs and bottles, he has been tremendously disconcerted ever 
since. 

I am going to ask you to remember the fact that just be- 
fore Christmas, through the good offices of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, the minority leader [Mr. Garrertr], I secured the 
privilege, within my right as a Member of Congress, to address 
this House upon the opening day of the New Year upon “The 
majesty of the law and national sobriety.” Whatever may 
be said of the original intent of the matter of that speech, 
you must agree, I think, that the subject was dignified and that 
the theme was pertinent to present-day conditions. I should 
have been glad to proceed in an orderly parliamentary dis- 
cussion of the subject, but the gentleman from Maryland for- 
bade, In all good humor, as an evidence of the fact that he 
was seeking, not “light on the subject“ of conditions in 
Georgia, the enforcement of the Volstead Act, and what not, 
but was rather seeking the limelight, he immediately issued to 
the papers a sensational “bloody-shirt” letter reviving sectional 
questions; giving that letter to the press of the Nation before 
it ever reached me. 

I received a clipping from a New York paper with glowing 
headlines, “UpsHaw Baited by Wet Leader.“ This charge 
against Georgia was made before I ever mentioned the name of 
Maryland. I never called the name of Baltimore until he had 
said bad things about Savannah. And then, in addition to that, 
I remind you that he laid at the door of my seat here the 
charge of political fraud, on the basis of intimidation, which 
was tantamount to a wholesale charge against the credentials of 
almost every Democrat from the South, for all of us oceupy our 
seats practically on the same basis. Having given that letter 
to the press before Christmas, having afterwards given that 
letter to every one of you, it became a national challenge to my 
honor and to the honor of every southern colleague; and if I 
had failed to defend my State and my colleagues in this House, 
whose right to sit here had been likewise questioned, I would 
have been branded all over America as a coward, The liquor 
crowd found out long ago, I think, that I am not a coward. 
And so, preserving all of the amenities, I think, of debate, 
keeping in good humor—for I want to be unfailingly peren- 
nial—I discussed the question that he has forced upon me. 

Everybody knows, who has sense enough to get out of the 
way of a “tin Lizzie” or a Washington street car, that the 
analogies I drew from the comparison of votes between Con- 
gressmen of the North and South were only made in good- 
humored raillery and only meant exactly as much as Mr. HIL 
meant in laying the charge that my seat was not being held in 
political honor. But, boiled down, gentlemen, you know that 
there is not one scintilla of weight about his charge. He 
singled out Mr. Upsuaw, if you please, because I have been 
rather active along the opposite side from Mr. Hm. As much 
could have been said about the Representatives of all other 
Southern States as he has said about mine; and I want to say 
very frankly that it has been wonderfully gratifying to me that 
I have received as many warm-hearted, generous expressions of 
approval concerning my speech made the other day from my 
fair-minded Republican friends as I have from my Democratic 
friends. They have been kind enough to say I helped them to 
see the situation as they had not seen it before. Mr. Hi 
makes me think—I can not help it—of the ride we had on the 
bosom of Lake Geneva this summer, when we suddenly became 
aware of the fact that we were not riding on Lake Geneya but 
on Lake Leman. 

1 HILL of Maryland. What kind of “hootch” did you 
ve? 

Mr. UPSHAW. And somebody told the story of the heiress 
who had girdled the globe and come back to tell about the 
wonderful time which she had on Lake Geneva watching the 
snow-capped peaks, which seemed to kiss the stars, and so forth, 
and that then from Lake Geneva she went on Lake Leman, 


when she was gently reminded that Lake Geneva and Lake 
Leman were synonymous. “Oh,” she said, “I knew that; but 
one is much more synonymous than the other.” [Laughter] I 
can not help thinking about it when I think about Mr. Hiuu's 
charge. Baltimore, Hix, and “ booze” legislation seem so syn- 
onymous. He and his“ wet“ papers take umbrage at what I said 
about Baltimore. You know and I know what is borne out by 
the facts. A prominent railroad man I met on the train when 
I was going to Cincinnati Saturday night thanked me for my 
plain speaking and said there is one street in Baltimore 7 
miles long and anywhere there is a store, garage, stable, or 
whatnot you can safely go in and get anything you please. 

Mr. Hixt’s mistake was that he singled out Georgia, as though 
Georgia were a greater “moonshine” sinner than Massachu- 
setts, than New York, than Maryland. As I said the other day, 
we all regret beyond measure lawbreaking anywhere. But I 
put Mr. Hrt to the test now. I put into italics what I said 
here a year ago. Put a sleuthhound after my tracks from the 
day I was born a citizen until now; and if you find I have not 
kept this faith that I preach, I will resign from Congress. And 
Mr. Hitz said he would like to see all Georgia Congressmen 
sign a pledge—that he would follow suit. If I had a pledge card 
I would do it now, and I put it up to him. I hereby pledge to 
abstain—heéllo; here it is, just brought me by this wide-awake 
page. All right, Mr. HILL; I call your hand right now, what- 
ever that means. [Laughter.] Here is the Lincoln-Lee Legion 
pledge card, with the pledge written by Abraham Lincoln: 


I hereby enroll with the Lincoln-Lee Legion and promise with God's 
help to keep the following pledge : 

“Whereas the use of intoxicating liqnors as a beverage is produc- 
tive of pauperism, degradation, and crime, believing it is our duty 
to discourage that which produces more evil than good, we therefore 
pledge ourselves to abstain from the use of intoxicating liquors as a 
beverage, 

“Whereas good government demands obedience to law, I will stand 
for enforcement of all laws, including the prohibition of the liquor 
traffic.” 


I here and now, in the presence of my colleagues and Almighty 
God, sign this pledge. Come on, Mr. Hur. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. UPSHAW. No, sir; I yield for your signature. Come 
on and sign. [Langhter.] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I said I would sign if you per- 
suaded the whole Georgia delegation to sign. But I am glad 
the gentleman has decided finally that he needs to sign it. 

Mr. UPSHAW. I am not responsible for my colleagues. 
They are all sober gentlemen. You said you would sign if I 
would. We are bound to believe that a man who, after that 
speech, will not sign a pledge like that evidently wants the 
world to know that he wishes to reserve special privileges to 
himself. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. No; I am not a graduate of the 
Civil War. 

Mr. UPSHAW. I could assert my personal privilege and 
have one hour, but I will not. The first page of the Baltimore 
News of Saturday last, January 5, contains a good picture of 
the gentleman from Maryland and only a tolerably good picture 
of Mr. UpsHaw. The headlines read“ Maryland lawmaker as- 
sails Georgian as dry hypocrite,” and Mr. Hira is quoted as 
saying: 

I charge that UrsHaw is a political hypocrite as well as being a 
prohibition charlatan. 


Too bad, Mr. HIIx, too bad! 

Now, a political hypocrite is also a moral hypocrite, and I 
believe the gentlemen in this House overwhelmingly acquit 
the gentleman from Georgia from that groundless charge. And 
as to being a charlatan, I remind the gentleman that a 
charlatan is a faker, a dishonest pretender, and the vote of the 
great fifth district of Georgia, with Atlanta as the capital of 
that district, in sending me back to Congress a third time, 
giving me every ward in Atlanta and every county in the 
district, shows, thank God, that they do not indorse his charge 
of my being a pretender. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. What was that vote? 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes more. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have one minute more. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker, five minutes was what I asked 
for. I gave the gentleman ten. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. UPSHAW. I did not interrupt you at all. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I thought perhaps you might want 
to tell of that vote. 

Mr. UPSHAW. The gentleman from Maryland remembers, 
as I told you the other day—it is useless to discuss it, for the 
gentleman seems unable to comprehend—that our elections are 
Settled chiefly in the primaries, and in the very vote to which 
he referred the opposition was so negligible, that I, myself, 
remained in Texas and paid no attention to it. I am not 
responsible for the lack of interest taken in the elections down 
there, so that people do not want to pay their taxes and vote 
the Republican ticket. But I have proven my case, and I 
again dare any man on the floor of this House or any Ameri- 
can anywhere to bring one bit of evidence to prove that 
any intelligent negro can not register and vote in peace with- 
out hindrance, and go to the ballot box as straight as a white 
man. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hitz] seems to be 
greatly distressed about the publicity given my speech, be- 
grudging me the great blessing that came when a gifted gen- 
erous friend, attracted by the things I stood for, came to my 
sick room and volunteered, knowing I was not able to handle 
the details, to give publicity to my address. As he has testi- 
tied to Mr. HILL to-day, I am not responsible for the generous 
words with which he introduced my speech to the press of the 
country nor for the suggestion of higher honors which many 
papers and prominent Americans have made. I am just trying 
to be one thing—a faithful, sober, efficient Representative of a 
great people who have trusted me. 

Frankly, gentlemen, I do not think that my reputation for 
intellectual force is very greatly enhanced by this unsought 
discussion with the gentleman from Maryland, and I believe, 
instead of claiming the privilege of the floor for an hour on 
this publication, I shall have to decline further to be the ring- 
master for Mr. Hits menagerie. 

Mr. HT can go back and be the reputed “idol of the wets” 
of Baltimore and continue the hero of the Baltimore jug and 
bottle men if he prefers, but I would not exchange the tribute 
in this telegram from the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Georgia, signed by Mrs. Lilla Dillard, president, and 
Mrs. W. F. Trenory, secretary, thanking me for my defense of 
their sacred White Ribbon cause, for all the wealth of the 
gentleman's State, that seems to love liquor better than the 
Constitution of our country. I lay at your feet and at the feet 
of my country a new dedication of my truceless warfare until 
the law is triumphant and sobriety is enthroned. 

It is a privilege to have fellowship with this Congress. I 
have said everywhere that it is overwhelmingly dry. But I 
um safe, I know, in asking that all should set the great whole- 
some example that you would have public men set before your 
sons and daughters everywhere. 

I see from these letters—I could publish many more—that 
Baltimore has many noble people in it who do not indorse Mr. 
Tittt’s position, but believe in the old-fashioned doctrine I 
preach, 

1527 Norra GILMOR STREET, 
Battimore, Md., January 6, 192%. 
Hon. W. D. Ursmaw, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 

Dear Sin: I wish to express my profound appreciation for your 
splendid stand for the eighteenth amendment and the Voistead Act. 

It is not hypocrisy in anyone to fight against those who try to use 
their power to destroy any part of our national Constitution, 

Maryland is not in accord with Mr. Hitt. He may have the conceit 
to believe Maryland would back him in his fight for intoxicating liquors 
to be again legalized, but he is badly mistaken, 

The great majority in all States stand for the Constitution as the 
people have made it. I trust God will give you power to continue your 
noble stand for sobriety and human righteousness, 

Your fellow American, 
P. L. THOMAS. 


BALTIMORE, MD., January 6, 1923. 
Hon. W. D. UPSHAW, 
House of Congress, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sin: Just a word of congratulation on the stand you have long 
taken and are now taking on this important and nation-wide question 


of sobriety. May you in this ease, the same as any other where right 
and wrong are concerned, win a great vietory for right. 
I beg to remain 
Respectfully yours, 
Gro. S. Sutrn, 
2879 Woodbrook Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 


— 


8812 BARRINGTON ROAD, 
Baltimore, Jantary 4, 1924. 


Dear Mr. Ursnaw: The law-abiding citizens of Baltimore thank you 
for speaking plainly. They are ashamed of the conduct of Congress- 
man HILL, who is continually “cutting antics” for the delectation of 
the morons in the political bleachers. He makes bootleg wine in his 
own home, so you may imagine the kind of Influence exerted. 

If Congressmen swear to uphold the Constitution of the United 
States, why could not they be impeached when they violate it? We 
should delight to have an example made of public men who break their 
oaths. I have no objection to any legitimate use of my name when 
it comes to a question of defense of the law and the Constitution. 

Sincerely yours, FRED SIDNEY MAYER. 


These good people agree with my old-fashioned Christian 
father, who taught his boys around the family altar that he 
would never vote for any man who was not a moral example 
for the boys whom he sent out into the world. On this basis 
I stand without apology or equivocation. And now I ask— 
not being very proud of Mr. Hs performances in this mat- 
ter—that we dedicate our lives and our patriotism to bigger 
things. [Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES—COMMUNI- 
CATION FROM THE DIRECTOR GENERAL OF RAILROADS AND AGENT 
OF THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, a 
communication from the Director General of Railroads and 
Agent of the President submitting a summary of the progress 
made to December 81, 1923, in liquidating “all matters, in- 
cluding compensation, and all questions and disputes arising out 
of or incident to Federal control,” as provided for in section 
202 of the transportation act of 1920. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


THE Wuite House, January 7. 1924. 
PERMISSION TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp, es well as the 
remarks of the former Secretary of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mc- 
Keown] asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his re- 
marks in the Recoxp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UPSHAW. I make the same request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Ursuaw] 
makes the same request. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that to-morrow, following the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Beroy], the gentleman from Texas 
[ Mr. MANSFIELD] may address the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gan- 
RETT] asks unanimous consent that to-morrow, following the 
speech of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Beepy], that the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MANSFIELD] may address the House 
for 15 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
speak out of order for five minutes in regard to the recent 
death of a former Member of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Lowney] asks unanimous consent to speak out of order for 
five minutes with regard to the recent death of a former 
Member of this House. Is there objection? 

ae was no objection. 

HON. THOMAS SPIGHT. 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, it is hardly customary for this 
House to pause in its deliberations to take note of the passing 
of a man who has long ceased to be a Member here. How- 
ever, I have asked the brief indulgence of my colleagues that 
I may speak a word in regard to the death of a former Repre- 


1924. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


677 


sentative of my district whom I find still to be remembered and 
held in high esteem by many with whom I talk in Washington. 

I refer to Hon. Thomas Spight, late of Ripley, Miss. He 
passed away on Saturday afternoon, January 5. At this very 
moment while I am speaking to vou I am sure that hundreds 
of his fellow citizens are gathered at his funeral paying a 
final tribute of respect to the man whom they so delighted 
to honor while he lived. And here in this House, where he 
was trusted and honored, I with other friends want to join 
those at his home and lay a wreath upon his casket. 

Thomas Spight volunteered for service in the Confederate 
Army when scarcely more than a boy. He made an enviable 
record as a soldier, rising to the rank of captain before he was 
21 years of age. At the close of that Jong struggle, like other 
Confederate soldiers, he returned to look on devastated fields 
and dilapidated: homes, to find fortunes ruined, and social and 
economic systems disorganized. But like many others he faced 
the forbidding situation bravely and -cheerfully and dedicated 
himself to the service of his stricken people. 

He took up the study and the practice of law, where he 
soon distinguished himself. For eight years he was State’s 
attorney in his judicial district. Then for six terms he occu- 
pied a seat in this House, retiring from public life in 1911. 

Retirement from public life, however, did not mean cessation 
of activity. In the community where he lived for more than 
81 years he has continued to be vigorously active in his pro- 
fession and to give his energy freely in every good cause, until 
now he is gathered to his fathers, one of the purest, one of the 
truest, one of the finest sons of that great old South from 
which he sprang. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to speak for 15 minutes to-morrow after the gentlemen 
who have already been allowed time. It is the 8th of January, 
and I may feel the spirit move me and desire to say a few 
words on the anniversary of the great battle of New: Orleans. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. O'Cox- 
Nox] asks unanimous consent to speak for 15 minutes to-morrow 
after the gentlemen who have already been allowed time. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Atteoop for five days on account of the death of his 
father. € 

To Mr. CaNrTIETID on account of death in his family. 

To Mr. Romsve indefinitely on account of sickness. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS HOUSE. — 


‘Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that at the conclusion of the addresses scheduled for to-morrow 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Lzayrrr] be permitted to 
address the House for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Long- 
WORTH] asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the 
addresses scheduled for to-morrow the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. Leavirr] be permitted to address the House for 30 minutes. 
Is there objection? 

'There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

‘The motion was agreed to;,accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 11 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
January 8, 1924, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, HTC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

246. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the American Battle Monuments Commission for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1924, $95,750 (H. Doc. No. 133); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. . 

247. A communication from the -President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the Smithsonian Institution for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1924, for the laying of water mains and the erection of fire 
hydrants in the Smithsonian grounds, $8,500 (H. Doc. No. 
184) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

248. A communication from the Prezident of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental.estimate of appropriation 
for the Federal Power Commission for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1924, for printing and binding, $1,000 (H. Doc. No, 
1) 4 to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

249. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting deficiency and supplemental. estimates of 
appropriations for the legislative establishment of the United 
States for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, and the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1924, amounting in all to $23,232.02 (H. 
Doc. No. 136) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

250. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the United States Housing Corporation for the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1923, and June 80, 1924, for ground rent for 
the Government hotels for Government workers for the period 
November 15, 1922, to June 30, 1924, $120,968 (H. Doc. No. 
187) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

251. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the legislative establishment of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, in the sum of $345,000 (H. Doc. 
No. 138) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

252. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1924, to defray the expenses 
incurred on account of the sickness and death of President 
Harding, $28,000 (H. Doc. No. 139); to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

253. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1924, submitted by the War 
Department for the payment of a claim of the J. Maury Dove 
Co. for ‘$9,505.08 (H. Doc. No. 140); to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. È 

254. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting deficiency estimates of appropriations for 
the Federal Board for Vocational Education for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1924, amounting to $75,682.09 (H. Doc. No. 
141); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

255. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the Postmaster 
General, submitting claims for damages to privately owned 
property in the sum of $2,548.63, which have been adjusted 
and which require an appropriation for their payment (H. Doc. 
No. 142); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

256. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting judgments rendered against the Govern- 
ment by the United States district courts requiring an appro- 
priation for their payment (H. Doc. No. 143); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

257. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting judgments rendered against the Govern- 
ment by the United States District Court for the District of 
New Mexico in connection with condemnation pro 
under the provisions of section 7, Thirty-second Statutes, page 
399, and which require an appropriation for their payment 
(H. Doc. No. 144); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

258. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting records of judgments rendered against 
the Government by the United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of New York, sitting in admiralty, requiring 
an appropriation (H. Doc. No. 145); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

259. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a list of judgments rendered against the 
Government by the district courts of the United States, as 
submitted by the Attorney General through the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which require an appropriation for their pay- 
ment (H. Doc. No. 146); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

260. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a list of judgments rendered by the 
Court of Claims, which have been submitted by the Attorney 
General through the Secretary of the Treasury, and which 
require an appropriation for their payment (H. Doc. No. 
147) me to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

261. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports 
of the Chief of Engineers, the Chief Signal Officer, the Super- 
intendent of the United States Military Academy, and the War 
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Department Supply Division, of typewriters, adding machines, 
and similar labor-saving devices exchanged during the fiscal 
year 1923 as part payment for new labor-saving devices pur- 
chased; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

262. A letter from the Comptroller General, transmitting a 
report showing what officers of the Government were delinquent 
for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1923, in rendering or trans- 
mitting their accounts, together with a list of such officers as 
were found upon final settlement of their accounts to be in- 
debted to the Government and who at the date of making this 
report have not paid such indebtedness into the Treasury of 
the United States; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 1948) granting a pension to Mace M. Wil- 
liams; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4069) to correct the military record of Stephen 
L. Noland; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 2986) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Lamb; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1940) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Young; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2154) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles N. Cannon; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4021) for the relief of the heir at law of A. 
Barker; Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 4796) to extend the time of 
the Hudson River Connecting Railroad Corporation for the 
completion of its bridge across the Hudson River in the State 
of New York; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 4797) to repeal 
the transportation act of 1920; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4798) to repeal so much of Title III of the 
transportation act of 1920 as creates the Railroad Labor Board, 
and to abolish said board; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4799) to repeal section 15a and section 
19a of the interstate commerce act; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 4800) to provide for the pro- 
motion of physical education in the United States through co- 


operation with the States in the preparation and payment of | 


supervisors and teachers of physical education, to appropriate 
money and regulate its expenditure, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 4801) making an appropria- 
tion to establish a national military park at Oriskany (N. Y.) 
battle field; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4802) authorizing the expenditure for cer- 
tain purposes of receipts from oil and gas on the Navajo Indian 
Reservation in Arizona and New Mexico; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4803) to authorize the sale of lands and 
plants not longer needed for Indian administrative or allot- 
ment purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4804) to authorize the allotment of cer- 
tain lands within the Fort Yuma Indian Reservation, Calif., 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4805) authorizing the 
extension of the park system of the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4806) granting a pension to teamsters, 
bridge builders, and railroad repairers who were in the sery- 
ice of the United States during the Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAVROT: A bill (H. R. 4807) granting the consent 
of Congress to the State Highway Commission of Louisiana 


to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the West Pearl River in the State of Louisiana; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) granting the consent of Congress 
to the construction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge 
across the Pearl River between the parish of St. Tammany in 
Louisiana and the county of Hancock in Mississippi; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4809) directing the Secre- 
tary of Labor to make an investigation and report on the sub- 
ject of convict labor in the United States; to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 4810) to promote civiliza- 
tion and self-support among the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of Minnesota, and to carry into effect the agreements 
with said Indians under the provisions of the act of January 
14, 1889 (25 Stat. 642) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 4811) repealing section 301 
and section 302, revenue laws, 1921, approved November 23, 
1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to reduce and equalize taxation, to provide revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approved November 23, 1921; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4813) to amend Title II of the revenue 
act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4814) amending section 230 of the revenue 
act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4815) to amend section 257 of the revenue 
act of 1921, so as to provide for publicity of tax records; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 4816) authorizing the See- 
retary of War to permit the city of Vicksburg, Miss., to con- 
struct and maintain water mains on and under the national 
cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss. ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MCKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 4817) granting the consent 
of Congress to the State of Illinois and the State of Iowa, or 
either of them, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River 
connecting the county of Whiteside, III., and the county of Clin- 
ton, Iowa; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4818) to perfect 
the title of purchasers of Indian lands sold under the provisions 
of any act of Congress and pursuant to regulations of the See- 
retary of the Interior; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 4819) to provide for the 
construction of a military road at the United States cemetery 
at Fort Gibson, Okla.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4820) to amend the act entitled 
“An act to readjust the pay and allowances of the commissioned 
and enlisted personnel of Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast 
Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Public Health Service,” 
approved June 10, 1922; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 4821) to amend the 
practice and procedure in Federal courts, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 4822) to exempt from duty cal- 
cium arsenite and calcium arsenate; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLAGUE: A bill (H. R. 4823) to amend section 
406 (a) of an act to regulate interstate and foreign commerce 
in livestock, livestock products, dairy products, poultry, poul- 
try products, and eggs, and for other purposes, approved Au- 
gust 15, 1921; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) to amend section 304 of an act to 
regulate interstate and foreign commerce in livestock, livestock 
products, dairy products, poultry, poultry products, and eggs, 
and for other purposes, approved August 15, 1921; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 4825) for the estab- 
lishment of industrial schools for Alaskan native children; to 
the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4826) to extend the authority of the 
Secretary of Commerce in regulating the fisheries of Alaska ; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4827) for the establishment of a land 
district in southeastern Alaska, and for the appointment of a 
register and receiver of a land office at Juneau, Alaska; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4828) to amend section 27 of the act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the promotion and maintenance of 
the Ameriean merchant marine, to repeal certain emergency 
legislation, and provide for the disposition, regulation, and 
use of property acquired thereunder, and for other purposes,” 
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approved June 5, 1920; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PEERY: A bin (H. R. 4829) to establish a national 
park in the State of Virginia; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. CLARK of New York: A bill (H. R. 4880) to pro- 
vide for the protection of forest lands, for the reforestation of 
denuded areas, for the extension of national forests, and for 
other purposes, in order to promote the continuous production 
of timber on lands chiefly suitable therefor; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: A bill (H. R. 4831) to 
amend the revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. STENGLE: A bill (H. R. 4882) amending section 253 
of the revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BECK: A bill (H. R. 4833) to amend section 257 of 
the revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 4834) to authorize the de- 
ferring of payments of reclamation charges; to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 4835) to pay tuition of 
Indian children in public schools; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4886) to provide for the addition of certain 
public lands to the Lewis and Clark National Forest in Mon- 
tana; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4837) to pro- 
vide for hospitalization, medical treatment, nursing, and all 
necessary care of honorably discharged disabled ex-service men ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 4838) to amend. an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, and prior 
fiscal years, and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1921; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 4839) granting allowances for 
rent, fuel, light, and equipment to postmasters of the fourth 
class, and for other purposes: to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 4840) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to transfer jurisdiction over a portion of the Fort 
Keogh Military Reservation, Mont., to the United States De- 
partment of Agriculture for agricultural experimental pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 4841) to 
provide further for the national security and defense; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ROACH: A bill (H. R. 4842) to regulate and control 
certain interstate commerce shipments of pistols, revolvers, and 
other like deadly weapons, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 4843) to provide for an 
examination and survey of channel from the municipal pier 
and municipal boat harbor at Newport News, Va., to the chan- 
nel which. connects the deep water in the James River with 
Hampton Roads, Va.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4844) to provide vocational training for 
persons who failed to commence training within the time pre- 
scribed in the act, approved March 4, 1921, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. for the year ending June 80, 1922, and for other pur- 
poses”; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REED. of West Virginia (by request): A bill (H. R. 
4845) to amend an act entitled “An act for the regulation of the 
practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for the 
protection of the people from empiricism in relation thereto,” 
approved June 6, 1892, and acts amendatory thereof; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 4846) to provide study periods 
for post-office clerks; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 4847) to provide for a modi- 
fication of the time calendar now in general use in the. United 
States, the modified form to be known as the liberty calendar; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill. (H. R. 4848) to purchase a paint- 
ing of the several ships of the United States Navy in 1891 
and entitled “ Peace”; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4849) to amend 
an act for retirement of lighthouse employees, approved June 
20, 1918; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 4850) to confer jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court, Northern District of 
California, to adjudicate the claims of American citizens; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRIS; A bill (H. R. 4851) for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Eminence; State of Kentucky, 
and authorizing money to be appropriated therefor; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) to enlarge, extend, and remodel the 
post-office building at Lexington, Ky., and to acquire additional 
land therefor if necessary; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 4853) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to cause the Federal building at 
Jackson, Tenn., to be enlarged, extended, remodeled, and im- 
proved; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CLAGUE: A bill (H. R. 4854) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Pipestone, in the State of Minnesota; to the Committee on 
Public buildings and Grounds, $ 

By Mr. LARSEN of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 4855) to provide 
for the authorization of appropriation for the purchase of a 
site and tlie erection of a Federal building at Cochran, Ga.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WATRES: A bill (H. R. 4856) to increase the limit 
of cost of the United States post-office building in Olyphant, Pa.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4857) to authorize 
the acquisition of a site and the erection thereon of a Federal 
building at Dubuque, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4858) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Independence, 
Iowa ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4859) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Waverly, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4860) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Waterloo, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Eagle Grove, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4862) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Eldora, Iowa; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4868) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Manchester, 
Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4864) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection thereon of a Federal building at Clarion, Iowa; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 4865) to provide for the 
enlargement, extension, and remodeling of the Federal building 
at Mobile, Ala.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 4866) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Whiting, Ind.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SALMON: A bill (H. R. 4867) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a suitable public building at 
Mount Pleasant, Maury County, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4868) relative to public 
buildings and grounds in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CONNOR of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 4869) to 
establish a national military park to commemorate the Battie’ 
of New Orleans; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOYLAN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 123) regarding 
prisoners in Ireland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SWOOPE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 126) adopting 
The Star Spangled Banner, words by Francis Scott Key and 
music by Samuel Roberts, as the national anthem; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. RANKIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 127) express- 
ing the intention of the United States to grant complete and 
absolute independence to the Philippine Islands and requesting 
the President to consider the expediency of effecting a treaty 
of recognition for said Republic; to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 128) to pro- 
mote peace and to equalize the burdens and to minify the 
profits of war; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. BACON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 129) authoriz- 
ing the erection on public grounds in the city of Washington, 
D. C., of a memorial to the Navy and Marine services, to be 
known as Navy and Marine memorial dedicated to Americans 
lost at sea; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Resolution (H. Res. 120) 
given dine paragraph 8 of Rule XXIII; to the Committee oa 

ules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 121) amending Rule XX, section 2; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 122) adding Rule XLIV to the House 
rules; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 123) amending section 8, Rule X, 
of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 124) amending Rule XIII of the 
rules of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 125) amending section 8 of Rule 
XXY of the rules of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 126) amending section 3 of Rule I of 
the rules of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 127) amending section 5 of Rule 
XXII of the rules of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 128) amending Rule XIII of the 
rules of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 129) amending section 56 of Rule XI 
of the rules of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 130) amending Rules X and XI of 
the rules of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 131) amending section 1 of Rule 
XIV of the rules of the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RATHBONE: Resolution (H. Res. 132) to investigate 
certain officers of the Department of Justice; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Resolution (H. Res. 183) providing for 
an additional clerk to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization ; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WATKINS: Resolution (H Res. 184) that the Pres- 
ident be requested to inform the House of Representatives of 
the reasons for issuance of the Executive order dismissing Di- 
rector Wilmeth and 27 other employees of the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. JOST: Resolution (H. Res, 135) to suspend considera- 
tion of an action on soldier bonus legislation until such time as 
the House shall have enacted an adequate pension and relief law 
for crippled and infirm soldiers and sailors of the late war, and 
widows and orphans of deceased veterans of said war; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 186) placing Charles 
A. Howard and William Echloff on the statutory rolls of the 
House of Representatives; to the Committee on Accounts, 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of the Island of Porto Rico, asking that an act of the Con- 
gress of the United States “ Providing for aid to the States 
for the construction of rural and postal roads, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, be extended to Porto Rico; 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the Island of Porto 
Rico, asking that Congress extend to the island of Porto Rico 
the provisions of the following laws: Vocational education, 
merchant marine, compensation act, an act to create a depart- 
ment of education, an act to regulate the employment of minors 
and to provide for the compulsory school attendance of children 
in the District of Columbia, maternity law, act to protect 
the health and safety of employees of carriers by railroad sub- 
ject to interstate commerce act, and act providing for the 
establishment of a minimum wage board; to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 4870) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Omer P. Rosecrans; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 4871) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles B. Diemart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4872) granting a pension to Lulia M. 
Eungard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4873) granting a pension to Thomas 
Anderson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BOYLAN: A bill (H. R. 4874) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Bender; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr, BULWINKLE: A Dill (H. R. 4875) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay war-risk insurance to the 
stepfather of Max Wilcox; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 4876) granting an increase 
of pension to Julietta Radloff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 4877) for the relief of Esther 
Sonen 11 to 5 art on Claims. 

y Mr. CLAGUE: A bill (H. R. 4878) granting a sion to 
Carrie L. Tuttle; to the Committee on Invalid PARTOS 

By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H R. 4879) for the relief of John 
Ferrell; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4880) grant- 
ing a pension to John M. Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 4881) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah J, Hiatt; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNK: A bill (H. R. 4882) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Finley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4883) granting 
a pension to Henry T. Sprinkle; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4884) granting a pension to Anderson 
Shoemaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4885) granting a pension to John Well- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4886) granting an increase of pension to 
John Pennington ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Badger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to Luther L. 
Sloan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 4889) granting a pension to 
Ophelia E. H. Plyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4890) granting reim- 
bursement and pay to Thomas Simpson, jr.; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to 
Maggie A. Farrill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 4892) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary G. McKenney; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 4893) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of Schoolfield, State of Vir- 
ginia, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4894) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Danville, State of Virginia, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 4895) granting a pension to 
Carrie M. Doucette; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4896) for the relief of John H. Cowley; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL: A bill (H. R. 4897) granting 
a pension to Anna Preston; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4898) granting an increase of pension to 
Hester A. Maust; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 4899) granting a pension to 
John G. MacFarlane; to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4900) granting a pension to Peter Rule; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 4901) granting a pension 
to Harriet Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 4902) for the relief of 
Emanuel Wallin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 4908) granting an increase 
of pension to Fred B. Weaver; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4904) for the relief of Jesse P. Brown; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4905) granting an increase 
of pension to Lee Begley; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) granting a pension to Emily J. 
Poe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 4907) providing for the 
transfer in fee simple of the Fort Missoula, Mont., timber 
reserve to the State of Montana for the State University of 
Montana forest school; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 4908) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert Willis; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4909) granting an increase of pension to 
John Pranke; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) for the relief of Passed Asst. 
Paymaster Julian H. Maynard, United States Navy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 4911) granting a pen- 
sion to Lucy Perkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4912) for the relief of Benjamin A. Way- 
bright; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 4918) to pay to Jere 
Austill fees earned as United States commissioner; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAGEE of New York: A bill (H. R. 4914) granting 
a pension to Martha A. Worden; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin F. Durnell; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4916) granting a pension to Julia E. 
Forbes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 4917) for the relief of A. S. 
Rosenthal Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief of Hans Roehl; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4919) to carry out the decree of the 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Penn- 
sylvania in the case of United States of America, owner of the 
steam dredge Delaware, against the steamship A. A. Raven, 
American Transportation Co., claimant, and to pay the amount 
decreed to be due said company; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MINAHAN: A bill (H. R. 4920) granting a pension 
to William Cornick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4921) for the relief of Alice Barnes; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4922) granting a 
pension to Sarah E. Harkleroad; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 4923) for the relief of 
J. Walter Payne; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4924) for the relief of the heirs of Agnes 
Ingels, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4925) for the relief of the legal prepre- 
sentatives of James H. Holladay, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. : 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4926) -ranting a pension 
to William D. Henry; to the Committee on Invalid P -nsions. 

By Mr. PRALL: A bill (H. R. 4927) for the relief of Thomas 
Vincent Corey; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 4928) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Susan Tutwiler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4929) granting a pension to Amanda 
Jordan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 4930) for the relief of 
Gabriel Roth; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 4931) granting a pension to 
Nancy Toles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4932) for the relief of Jacob F. Webb; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSENBLOOM: A bill (H. R. 4933) granting a 
pension to Oakley Randall; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4934) granting a pension to Samantha A. 
Broszt ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to George W. 
Sampson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4936) granting a pension to Sanford L. 
Martin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of 
* to Frances Gaskins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. SALMON: A bill (H. R. 4988) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4939) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth A. Power; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4940) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4941) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Holt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 4942) for the relief of Ed- 
ward D. Bartlett; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4943) granting a pension to Cora F. 
Marlette; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 4944) granting a pension to 
Fannie M. Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4945) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Jane Fee; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4946) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Graves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4947) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel E. Kerby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4948) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie Wolbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 4949) for the relief 
of Frank Buteau; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 4950) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Natural Bridge, State of 
New York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4951) granting a pension to Anson A. 
Hungerford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry D. Frasier; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4953) granting a pension to Margaret 
Newell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4954) granting a pension to Allie W. 
Seeber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4955) granting a pension to Susan F. 
Illingsworth ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4956) granting a pension to Ella L. Kipp; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWOOPE: A bill (H. R. 4957) granting a pension to 
Mary M. Heard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4958) granting a pension to Catherine H. 
Jenkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4959) granting 
a pension to Harry Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Calloway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to 
Willie E. Vaughan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4962) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Murphy; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 4963) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ellen Cranston; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Whalan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 4965) granting a pension to 
Fred H. Helms; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 4966) to clear the military 
record of Alfred O. Huestis of desertion; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4967) to clear the military record of 
Cecil C. Warner from the stigma of dishonorable discharge 
from the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 4968) for the relief of Craw- 
ford Miller; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. R. 4969) granting a pension 
to May V. Dusenbury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4970) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Skeels; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

398. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of the City 
Council of the city of Chicago, requesting that a Federal survey 
be made of Chicago River and Calumet River traffic with refer- 
ence to the problem of fixed-bridge construction; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

399. Also (by request): Petition of citizens of the United 
States, approving Secretary Mellon's tax-reduction plan; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

400. By Mr. ABERNETHY: Petition of Hon. Edward Clark, 
mayor of the city of New Bern, and other citizens of that city, 
favoring a law prohibiting the shipment of firearms by parcel 
post or express to the State of North Carolina without the 
proper registration and permit in accordance with the laws 
of the State of North Carolina; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

401. By Mr. AYRES: Petition of sundry persons of Wichita, 
Kans., indorsing Mellon tax plan; tẹ the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
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402. By Mr. CELLER: Petition of the Peelile Co., William 
Spykehoven, and another citizen of Brooklyn, N. X., opposing 
bonus legislation and favoring the reduction of taxes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

403. Also, petition of Fire, Marine & Liability Brokers’ Asso- 
ciation of the City of New York and Sidney Blumenthal & Co. 
(Inc.), of New York City, favoring Mellon’s tax-reduction plan 
and opposing the enactment of bonus legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

404. Also, petition of the Merchants Association of New York, 
Morgan, French & Co. (Inc.), and American Paper & Pulp Co., 
of New York City, N. Y., urging the passage of tax bill and 
opposing the enactment into legislation of a soldiers’ bonus; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

405. Also, petition of the Delaware & Hudson Oo., New York 
City, N. Y., approving tax-reduction plan and opposing the 
passage of a bonus; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

406. Also, petition of Chas, M. Higgins & Co. and L. R. Pratt, 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., approving the tax-reduction plan and oppos- 
ing the bonus; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

407. Also, petition of the James J. Matchett Co. and the John 
Levy Galleries, New York City, N. X., favoring tax reduction 
and opposing bonus legislation; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

408. Also, petition of committee of employees of the Mutual 
Life Insurance Co. of New York, favoring the tax bill and 
opposing bonus legislation; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

400. Also, petition of officers and employees of the Titus Blat- 
ter & Co., New York City, N. X., favoring the passage of the 
tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

410. Also, petition of J. G. Taylor, Massena, N. Y., urging 
Congress to reduce taxes and oppose the bonus; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

411. Also, petition of United Real Estate Owners’ Association, 
New York City, N. Y., urging reduction of taxes by Congress; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

412. Also, petition of Fred G. Wolff, New York City, N. Y., 
favoring reduction of taxes and opposing bonus; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

413. Also, petition of F. O. Cedar Works (Ltd.), New York 
City, N. V., favoring Secretary Mellon's tax-reduction plan; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

414. Also, petition of Diamond Saw & Stamping Works, Buf- 
falo, N. V., favoring the reduction of taxes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

415. Also, petition of the Beckwith-Chandler Co., Newark, 
N. J., favoring tax reduction and opposing the bonus; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

416. Also, petition of John Hood and R. Whitzel, of Niagara 
Falls, N. Y., favoring tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

417. Also, petition of Southern Metal Trade Association, At- 
lanta, Ga., favoring tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

418. By Mr. FAUST: Petition of rural carriers of Cass 
County, Mo., favoring passage of maintenance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

419. By Mr. FAVROT: Petition of A. B. Moore and other 
citizens of Baton Rouge, La., favoring a reduction of taxes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

420. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Cross, Roy & Saunders, of 
Chicago, III., favoring the Morgan bill (H. R. 91) repealing the 
tax on telegraph and telephone messages; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

421, Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, III., favor- 
ing reduction of Federal taxation as recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

422. Also, petition of the American Paper & Pulp Associa- 
tion opposing a bonus for able-bodied veterans and favoring 
reduction of taxes as proposed by Secretary Mellon; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

423. Also, petitions of the Nelson Knitting Co., of Rockford, 
III., and sundry citizens of Rockford, De Kalb, and Chicago, 
III., favoring the reduction of Federal taxation as proposed by 
Secretary Mellon; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

424. Also, petition of the United Association of Post Office 
Clerks of the United States, favoring reclassification and in- 
crease of the salaries of post-office employees; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

425. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of the Ladies Auxiliary No. 
93 of Branch No. 122, Postal Employees, Lansing, Mich., favor- 
ing a fair adjustment of postal salaries commensurate with 


the arduous labor and responsibilities of the postal employees; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

426. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition of citizens of the 
third congressional district of Iowa, fayoring Mellon's tax- 
reduction plan; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

427. By Mr, SINCLAIR: Petition of the board of railway 
commissioners of the State of North Dakota, in favor of amend- 
ing the transportation act for the purpose of restoring to the 
citizens the rights guaranteed under the Constitution; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

428. By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of employees of the Reming- 
ton Cash Register Co., Ilion, N. V., in favor of reduction of 
taxes and against the bonus for able-bodied veterans; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

429. Also, petition of employees of the Remington Arms Co., 
Ilion, N. X., in favor of the reduction of taxes and against the 
ati for able-bodied veterans; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

430. By Mr. WOODRUM: Petition of Benjamin Powell and 
others, relating to House bills 186 and 506, providing for in- 
crease in pay of employees of Government Printing Office; to 
the Committee on Printing. 


SENATE. 
Turspay, January 8, 1924. 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Another day has come from Thy gracious hand, O God, 
another day of privileges. May we recognize these as gifts 
to be used acceptably before Thee. Thou knowest the very 
many besetments that constantly assail us. When we would 
do good, too often evil is present with us. So direct our 
thoughts, so influence our conduct, that while we may be 
prone to wander, Thou wilt realize to us Thine infinite suffi- 
ciency and guide us ever to Thy glory. Through Christ our 
Lord. Amen, 

_NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the following 
communication : 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORB, 
Washington, D. C., January 8, 1924. 
To the Senate: 

Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. Irvine L. 
LN BOOT, a Senator from the State of Wisconsin, to perform the 
duties of the Chair this legislative day. 

ALBERT B. CUMMINS, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. LENROOT thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 
day's proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Curtis and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PHIPPS. By request I send to the desk a petition 
signed by several thousand citizens of Colorado asking that 
Congress provide for the use of light wines and beer. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STERLING. I present a statement, in the nature of a 
petition, from the business men of Hartford, S. Dak., favor- 
ing the passage of the agricultural diversification aid bill, 
being Senate bill 1597. I ask that the petition may be printed 
in the Recorp without the names and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. It is very short. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


SENATE BILL 1807. 
To the Hon. Senator THOMAS STERLING ; 


We the undersigned business men, members of the Hartford Boosters 
Club, hereby heartily approve the so-called Federal agricultural diversi- 
fication aid bill, and urgently request that yon use all inflvence and 
utmost effort in obtaining the passage of this bill. We consider it the 
soundest “ aid bill” offered as a relef measure for the recovery of the 
northwest farmer up to the present time, barring none. 5 


1924. 


Mr. CAPPER. I present a resolution adopted by the con- 
vention of the National Farmers’ Union at Omaha last month, 
asking for a higher tariff on wheat. I ask unanimous consent 
that it may be referred to the Committee on Finance and 
printed in the Recorp. It is a very short resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That as long as the farmers must pay high prices for 
necessities as a result of the duties for the protection of American 
manufacturers, it is right to insist on an equal rate of tariff on the 
importation of farm products. Therefore we favor an increase in the 
wheat tariff to 50 cents a bushel, but demand that the drawback clause 
in the wheat schedule, which permits our mills to import, manufacture, 
and reexport great quantities of Canadian wheat in direct competition 
with American producers, be repealed, 


Mr. ROBINSON presented a petition of rural letter carriers 
of several counties of the State of Arkansas, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing a rural letter carrier’s 
equipment allowance, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. WILLIS presented a petition of officers and employees 
of the Bryant Bros. Co., of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the 
adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Wolf, Wyo., praying for the reduction of taxes and postpone- 
ment of soldiers’ bonus legislation, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the American Institute of 
Mining and Metallurgical Engineers, of New York, favoring the 
enactment of legislation reducing income taxes, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Big Horn Basin Fed- 
erated Club, of Basin, Wyo., protesting against the passage of 
legislation establishing further national parks in the State of 
Wyoming, which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of 
Rawlins, the Council of Industry of Laramie, the Lions 
Club of Rock Springs, the Lions Club of Cheyenne, and the 
Chamber of Commerce of Cheyenne, all in the State of Wy- 
oming, protesting against the enactment of any immediate 
amendment of the transportation act of 1920, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 210) for the relief of Peter C. Keegan, 
and others, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 18) thereon. 

Mr. MAYFIELD, from the Committee on Clafms, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 214) for the relief of the Old Na- 
tional Bank of Martinsburg, Martinsburg, W. Va., reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 19) thereon. 

Mr. LADD, from the Committee on Commerce, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 602) to revive and to reenact an act entitled “An 
act granting the consent of Congress for the construction of 
a bridge and approaches thereto across the Arkansas River 


between the cities of Little Rock and Argenta, Ark.,” ap- 


proved October 6, 1917 (Rept. No. 20) ; 

A bill (S. 625) authorizing Independence County, Ark., to 
construct a bridge across the White River, at or near Bates- 
ville, Ark. (Rept. No. 21); and 

A bill (S. 733) to authorize the construction of a highway 
bridge over the Hudson River at Poughkeepsie, N. Y. (Rept. 
No, 22). 

CAPT, EDMUND G, CHAMBERLAIN. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred Senate Resolution 25, submitted by Mr. SHEP- 
parp December 10, 1923, reported it favorably without amend- 
ment, and it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs is authorized and 
directed to continue its investigation of the facts leading to the court- 
martial as well as the court-martial proceedings and all the findings in 
the case of former Capt. Edmund G. Chamerlain, United States Marine 
Corps, and report to Congress, 
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SPECULATIONS IN WHEAT. 


Mr. LADD. From the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry I report back favorably without amendment Senate Reso- 
lution No. 9, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 
It is a resolution calling on the Secretary of Agriculture for 
information with regard to the sale of grain for speculation 
in Chicago during the past two months. 

Mr. CURTIS. What is the resolution? 

Mr. KING. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolution for the information of the Senate. 

The reading clerk read Senate Resolution No. 9, submitted 
by Mr. Lapp December 8, 1923, and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, as follows: 


Whereas since the grain futures act was declared constitutional by 
the United States Supreme Court on April 16, 1923, members of the 
Chicago Board of Trade and other grain exchanges, with a few excep- 
tions, by means of their daily market reports and published opinions 
in the daily papers, and also market press reports written in Chicago 
and given wide publicity, together with syndicated articles which there 
is reason to believe had their inspiration in the board of trade, have 
systematically opposed the price of wheat or, in trade terms, tried to 
“bear the market”; and because of this condition there is reason to 
believe that the market was, except during brief intervals, depressed 
by short selling by professional traders or speculators, and that the 
price has been depressed and held materially below a level warranted 
by legitimate supply and demand conditions; and, furthermore, be- 
cause no information has been published by the Department of Agri- 
culture regarding the activities of such speculators: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be requested to take 
steps at once to determine, through the grain-futures administration, 
the position on the market taken by the well-known professional specu- 
lators and the members of the large “ futures“ commission houses of 
the board of trade, and promptly publish the findings, without opinions 
by the investigators as to the effect which the trading by said profes- 
sionals may have had. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ROBINSON. It has been impossible to hear any part 
of the resolution as it was read. I understood that it was 
something affecting board of trade transactions in grain. 

Mr. LADD. It was. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I wish the Senator bringing forward the 
resolution would make a brief explanation as to its scope and 
purpose, 

Mr. LADD. The purpose of the resolution is to have the 
Secretary of Agriculture furnish certain information with re- 
gard to speculation in buying and handling grain in the Cham- 
ber of Commerce in Chicago. Taken in connection with a 
report which will be released to-morrow from the Federal 
Trade Commission with regard to speculation and conspiracy 
that have been found to have taken place in Minneapolis in 
the Chamber of Commerce, it seemed desirable to know waether 
the low prices for wheat at times prevailing during the past 
year were due to speculation in grain in Chicago. The reso- 
lution calls for the information as to what those buyers were 
doing. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have no objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

GORDON d. MACDONALD 


Mr. CAPPER. By direction of the Committee on Claims I 
ask that that committee may be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 1013) for the relief of Gordon G. 
MacDonald, and that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

COMPLETION OF MUNICIPAL BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. LADD. From the Committee on Commerce I report fay- 
orably and without amendment two bridge bills. The bills 
also have the approval of the War Department. One bill was 
introduced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Spencer] and 
the other by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones]. There 


is no objection to them, and it is desired that they have im- 
mediate consideration. 

I report first from the Committee on Commerce the bill (S. 
987) to extend the time for the completion of the municipal 
bridge approaches, and extensions or additions thereto, by the 
city of St. Louis within the States of Illinois and Missouri, and 
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I submit a report (No. 23) thereon. I ask unanimous consent 
‘for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to ask the Senator from North Da- 
kota if the bill which he has just reported is a regular bridge 
‘pill? I judge from its title that there is something more in- 
yolved in it than an ordinary bridge bill. 

Mr. LADD. The bill which I have just reported provides 
for the extension of time within which the bridge may be con- 
structed, while the other bill which I intend to report is a 
regular bridge bill. Both bills are reported without amend- 
ment and both, as a matter of fact, have the approval of the 
War Department. 

Mr. SMOOT. Is it a combined bill which the Senator now 
| reports? 

Mr. LADD. There are two bills, one providing for an ex- 
tension of the time within which the bridge may be constructed, 
and the other is in the ordinary form of a bridge bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from 
North Dakota? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 987) to extend the 
time for the completion of the municipal bridge approaches, 
and extensions or additions thereto, by the city of St. Louis 
within the States of Illinois and Missouri, which was read as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the time for the construction and comple- 

tion of the municipal bridge approaches and also extensions or addi- 
tions thereto, which said construction and completion was authorized 
dy an act entitled “An act to authorize the city of St. Louis, a corpo- 
| ration organized under the laws of the State of Missouri, to construct 
a bridge across the Mississippi River,” approved June 25, 1906, be, and 
the same is hereby, extended for the period of three years from Feb- 
ruary 10, 1924. 

Sc. 2. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the objects of this 
act the city of St. Louis may receive, purchase, and also acquire by 
lawful appropriation and condemnation in the States of Illinois and 
Missouri upon making proper compensation therefor, to be ascertained 
according to the laws of the State within which the same is located, 
real and personal property and rights of property and, in order to 
facilitate and support interstate commerce, may make any and every 
use of the same necessary and proper for the acquirement, construction, 
maintenance, and operation of said municipal bridge approaches, and 
extensions or additions thereto, consistent with the laws of the United 
States. 

Src, 8. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act Is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. McKINLEY subsequently said: Mr. President, Senate 
bill 987, a bridge bill, was passed this morning rather quickly. 
I move that the action of the Senate on that bill be recon- 
sidered. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Srencer] is inter- 
ested in it, and he is not here at this moment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois 
moves that the vote by which Senate bill 987 was passed be 
reconsidered 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be returned to 
the calenddr. 


COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE AT VANTAGE FERBY, WASH. 


Mr. LADD. I also report from the Committee on Commerce 
without amendment the bill (S. 1225) granting the consent of 
Congress to Elbert M. Chandler and his successors to construct 
a bridge across the Columbia River at or near Vantage Ferry, 
Wash., and I submit a report (No. 24) thereon. I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to Elbert M. Chandler, a citizen of the United States and a resident of 
the State of Washington, and his successors, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Columbia 
River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation at or near 
a crossing point known as Vantage Ferry, in accordance with the 
provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 28, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, there are quite a number of 
Senators who wish to be absent until a little after 2 o'clock 
to-day, in order to hear an address which is going to be made by 
Frau Schreiber. I should, therefore, like to get an under- 
standing, if possible, that there shall be no vote taken on the 
election of a chairman of the Interstate Commerce Committee 
before 15 minutes after 2 o'clock. If it can be arranged, I 
should like to have some such understanding. 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Coperanp] has given notice that he intends to speak and 
will probably occupy one hour. The Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Ene] is also going to speak for 20 minutes. So I see no 
reason why we could not make the agreement asked for by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, then I ask unanimous consent 
that there be no vote taken on the question of the election of a 
5 of the Committee on Interstate Commerce before 2.30 
oO’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent that there be no vote taken on the 
question of the election of a chairman of the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee before 2.30 o'clock to-day. Is there objec- 
tion? There being no objection, it will be so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE PRESIDENT HARDING. 


Mr. McNARY. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Rrconb an eloquent address delivered at the memorial 
service for the late President Harding in the Grand Lodge, 
Knights of Pythias, of Oregon, at Portland, Oreg., October 8, 
1923. The address was delivered by Hon. Willard L. Marks, 
supreme representative of that order from Oregon. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the Recon, as follows: 


ADDRESS DELIVERED AT MEMORIAL SERVICE von PRESIDENT IARDING IN 


Granp Lopes, KNIGHTS or PYTHIAS, OF OREGON, AT PORTLAND, 
OREG., OCTOBER 8, 1923. x 


[Delivered by Hon. Willard L. Marks, of Albany, Oreg., supreme repre- 
sentative from Oregon.] 


We know that time is a tomb builder. We realize full well the 
inevitableness of death. Yet every time a final summons comes it 
brings some measure of sadness. The somewhat unusual occurrence 
of the death of a President of the United States is always cause for 
universal regret. But grief more general and sorrow more widespread 
than is usual even in such events was evident everywhere when on 
the evening of the 2d day of last August there flashed to every corner 
of the United States the tragic news that Warren G. Harding was 
dead. The entire country bowed in sorrow for the dual reason that a 
beloved President was gone and that he had been called at the 
height of his usefulness, when he possessed such splendid capabilities 
for successful service in the future. 

The millions who heard the news of his death with sorrow-filling 
hearts did not grieve because they were or were not of the political 
party to which he gave allegiance. The throngs who stood in silence 
and with bared head at every station as the funeral train, freighted 
with the Nation’s sorrow, made its long journey across the continent 
from the many-hilled city by the Golden Gate to the history-crowned 
Capital on the Potomac, paid this reverential tribute not because they 
agreed or disagreed with his ideas of government. The multitude un- 
numbered who with tear-dimmed eyes lined historic Pennsylvania 
Avenue as the funeral procession passed stood thus not because of any 
kind of political belief. ‘The situation was simply this: A great man 
was dead and the Nation mourned. 

It is not necessary in this presence to review the events of President 
Harding’s life. Nor, as I take it, is it necessary to pay any extended 
tribute to his suecess-crowned record. Yon all knew him as a man 
who not only was practical in administering the Nation’s business 
affairs but who possessed vision for the future of his country and the 
world; who, as he phrased it himself, had faith in the destiny of this 
Republic; who believed in his heart and soul and by precept and ex- 
ample inspired others to believe in steadfast adherence to the funda- 
mentuls of American liberty and the maintenance inviolate of our 
constitutional rights and those traditions and institutions which have 
made the United States the greatest Nation in the history of men and 
America the most allurmg nume in the vocabulary of mankind; who, 
mindful of the lessons of history and experience, proceeded with calm- 
ness and caution, but labored always with optimism and hope to pro- 
mote and make lasting the greatest measure of happiness for all the 
people; a man who not only was a great President, a great national 
leader, but an ideal private citizen and a whole-souled humanity-loving 
Christian gentieman. Me 
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I do desire to speak of him, briefly, as a fraternalist, and particularly 
as a Pythian Knight. Warren Harding learned his first. fraternal lesson 
in the order of Knights of Pythias. He joined this fraternity just after 
he beeame 21 years. of age and continued his membership throughout 
the remainder of his eventful life. On the morning following his 
death the executive officers of this grand lodge, recognizing this mem- 
bership and always ready to aid in giving the full measure of sympathy 
to the distressed, sent to that wonderful woman who was the wife, 
companion, and helpmeet of our deceased President the following mes- 
gage: 

Avcus? 8, 1923. 
Mrs. WARREN G. HARDING, 
Palace Hotel, San Francisco, Calif.: 

The members of the order of Knights of Pythias in Oregon extend 
sincerest sympathy to you. May God in His kindness be gracious unto 
you in this the time of your sorrow and need of comfort. 


Mittarp F. Hanvestry, Grand Chancellor, 
WALTER G. GLEESON, Secretary. 


In reply thereto there is on file in the office of Brother Gleeson the 
following acknowledgment : 

“Mrs. Harding deeply appreclates your message of sympathy, and 
begs that you will express her sincere gratitude to those associated 
with you.” 

The private and public life of our late President was characterized 
more than all else by prudence. We have the statement of President 
Harding himself that he learned that prudence from the ritual of this 
fraternity. In a great Pythian gathering held in 1921 in the city of 
Washington im the very building in which this fraternity was organ- 
ized President Harding in the course of a talk he made on that occa- 
sion gave credit to the order of Knights of Pythias for teaching him 
the caution and prudence which has so marked all the steps of his 
official career. Most assuredly that is one of the most remarkable 
tributes ever paid in any way at any time to the order of Knights of 
Tythias.and the inspiration and the practical helpfulness of its ritual- 
istic instruction. 

President Harding was the friend of all who offered friendship 
worthily.. He greeted his fellow men not with the effervescence of the 
demagogue, not with the exuberance of the professional opportunist, 
but with a quiet and calm, though withal pleasant, sincerity which left 
its impress on the hearts of men. He realized that the weaknesses of 
mankind, which have existed ever since the serpent appeared in the 
Garden of Eden, can not be reformed in a day or a year and that condi- 
tions must be met with practical common sense instead of faneiful 
dreams. But his every thought, his every word, his every act was in 
keeping with the fraternal idea of looking toward the ultimate goal of 
real brotherhood among men. 

He had caught the vision of real service. He gave his very best to 
every task. He emphasized the fundamental idea of the development 
and perpetuation of home life. To the Nation’s best fraternities he 
gave the support of his membership and the benefit of his widening in- 
fluence in the high places where he served. It is coneeded that his 
devotion to his country has never been excelled, and in keeping with 
his craving to be of service to humanity he was seeking ardently when 
death struck him down for practical methods to relieve the distress of 
a warworn, suffering-torn world. 

There are Many here to-day who just three short months ago when 


he visited and spoke in the city of Portland saw this great President, | 


whom history will rank as one of this Nation's most useful citizens of 
all time. They saw a man who fulfilled the popular ideal of how a 
President of this great Nation should look, a man with noble, clean- 
cut features, of pleasing appearance and lovable personality, and who 
spoke with a fervor of tongue which surely came from honesty of 
heart. 

President Harding has embarked on that journey from which none 
return. But while his legion of friends and admirers will miss him, 
while his country will lose the benefit of his counsel and guidance, his 
soul will progress in a new and perhaps greater sphere of activity. 
We, as Knights of Pythias, whatever our individual religious creeds 
may be, believe in the mercy and goodness of a Divine Creator; we 
know from the “ Divinity which stirs within us“ that what we call 
death is not the end of man. Therefore we have an unfaltering faith 
and take comfort in it, in thinking of the passing of this great man, 
that— 

“There is no death; 
What seems so is transition. 
This life of mortal breath 
Is but a suburb of the life Dlysian, 
Whose portal we call death.” 


The flooding tide of destiny which less than three years ago bore 
Warren Harding eastward from his Ohlo home to become the leader of 
his native land has ebbed westward again, this time with life's setting 
sun. But behind him there linger memories which any man would be 
proud indeed te know were in the minds of men as they thought of 


him. There are memories of Harding, the struggling young, typical 


American starting out bravely and hopefully to meet the battles of 


life; of Harding, the successful editor and publisher; of Harding, the 
leader in the affairs of his city and State as he progressed upward 
through high places “where the restless winds of ambition blow,” 
until he attained the summit of publie. service in the world. There 
are memories of Harding, the President, which are memories of devo- 
tion to duty, of loyalty to friends, of high courage in office, of careful 
use of great power, of uncompromising love of country, of hope to 
better the condition of humanity: There are memories also of Harding, 


the fraternalist, kind, friendly and thoughtful of others, with modest, 


simple ways no pride of place eould change. 

The book of his earthly life is closed forever. But so long as the 
ehildren of America are taught at their mother’s knee to appreciate 
and follow high ideals, so long as our public schools continue to teach 
reverence for and observance of the fundamentals and traditions of 
American liberty, so long as the hearts of men glean inspiration from 
the lessons of service and sacrifice, so long will the life of Warren G. 
Harding shine forth on the pages of history to point the way to 
greater deeds, to higher thoughts, to nobler achievements in private 
life, in duty to home and country, in statesmanship and diplomacy, 


and in the great realm of fraternity. 


As citizens ef the great Nation he served so well, as members of his 
first fraternity, wherein he learned the lessons of friendship and 
prudence, we pause in our labors this day to pay tribute to the mem- 
ory of Warren G. Harding. Already column: after column has been 
written of his life and work, eulogies by the hundreds have been pro- 
nounced throughout this country, and page after page has been filled 
with the wealth of his achievements. Our hearts have harmonized, 
our thoughts kept step with this procession of praise. But the highest 
honor we can give, the greatest tribute we can pay to the great Presi- 
dent who has gone is to live as he lived and be the kind of useful 
citizen he was, emulating his high ideals of citizenship and of service, 
giving the best there is in us to our country, working for the develop- 
ment of fraternity among men, contributing to the welfare of all man- 
kind, and believing as he believed in the glory of God and the destiny 
of the American Republic. 


RILES AND A JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 1817) for the payment of certain claims in accord- 
ance with findings of the Court of Claims, reported under the 
provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 
1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and Tucker Acts, 
and under the provisions of section No, 151 of the Judicial 
Code; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1818) to amend au act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 1, 1921; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS (for Mr. ERNST): 

A bill (S. 1820) for the establishment of a United States 
Industrial Reformatory; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEPPER: 

A bill (S. 1821) for the relief of Luther Lysander Martin; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1822) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
J. O'Brien; 

A bill (S. 1823) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Doepel; and 

A bill (S. 1824) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
F. Stewart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Leo Forst; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McNARY (by request): 

A bill (S. 1826) to be known as the corporation act; to 
safeguard the American people in their investments in securi- 
ties, and to prescribe rules for the sale of securities on public 
stock exchanges doing business within the confines of the 
United States of America and the Territories under its con- 
trol, and for other purposes, 

Mr. McNARY. I want the Record to show that the bill was 
introduced at the request of another. 

Mr. KING. May I inquire to what committee the Senator 
from Oregon desires to have the bill referred? 

Mr. McNARY. I assume it should go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. I have no particular preference. It might 
well go to the Committee on Commerce. Either of those com- 
mittees in my opinion would have jurisdietion under the rule. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ore- 
gon wish to have the bill referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary? 

Mr. McNARY. I believe technically that would be the ap- 
propriate committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so referred. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 1827) to authorize the extension and widening of 
Albemarle Street, Davenport Street, and Thirty-ninth Street 
NW.; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (S. 1828) to supplement the military record of Lieut. 
Commander Charles O. Maas; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 1829) for the relief of the Hunter-Brown Co.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 1830) to enlarge, extend, remodel, etc., public 
building at Lakeland, Fla,; to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FERRIS: 

A bin (S. 1831) for the relief of Alonzo C. Shekell; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1832) granting allowances for rent, fuel, light, and 
equipment to postmasters of the fourth class, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1833) to amend an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 1, 1921; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1834) for the relief of the legal representative of 
Robert Dillon, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1835) to amend the second proviso of section 89 of 
an act entitled “An act providing for the public printing and 
binding and distribution of public documents,” approved Janu- 
ary 12, 1895; to the Committee on Printing. 

A bill (S. 1836) to amend an act entitled “An act donating 
public lands to the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,” approved July 2, 1862, as amended by the act approved 
March 8, 1883; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: 

A bill (S. 1837) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Fulton Ferry & Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Red 
River at or near Fulton, Ark.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1838) for the relief of Clarence Winborn; and 

A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of Charles H. Birmingham; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Anna T. Eldred; 

A bill (S. 1841) granting a pension to Kate Bacon; 

A bill (S. 1842) granting a pension to Robert Furlong; 

A bill (S. 1848) granting a pension to Florence C. Clarke; 

A bill (S. 1844) granting a pension to Jacob Miller; and 

A bill (S. 1845) granting a pension to Libbie M. Ryan; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1846) for the relief of George H. Ewart; and 

A bill (S. 1847) to correct the naval record of George Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 1848) granting a pension to Sarah A. Douglas 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1849) granting a pension to Martha Kailey (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1850) granting a pension to Reece Tunks (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1851) granting a pension to Martha A. Brigance 
(with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1852) granting a pension to William K. Price (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1853) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
L. Hoff (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1854) granting an increase of pension to Ella 
Bailey (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Tensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (S. 1855) granting a pension to Fred Bronson; 

A bill (S. 1856) granting a pension to John R. Scott; 

A bill (S. 1857) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Lamb; and 


A bill (S. 1858) granting a pension to Elizabeth Miller; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 1859) granting an increase of pension to Grant II. 
Hill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 1860) granting a pension to Catherine Holden 
Jenkins; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 1861) authorizing the Court of Claims of the 
United States to hear, determine, and render final judgment 
in the claim of Elwood Grissinger; and 

A bill (S. 1862) for the relief of Benjamin Stern, and Mel- 
ville A. Stern and Benjamin Stern, as executors under the last 
will and testament of Louis Stern, deceased, and Arthur H. 
Hahlo, as executor under the last will and testament of Isaac 
Stern, deceased, all of New York City, N. Y. (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEPPER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 56) authorizing the President 
to extend invitations to other nations and to the several States 
of the United States to participate in the world’s congress of 
engineers to be held in Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


SALE OF ARMS AND MUNITIONS ABROAD. 


Mr. ROBINSON. I introduce a bill and ask that it be read 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (S. 1819) to prevent the sale of arms and munitions 
to foreign governments and to foreign military or political 
authorities by the United States and any citizen or corporation 
thereof was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ceto., That from and after the passage of this act, except 
when the United States is engaged in war, it shall be unlawful for any 
officer, agent, citizen, or corporation of the United States to sell or 
offer to sell, to deliver or attempt to deliver, arms or munitions to 
any foreign government or to any foreign political or military officer 
or agent. 

Any person convicted of violating this act shall be punished by fine 
in any sum not exceeding $100,000 and by imprisonment not exceeding 
one year, 

The district courts of the United States shall have jurisdiction to 
enforce this act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


CORPORATE PAYMENT OF FXCESS-PROFITS TAX. 


Mr. JONES of New Mexico, I submit a Senate resolution, 
which I ask to have printed and go over, under the rule, for 
consideration to-morrow. 

The resolution (S. Res. 115) was read and ordered to lie 
over under the rule, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
requested to furnish to the Senate information regarding the excess- 
profits taxes of corporations, based upon the business of 1921 and 
for which returns or assessments were made during the year 1922, as 
follows: 

For each serial number of corporations, as indicated on pages 58 
to 65, inclusive, Table 9, “ Statistics of income from returns of ‘net 
income for 1921.“ as compiled and published under the direction of 
the collector of internal revenue: 

(a) The number of corporations in each serial number reporting 
income subject to taxation under the first bracket of the revenue act 
of 1921, together with the amount of net earnings subject to such tax 
and the amount of tax assessed thereon. 

(ùd) The number of corporations in each serial number reporting 
income subject to taxation under the second bracket of said act, to- 
gether with the amount of net earnings subject to such tax and the 
amount of tax assessed thereon. 


CLARENCE MACKAY, 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, merely to explain and more 
fully to answer a question which was asked yesterday during 
the debate on the recognition of Russia as to the negro to 
whom Trotski addressed the letter which I then read, I desire 
to state that the man’s full name is Clarence MacKay. He is 
not Clarence H. Mackay who controls the Mackay cables, 
I may say. His name is Clarence MacKay. He gaye his 
address at a hearing at Ellis Island as associate editor of The 
Liberator, 232 West One hundred and thirty-eighth Street, New 
York City. He gave that address some little time ago. He 
may possibly have since changed his address, but I am having 
inquiries made in order to ascertain what his exact address is 
at the present time. 


1924, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


687 


PAYMENT OF EXPENSES OF OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE 
CURRENCY. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, for the Recorp and in the na- 
ture of a correction which I desire to have made, I wish to call 
attention to a statement made by the senior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] on December 20 and appearing in the 
Record on page 457. The statement of the Senator from Flor- 
ida is as follows: 


Will any Senator on the other side rise in his place and propose that 
the national banks of this country shall pay the salaries of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency and all the officers and assistants under him, 
comprising all the expenses of that bureau? 


I asked the Comptroller of the Currency to let me know what 
the records of his office show as to the payments made by the 
national banks of the country to cover the expenses of his 
office. I have a letter from him, dated January 3, 1924, reading 


as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, January 8, 1925. 
Hon. REED Smoot, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Daar Senator: On page 149 of the Comptroller's Report for 
1923, copy of which I inclose, you will find detail of the net operations 
of the Bureau of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

The net result of the operations of this bureau to the Government, 
as shown by this statement, is a profit of §$3,131,718.63. The total 
expenses of the bureau were $5,226,751.46. The contribution made by 
assessment on the banks was $4,214,296.47, and the balance of $1,012,- 
454.99 was covered out of governmental appropriations. Imstead of 
it being a just statement to say that the national banks did not pay 
for their governmental supervision and note-issuing powers the fact 
is that the Government realized a net profit of $3,131,718.63. 

I was very sorry not to be in when you called this morning, and hope 
that this information will answer your question, and in time to be of 
service. 

Yours very truly, 
Henry M. Dawes, Comptroller. 


I merely wanted that statement to go into the RECORD so 
that there may be no mistake made in the future. ý 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I think it proper that I 
should make a brief statement following the observations of 
the Senator from Utah. 

The point I made in connection with the Bureau of the 
Comptroller of the Currency was that the salaries of the 
comptroller himself and of his assistants and the expenses of 
his office were paid out of the Treasury of the United States, 
while the legislation which sought, in a way, to separate the 
Farm Loan Bureau from the Treasury Department provided 
that all the salaries of the members of the Farm Loan Board 
and the entire expenses of that board should be paid by the 
Federal land bank, and, therefore, there was a national distinc- 
tion thus made. While it may be true that by levying assess- 
ments on the national banks to coyer the expenses of examina- 
tion and that sort of thing the sums realized amount to more 
than the actual salaries and expenses of the comptroller’s office, 
the fact still remains that those expenses and salaries are paid 
out of the Treasury and are not paid by the national banks. 

The difference is that, under legislation passed on March 4 
last, the Federal land banks are now required to pay directly 
all the expenses of the Farm Loan Board, including the sal- 
aries of the members of the Farm Loan Board, although that 
is a bureau of the Treasury. The Federal land banks also 
pay the expenses of the examiners that are appointed in con- 
nection with those banks. 

Now, it happens—and I am very glad it is so—that the 
Comptroller of the Currency, in order to cover the expenses of 
the examination, levies an assessment on the national banks 
which more than equals the cost of the examination. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is a net profit of more than $3,000,000 
a year. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The assessment is Sufficient to more than 
equal the cost of the examination; but there is no law, I 
think, which fixes absolutely and permanently the cost of the 
examination for each bank. It might be that the figures will 
yary from year to year. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that the law requires 
that there should be at least three examinations a year, and 
frequently five examinations are made a year. 

Mr. FLETCHER, that the law requires a more 
or less number of examinations, but at the same time the dif- 
ference still exists that the expenses of the comptroller’s office 
are paid out of the Treasury. They happen to raise enough 
money by charging for the examinations that are made to 
more than offset that. I am very glad that is true. I do not 


think that is equivalent, however, ‘to requiring the banks 
themselves to pay the comptroller’s salary and the salaries 
of the officers and assistants and employees under him. It 
happens that they get enough out of the banks to more than 
offset that expense, but it is not the same thing. That was 
the point I sought to make in the observations I made ihe 
other day. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, no one can read the Senator’s 
remarks without concluding that the Senator thought that the 
national banks of the United States were not assessed an 
amount sufficient to pay the expenses of examinations and the 
operations of the Comptroller of the Currency with regard to 
the banks. I have read over the Senator’s remarks time and 
time again, and nobody can construe them in any other light. 
The national banks would be delighted to take the same posi- 
tion that the Federal land banks are given, namely, paying 
Just for the examinations. They would save over $3,000,000 
every year if they were allowed to occupy that position, and I 
am not asking that any change be made so far as the national 
banks are concerned. I do not care if they do pay 83,000,000 
more than the expenses that are incurred, but I did not want 
the impression to go out to the country that we are treating 
the Federal farm loan banks in a more drastic manner than 
we are treating the national banks of the United States. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I again say that the cost of examination 
of the Federal farm loan banks is paid by those banks, and 
that cost is in the control of the Farm Loan Board. That is a 
similar transaction to assessing the national banks for the 
cost of their examinations. I did not know at the time—I 
had not seen the figures—whether or not that assessment, 
made for examinations, equaled the entire cost of the bureau. 
I was not advised as to that. I had not examined the report; 
but I was satisfied of the position that the cost of that bureau 
was paid out of the Treasury of the United States, which, by 
the amendment to the farm loan act last March, the cost of 
the Farm Loan Bureau is now paid by the Federal land banks 
and not out of the Treasury. That difference, shown this year, 
between the expenses of the Bureau of the Currency and the 
fees for examinations may not be the same next year; it 
may not be the year after; it may be greater or less. It is 
a varying figure; and I take it that as at present administered, 
inasmuch as the assessments more than equal the cost of the 
bureau, there is no ground of complaint or criticism; but the 
distinction that I pointed out still exists. 

As I say, this figure may vary from year to year. A time 
may come when it will not equal the cost of that bureau. 
That is a challenge situation. At present it seems that it 
more than equals the cost of the bureau, and there is no ground 
of complaint about that. In fact, I was not complaining at 
all about the operation of the law with reference to the Comp- 
troller of the Currency. I accept the report of the comptroller. 
I approve of the law respecting this bureau of the Treasury. 
I wanted the same sort of law to operate with reference to 
the other bureau of the Treasury—the Farm Loan Board. I 
made no complaint about the office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency being conducted as it is under the law «as it exists. 
I am in favor of that, and I wanted the same law to apply 
to the Farm Loan Board. There is no reason or justice in 
making the distinction which by the amendment of March 4 
last to the farm loan act is made. 

That is the position I take. 


FRANCIS SCOTT KEY BRIDGE. 


Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of a bill which has been reported 
favorably from the Committee on the Library, being Senate 
bill 627, authorizing the Daughters of the War of 1812 to 
install upon the Francis Scott Key Bridge a memorial tablet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous censent for the immediate considera- 
tion of a bill the title of which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Reaping CLERK. A bill (S. 627) to authorize the Na- 
tional Society United States Daughters of 1812 to place a 
bronze tablet on the Francis Scott Key Bridge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The READING CLERK. It is proposed to add, in line 9, page 1, 
after the words “plans and specifications,” the words “the 
installation of said tablet to be under the direction of the 
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Commissioners of the District of Columbia,” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the National Society United States 
Daughters of 1812 is authorized to place, on the Francis Scott Key 
Bridge across Potomac River, a bronze tablet, inscribed with the in- 
signia of such society and with the last verse of the Star-Spangled 
Banner, after the plans and specifications for such tablet have been 
submitted to, and approved by, the Commission of Fine Arts on such 
plans and specifications, the installation of said tablet to be under the 
direction of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. Such tablet shall be erected without expense to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


THE VETERANS’ BUREAU, 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I desire to make 

a very brief statement in regard to the publication in the news- 
papers of last night and this morning of what appears to be 
the report of counsel to the select committee which is examin- 
ing into the Veterans’ Bureau. 

The extracts from that so-called report were printed without 
the knowledge or consent of the committee of the Senate which 
is making the investigation, What was printed appears to be 
extracts from the first proof received from the printer of 
General O'Ryan's report, and that has been very extensively 
changed in subsequent proofs. General O’Ryan has not taken 
up the report with the committee; has not submitted his report 
to the committee; has not yet consulted most of the committee 
about it; and what appeared in the newspapers is not in any 
sense an approved or authorized or final statement from the 
committee or from its counsel. 

I ask the Senate to pay no attention to the newspaper ex- 
tracts that have appeared. We hope to have our final report, 
including that part of counsel's report with which we agree, 
ready for the Senate within 10 days. There are a great many 
recommendations made by General O’Ryan with which we are 
in entire agreement and there are some with which we do not 
agree. I ask the Senate to reserve judgment on this subject 
until we can get in our report in final form. 

PROPOSED BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I do not want to 
interfere with the Senator’s address, but in order to have a 
measure before the Senate, and one that I desire to have dis- 
posed of as soon as possible, I ask that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 76) to create a bureau of 
aeronautics in the Department of Commerce, to encourage and 
regulate the operation of civil aircraft in interstate and for- 
eign commerce, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, a number of Senators gave 
notice of an intention to address the Senate upon the con- 
clusion of the morning business. With the understanding 
that they may proceed with their addresses at their pleasure, 
I have no objection to the request. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 
request, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washing- 
ton asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill he has indicated. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 76) to create a 
bureau of aeronautics in the Department of Commerce, to en- 
courage and regulate the operation of civil aircraft in inter- 
state and foreign commerce, and for other purposes, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 


Now I submit the 


TAX REDUCTION AND THE BONUS. 


Mr. COPELAND obtained the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The absence of a quorum is 
suggested. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to 
their names; 


Adams Brookhart Cameron Couzens 
Ashurst Broussard Capper urtis 
Ball Bruce araway Dale 
Bayard Bursum p Dial 


JANUARY 8, 

Edge Johnson, Minn, Moses Smoot 
Edwards Jones, N. Mex. Neely Spencer 
Fernald Jones, Wash. Norbeck Stanfield 
Ferris Kendrick Oddie Stephens 
Fess eyes Overman Sterling 
Fletcher Kin Pepper Swanson 
Frazier Lad Phipps Trammell 
George La Follette Pittman Walsh. Mass. 
Gerry Lenroot alston Walsh, Mont. 
Glass Lodge eed, Pa. Warren 
Gooding McCormick Robinson Watson 

reene Mekellar Sheppard Weller 
Hale McKinley Shields Wheeler 
Harreld McLean Shortridge Willis 
Harris McNary Simmons 
Harrison Mayfield mith 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-eight Senators have 
answered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I desire to address the 
Senate on the subject of the bonus and tax reduction. 

I am a convert to the idea of a bonus, But I am not a recent 
convert, nor was my conversion an instantaneous one. Its be- 
ginnings date back to the end of the war, when I made my first 
visit to the battle fields. My growing conviction that a bonus 
is fair and just became more firmly fixed during the period of 
the return of our soldiers. I saw them dismayed by the loss of 
their jobs and by their difficulties in becoming socially read- 
justed. My suspicion grew into fixed conviction in 1922 when, 
in visiting the western, eastern, and northern Italian fronts, 
I saw the preparations for renewed conflict on the part of cer- 
tain European countries and the dismal failure of the war to 
effect any permanent accomplishment for the cause of world 
peace. 

Had the war ended the armaments, the conscriptions, and 
the burdens of taxation for the machinery of conflict, there 
might have been glory enough to compensate our soldiers for 
all it cost them. This the war failed to accomplish. The lack 
of vision of those who stood and still stand in the way of 
happy termination of the evil controversy have ruined the 
aspirations and ambitions of the vast horde of young men 
who cheerfully answered the call to arms. 

The sacrifice having failed to accomplish its purpose, there 
is no subjective reward except the satisfaction of having done 
what seemed to be a duty. In marked contrast to the exalta- 
tion which would have followed suecess, there are the unhap- 
piness, the feeling of hopelessness, and the downright misery 
of knowing that the world has not been made safe for democ- 
racy, that world peace has not been established, and that the 
sacrifices and efforts were vainly made. Instead of the joy 
of achievement there is an overwhelming sense of failure. 

I saw where the soldiers lived and where they died. I saw 
the trenches filled with mud and vermin, The barracks where 
many of our boys slept, when the cooties would permit, were 
not fit houses for common poultry. 

I saw the ruins of great cities, where not even a tiny cottage 
and hardly a single room remained intact. I saw millions of 
acres of torn-up ground, with razed buildings and ruined 
homes. 

I saw cemeteries where thousands upon thousands of our boys 
are buried and where row upon row of graves tell the story of 
what war means. I saw there the star of David and the cross, 
where Jew and gentile, Catholic and Protestant, have been laid 
to rest. 

The dead are not the only casualties of the war. I visited 
the hospitals where thousands of maimed and frightfully shat- 
tered men are awaiting death or looking forward to the cer- 
tainty of hampered lives. 

In the museum of one hospital in Europe I saw hundreds 
upon hundreds of mutilated and ruined eyes, extracted from 
sons of loving mothers and now put up in glass boxes to be 
gazed upon as terrible reminders of what horrid war can do. 

J visited Chateau-Thierry where the American soldiers dem- 
onstrated for the first time on foreign soil their equality cer- 
tainly, and even their superiority, to the trained military prod- 
ucts of the monarchies of the Old World. 

After that city was taken by our men and the last shot had 
been fired a woman who had her residence there came back to 
find her home in ruins. She went around the destroyed build- 
ing into the garden at the rear and here came upon 24 dead 
soldiers, 23 in the khaki of the United States and 1 in the blue 
of France. Being a French woman, naturally she went first to 
the boy in blue. She found her own son, who had died in that 
garden. 

I can not think of the war without thinking of the mothers. 
Through heartaches and sleepless nights they suffered as the 
soldiers themselves never suffered. When any reflection is cast 
on the veteran the wounds of her heart are torn open. I have 
no doubt many a mother is saddened and embittered by need- 
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lessly harsh things uttered during the present controversy over 
the bonus. 

When the war ended scores of doctors came to my office in 
the health department of the city of New York seeking a living 
by being appointed to the medical staff. Most of these men 
liad enjoyed lucrative practices, but they came back from camp 
or battle field to find their clientele dissipated and their means 
of livelihood destroyed. The doctors who remained at home, 
innocently unconscious of the effects upon their former asso- 
ciates, had annexed and absorbed their business, 

The members of all professions suffered in this manner. 
Nonprofessional men were just as bad off in another way. 
Their old jobs were filled, and it took a long time to find em- 
ployment of any sort. 

Priority means much in employment. The year or two the 
men were away in the Army resulted in their being passed by 
in the promotion lists. Because of absence, they missed oppor- 
tunities—opportunities seized upon by the men on the spot. In 
consequence the vast majority of the veterans, even now, five 
years after the armistice, are filling places considerably below 
the ones they would be filling had there been no war. 

During the war there was great inflation in every line. Wages 
reached previously unheard-of heights. Never before, certainly 
within the memory of this generation, had there been such 
opportunities to command high wages. 

The needs of Government and of society made it imperative 
that the essential industries be kept under full steam. Help 
had to be obtained at any price. There were times when the 
men in khaki worked 12 hours a day, and even 20 in time of 
need, at $30 per month, in competition with civilian employees 
on the same job, who worked only 8 hours a day for $200 or $300 
per month, 

Can you wonder that murmurings of discontent are heard on 
every side? The thing I can not understand is why there has 
been such delay in attempting some adjustment of compensa- 
tion between the meager stipend of the men in uniform and 
the high wages received by their brothers in civilian life. 

The great majority of our ex-soldiers think we owe this 
money. They believe the Government should pay it. 

Personally, I don’t want any man who has the slightest ex- 
cuse for claiming I owe him money—I do not want any such 
man to go about thinking I am depriving him of his just de- 
serts. I want to pay him. Certainly, rich Uncle Sam wants 
to pay the soldiers if there is the slightest evidence that a debt 
exists. 

I would offer these patriotic men a decent adjustment of 
compensation. I would do this, not as a charity or as a reward 
but as an act of simple justice. 

I would do it beenuse the soldier honestly thinks the country 
owes It to him. 

I would do it because we have no right to cause unhappiness 
to the wives and mothers of the soldiers. 

I would do it because my own sense of justice says we owe a 
debt which should have been paid long ago. 

In my own case there is an additional reason why I shall 
yote for a reasonable bonus. I have an old-fashioned idea that 
elected officials should keep the promises they make when run- 
ning for office. In my campaign for the Senate I pledged my- 
self to the bonus, and I shall vote for it, even though I am nevpr 
reelected to the Senate as a result of my action. 

But I do not fer a moment doubt that the American people 
favor the bonus. Twice in my own State—the second time no 
luter than November 6 last—a referendum on the State bonus 
carried overwhelmingly by nearly 400,000 majority. I have no 
doubt a referendum submitted to the voters of New York State 
would show the same favorable result for a national bonus. 
Wherever I have spoken during the last two years —in half the 
States of the Union—loud applause has invarlably greeted my 
enthusiastic indorsement of adjusted compensation for the 
veterans. 

Let no one tell me that the voters of this country are against 
the bonus. I know better. Even the politicians have unani- 
mously pledged themselves to it. Consult the platform and 
election promises of both parties—all concerned have promised 
generous treatment of the veterans, 

A sentiment frequently expressed by my correspondents is 
that there would be doubt of the patriotism of the veterans if 
they accepted a bonus, 

It is just as indecent for a man to reflect on the honor and 
patriotism of a veteran who accepts an adjustment of compen- 
sation as it is for the same man to question the motive of a 
Senator who raises his voice in this cause for no other reason 
than because he has a conviction that the veteran is entitled 
to receive it. 
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Following this war practically every country involved granted 


some sort of a bonus. Great Britain was generous. Canada 
gave $600 per man. Australia and New Zealand gave over $400 
per capita. France and Belgium did not forget their veterans. 

Should not rich America do something? 

To give a bonus is common practice in the business world. 
Every bank in New York City paid its employees generous 
bonuses this year, I am informed, as they do every Christmas. 
This is done with money which comes from the public. There 
is no consistency in giving such grants to civilian employees 
and denying a similar privilege to the men who fought our 
battles during the war. 

The excuse of lack of funds may have justified the last veto. 
That excuse does not exist now. There is no present justifi- 
cation for delay. Congress should and must act at once. 

Were it not so serious a matter it would be laughable to see 
what arguments are grasped by the heels and dragged into this 
debate. One would think that the idea of a bonus is new. As 
a matter of fact, from the early history of our country, after 
every war our soldiers have been given some sort of a bonus or 
bounty. If there were anything disgraceful about it it would 
refiect upon the memory of great men, outstanding figures, and 
numbered among the heroes of our history. 

Do you know that Gen. Phil Sheridan received 160 acres of 
land as an additional compensation for his service in the Indian 
War of 1853? 

Do you know that Gen. William T. Sherman, for service in the 
Seminole Indian and Mexican wars, received 160 acres of land 
in addition to his salary as an officer in the Army? 

Do you know that Gen. Winfield Scott, for his service in the 
Mexican War, was given a similar bonus? 

Do you know that Admiral David G. Farragut, for service as 
midshipman in the War of 1812 and commander in the Mexican 
War, received 160 acres of land in addition to his salary as an 
officer in the Navy? 

Do you know that Gen. Robert E. Lee, who served as a captain 
in the Mexican War, received a grant of 160 acres of land under 
the act of 18507 

Do you know that Gen. U. S. Grant received a bounty of 160 
acres of land for his services as a second lieutenant in the 
Mexican War? 

Finally, may I ask, do you know that Abraham Lincoln, who 
served 40 days as a captain in the Black Hawk Indian War in 
1832, received for his services, as late as 1850, 40 acres of land? 
Hanging on the wall in room 306 of the Pension Office Building 
in Washington is the original application signed by Mr. Lincoln 
on August 21, 1855, making application for 120 acres of addi- 
tional land provided by subsequent act of Congress for soldiers 
in that war. 

I have here, Mr. President, a photostat of the application 
signed by Robert E. Lee and one signed by General Grant and 
a letter which General Grant wrote from Detroit, Mich., on 
November 6, 1850, saying to the Commissioner of Pensions, 
“Will you please forward me my land warrant on the inclosed 
certificate?“ 

T have here a photostat of the application made by Abraham 
Lincoln for 120 acres of additional land after having received 
40 acres 18 years after the Black Hawk war. I ask unanimous 
consent that the language of the essential part of these photo- 
stats and applications be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Rxcond, as follows: 


Stare OF NEw YORK, 
County of Orange: 

On this 20th day of February, A. D. 1854, personally appeared before 
me, a special judge within and for the county and State aforesaid, 
Robert E. Lee, aged 45 years, an officer of the United States Army, 
who, being duly sworn according to law, declares that he is the iden- 
tical Robert E. Lee who was a captain in the Corps of Engineers of the 
Army of the United States in the late war with Mexico; that he was 
commissioned on or about the 7th day of July, A. D. 1838, and con- 
tinued in actual service in said war until its close; that he still remains 
in the military service of the United States, as will appear by the rec- 
ords of the Engineer Department. 

He makes this declaration for the purpose of obtaining the bounty 
land to which he may be entitled under the act granting bounty land 
to certain officers and soldiers who have been engaged in the military 
service of the United States,” passed September 28, 1850, and that he 
is not entitled to, nor has he recelyed, bounty land under any other act 
of Congress. R. E. Ler, 

Captain, Corps of Engineers. 
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STATE or MICHIGAN, 
County of Wayne, ss: 

On the 6th day of November, A. D. 1850, personally appeared before 
me, a justice of the peace within and for the county and State afore- 
said, First Lieut. Ulysses S. Grant, aged 28 years, an officer of the 
Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, in the service of the United 
States, who, being duly sworn according to law, declares that he is 
the identical Ulysses S. Grant who was a second lieutenant and 
regimental quartermaster in the Fourth Regiment of United States 
Infantry, commanded by Col. William Whistler, in the war with 
Mexico declared to exist on the 18th day of May, A. D. 1846; that 
he graduated at West Point, in the State of New York, about the 
goth day of June, A. D. 1843, and continued in actual service during 
the entire period of the war, as will be shown by the muster rolls 
of the field and staff of the Fourth Regiment of United States 
Infantry. 

He makes this declaration for the purpose of obtaining the bounty 
lands to which he may be entitled under the “act granting bounty 
lands to certain officers and soldiers who have been engaged in 
the military service of the United States,“ passed September 28, 1850, 

U. S. Grant, 
1st Lt. & R. O. M., 4th Inf. 
STATE OF MICHIGAN, 
County of Wayne, $8: 

I, Silas A. Bagg, clerk of said county of Wayne, do hereby certify 
that George Clancy, whose name is subscribed to the affidavit of the 
annexed instrnment and therein written, was, at the time of taking 
affidavit, a justice of the peace for said county, duly elected and 
qualified, and duly authorized to take the affidavit. And further, that 
J am well acquainted with the handwriting of such justice and verily 
believe that the signature to the said jurat is genuine. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
veal of sald county at the city of Detroit this Gth day of November, 
A. D. 1850. 

DETROIT, Mien, November 6, 1860. 

Sin: Will you please forward me my land warrart on the inclosed 
certificate? I am, sir, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
U. S. GRANT, 
ist Lt. & R. O. M., 4th Inf. 
To Jas. L. EDWARDS, 
Commissioner of Pensions. 


Stare or ILLINOIS, 
Sangamon County, $8; 

On this 21st day of August, A. D. 1855, personally appeared before 
me, a justice of the peace within and for the county and State 
aforesaid, Abraham Lincoln, aged 46 years, a resident of Sangamon 
County in the State of Illinois, who, being duly sworn according to 
law, declares that he is the identical Abraham Lincoln who was 
captain of a company in the regiment of Illinois Mounted Volunteers, 
commanded by Col. Samuel M. Thompson, in the war with the British 
band of Sacs and other tribes of Indians on our northwestern frontier 
in A. D. 1832, known as the Black Hawk War. That he volunteered 
at the State and county aforesaid on or about the 2ist day of April, 
1832, for no definite time and continued in actual service in said war 
for about 40 days; that he has heretofore made application for bounty 
land under the act of September 28, 1850, and received a land war- 
rant, No. 52076, for forty (40) acres, which he has since located and 
can not now return. 

He makes this declaration for the purpose of obtaining the additional 
bounty land to which he may be entitled under the act approved the 
d day of March, 1855. He also declares that he has never applied 
for nor received, under this or any other act of Congress, any bounty 
land warrant except the one above mentioned. 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 


Mr. COPELAND. So, Mr. President, famous men—Sheridan, 
Sherman, Scott, Farragut, Lee, Grant, Lincoln, and many 
others—applied for what was equivalent to adjusted compen- 
sation. 

Are there any greater names in American history than these? 
Is there any one who doubts the patriotic devotion of each of 
these men to the cause he fought for and for which he was 
willing to die? Can any shame attach to any one of these 
heroes in American history if he applied for the bonus or 
bounty granted by an appreciative Government, or was his 
honor tarnished? 

Shame on the man who seeks to bring discredit upon the 
young heroes who went out te battle at the call of our country. 
Shame on the Government which forgets to care for these men 
in a decent way and to adjust in some degree at least the dif- 
ference between the paltry wage paid and the amount they 
might have received in civil life. 


For myself I am willing to submit my action in voting for a 
bonus bill to the ultimate decision of my people, because I be- 
lieve their action will coincide with the sentiments of their 
generous and loyal hearts. ; 

I am convinced there is no surer way to attract widespread 
attention than to attempt to empty or to replenish the national 
or private pocketbook. The eyes of the Nation are on the Con- 
gress to see what will be its attitude on tax reduction and the 
bonus. If I am any judge, there is not a single indifferent per- 
son in the United States, certainly not within the boundaries of 
the State of New York. 

In the discussion of these subjects I have been amazed by 
the exhibitions of temper, combativeness, and violence on the 
part of persons whom I have regarded as models of Christian 
virtue. Men I have looked upon as saints have shown their 
teeth like hungry wolves. If I were not in possession of writ- 
ten proof, I could not be made to believe that men and women, 
rich beyond the dreams of ordinary ambition, and generous in 
almsgiving and other good deeds, could be so downright selfish, 
sordid, and grasping. It is beyond all credit. No wonder 
Saint Paul said, “the love of money is the root of all evil.” 
The money changers in the temple were not worse than have 
been some of my correspondents of the past few days. 

Representing a constituency equal to 18 States I could name 
and, in consequence, a population exceeding that looked after 
collectively by a very large percentage of my colleagues in this 
Chamber, you can believe that my mail just now is burdensome 
to the postal authorities and impossible of adequate attention 
by the limited staff assigned a Senator. . 

I represent a constituency which pays considerably more 
than one-quarter of the Nation's taxes. Certainly there can be 
no section of the country more interested in taxation than the 
citizens of New York State. 

Of course, I should be more impressed by the cloud of letters 
I have received were it not for the fact that so many of them 
are not the result of voluntary. desire to express an idea. It 
is very apparent that thousands of them are inspired by spe- 
cially interested parties. On the desk before me are 500 letters, 
written on the one typewriter, on the same stationery, and 
mailed from the same post office, many at the same hour. They 
give identical advice. 

I would like in that connection to read a few of these letters. 
I have, for instance, this letter: 


A number of corporations are sending letters to their employees 
asking them to sign their names to petitions which they, the cor- 
porations, will fill in in opposing the bonus and boosting tax reduction. 
These employees against their desire are doing this in fear of losing 
their positions. These men are asked to send these Ictters to the 
corporations, and said corporations are mailing them. Any man 
whose name is not on the petition they send is marked, no doubt, 
for dismissal. Mr. COoPELAND, do not let this frightful propaganda 
influence you. Our family has confidence in you. 


I am glad of that. 

Then I have here a double postal card. Somehow or other 
the double one got into my mail because it miscarried and did 
not go to the man for whom it was intended. It reads as 
follows: - 


i New York City, January 4, 192}. 

Dean Sm: Senator COPELAND has announced that he will address 
the Senate on the bonus and tax questions Tuesday, January 8. We 
urge you as a veteran and one of his constituents to give him the 
benefit of your views on the bonus question, 

Write him immediately on the attached post card, so that he will 
receive it before Tuesday. His address is: Hon. Roya S. COPELAND, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Do it now. 

Ex-Service Max's Anti-Bonus Lradun. 


As a result of this propaganda, I received over 1,200 of these 
return postal cards. Of course I am not disturbed by this 
cloud of letters. They are not all in opposition. I have many 
which are friendly in tone. 

I would like to say one word more about the letters which 
came in such number. A friend of mine, a doctor in Brooklyn, 
wrote me asking me to vote against the bonus and for the 
tax reduction. He happened to inclose a printed slip. I wrote 
and asked where it came from. He replied, “ You are probably 
aware by this time that there has been a general notice sent 
out to all stockholders and bondholders in the entire State of 
New York to write the Member of Congress against the bonus.” 
In one mail last Saturday I received 1,500 letters inspired by 
these same corporate interests. But, as I have said, I have 
had some of a different tone, and I want to read into the 
Recorp parts of two or three of these. I read: 
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I sincerely trust that the tirades thrust at you by the newspapers, 
whose owners will be the chief beneficiaries under the Mellon plan, 
will not alter your decision to see that the soldier who fought and 
won the war receives a fair deal. 

You no doubt have received numerous letters from captains, majors, 
colonels, flight commanders, and others with exalted rank decrying. the 
bonus bill and asking for passage of the Mellon tax cut. Most of 
these gentlemen received more compensation during the war than they 
were ever able to earn in civil life, while others, recruited from col- 
lege, had no earning capacity whatsoever prior to the war. These 
latter are probably now in the tax-paying class and are enveloped in 
the smoke screen thrown out by Mr. Mellon to the small fry in order 
to have them board the band wagon. 

The war—that is, the bloody, maiming part of it—was fought by 
the privates, corporals, and others of noncommissioned rank, who 
receiyed the munificent remuneration of from 833 to about $50 per 
month. From this amount the sum of $6.50 to $7 was deducted for 
insurance, and in some instances $5 was also deducted to pay for 
Liberty bonds purchased while in this country. And the slackers, 
stay-at-homes, and profiteers were waxing fat on the Government's 
money. It is the above type of soldier who believes that he was not 
given a fair deal, and although many of them can not even write to 
their representatives for lack of education, they are nevertheless keep- 
ing a keen eye on the present situation to see if big business, private 
capital, and selfish partisans are again to exercise their malign influ- 
ence over our national legislation. 

Our country loaned billions of dollars to foreign powers, with which 
they paid bonuses to their soldiers; yea, some of them are even using 
it to further their military ambitions. The Dominion of Canada han- 
dled the question in a straightforward manner, and as a result their 
valiant soldiers are grateful and will prove to be even better citizens. 


Here is a letter written by the vice commander of one of the 
posts in Brooklyn: 


A great many of us feel we are getting a “raw deal” from the 
majority of the press, when it is understood that 50 per cent of the 
men examined during the war were rejected, due to venereal diseases 
and other diseases, and allowed to earn from $6 to $20 a day, while 
the men who kept themselves clean were taken and given a dollar a 
day, less allotments and insurance, to defend the Nation. 

As a doctor, I am sure you realize more than anyone else that 
good governments are built by clean men. The men who went over 
sacrified more than the entire wealth of the country could pay, if a 
price could be set. The American Legion has put itself on record as 
favoring a justified adjustment, and it should be passed if the Gov- 
ernment wishes to go on record as being in favor of justice and moral 
citizenship. 


A letter received this morning was from a woman, and, by 
the way, out of the 10,000 which I have received against the 
bonus I have not had 25 letters from women. The women of 
the country, in my judgment, are in favor of the bonus. This 
lady wrote as follows: 


Hearing that you are going to speak on the bonns bill on January 
8, I wish to express a few views on the subject. 

If the bill does not go through, it will be because the wealthy 
men of the country, who do not need a bonus, are selfishly fighting 
against it for their own interests, and are contributing large sums 
to the antibonus league to fight it, while the poorer class, which is 
in the majority for the bonus, can not express their views because 
they can not put money into a league to fight for themselves. 
this country going to be run by the wealthy man and his opinion, 
or is it to be for the people, by the people, ete.? The fellows that 
did the hardest fighting are the ones who need the bonus, and they are 
the middle-class men, the backbone of our country, the men that 
put you where you are. 

Every ex-service man who is not wealthy feels in his heart that he 
would like to get a bonus, even those who cay they don't want any, 
and he is not unpatriotic in his opinion. He deserves it, and he 
should get it. Won't you help the boys? 

As long us this matter was brought up, it should be disposed of 
justly, so that our boys do not have a grievance. They should be 
made to feel that the best is being done for them. 


Mr. President, in my judgment the feeling of the veteran 
at present is that the best is not being done for them. 

But I am not frightened by the outbursts in the letters I 
have received. I have faith in the sense of justice and fair 
play possessed by New Yorkers and by the American people. 
It may be delayed in its manifestations, but ultimately it 
comes to the surface. When once our citizens know the truth 


about these questions there will be a reasonable degree of 
harmony, I am sure. Not everybody can be satisfied, perhaps, 
but at least everybody will be sure those in authority have 
done the best they could to please discordant and irreconcilable 
groups. 


Mr. Mellon presented a plan of tax reduction which struck a 
responsive chord in every heart. All of us have suffered the 
effects of high taxation. His message came like a bolt from the 
blue. It illuminated the whole horizon and gave us visions of 
easier living and perhaps of many luxuries which have been 
denied us since the war. 

I regret that the Secretary of the Treasury associated the 
two questions in his message to the House. In spite of all Mr. 
Mellon has said, and in spite of all the editorials and personal 
letters I have read, I deny that the two questions are so re- 
lated that one must die if the other lives. 1 

Unfortunately for our ex-soldiers, Mr. Mellon, played upon I 
suppose by the bitter opponents of the bonus, wrote a perora- 
tion to his welcome speech. He said: A soldier's bonus 
would postpone tax reduction not for one but for many years 
to come.“ He attempted to sandbag the bonus, using a formi- 
dable weapon—the pocketbook of the Nation. 

The amazing thing is that Mr. Mellon appears to speak ex 
cathedra. Anything from his lips or pen, or said to be from 
his lips or pen, is accepted as inspired. How ridiculous! 

Because he is a great banker and a very valuable executive 
in a department made up of experts who stay there perma- 
nently, is it necessary to accept his personal views on this ques- 
tion as the last word? Certainly not. 

We may or may not accept his argument. I do not accept 
his conclusions in full, nor, I believe, will the country when it 
gets all the facts. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Last year when the Secretary 
of the Treasury was making his report to the Congress he estl- 
mated that there would be a deficit in the revenues of last year 
amounting to something over $800,000,000. The final result 
was a surplus of about $300,000,000, Undoubtedly those esti- 
mutes were made by the distinguished Secretary inspired by 
his feeling of cautiousness. Is it not possible, therefore, that 
all of the statements of the Secretary with reference to the 
present financial condition of the Treasury might be considered 
by us as somewhat in connection with his estimate of revenue 
for last year? 

Mr. COPELAND. 
Senator. 

There can be no doubt that the Nation has its mouth set 
for a tax reduction of $323,000,000. That is the amount Mr. 
Mellon named, and that is the amount everybody says we must 
have. All right, let us have it. 

The suggestion makes a pleasant sound in my ears, because it 
will give my family several hundred extra dollars to spend. 

Here is the statement I have made to many thousands of 
persons who have written me about the reduction of taxation: 


I have carefully studied Secretary Mellon's proposals and believe it 
possible to carry out every detail of his plan, and yet pass a reason- 
able bonus measure, which I also heartily favor. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand Mr. Mellon is now contending 
that the taxes upon incomes are so high that we do not realize 
as much revenue from them as we would if they were lower, 
and yet, according to Mr. Mellon’s own statement, which has 
been referred to by the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Jones], 
the present law, instead of yielding the deficit which he esti- 
mated of $800,000,000, yielded a surplus of $400,000,000, which 
would indicate that the present income tax law is a very good 
revenue-producing system. 

Mr. COPELAND. That also gives encouragement to me, I 
may say to the Senator from North Carolina. Since Mr. Mel- 
lon was so conservative then that he underestimated by 
$400,000,000 the income of the Government, we may safely 
accept his statement that there will be no loss from the reduc- 
tion in the surtaxes under the proposed new law. Therefore, 
we will have the $102,000,000 and, perhaps, in addition to it 
the millions suggested by the Senator from North Carolina, 
although the promised amount will be sufficient to pay the 
bonus. 

It is easily proven by Mr. Mellon’s own words that my state- 
ment is well founded, provided his statements are equally well 
founded. 

In writing to Congressman Green, Secretary Mellon recom- 
mends to the Ways and Means Committee of the House that 
the surtax rates be reduced “by commencing their application 


I fully agree with the statement of the 
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at $10,000 instead of $6,000, and scaling these progressively 
upward to 25 per cent at $100,000.” 

What effect will this feature of Mr. Mellon’s plan have on 
the actual tax receipts of the Government? His estimate of 
decreased revenue includes one hundred and two millions of 
loss from this reduction in the surtaxes. The three hundred 
and twenty-three millions total reduction in taxation which he 
proposes includes this one hundred and two millions. 

It has been dinned into the ears of the country that the more 
prosperous taxpayers, persons with net incomes of from $10,000 
up to $100,000, and, of course, from that amount up to an 
annual net income of a million dollars or two—it has been said 
that by, reason of the tax reduction on such incomes the Goy- 
ernment will lose one hundred and two millions from this one 
source, 

Mr. Mellon confesses that the powerful United States Gov- 
ernment has been impotent to collect from these shrewd mil- 
lionaires, and instead of finding ways to legally collect upon 
these incomes he proposes to dilute the law, and asks that the 
United States cut the tax in two in order that it may be en- 
forced at all. 

Are you proud of an administration so weak that it con- 
fesses its inability to collect taxes from the very men best able 
to pay them? > 

Were I a member of the administration I should be ashamed 
to confess that no way has been found to bring this capital into 
productive business or otherwise force it to pay its just share 
of the costs of government. The parable of the talents gives 
the penalty which is meted out to him who wraps his talent 
in a napkin, leaving it incapable of increase. 

However, let us leave this phase of the subject and for the 
moment accept Mr. Mellon’s plan at the high estimate placed 
upon it by the thousands who have written to the Members of 
the Senate. Let us take the Secretary’s very words and see 
what he considers will be the effect of the reduction in the 
surtax. 

I shall now quote from Mr. Mellon's letter to Mr. Green. On 
page 2 of the third item, on the reduction of surtaxes, he makes 
some comments to which I wish to refer. Senators need not 
accept any statement I may make, but here is what Mr. Mellon 
himself says of this reduction: 


In the long run, it will mean higher rather than lower revenues 
from the surtaxes. ` 


Mr. Mellon also said: 


The reduced rates will soon equal or exceed what would accrue at 
the present rates, because of the encouragement which the changes 
will give to productive business. 


I hope everything he promises will actually take place. If 
he is conservative as usual there will be millions more than he 
estimates. 

So, you see, Mr. Mellon has left us $102,000,000; or, if he is a 
prophet and a financial seer, there will be considerably more 
than this amount of increase. ‘The trouble with the man in 
the street is that he is apt to base his curbstone computations 
on brief summaries and not on detailed recommendations. 
From that man Mr. Mellon has carefully hidden away money 
enough to pay a decent bonus. If this is found out, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there will be a ery from the grasping that Mr. Mellon's 
plan is a failure, because it did not provide for giving up to the 
big taxpayer more of Uncle Sam's receipts. 

Here we have a hundred and two millions annually. Let us 
use this as the basis for a bonus measure. If a bonus can be 
provided at a total cost of not to exceed this amount annually, 
it can be paid, and yet, as I have said to each of my correspond- 
ents, every detail of Secretary Mellon’s plan can be carried out. 

You have heard the most exaggerated and disturbing figures 
about the cost of a bonus, I have in my hand the New York 
Times for Sunday, January 6, reporting a speech made by 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boram]. For the Senator from 
Idaho personally I have real affection, and I take second place 
to no man in this Chamber in my respect for his statesmanship, 
but the Senator from Idaho has been terribly played upon un- 
doubtedly by statements which have been given out by Mr. 
Mellon himself. What does the Senator from Idaho say in this 
speech. He says: f 

There is no avoiding or sidestepping this issue; one is elther for tax 
reduction or he is against it. One has a right to be for the bonus or 
he has the right to be for tax reduction. But you can not be for 
both. 

You can not take off a temporary burden of $140,000,000 or $150,- 
000,000 and Jay on a permanent burden or obligation of $4,000,000,000 
to $5,000,000,000 and call it tax reduction. 


Undoubtedly the Senator from Idaho founded that on the 
statements made by Mr. Mellon. I have here the current num- 
ber of the Saturday Evening Post in which there is an authorized 
interview with Mr. Mellon, an interview written by David Law- 
rence, Mr. Lawrence asked this question of Mr. Mellon: 


“Do you suppose a plan of Mr. McAdoo—namely, a 50-year bond 
issue—would work?” I inquired. 

“Those bonds would have to be paid off some day,” said Mr. Mellon, 
“and we would have to provide interest annually as well as a sinking 
fund to take care of the principal. Where would the money come from 
for the interest and the sinking fund? 

“To illustrate my point let us assume that the total cost of the 
bonus is to be about $4,000,000,000. We could not borrow that much 
at less than 5 per cent. That means an annual interest charge of 
$200,000.000. On top of that there should be a sinking fund of at 
least $60,000,000; so the total annual cost is about $260,000,000. 
Think of what the addition of such an item of expense would be to 
our Budget! It would almost wipe out our surplus of $300,000,000." 


What nonsense that is. What did Mr. McAdoo really say? 
I have here the Washington Daily News of January 4, contain- 
ing an article signed by Mr. McAdoo, the heading being “ Mc- 
Adoo says taxes can be cut and bonus paid too.” I read this 
as Mr. McAdoo's opinion: 


I favor paying the bonus in cash and getting it behind us. This can 
be done by issuing 50-year bonds for the required amount. The inter- 
est charge, including a sufficient sinking-fund provision at 5 per cent, 
will be $77,400,000 per annum. J 5 

Deduct this from the $323,000,000 tax reduction proposed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and we have a net reduction in taxes of 
$245,600,000, and the soldiers’ bonus will be disposed of with justice 
to the men and honor to the country, 


Personally I think we can do very much better than that; 
but my contention is that Mr. Mellon’s reply to Mr. McAdoo 
¿was not a fair reply and did not properly state what Mr. Me- 
Adoo had said with reference to the bonus. Likewise it mis- 
led the Senator from Idaho. 

I want you to have the actual figures of what it would cost 
to adjust the compensation of the veterans and to pay it in 
cash, which is the kind of a bonus I consider to be reasonable 
and just. 

If I present figures which seem very elementary, I hope you 
will forgive me, Mr. President, because I wish to make my 
position as clear as possible not only to you but to others who 
may be interested. 

In the army of the World War there were 4,679,853 men. Of 
these, 2,435,000 served overseas. The remaining 2,244,853 were 
denied the privilege of leaving these shores. 

The average number of days served by each man in the 
home service was 260}. The average for the men who had 
overseas service was 3334 days. 

The bonus bills, such as were proposed at the last session 
and which have been reintroduced at the present session, pro- 
vide a dollar a day for home service, or a total in round num- 
bers of $585,000,000. They provide for overseas men a dollar 
and a quarter a day, or a total of a tritle over $1,000,000,000. 
Deducting the $60 each man did receive on his discharge, the 
total cost of a cash bonus on this plan would be $1,318,575,G00. 

Personally I am not quite satisfied with this plan, because it 
marks a difference between the men who went to Europe and 
the men who were detained here. In my judgment, in the last 
analysis the sacrifice was the same for each group. If I had 
may way, I should add 25 cents a day to the home-service 
group, giving these men a dollar and a quarter a day, the same 
as the overseas veterans. This would place all the ex-service 
men on the same plane of equality, just as they have chosen to 
be in the Legion. 

This extra payment to the home-service men would increase 
the bonus by $146,201,663. This would make the whole amount 
due the veterans on the cash-payment plan not $4,000,000,000 
or $5,000,000.000, as suggested by Mr. Mellon and many others 
who have talked about it, but, Mr. President, the entire amount 
due the veterans on a cash payment plan, giving every man a 
dollar and a quarter for every day of service, would be 


This is considerably less than a billion and a half of dollars. 
It is a modest sum in comparison with a total cost of twenty- 
five billions for the war. It is less than any one of the major 
European countries owes us. Yet this sum, a billion and a 
half, would adjust the compensation of every veteran, and it 
can be cared for out of the more productive income prophesied 
by Mr. Mellon as a result of the reduced surtaxes. 

Suppose this money, amounting to $1,500,000,000, were bor- 
rowed in 60-year bonds, issuing the billion and a half at once, 
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or if the bonus is paid in five equal annual installments, in 
issues of three hundred millions annually for five years, the 
total interest cost at the high rate of 5 per cent, which is sug- 
gested by Mr. Mellon in his interview, would be less than 
seventy-five millions per year. 

Twenty-five millions paid annually to retire the bonds would 
make a total expense to the country the first year for interest 
and principal of $100,000,000, and this would decrease annually 
till the debt was wiped out at the end of 60 years. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania in 
the chair). Does the Senator from New York yield to the 
Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I think it may be advisable at 
this point to suggest another source of revenue which I have 
not heard mentioned. The Senator will recall that in the 
revenue bill we created a sinking fund for the present indebt- 
edness of the country, being, as I recall, 23 per cent of all the 
indebtedness outstanding. When that provision was enacted 
we assumed that that would be quite ample for retirement 
purposes. Since that time we have settled our indebtedness 
with Great Britain, under which settlement payments of some- 
thing like $165,000,000 are to be made each year. In that set- 
tlement it was provided that the annual payments might be 
made in bonds of the United States, and, as a matter of fact, 
that is what is being done. So the present funded indebted- 
ness of the country is being retired not only at the rate which 
Congress thought was advisable but by the additional amount 
of more than $160,000,000 a year. If, therefore, the Secretary 
of the Treasury wanted to find some means of supplying the 
funds for this adjusted compensation, could he not very well 
provide that an amount out of the sinking fund which would 
be replaced by the bonds bought by Great Britain and turned 
over to this Government should be applied to this purpose and 
in that way take care of the new bond issue which might 
be made necessary for the purpose of paying the adjusted 
compensation? 

Mr. COPELAND. I agree fully with the Senator, and I 
believe that if the bonus payments were made in five annual 
installments there never would be a bond sold; the money to 
pay it could be received from the ordinary operations of the 
Government. 

This is a simple problem in arithmetic and one need not be 
a great banker to understand it. Even a doctor can understand 
it! Mr. Mellon’s one hundred and two millions of increased 
revenues, which he promises if the surtaxes of the rich are 
reduced, will pay the entire cost of the bonus and give us the 
$323,000,000 reduction he is talking about and which the 
country is demanding. 

The argument against the bond issue is that it would upset 
the refunding operations of the Treasury. This is absurd. 
In a rich country like ours there is something wrong with 
officials who can not dispose of an additional billion and a half 
of securities without national disaster, Come to New York 
State, Mr. Secretary. We have nine and a half billions on 
deposit in our savings banks alone. 

My conference of recent days with famous financiers have 
made me most sanguine of what can be done with the Treasury 
under present conditions. It is very probable that a bill could 
be framed which would help the ordinary citizen far and away 
more than Mr. Mellon proposes, and I understand such a bill 
has been framed by our colleagues of the minority on the 
other side, a bill which deserves study and consideration. The 
amount of the exemption could be increased and the smaller 
taxpayers could be given under such a plan a larger measure 
of relief. 

However, it is not my purpose at this time to propose a tax 
bill, but to show the country that the Mellon plan can be made 
effective in every detail and a reasonable cash bonus be paid 
as well. 

Some Senator may ask what will happen if Mr. Mellon does 
not prove to be the financial seer we are told he is and the 
$102,000,000 additional revenue he promises is not realized. Of 
course, nobody is apt to ask that from the other side, because 
Mr. Mellon is looked upon as the last word on this subject; 
but suppose he should fail us this time, and the $102,000,000 
additional revenue he promises be not realized. 

The answer is simple; If the Mellon plan does not work, the 
surtaxes will be restored, because the bonus must be paid. 

Fortunately, Mr. Mellon shows how it can be paid, 

Of course, the Mellon plan was not written to provide a 
bonus. Its real purpose is to reduce the surtaxes on the rich. 
Their taxes are cut in half, from 50 to 25 per cent. The rest 


of us, as usual, under a Republican administration, get only 
the crumbs. And so insistent is Mr. Mellon on a big cut in the 
surtaxes, a reduction from 50 to 25 per cent, that he refuses 
to take anything less, refuses to compromise at 35 per cent, 
threatening to withdraw his bill if the compromise is urged, 
If press reports can be relied upon, the President shares his 
views. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, if the Senator 
will permit a little further interruption in connection with his 
remark that the Secretary proposes to reduce the taxes of the 
rich by half, I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that his statement is corroborated by what was done in the 
passage of the last revenue bill. There the so-called excess- 
profits taxes were repealed; and I find upon an examination of 
the tax returns for the year 1921, which was a year of ad- 
versity to a great many corporations, that notwithstanding the 
very adverse conditions which prevailed in industry duri 
that year, the last one for which excess-profits taxes were paid; 
the amount of the excess-profits taxes was just about one-ha 
of all the taxes paid by corporations. So by the repeal of the 
excess-profits taxes he in fact did reduce the taxes upon 
corporations by 50 per cent, and now he seeks to reduce the 
taxes upon individual incomes by about the same rate. 

Mr. COPELAND, I thank the Senator, I fully agree with 


Great business men with whom I have discussed the matter 
in New York, reluctantly admitting that the bonus must be paid, 
have begged me to “ get it out of the way in one lump.” With 
this in mind I shall present in due time a bonus bill, providing 
for immediate cash payments such as I have outlined. 

May I ask you to bear with me a bit further? 

Assuming that the bonus will be paid in cash, when it comes 
to providing the funds I am unalterably opposed to the issuance 
of tax-exempt securities. 

It is time for the Federal Government to give the country an 
example of the proper methods of financing public projects. We 
have had enough in Government of what has come to be 
called “high finance.“ We need some old-fashioned “low 


finance.” 


What a shame it is that this evil has grown until the finan- 
cial pages of our newspapers are filled with advertisements of 
tax-exempt securities. No political subdivision is so. infini- 
tesimal that it ean not issue tax-exempt bonds, “proper in- 
vestments for estates,” etc. 

There is something wrong with government when there is 
no means of reaching for purposes of taxation vast fortunes 
hidden away in these alluring investments. This bad practice 
must be ended at once. $ 

Iam not a lawyer. To my lay mind it seems as if laws should 
mean what they say. When I read the sixteenth amendment 
to the Constitution it gives me a viyid vision of what should 
be reality, but which great lawyers tell me is merely a mirage. 

One has but to read the history of our country to know 
how much the question of taxation has had to do with our 
evolution as a Nation. It remains with us as one of the 
greatest of our problems. Witness the upheaval of the past 
few weeks. On everybody's tongue is the discussion of taxa- 
tion and the use of the common funds. 

There is universal discontent regarding the construction 
placed on the sixteenth amendment to the Constitution. The 
average man reads that article and it is so clear that it seems 
to him the wayfaring man though a fool need not err therein, 

Listen to it: 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes on incomes, 
from whatever source derived, without apportionment among the 
several States, and without regard to any census or enumeration. 


When the income from municipal or county bonds is converted 
into money in the pocket, where it is mixed with money de- 
rived from profits on the operation of a railroad, a layman can 
not understand why one handful of coin is sacred and another 
handful is a proper object of the National Government's powers 
of taxation. 

Of course, I am familiar with the legal argument, but I 
submit, even in the presence of the great lawyers of this 
Senate, that common sense is sometimes more potent than 
legal hair splitting. 

I wrote Prof. Edward S. Corwin, professor of politics and 
jurisprudence in Princeton University, successor there to the 
chair of Woodrow Wilson, to ask him if he would write me 
briefly his opinion on the tax-exempt securities. I ask unani- 


mous consent that this letter be printed in the RECORD. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
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The letter is as follows: 


CONSTITUTIONAL TAX EXRMPTION. 


1. The exemption of national securities from local taxation: Con- 
gress has the power to “ borrow money upon the credit of the United 
States“ and to pass “any laws which shall be necessary and proper“ 
for making this power effective. (Art. I, sec. 8, pars. 2 and 18.) By 
the weight of authority the exemption of national securities from 
local taxation is implied in the acts under which such securities have 
been issued. Naturally Congress could forestall the reading of such 
an implication into its acts by specifying to the contrary. 

National securities in the hands of private investors are private 
property and should be subject as such to nondiscriminatory taxes of 
all kinds, both national and local. Any local enactment selecting such 
holdings for special burdens would be void on the face of it. 

2. The exemption of incomes derived from State and municipal 
bonds from national taxation: The taxing power of Congress was orig- 
inally plenary. (Hylton v. U. S., 2 Dall. 1796.) Nearly 100 years later 
it was ruled, on the basis of most extravagant and far-fetched reason- 
ing, that a national income tax could not reach incomes derived from 
State and municipal bonds. (Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co., 25 Pollock, 
158 U. S., based on Collector v. Day, 11 Wall. 1871.) This was on 
the theory that such bonds remain instrumentalities of the State, even 
in the hands of the private investor. But, even admitting this theory, 
it does not apply to the income from such bonds. Anyway, this doc- 
trine has now been abolished by the sixteenth amendment which em- 
powers Congress to tax incomes from whatever source derived.” 
There are some judicial dicta that these words do not “ enlarge” 
Congress's power of income taxation, and this is true in a sense. 
For the words quoted only restore Congress its original powers, and 
they do this, not by a regrant of powers but rather by forbidding 
the line of reasoning whereby the court took away some of these 
powers. Henceforth incomes are to be treated as incomes regardless 
of source; or, to put it otherwise, the scope of Congress's power 
in the taxation of incomes is not to be delimited henceforth by a 
consideration of the source of such incomes. 

On the dicta, referred to above, only one requires special consid- 
eration. In Evans v. Gore (253 U. S.) the court held that the gen- 
eral income tax could not be applied to the official salary of a 
Federal judge already in office when the tax was levied, that so to 
apply it would diminish said salary contrary to the prohibition in 
Article ITI, section 1; and the court added that this was so despite 
the sixteenth amendment, since this did not extend Congress's power 
to forbidden subject matter, but only removed the necessity for 
levying income taxes by the rule of apportionment. 

This utterance, however, has absolutely no bearing on the case of 
Incomes from State and municipal bonds for this reason: Admitting 
Evans v. Gore to have been properly decided, the exemption there 
recognized was not due to the source of the income but to a special 
constitutional safeguard thrown around the recipient of the Income 
involved; whereas the exemption of incomes derived from State and 
municipal bonds has been due, not to any consideration of the merits 
or necessities of the recipients of such incomes, but solely to a con- 
sideration of the source of such incomes; and the sixteenth amend- 
ment now forbids absolutely any consideration of the source of in- 
comes for the purpose of limiting Congress's power of taxation of 
incomes. 

In short, Evans v. Gore has no bearing on the present question; and 
the sixteenth amendment means just what it says. It ought to be 
added that by all the rules of constitutional and statutory construc- 
tion, when the literal meaning of a provision is clear, it is entitled 
to prevail. As the court remarks in a recent case, interpretation is 
io be resorted to for the purpose of removing obscurities, not for the 
purpose of importing them. (Russell Motor Car Co. v. United States, 


decided Apr. 9, 1923.) 
Epwarp S. CORWIN. 


For the Hon. R. S. COPELAND, 
United States Senate, January 4, 1924. 


Mr. COPELAND. The President, in his message, repeats 
what Mr. Mellon said a month before, that an amendment to 
the Constitution is the only way to wipe out the curse of tax- 
exempt securities, 

That is the accepted idea, but I should like to say in passing 
that I hope some expert in English and in law can be secured 
to formulate the proposed amendment to make certain this time 
that the constitutional clause will mean what it says! 

To go through all the moves necessary to amend the Consti- 
tution will take several years. In the meantime let us do our 
part to place this issue squarely before the Supreme Court, in 
the hope that our action might result in a decision favorable to 
the people of America. 

If Congress instructed the Treasury Department to demand 
returns on incomes derived from all securities hereafter issued, 
it would so frighten the financial world that new tax-exempt 
securities would be a drug on the market. In my opinion, that 


action on the part of Congress would have exactly the same 
effect as an amendment to the Constitution. 

Of course, I do not oppose the suggested amendment, which 
ean be had, too, but my plan is at least two years faster than 
the President's. 

I should be opposed to any effort to tax existing exempt 
securities. To do so would not be fair to present owners, and 
undoubtedly the attempt would be defeated in the courts; but 
the Congress should make plain to the country that it disap- 
proves the further authorization of such securities. There can 
be no doubt they have contributed to reckless extravagances. 
It is time to warn our citizens that public debts should be re- 
duced. If the debts of the world—international, national, State, 
and local—were added together, the man power of the earth 
could not pay the interest. It is time to call a halt on reckless 
spending and easy borrowing. 

I pledge for myself that I shall stand against every inexcus- 
able proposal for expenditure of the public funds. This is the 
time to reduee expenses and to reduce taxes. I favor much in the 
Mellon plan. It has ancestry I admire—its Democratic fore- 
fathers—but also I like it for itself and for the good it will do 
our country. Every Democratic Secretary of the Treasury since 
the termination of the war has recommended tax reduction, and 
a reduction more liberal to the masses of taxpayers than this 
particular bill provides. But the idea of tax reduction belongs 
to no distinctive school of political economy, nor is it any new. 
discovery in governmental power or principle. The idea of tax 
reduction is native to every heart, and under no circumstances 
should it be made a party measure. 

But, mark you, I shall not be stampeded into voting for this 
measure, good as it is, or any other tax measure, unless we show 
our sincerity as regards the veterans. They have been neglected 
too long. Before we are generous to ourselves we must be just 
to them. 

I warn the Senate. My contact with the masses teaches me 
at least one thing—the American people will not smile upon this 
body if from its abundance of riches it fails to deal decently 
with those brave lads who did for us in the Great War what we 
could not do for ourselves. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. EDGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. EDGE. I yield to the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I observe that during the remarks of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Corenanp], discussing the two 
vital issues of the bonus and taxation, the other side of the 
Chamber became empty. There are now only three Senators 
sitting over there. I wish to suggest to the Senator from New 
Jersey, before he begins to discuss these vital questions, that 
we have a roll call in order that the Republicans may come 
back into their seats and hear the discussion. They absented 
themselves when the questions were being discussed by a Sen- 
ator on this side, which would indicate that they did not desire 
to hear any discussion from this side of the Chamber. Per- 
haps they will desire to hear something from the other side 
of the Chamber. 

Mr. EDGE. So far as I am personally concerned, I appre- 
ciate the suggestion of the Senator from North Carolina; but 
I recognize that Senators are very busy; that they have many 
other responsibilities and obligations; and I am entirely satis- 
fied to address the Chair and give them the privilege, if they 
desire to follow my remarks, or reading them in the RECORD 
the next day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey yield to the suggestion of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina that there is an absence of a quorum? 

Mr. EDGE. I did not understand that the Senator from 
North Carolina made that suggestion. z 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator from New Jersey does not 
desire the presence of his colleagues, I withdraw the suggestion 
of a roll call to secure the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I did not understand the Senator 
from North Carolina to suggest the absence of a quorum. I 
think by his remarks he merely suggested the absence of Sen- 
ators on the Republican side of the Chamber, 

I propose to discuss taxes, as I said at the outset, not tax 
reduction, however, but tax consumption. The surest way to 
reduce taxes, in my judgment, is to cut down expenditures. 
It requires rather a modern system of accounting to be able to 
add to our expenditures and at the same time cut down the 
levy of taxes on the public. Surpluses which may temporarily 
exist have a habit somehow of very rapidly diminishing, and 
can not be depended upon or go very far, at least, to pay new 
obligations. I am going to take about 20 minutes of the time 
of the Senate to discuss what I consider a very pertinent ques- 
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tion ut this time, a subject which, from all accounts, reading the 
daily press, will require the almost immediate consideration of 
the Senate, and a subject which involves the expenditure of 
millions of dollars of the taxpayers’ money. In my judgment, 
unless a businesslike, common-sense solution is found to the 
problem the great deficit we are now annually facing will in- 
crease instead of diminish.” I refer to the problem of the 
merchant marine. 

There has been considerable discussion in the last few days of 
a suggested new policy in connection with the administration 
of the merchant marine, and in this connection I understand the 
new president of the Emergency Fleet Corporation, whose 
powers under the revised plan announced will be greatly in- 
creased, has been or is soon to be apppointed. 

I want to compliment the chairman of the Senate Commerce 
Committee [Senator Jones], whom I see in the’ Chamber, for 
his highly intelligent and constructive service in endeavoring 
to encourage the perpetuation of an American merchant marine. 
I have been a member of the Committee on Commerce, which 
is charged with responsibility in that matter, ever since I came 
into the Senate, and I am convinced there is no problem of the 
Government to-day more difficult of solution, and, because of 
the huge expenditures involved, no one where it is more neces- 
sary for the introduction of recognized business methods com- 
bined with an uncompromising executive control. 

As an unswerving advocate of an American merchant marine, 
and after years of attempted administration, I am convinced 
we have arrived at the time when a radical change in policy 
is absolutely imperative. I do not propose to consume any time 
in speaking of the necessity of an American merchant marine 
both in times of peace and in times of war. A well rounded out 
and equipped merchant marine is so essential I assume there 
is little if any difference of opinion In this regard. 

My discussion to-day will be confined therefore to the prob- 
lems of administration, especially in view of these recent sug- 
gested changes in pelicies, and with some recommendations 
which I trust will at least furnish food for careful thought and 
reflection. 

I assume there are some Senators who conscientlously believe 
that continued Government administration would be the wisest 
policy to pursue, who are convinced that the merchant marine 
should always be a direct branch of the Government service. 
My position, however. is that of one who is fundamentally op- 
posed to Goyernment administration of any business that can be 
developed through the energy and enterprise of our citizens, 
and one who accepted literally section 5 of the revised merchant 
marine act of 1920. 

Subdivision A of this section reads as follows: 


That in order to accomplish the declared purposes of this act and to 
carry out the policy declared in section 1 hereof the board is authorized 
and directed to sell, as soon as practicable, consistent with good busi- 
ness methods and the objects and purposes to be attained by this act, 
at public or private competitive sale, after appraisement and due ad- 
vertisement in at least one daily newspaper in such principal ports in 
the United States and in such leading shipping periodicals as the board 
deems advisable, to persons who are citizens of the United States, 
except as provided in section 6 of this act, all the vessels referred to in 
section 4 of this act or otherwise acquired by the board. 


I might say, in passing, that the vessels referred to in section 
6 of the act are naval vessels which might temporarily be 
assigned to the Shipping Board, and, of course, should not be 
for sale. 

I fully appreciate that this law permits a very wide latitude, 
and am thoroughly familiar with the fact that while it has 
seemed to have been the desire to turn the merchant marine 
over to private administration, little real progress in this 
direction has been made. I fully realize and appreciate that 
those in authority have found it very difficult to carry out the 
direction to sell as contained in the section I have just read, 
due almost entirely to two reasons: 

First, that since the act of 1920 was passed there has been 
a very considerable excess of ocean-going tonnage over world 
requirements. 

Second, that American-flag vessels can not operate, due to our 
higher standards of wages, etc., as economically as the mer- 
chant ships of other nations. 

However, after fully considering these facts, I am still con- 
vinced that the position of our merchant marine can be greatly 
improved, and that the time has arrived when further consid- 
eration must be given to the problem, so as to enable the Gov- 
ernment to Save to its taxpayers some of the approximately 
$50,000,000 annual deficit they are now contributing. 

About a year ago Congress refused to grant a carefully pre- 
pared, businesslike subsidy, which was devised for the purpose 
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of meeting the handicaps under which American ships were 
obliged to operate, and by so doing make possible their sale 
to American owners and operators, and in this way build up a 
permanent merchant “marine. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. EDGE. I yield. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator mean by his statement re- 
garding the $50,000,000 deficit to imply that that is the only 
loss? I invite the Senator’s attention to the fact that large 
sums are being derived by the Shipping Board from the sale 
of various vessels, all of which, of course, is money lost; that 
there is constant depreciation and deterioration of capital and 
of investment, all of which is lost, and which is an indirect 
charge upon the Treasury, for the reason that heretofore we 
have made appropriations covering these sums. So that while 
we may appropriate now only $50,000,000 directly out of the 
Treasury there is an actual loss in depreciation and in- the 
destruction of capital heretofore invested of perhaps fifty to 
seventy-five million dollars more. So that the way the Ship- 
ping Board is operating now, it is only a question of a few 
years when the entire four billions of capital will have been 
consumed and destroyed, plus whatever appropriations we 
make from year to year. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I thank the Senator for his sug- 
gestion. Later I will touch upon the thought he has brought 
to the attention of the Senate. 

While the bill providing the subsidy was not permitted to 
come to a yote, still whatever the method employed, it failed 
to become a law. We must, therefore, face the problem with a 
realization that a subsidy has been denied. 

What is the result? As stated, a deficit of approximately 
$50,000,000 a year which, of course, must be made up by the 
taxpayers of the country, and is in itself a clear form of 
subsidy. Yes, a subsidy without having the advantage of en- 
couraging American shipowners and operators to engage in the 
business we all stress so much. 

And that fs not all. If our ships are to be operated in the 
world’s trade and not limited to those reseryed exclusively to 
American ships, such as our coastwise, we have no alternative 
but to build ships. We must recognize that new vessels of 
up-to-date design must continually be added. Take for ex- 
ample the North Atlantic service in which we now have only 
one modern and up-to-date vessel, the Leviathan. Practical 
shipping people whom I have consulted tell me that before we 
can hope to compete with the British and operate under the 
American flag a fast trans-Atlantic mail and passenger service, 
it is essential to supplement the Leviathan with two new ves- 
sels of her class. Is the money necessary to the carrying on of 
a construction program to be borne, as is the present deficit, by 
the taxpayer? For if not, then certainly it is high time that 
a decision should be reached as to whether the act of 1920 
means what it says, that the fleet shall go into private hands, 
or that we are prepared to continue to maintain, at an enor- 
mous loss for ali time to come, a Goyernment-owned and ad- 
ministered merchant marine. 

Permit me to discuss very briefly the present financial situa- 
tion, and after bringing that picture before you, I will try to 
suggest some remedies. It has always been my conviction that 
it is the duty of anyone in or out of public life, when criticiz- 
ing an existing state of affairs, to be constructive as well as 
critical 

From the best sources available, although I must freely admit 
accurate figures are unobtainable, it is estimated that the 
merchant marine originally cost the American people some- 
thing over $3,000,000,000. This includes ships, yards, and 
material. A huge sum, but expended during times of war and 
under great duress, justified only as a war expenditure. But 
when one contemplates that figure and then reads from the last 
statement of the Shipping Board, issued in September, that 
the inventory value of the ships at that time was only 
$226,733,315, the terrific loss of two and three quarter billions 
is, to say the least, impressive. A few ships have been sold, one 
sale the past summer netting about $1,000,000, and other 
previous sales, the total of all, however, being inconsequential 
in comparison with the figures just given. In addition to the 
ships, the Government likewise owns various supplies and 
material, land and equipment, mortgages and securities, of 
more or less doubtful value, amounting to several millions ad- 
ditional. I have drawn attention to the fact that in addition 
to this great and natural shrinkage in value, as compared with 
war costs, the actual operating deficit is approximately 
$50,000,000 per year. I believe the actual figures«of the last 
two years, which, as I understand it, are the first from which 
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correct figures could be secured, amounted to about $42,000,000, 
not including, however, depreciation, interest, or insurance on 
the investment. 

We have already charged off over two and three-quarters 
billion as a war expense, and the fleet now has a value in 
round figures of $225,000,000. Four per cent on this invest- 
ment is $9,000,000 per annum, to which should be added 
depreciation at the rate of 5 per cent. As the life of ships 
average about 20 years, this would amount to a further 
charge of $11,250,000 per annum. So that to the operating 
deficit of forty-two million should be added for interest and 
depreciation a further $20,250,000, making a total of over 
$60,000,000 per year, which is the subsidy the American people 
are paying to maintain a Government-operated merchant ma- 
rine. I have written off entirely the interest on the cost, 
which would be well over one hundred million. 

On top of this, I see by the Budget recently presented to 
Congress that but thirty million is allowed for the ensuing 
year for the merchant marine. If operating expenses during 
the last year have shown a deficit of over forty million, not 
counting interest or depreciation, how would it be possible 
for the Shipping Board with a thirty million appropriation 
to take any action but to withdraw more ships from the sea 
in order to cut down their losses and keep within this appro- 
priation as limited by law? And not one dollar for new ships. 
The proposition, if we face it for a moment, is so astounding, 
so absolutely impossible from a business standpoint, that it 
not only deserves but demands the attention of the Congress. 

Speaking of the withdrawal of ships, it may be interesting 
for the Senate to know, if the Members are not already fa- 
miliar with the facts, just how many ships are in operation 
now. According to the figures made public by the Shipping 
Board a couple of months ago, which are the last available, 
the board at that time owned 1,334 ships. Of this total 416 
were in operation, or, as the board puts it, ready for spot 
delivery, while more than double that number, 882 to be exact, 
were laid up, exclusive of 36 tugs laid up or in operation. I 
am informed that since the issuance of that report some two 
or three months ago the number of ships in actual operation 
is still further decreased. 

I am not criticizing the fact that so many ships are out of 
service. I naturally assume they are out of service because 
there is no demand for their tonnage and because their opera- 
tion would add terrifically to the deficit. I have been told 
that the majority of the laid-up vessels were constructed to 
meet a war emergency and have little if any value as oper- 
ating units. This explains in part the shrinkage of two and 
three-quarters billion dollars in the value of our fleet to-day 
as compared with its war cost. 

Now for some remedies. I have introduced a bill in the 
Senate providing for the abolishment of the Shipping Board, 
now composed of seven members drawing each $12,000 a year, 
together with a secretary at $5,000, with the power to employ 
and fix the compensation of various other attachés. 

In introducing this bill I want it to be clearly understood 
that it is in no wise a reflection on any of the individual 
members of the board, but is aimed entirely and alone at the 
system. I have had some experience in business administra- 
tion and I can see nothing but confusion when a purely execu- 
tive function has seven heads with equal responsibility. It 
is contrary to the policy in vogue in any successful business 
enterprise in the Nation. It is contrary to the policy in vogue 
in the Federal Government itself. 

The Navy is managed by a single head; the Army likewise; 
the post-office business as well; the Budget and practically 
every other responsibility of an executive character. Boards 
are most helpful in passing upon many questions of policy 
or in a judicial capacity, but as boards are convened in the 
Army and Navy for various purposes, so could they be con- 
vened when necessary in the shipping administration. If 
there ever was a responsibility which required, in my judg- 
ment, one strong, powerful, executive head, it is in the ad- 
ministration of the American merchant marine. 

I am convinced that the first step toward carrying out the 
direction of the shipping act of 1920, to dispose of the fleet 
and equipment, is the charging of the responsibility, without 
undue interference, to one properly qualified executive. 

I recognize that the problems coming before the Shipping 
Board differ somewhat from other Government responsibilities, 
inasmuch as there are private interests in the shipping busi- 
ness with which, to a great extent, the Government necessarily 
competes. In view of this there may be justification for the 
retention of a board for the purpose of passing upon matters 
of this kind, but it should be absolutely removed from any 
responsibility of administration. As it is now operating, the 


board sits in both a judicial and administrative capacity, 
Surely that is indefensible. If it is to be continued, it must 
in all fairness bear the same relation to privately owned and 
operated shipping as it does to the Government fleet. 

I do not see how this much-to-be-desired remodeling of re- 
sponsibilities can be assured without new legislation. 

The act of 1920, under which» the Shipping Board is now 
operating, certainly gives unlimited power to the board, and 
even though by resolution they abdicated that power confusion 
and confliction with an executive head would be sure to result. 

Certainly past experience in every way justifies that con- 
clusion. On September 30, 1921, the Shipping Board passed a 
comprehensive resolution delegating to the Emergency Fleet 
Corporation full power of administration, but from time to 
time have withdrawn the power so delegated until now ad- 
ministration is practically back in the hands of the seven 
commissioner executives. 

I understand another effort is to be made to again pasg 
such a resolution, and when the new president of the Fleet 
Corporation is appointed to give him the same power fors 
merly lodged in this office. 

That is all right as far as it goes, but experience has demon- 
strated it does not go far enough. In fact, according to in- 
formation appearing in the press in the last 24 hours, the 
Shipping Board are balking on the suggestion to transfer their 
powers. Therefore, if that information is correct, the neces- 
sity for definite legislation is all the more apparent or the 
present costly system, with its dual responsibility and con- 
fusion, must continue. Surely it is too expensive to longer 
condone such a situation. 

Even should they pass such a resolution as they did in 
1921, it is human nature that with unlimited powers under 
existing legislation they would from time to time run counter 
to the executive, and, as has been the history of the past, 
create divisions and dissensions, with, of course, a lack of 
teamwork and desired results, 

As is generally known, our shipping problems have been 
handled to a great extent through an intertwining if not a 
dual organization. The Emergency Fleet Corporation, which 
is a corporation organized under the laws of the District of 
Columbia and which was considered necessary in order to 
administer such a responsibility, was a part of the act of 1916 
and was deemed wise as a stimulant to shipping. We then 
entered the war. The 1920 act transferred the powers of the 
Emergency Fleet Corporation to the Shipping Board, where, as 
stated, they now remain. Therefore, no real power exists at 
the present time in the Emergency Fleet Corporation and the 
organization is, as explained, only continued through the au- 
thority delegated to it by the Shipping Board. 

I am entirely in sympathy, as I have repeated, with the 
movement to delegate the administrative power to the presi- 
dent of this organization, but I contend that unless we pass 
legislation clearly defining the separate powers of the executive 
and Shipping Board, the latter confined to judicial and review, 
that we are doing nothing of a constructive character to place 
the responsibility for the operation of the fleet with the execu- 
tive, and how can we expect better results? 

This, however, is only one phase of this important question 
upon which, in my opinion, additional legislation is required, 
There is still another to which I wish also to refer. f 

During the last recess of Congress the Shipping Board had 
under consideration yarious plans to encourage outside interest 
in the merchant marine and Senators may or may not be 
familiar with some of the suggestions made. In my judgment, 
in carrying out certain of these suggestions lies the only remedy 
or opportunity to improve present conditions and reduce to a 
minimum the yearly operating deficit. Suggestion was made 
that subsidiary corporations be formed taking over different 
trade routes; inviting outside capital to purchase a minority 
interest, the Government retaining majority control; inviting 
men interested and familiar with shipping to become members 
of the individual boards to assist in the management. Accord- 
ing to my understanding, this proposal in effect was adopted 
by a majority of the Shipping Board, but it was later deter- 
mined by the Attorney General that the Shipping Board did 
not have the authority under existing legislation to carry out 
the plan. 

I believe, Mr. President, that this general suggestion offers 
the only practical solution in sight and is the only method that 
can be adopted to stimulate interest in the merchant murine 
and to ultimately dispose of it as directed by the shipping act. 
If further legislation is necessary in order to bring about this 
much-to-be-desired stimulation, then there should be no delay 
in supplying the necessary laws, That is a legal question which 
I can not attempt to discuss. 
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The plan as I understand it would be first the organization of 
separate corporations to take over at a reasonable value, that is, 
one that would attract capital, the Government vessels, and so 
forth, now being operated in these various trade routes, the 
capital stock of each of these corporations to be an amount equal 
to the value of the vessels and to be held in the first instance by 
the Government. 
the plan would be to offer for sale, at par, up to 48 per cent of 
the stock to those who were in any way interested in the par- 
ticular trade, that is, operators, importers, exporters, as well as 
American shipowners who might be operating vessels of their 
own in such trade, and which business they might be willing to 
merge into such corporation, taking stock in the corporation in 
payment therefor. The majority of the board of directors of 
each company to be Government nominees or appointees, the 
minority shareholders to elect the remaining members of the 
board. The best shipping and business brains in the country 
would then be inyited by the Government to become interested 
in these various corporations and in this way brought into the 
service of the Government. Through this method of adminis- 
tration, as soon as the service was put on a profitable basis 
and a good will, which is all important, in the shipping busi- 
ness established, then the balance of the Government's stock 
in the corporation could be properly sold to the private interests 
who had already developed it or to the highest bidder. 

That is what the 1920 act directs. Then why should there be 
any opposition to providing the necessary vehicle and system? 
Most assuredly no sales would be made excepting under con- 
tract with the Government to maintain a satisfactory service 
and, of course, with a complete agreement that the ships 
should always be under American registry. 

In view of the uncertainty ralsed by the opinion of the At- 
torney General, it seems essential that Congress should make a 
definite statement by law that the United States will operate 
these routes throngh the subsidiary corporations or that they 
will be operated by private American interests, but that under 
one form or the other permanency will be assured. The lack 
of such permanency to-day in my judgment has much to do 
with the difficulties encountered by the Shipping Board in 
tying up shippers to the exclusive use of the American fleet. 
Of course, a proper understanding must be had with such cor- 
porations in order that they may not have any special immu- 
nity from the Government but may compete precisely on the 
same basis, so far as governmental ald is concerned, as do any 
private organizations controlled by American capital. Cer- 
tainly no one can deny that so long as we are enlisted in the 
cause of the American merchant marine it is not fair to the 
American shipowner and the private operator for his Govern- 
ment to go in competition with him and through a liberal use of 
the taxpayer's money make up the deficits of Government-oper- 
sited ships where American taxpayers administering a private 
line have no wealthy godfather to whom to appeal. 

We have reached the time for decision. We must either decide 
on a Government owned and administered merchant marine, to 
which policy I am unalterably opposed, and which necessarily 
means the continued expenditure of a large sum of money, or 
do that which is necessary to make salable the vessels now in 
operation. 

Even permanent Government ownership advocates should 
not object to this plan, as all must agree that improved service 
and value, developed while still under Government control, 
could not be successfully assailed by either class of advocates. 

If there is no action in the present Congress in either of 
these directions, then, in my judgment, the drift must plainly 
be to a permanently owned and administered merchant ma- 
rine, ineffective and unnecessarily expensive. Rather than 
this, I believe the Shipping Board, with the proper qualifica- 
tions of American ownership and American registry, should 
without delay sell the fleet and the equipment, if necessary, 
on the auction block to the highest bidder. 

No one would regret such action more than myself, but I 
am convinced the time has arrived when at least new and 
forceful methods of a recognized business character must be 
adopted in order that the taxpayers may be at least partially 
relieved of this burden. With interest, depreciation, and re- 
placements considered, in addition to losses by operation, we 
must in the future be prepared to meet an annual outgo of 
many millions of dollars. 

The very least we can do at this time is to have a committee 
survey the present situation, the necessity for replacements, 
and the possibility of further interesting the public. To per- 
mit the management of this great and expensive undertaking 
to go along even with the control delegated as suggested 
would simply be putting off the evil day and adding to our 


After these corporations have been organized: 


burden when we were finally brought face to face with the 
inevitable. : 

No one underrates the value of a merchant marine, but at 
least let us try to adopt businesslike methods in an effort to 
minimize its losses and perpetuate its existence, 

During the delivery of Mr. Epce’s speech, i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lenroor in the chair). 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is the election of a chair- 
man of the Interstate Commerce Committee. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent that 
the unfinished business may be temporarily laid. aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washing- 
ton asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may 
be temporarily laid aside. Is there objection? ‘There being 
no objection, it is so ordered. 

After the conclusion of Mr. Ebox's speech, 


PROPOSED BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 76. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KING. Let the bill be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It occurs to the Chair that a 
vote upon the unfinished business would not be in order until 
2.30 o'clock. If this motion should prevail, it would displace the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand that this bill was being con- 
sidered in the morning hour and that at 2 o’clock unanimous 
consent was given that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. That would naturally keep this measure before the 
Senate. Therefore I think the measure will be before the Sen- 
ate until it shall have been displaced by taking up the unfinished 
business, which can be done by motion only. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
when the hour of 2 o’clock arrived, no agreement having been 
made at that time—— 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, it has been the uniform ruling 
of the Chair that when at 2 o'clock a measure has been pending 
and by unanimous consent the unfinished business has been set 
aside temporarily the measure under consideration at that time 
continues before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Exactly; but there was noth- 
ing pending at the time the unfinished business was set aside. 

Mr. CURTIS. Les; this bill has been pending all morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But not after the hour of 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. CURTIS. It was pending at 2 o'clock, and at that time 
unanimous consent was asked and granted to set aside the 
unfinished business, and that kept this measure before the 
Senate. That is the way every such measure has been kept 
before the Senate since I have been in the Senate. If that 
course should not be pursued, Senators would be compelled to 
move the consideration of the measure pending at 2 o'clock, 
which would displace the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Kansas is 
correct in the statement that the request was made at 2 o'clock, 
then the Chair misunderstood the situation. 

Mr. CURTIS. The request was made at 2 o'clock, 

Mr. ROBINSON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I was out of the Chamber in the anteroom 
when the hour of 2 o'clock arrived, and I inquire whether at 
the hour of 2 o'clock the Chair laid before the Senate the 
unfinished business and whether it was formally laid aside? 

Mr. CURTIS. It was. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Very well. 
is any difficulty about the matter. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I made the request immediately 
upon the unfinished business being laid before the Senate. 


PROPOSED PRINTING IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. SPENCER. If there is no objection, I ask to have 
printed in the Conearesstonat Recorp an article by Mr. Mac- 
donald, including quotations from speeches of the President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the article sent by him to the desk 
be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I shall not object, but I call 
the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] announced that he 
should object to the printing of that article in the Record, and 
I was wondering whether the Senator from Missouri wanted 
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to take advantage of the temporary absence of the Senator from 
New Humpshire? 

Mr. SPENCER, The Senator from New Hampshire asked me 
this morning in a spirit of pleasantry whether the article had 
as yet been printed in the Recorp, and I assumed from that 
he did not care particularly, or I should not have made the 

uest, 

Mr. WILLIS. I simply wished to call the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri to the statement of the Senator from 
New Hampshire and to ask if he wished to take the responsi- 
bility. He may take it if he so desires, and I shall not object to 
his request. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, before unanimous consent is 
given to print in the Record the article entitled“ The Scientific 
Political Training of President Coolidge,” I have a remark to 
make, 

When first I came to the Senate I sinned frequently by 
attempting to include into the Recorp from time to time a 
large number of speeches, declamations, orations, compositions, 
and articles written by publicity seekers, but within the past 
seven or eight years I have reformed, I have come to the con- 
clusion that it is not good policy to make the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp a propaganda sheet. I am not going to object to the 
request of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Spencer], but just 
as surely as this article goes into the Record there will come 
from my State a flood of letters, accompanied by articles which 
I will be asked to have printed, eulogizing Hon. William G. 
McAdoo, whom I am proudly and gladly supporting for the 
Democratic nomination for the Presidency—and I support him 
because of his vast experience, his courage, and his exalted 
character—and some of the writers of such letters will ask me 
why I have not the perspicacity and the industry to get their 
articles printed in the Recorp to offset the propaganda flowing 
from the articles offered to-day by my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. SPENCER]. 

The senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Rrep] has many sup- 
porters in my State and they may write me and ask me why 
do I not have printed in the Recorp articles which they have 
written urging the nomination of that courageous and capable 
statesman, Senator JAmMes A, REED; and the friends of other 
candidates will likewise write me. 

The able and diligent Senator from Missouri, of course, is 
aware that the Republican National Committee, or such mi- 
nority of the Republican National Committee as is in favor of 
Mr. Coolidge’s renomination, will want to reprint this article 
and send it out at publie expense to millions of voters. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Why could they not just as well take one 
from Judge? It would be just as likely to be accurate. 

Mr. ASHURST. The article on President Coolidge would be 
funnier. 

Mr. CARAWAY. And more nearly accurate. 

Mr. ASHURST. And more nearly accurate. Now, speaking 
in the attitude of a self-reformed sinner, I feel I have the 
right to indulge that freedom of speech which ordinarily is 
the prerogative of reformed persons. I believe that the Senate 
should draw a line at this time and not include in the RECORD 
hereafter articles of this nature. However, I shall not object 
in this instance, because I am going to ask in conjunction with 
the request of the Senator from Missouri that my remarks on 
this subject may be included in the same kind of type at the 
head of the article as a part and parcel of the article, so that 
if the article be efirculated the antidote may go out to the 
country with the poison. 

Mr. ROBINSON and Mr. WILLIS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. In view of the discussion which has oc- 
curred, I was just about to make an objection to the insertion 
of the article in the Rrcorp. I object. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, I only entered the Cham- 
ber as this—I was about to say altercation—this colloquy drew 
to a close. Do I understand I will be estopped from offering 
for inclusion in the Recorp the remarks of notorious pro- 
leaguers on the subject of the Bok plan? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Nothing, Mr. President, can preclude the 
Senator from Illinois from exercising his prerogative to ask 
that there be inserted in the Recorp any matter which he 
' desires to have inserted. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I understand that. 

Mr. ROBINSON. But the Senators, I take it, will exercise 
their right and their privilege to object, if they see fit to do so. 

Mr. ASHURST. Moreover, Mr. President, it would be un- 
necessary for the Senator from IIlinois to include in the 
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Record anybody's article respecting the Bok plan, because the 
able Senator is so thoroughly disgusted with the Bok plan and 
with that kind of propaganda that his own remarks would be 
sufficiently weighty, and it would not be necessary for him to 
go out and find remarks of anyone else to include in the RECORD 
to bolster up his argument. Very little will be placed in the 
Recorp against the Bok plan, because it will fall of its own 
inherent weakness. 

Mr. McCORMICK, Oh, Saul is among the prophets to-day. 

77 5 President, if I may crave the indulgence of those who 
would—— : 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, will the Senator from IMi- 
nois yield for a moment? I merely wish to ask a question. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I yield for a moment, although it will 
not take me more than a moment to introduce these adulatory 
encomiums on the Bok plan. 

Mr. SPENCER. The Senator from IIlinois having yielded to 
me a moment, I desire to say that I understood the Senator 
from Arkansas objected to the printing of the article in the 
Record. Am I correct in my understanding? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He did. 

Mr. SPENCER. I merely wish to say that the Subcommittee 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections meets at this 
time, or I should give myself the privilege of reading that 
article in the Senate, which, of course, the Senator from Arkan- 
sas knew I would do when he objected. I shall read the article 
at the first convenient opportunity. 

PROPOSED BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to state, re- 
curring to the status of the bill of the Senator from Washing- 
ton, that, in the opinion of the present occupant of the chair, 
the bill referred to did not continue before the Senate upon the 
laying aside of the unfinished business. It is the opinion of 
the Chair that when the hour of 2 o'clock arrived the bill then 
before the Senate automatically went back to the calendar, and 
that it would require a request upon the part of the Senator 
from Washington to again bring the bill before the Senate after 
2 o'clock. That could be done, the unfinished business being 
temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, if the Senator 
from Dlinois who has the floor will yield to me for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President. 

Mr. CURTIS. In order that we may have something before 
the Senate I suggest 

Mr. McCORMICK. I was going to get the Bok plan before 
the Senate if I could. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is nothing before the 
Senate. 

Mr. McCORMICK. There is not much in the Bok plan; so 
that, if the Bok plan is before the Senate, there is nothing 
serious before it. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Washington for a request. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator from Illinois has 
the floor and I did not care to interrupt him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Technically there is nothing 
before the Senate to which any Senator may address himself. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 76. 

Mr. CURTIS. I suggest that the Senator from Washington 
ask upanimous consent for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Very well; I ask unanimous 
consent for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washing- 
ton asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 76. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will that displace the matter of the elec- 
tion of a chairman for the Committee on Interstate Commerce? 

Mr: JONES of Washington. If unanimous consent is given, 
and the bill should come up in that way, it would not displace 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Is it proposed to vote on the chalrman- 
ship to-day or not? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. If anybody desires the bill to 
go over until to-morrow I shall not ask to dispose of it to-day, 
because it is a measure of considerable importance. I hope to 
proceed with its consideration as far as we can; and if any 
Senator desires it to go over until to-morrow, and not have it 
disposed of to-day, I shall not insist upon its disposition to-day. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have not examined it, but I should like 
to have it go over. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It is a bill that the Senate 
passed at the last Congress, after discussing it for several days, 
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If the Senator desires it to go over I shall not insist upon its 
being disposed of to-day, but I should like to take it up and 
proceed as far as possible with it. There are several amend- 
ments that I have no doubt we can dispose of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Washington? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 76) to 
create a bureau of aeronautics in the Department of Com- 
merce, to encourage and regulate the operation of civil air- 
craft in interstate and foreign commerce, and for other pur- 
poses. 

THE BOK PEACE JURY. 


Mr. McCORMICK. The bill of the Senator from Washington, 
at all events, is less ephemeral and dlaphanous than the Bok 
plan. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to offer for the 
Recorp the statements of the most phrenetic, if not the most 
conspicuous, advocates of the league in this country—Mr. Jus- 
tice Clarke, Mr. Wickersham, and Mr. Hamilton Holt—in- 
dorsing the Bok plan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Ixpbonsn Bok PLAN as STEP TO LEAGUE— NONPARTISAN ASSOCIATION 
Says IT LEADS IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION AND MERITS SUPPORT— EX- 
JUSTICE CLARKE’S VIEw— PROPOSAL IS PRAISED BY HAMILTON HOLT 
AND OTHERS—No Mors WAR—PEACE UNION OPPOSED. 


[From the New York Times of January 8, 1924.] 


General approval of the winning Bok prize peace plan was ex- 
pressed yesterday by the League of Nations Nonpartisan Association. 

A statement of the association, made public by former Justice John 
H. Clarke, its president, and George W. Wickersham, president of 
its council, declared that, while the plan was not acceptable as a 
substitute for the program of the association, which looks to the 
entrance of the United States inte the league, it opened the door 
for entrance and accordingly merited the support of friends of the 
league. 

Justice Clarke in an individual statement went slightly further 
than the statement of the association and expressed dissent from 
the conditions proposed by the plan for the full cooperation of the 
United States with the league. Mr. Clarke said he believed the pro- 
posal to eliminate force or an economic boycott as a last resort to 
enforce the provisions of Articles X and XVI of the league covenant 
was going too far in the present state of civilization for a working 
plan. He added that he had no objection to an attempt to bring 
about such a change. 


Justice Clarke declared, however, that, although he would have 
favored the entrance of the United States into the league “ with our 
heads up and flags flying,” the plan was so well adapted to conciliat- 
ing differences of opinion that he believed the friends of peace should 
approve and yote for it. 


INDORSEMENT BY ASSOCIATION. 


The statement of the League of Nations Nonpartisan Association, 
which was framed after a conference of Justice Clarke, Mr. Wicker- 
sham, and other members of the executive committee and council, 
follows: 

“The League of Nations Nonpartisan Association welcomes both of 
the suggestions contained in the Bok prize peace plan. This associa- 
tion's program has from the beginning included insistence upon the 
desirability of the United States giving its support to the Permanent 
Court of International Justice. The proposed extension of American 
cooperation with the League of Nations would constitute a clear ad- 
vance toward the achievement of the desire of this association that the 
United States become a member of the League of Nations on terms 
‘consistent with our national Constitution and consonant with the 
dignity and honor, moral responsibility, and power of our Republic.’ 

“While the plan is not acceptable as a substitute for the program 
of this association, it does offer a door through which America may 
enter the League of Nations, and therefore all friends of the league 
enn well support it.” 

In his personal comment on the plan, Justice Clarke said: 

“Tt is an impressive fact that a committee of distinguished men and 
women from both political parties should select from 22,165 plans 
offered one which adopts the covenant of the League of Nations, with 
only 2 of its 26 articles considerably modified, as the best practicable 
plan for cooperation of our country with other nations ‘to achieve and 
preserve the peace of the world.’ Assuredly this is a great tribute 
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to the wisdom of the covenant and an unexpected justification of those 
of us who have been advocating its acceptance by our country, with 
reseryations. 


SEES ULTIMATE COOPERATION. 


“As a basis of his proposals the author of the winning plan assumes 
these facts to be established: (1) That the existing League of Nations 
is a world organization to promote international cooperation so firmly 
established that the 54 nations members of it ‘can not and will not 
abandon’ it; (2) that the few nations outside the league (54 are in 
and 8 outside) are of such character that the United States ‘can not 
hopefully cooperate with them; and (3) that the sheer force of inter- 
national gravitation’ will render cooperation with the league by our 
Government ultimately inevitable. It is difficult to see how any candid 
mind can question the validity of these conclusions, 

“Coming now to the proposals. 

“The first is that the United States shall immediately adhere to the 
World Court, for the reasons and under the conditions stated by Secre- 
tary Hughes and President Harding in February, 1923. Our associa- 
tion promptly approved this proposal when it was made. 

“It is next proposed that our Government shall extend its present 
cooperation with various humanitarian agencies of the league so as to 
include them all, but without joining the league. 

„This,“ says the author, ‘is as far as we can go in cooperation for 
world peace without assuming direct relations with the assembly and 
council of the league,’ and he goes forward with his plan for member- 
ship, which consists of five proposals, as follows: 

“The first proposal is for a reservation with respect to the Monroe 
doctrine, which we think probably does not enlarge the construction 
which the agencies of the league would place in practice on the reserva- 
tion of the doctrine contained in the covenant. Objection to its scope 
will probably come from the nations to the south of us, but friends of 
the league should accept it and trust to a calmer and wiser day te 
modify its terms. 

“The second proposal is that the United States shall not assume any 
obligations under Articles X and XVI except as Congress shall in ene! 
ease authorize, and shall also propose that these two articles bs 
dropped or modified to eliminate any suggestion of resort to either forca 
or the economic boycott as a means of enforcing the obligations of 
members. 

SHOULD VOTE FOR PLAN, HE SAYS. 


“In my judgment, in the present state of what is called civilization, 
this is going too far for a working plan, and I think it would be wiser 
to retain both of these sanctions to be resorted to as the covenant 
provides only after all the peaceful defenses against war have failed 
and, preferably, giving effect to them through treaties of mutual assist- 
ance supplementing the covenant. 

“ But we see no objection to attempting to secure such a change or 
to trying it if it can be obtained. If it is obtained and fails, the mis- 
take can be corrected, or we can retire to our isolation again. While 
this proposal seems to us unwise, it is not sufficiently so to justify 
rejection of the plan. 

“The third proposal is that we shall not assume any obligations 
under the existing peace treaties. As we are not claiming any advan- 
tages under these treaties except as they are embodied in our treaty 
with Germany, this may be accepted, but not without a blush. 

“The fourth proposal is that article 1 shall be modified so as to 
admit any self-governing state to the league upon its receiving the 
favorable vote of two-thirds of the assembly, This is not a great 
change, and, since the success of the league depends on its ultimately 
including all of the nations, it may well be approved. 

“The final proposal is that provision be made for the revision and 
development of international law. To this there can be no objection. 

“ While I should much prefer a more immediate and direct entrance 
to the league than this plan proposes—an entrance with our heads up 
and flags fiying—nevertheless, the plan is so well adapted to con- 
ciliating differences of opinion which must be recognized as existing 
in our country that, having regard to the Importance on the part of 
the friends of peace of sinking all possible differences in the hope of 
uniting the nations in time to avert another world war, I think we 
should approve it and vote for it.” 


HAMILTON HOLT PRAISES PLAN. 


Hamilton Holt, chairman of the finance committee of the League of 
Nations Nonpartisan Association, characterized the winning plan as 
an admirably worked out compromise. 

“It is a public service of which the author may be proud,” he said. 
“Friends of the League of Nations in America have since the last 
presidential campaign refrained from trying to formulate an exact 
plan by which the United States might enter the league. Any concrete 
formula would necessarily either go too far or not far enough when it 
came to run the gantlet of the United States Senate and the assembly 
of the league, 

“Friends of the league till now have for the most part contented 
themselves with preaching the notable record of things accomplished 
by the league in the four years of its existence, urging the United 
States to enter on any terms agreeable to two-thirds of the Senate, 


700 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 8, 


provided only they were in conformity with the Constitution and con- 
sonant with the honor and dignity and moral responsibility of the 
Republic. 

“The Bok plan is, therefore, the first attempt to reverse this policy, 
It has the good fortune of being put out under sufficiently happy 


auspices to get for it a nation-wide hearing. Whether it is the best 
plan that is practicable, of course no one can say. Certainly the 
wisest thing for the United States to do would be to join the league 
as it is and then work from within for any changes in the covenant 
that seemed desirable. But doubtless this is too sensible to be realized, 

“If, therefore, the present plan turns out to be the best we can get, 
surely all friends of the league, both Democrats and Republicans, can 
unite on it as a measurable and honorable step forward in the fight 
to complete the work our boys began in France. For whatever the 
future has in store, it is certain that the agitation for American 
entrance into the league will not cease until that result is accomplished, 
and we have kept faith with the dead.” 

“I should prefer the United States to become a member of the 
league as at present constituted, with proper reservation,” said Manley 
O. Hudson, professor of international law at the Harvard Law 
School. “The plan stops short of that, but does not preclude it in 
the future. 

“Tt is not quite clear to me how the United States will participate 
in the work of the assembly and council without some sort of asso- 
ciated membership. The plan is not definite as to whether the con- 
ditions and reservations must be made before or after the American 
participation begins, nor does it distinguish sharply between condi- 
tions precedent to cooperation and proposals to be made after coopera- 
tion has been begun.” 


Mr. McCORMICK, Likewise, I ask unanimous consent to 
offer for the Recoxp two cable dispatches from a very great 
newspaper, of which the editor is a frenzied and frantic sup- 
porter of the league, entitled, respectively, Europe again sees 
America in league,” and “A big peace step, say league chiefs. 
Bok award creates immense satisfaction at Geneva head- 
quarters.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Illinois? There being no objection, 
it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


[From the New York Times of January 8, 1924.) 

Evrore AGAIN SEES AMERICA IN LEAGUE—APPROVYAL or Box PLAN ix 
RerereNDUM WOULD BE TAKEN AS A Harpincer—Gnreat INTEREST 
an Pants—No OBJECTION WOULD BE MADE TO SUGGESTED RESERVA- 
TIONS, EVEN IF CONSIDERED ILLOGICAL. 


(By Edwin L. James. Special cable to the New York Times,) 
(Copyright, 1924, by the New York Times Co.) 


Panis, January 7.— The terms of the peace plan which has won tha 
$50,000 Bok award are causing interest in Paris, because the proposals 
for American participation in international affairs all hinge on the 
recognition of existing institutions rather than tending to suggestions 
for the formation of new courts and new leagues, which suggestions 
European statesmen have consistently ‘regarded as chimerical if not 
hypocritical. 

Not only do Frenchmen get some hope from the fact that of the 
22,165 plans submitted the judges chose as best that which would 
put America into the World Court and shove her toward the Leagne 
of Nations, but it is understood in league circles here that a vast 
majority of the more than 20,000 plans recommended various degrees of 
joining the league. 

The referendum on the Bok plan will be watched with much interest 
on this side of the Atlantic, and it is believed that it will offer a 
better Indication of the American attitude on the league than did 
the 1920 elections. 

The Bok plan for joining the World Court is regarded here as 
identical with the suggestion of the late President Harding. The 
second set of proposals relating to the league arouse even greater in- 
terest, and at luncheon to-day a well-known figure in the League of 
Nations expressed to me the opinion that American approval cf the 
proposals would amount to approval of eventually joining the league 
with reservations, Now league leaders have always been only too glad 
to listen to American proposals for reservations. Europe never agreed 
with Mr. Wilson that Europe would not accept American reservations 
and no American reservations to the covenant have ever been suggested 
seriously which the league would not have considered most scriously. 

AMERICA OFTEN INVITED. 

One suggestion that without now joining the league America parti- 
cipate in its works will arouse no opposition in Europe, for the league 
has consistently invited Washington to send delegates to any and all 
of its various conferences. Sometimes Washington has and sometimes 
‘Washington has not, apparently following no well-defined rule—but 
Washington has always been welcome, 


As for the Monroe doctrine, it is pointed out here that it is already 
eared for in the covenant, which recognized it. America could never 
persuade Europe entirely of the complete efficacy of moral suasion on 
which the Bok plan lays emphasis, but European statesmen would be 
perfectly willing to have America a member of the league on the con- 
dition that she be not bound to take any action that Congress did not 
approve. That moral suasion will not fit any case is an argument in 
support of which Burope would cite Germany. 

That under the plan America—not a member of the league—would 
make recommendations as to who should join it does not appea> very 
logical to European critics except on the presumption that subcon- 
sciously the author was looking further ahead than his plan says— 
namely, to American membership. 

$ * * * * 


All in all, if America adopts the Bok plan, there could not be the 
slightest doubt that it would serve as the basis of negotiations to open 
the door of the league to America, or rather, to put on the league 
whatever door America would chose to go through. 


i 


A Bio Peace STEP, SAY LEAGUR Cuters—Bor AWARD Creates IMMENSE 
SATISFACTION aT GENEVA HEADQUARTERS, 


GENEVA, January 7 (Associated Press).—The proposals contained in 
the Bok peace award created immense satisfaction in League of Na- 
tions circles here to-night. Basing thelr views upon a somewhat meager 
summary of the project telephoned from Paris, league officials said the 
plan as outlined constituted a tremendous contribution to world peace 
and cooperation, 

In the absence of the full text of the plan, officials were wary in 
committing the league in any way, but they seemed to have received 
the impression that adoption of the American plan would be tanta- 
mount to the United States becoming an associate member of the League 
of Nations. 

Representative members of the secretariat said they would be glad to 
see the Bok proposals adopted by the United States Government and 
presented to other nations for consideration as the best means for 
opening negotiations for further American participation in the league's 
activities. Undoubtedly, they added, some things involved serious mod- 
{fications of the league organization. For instance, much depended on 
how far the United States would Insist on going in connection with 
Articles X and XVI of the covenant. If the United States insisted that 
no nations were to be bound by these, it might be difficult to arrange 
the articles in question to suit the American Government, 

Broadly speaking, league ratification was based on the belief that 
adoption of the scheme, with ratification by the other nations, would 
break the deadlock which has existed during the last five years among 
those who are struggling for international cooperation and good will. 
The Bok project, it is asserted, offers a basis for helpful consultation to 
heal the differences among those striving for world cooperation and 
world harmony. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, the League of Nations, of 
course, already had been well advertised by long months of 
debate in the Senate at the expense of the taxpayers of the 
United States and of the time of Senators. Mr. Bok himself 
has been well advertised, at his own expense so far as we know, 
and presently will be further advertised at the expense of his 
fellow publishers. I have risen to-day, not to consider the Bok 
scheme in detail, but to point out first that those who have 
acclaimed its publication to the world are those who have been 
the most unqualified and immoderate advocates of American 
adhesion to the covenant of the League of Nations. I haye 
risen, too, to call to the attention of the Senate the circum- 
stances under which the Bok scheme was awarded the prize by 
a packed jury; for those who passed upon the many plans sub- 
mitted were without exception, or almost without exception, 
advocates of American adherence to the League of Nations, 
presided over by one of the greatest lawyers in this country, who 
in the days of ancient Athens might well have been charged 
with being able to make the lesser appear the greater reason. 

If I remember rightly, he first became conspicuous at the 
bar as the defender of the notorious Tweed, and when last he 
appeared at the bar of the United States it was for the pur- 
pose of undoing that which had been done by the Congress and 
the legislatures of the United States in proposing and ratify- 
ing the eighteenth amendment. 

As part of the program, the gentlemen who have argued the 
ease for the Bok plan, prior even to its publication, have en- 
listed in its support some who, under the rules of the award, 
can not have studied its terms. The president of the Federa- 
tion of Women’s Clubs, as I have subsequently been informed, 
ut Mr. Bok's instance, and before the publication of the plan 
which was awarded the prize, stated in a circular letter to the 
women's clubs of Illinois that Senator MEDIILE McCormack and 
Senator Wia B. McKrytey are reported to be among the 
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small group who are likely to play politics with this question. 
Let it be said for Mrs. Winter that when the text of her letter 
was called to her attention she telegraphed all the women's 
clubs to which she had addressed the letter and retracted the 
statement made at Mr. Bok's instance; and I offer for the 
Ttecorp the text of that telegram. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from MIinois 
asks unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp the matter re- 
ferred to by him. Is there objection? There being no objec- 
tion, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

(Western Union Telegram.) 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., January 4, 192}. 

I realize that I have made a grave mistake sending a letter criticiz- 
ing motives of any United States Senator. Tried myself too late to 
hold the letter back. I greatly regret the action and will follow it 
closely by another letter acknowledging my error. 

Mrs. Tuomas G. WINTER, 


Mr. McCORMICK. The Foreign Relations Committee of the 
Senate, and the Senate itself, in due course and with orderly 
dispatch, will consider the plan submitted to the Senate by the 
Executive and any reservations or amendments thereto which 
may be proposed. Surely Senators, all of them, will resent the 
imputation that we here who have lived through the trying 
times of the reconstruction will not seek to discharge our full 
duty in the consideration of the protocol before the Foreign 
Relations Committee. We are charged with certain responsi- 
bilities under the Constitution. If we were to be derelict in 
their discharge because of a propaganda organized in behalf of 
Mr. Bok’s scheme or any other, we ought rightly to forfeit 
the confidence of our constituents, and each of us so derelict 
to forfeit the confidence of our fellows. 

The task set before us is no easy one. The diminution of the 
probability of war, the arbitrament of disputes between peo- 
ples, have tried statesmen through long generations, In Europe. 
the seat of the league itself, wars in fact, if not in law, have 
been fought in defiance of the league. Powers, little and great, 
repeatedly have repudiated and defied the league. It is mani- 
fest, I think, alike to those who believe that we should have 
adhered to the covenant no less than to those who held the 
contrary view, that no written instrument, no formal agree- 
ment among the nations, by itself or through the adhesion 
thereto of a majority of the powers, will banish war or change 
the inherited characteristics of mankind. 

If we are to accomplish anything in this matter at this ses- 
sion, Mr. President, we must bear and forbear. We must move 
with prudence and with patience, insisting that no organized 
pressure shall be brought to bear upon Senators to yield their 
judgment to the passion of those less informed, or to thrust 
aside the duty which conscience lays upon them in a matter so 
grave as this. 

PROPOSED BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask that Senate bill No. 76 
may be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 76) to create a bureau of aeronautics 
in the Department of Commerce, to encourage and regulate the 
operation of civil afreraft In interstate and foreign commerce, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask that the hill may be read 
for action on the amendments of the Commit Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator Washington 
asks that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and 
that it be read for aetion on the amendments of the committee. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Before the reading of the bill I would like 
to ask the chairman of the committee about two of its pro- 
visions. Subsection (c) of section 4, on page 3 of the bill, gives 
the Secretary of Commerce the right to investigate and recom- 
mend air routes, and subsection (i) of the same section on page 
4 reads: 

(1) To operate and for this purpose to purchase, when appropria- 
tions shall have been made to do so, such aircraft as the Secretary of 
Commerce may deem necessary for inspecting, licensing, regulating, 
and controlling the operation of civil aircraft, and for determining air 
rontes, landing fields, and air stations, Government machines to be 
used If possible and the consent of the department having control of 
the same can be secured. 


I want to ask the Senator from Washington, in the first place, 
if it is the purpose of the bill to give authority to the depart- 
ment to establish exclusive air routes to indiyiduals or cor- 
porations? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Not at all. 


Mr. McKELLAR. I am not so sure but that language might 
give rise to such a power being claimed. It seems to me, if it 
is not the purpose to give exclusive rights now, in the be- 
ginning of the use of aircraft, as we are really just in the 
beginning of the use of it, we ought to make it perfectly ap- 
parent that the Government is going to control these interstate 
air routes, and I suggest an amendment of this sort to the 
Senator's consideration, that after the word “ secured,” in line 
18, on page 4, we insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That no exclusive rights to air routes shall be assigned 
to any corporation or individual, but all air routes shall be by license 
only, revocable at the pleasure of the Department of Commerce. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. We are not licensing air routes. 
We only recommend routes to people who are engaged in civil 
aviation. 

Mr. MCKELLAR. The Senator can see what is going through 
my mind in regard to it. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The first part of the Senator’s 
amendment seems to be all right and I would have no objection 
to it, although I do not think it is necessary. 

Mr. McKELLAR, If it is not the purpose to give to any 
person or corporation rights in certain routes, I think we ought 
to say so. I think we ought to guard the language very care- 
fully. As I said, the use of aircraft is in its infancy; we do 
not know what its development may be in the future, and we 
should be very careful not to create vested rights in any par- 
ticular corporation or individual in the future. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. If the Senator will prepare an 
amendment covering his thought, I do not think there will be 
any objection to it. I now ask that the bill be read for amend- 
ment. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 5, before the word 
“aeronautics,” to insert the word “civil,” se as to make the 
paragraph read: 


That the Secretary of Commerce be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
establish in the Department of Commerce a bureau to be known as 
the bureau of civil aeronautics. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, tine 10, after the word 
“jurisdiction,” to strike out the words except in conformity 
with the provisions of this act and such rules and regulations 
as may be promulgated pursuant thereto,” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

The term “commerce” when used in this act means the flying, 
navigating, or operating of any civil aircraft in interstate or foreign 
commerce, or in, over, or through the District ef Columbia, the Tor- 
ritories, dependencies, reservations, national parks, or over any place 
or building over which the United States has jurisdiction. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendments were, in section 3, on page 2, line 14, 
before the word “aeronautics,” to insert the word “ civil,” 
and on page 3. line 3, before the word “ aeronautics,” to insert 
the word “ civil,” so as to make the section read: 


See. 3. That there shalt be at the head of such bureau when estab- 
lished a commissioner of civil aeronautics, who shall be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who 
shall receive a salary of $6,000 per annum. There shall be also a 
chief clerk of said bureau who, in addition to the usual duties of a 
chief clerk, may act as commissioner, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary, and such other deputies, assistants, and employees as may be 
required from time to time, and for which appropriations shall have 
been made, and the Secretary of Commerce may, at any time, utilize 
the services of such officers or employees of any other bureau or divi- 
sion of the Department of Commerce as he may deem necessary in 
the administration of this act, or he may „take from such bureaus or 
divisions such parts thereof as he may deem advisable to create the 
bureau of civil aeronautics or to consolidate such parts with that 
burean. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. On page 2, line 6, there is a 
misspelling of the word “aircraft” after the word “civil.” I 
suggest an amendment to correct that error. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 14, before the word 
“commerce,” to strike out the words “ interstate and foreign,” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

(a) To inspect, in order to safeguard life and property, all aircraft 
before it is used lu commerce and certify as to its condition, capacity, 
and safety at the date of inspection and to make the information con- 
tained in such certificate available to the poblic in such manner as he 
may prescribe, 
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Ihe amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 18, page 4, the 
last paragraph read being as follows: 


(i) To operate and for this purpose to purchase, when appropria- 
tlous shall have been made to do so, such aircraft as the Secretary of 
Commerce may deem necessary for inspecting, licensing, regulating, 
and controlling the operation of civil aircraft and for determining air 
routes, landing fields, and air stations, Government machines to be 
used if possible and the consent of the department haying control of 
the same can be secured. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, may I ask consent of 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, in charge of the 
bill, to consider at this point a very minor amendment, which 
might be inserted on linë 17, and which I am quite sure would 
make the meaning of the concluding sentence of the paragraph 
a little plainer? It reads now: 


Government machines to be used If possible and the consent of the 
department having control of the same can be secured. 


That scarcely makes sense. I suggest that the word “if” be 
inserted after the word “and” on line 17 so that it would 
read: 


Government machines to be used if possible and if the consent of 
the department having control of the same can be secured. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I have no objection to that 
amendment. I think it would be very proper. 

Mr, WADSWORTH. I offer that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent to offer the 
following amendment to that paragraph after the word 
secured“ on line 18. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment, which, in the 
absence of objection, the Secretary will report. 

The Reaping CLERK. On page 4, line 18, after the word 
“secured” and before the period, insert a colon and the fol- 
lowing proyiso: 


Provided, That no exclusive rights or privileges to any nir routes 
shall be assigned to any individual or corporation. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I have no objection to that 
amendment. I da not really think it is necessary, but I have 
no objection to it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Should not the language read “ any indi- 
yidual, association, or corporation“? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I accept the suggestion to insert «after 
the word “individual” the word “ association.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be so 
modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendments of the committee were, on page 4, 
line 22, before the word “aeronautics,” to insert the word 
“ civil,” and on line 28 to strike out the numeral “2” and 
insert the numeral “ 8,” so as to make the paragraph read: 


(J) To prepare and maintain a comprehensive survey and inventory 
of all industrial and civil aeronautical resources under the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States. The Secretary may direct the commissioner 
of civil aeronautics, or any other officer or employee referred to in 
section 3, to perform any or all of the aforesaid duties. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, on page 5, line 8, be- 
fore the word “aeronautics,” to insert the word “ civil,” so as 
to read: 


Sec. 5. That for the purpose of making effective the provisions of 
this act the Secretary of Commerce shall direct the commissioner of 
civil aeronautics to provide regulations, which shall become effective 
upon the approval of the Secretary of Commerce, for the following, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, on page 6, line 16, to 
strike out “six months” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“thirty days,” so as to make the section read: 


See. 7. That all rules and regulations authorized under the provi- 
sions of this act shall, by the direction of the Secretary of Commerce, 
be formulated by the commissioner of aeronautics after consultation 
with other established governmental agencies concerned, and upon the 
approval of such rules and regulations by the Secretary of Commerce 
they shall be promulgated by him and shall have the effect of law and 
be enforceable from the date of such promulgation unless otherwise 
provided therein. The Secretary of Commerce shall have the power to 
suspend or revoke such rules and regulations and to alter or amend 
the same and promulgate new rules and regulations, such alterations, 


amendments, and new rules and regulations not to take effect until at 
least 50 days shall have elapsed and to take such steps as he may 
deem necessary to bring such changes to the notice of those affected, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 20, before the wort 
“ aeronautics,” to insert the word “civil,” so as to make the 
section read: 


Sec. 8. That, by the direction of the Secretary of Commerce, the 
commissioner of civil aeronautics shall, after consulting with other 
departments of the Government concerned, establish the conditions in 
order to safeguard life and property under which persons may be car- 
ried and property imported and exported in elvil aircraft in commerce 
and to prescribe the areas within which aircraft entering the United 
States, its Territories and dependencies, or the waters thereof, are to 
alight and the conditions to be complied with by such aircraft, which 
shall become effective upon the approyal of the Secretary of Commerce. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 6, to strike out the 
words “shall be deemed to be duly licensed operators and pilots 
under this act” and to insert in lieu thereof the words “may, 
upon compliance with the terms of this act, be duly licensed as 
operatora and pilots without charge,” so as to make the section 
read: 


Sec. 9. That operators and pilots of aircraft duly licensed under 
State laws may, upon compliance with the terms of this act, be duly 
licensed as operators and pilots without charge. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 22, after the word 
“commerce,” to insert the words “except in conformity with 
the provisions of this act and such rules and regulations as may 
be . pursuant thereto,” so as to make the section 
rea 


Sec. 12, That it shall be unlawful to use any civil aircraft in com- 
merce except In conformity with the provisions of this act and such 
rules and regulations as may be promulgated pursuant thereto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8. line 25, after the words 
“and that the,” to insert the words “ Secretary of War, the,” 
so as to read: 


Sec. 16. That for the purpose of encouraging the development of 
civil aviation in the United States, full cooperation shall be given by 
the Secretary of Commerce to the owners or operators of civil aircraft, 
and that the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, the Postmaster General, and the Secretary of 
Commerce, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to the end of section 16, line 11, 
page 9, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. On page 9, line 5, after the 
word “aviation,” the printer has inserted the wrong line and 
omitted several words which must be inserted. I move to 
amend by striking out, in line 6, the words “may approve and 
promulgate for their respective services,” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words “fuel oil supplies and provide necessary 
mechanical services,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The READING CLERK. On page 9, line 6, strike out the words 
“may approve and promulgate for their respective services” 
and insert in lieu thereof “fuel oil supplies and provide neces- 
sary mechanical services,” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 16. That for the purpose of encouraging the development of 
civil aviation in the United States full cooperation shall be given by 
the Secretary of Commerce to the owners or operators of civil air- 
craft, and that the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Postmaster General, and the Secretary 
of Commerce muy, in cases of emergency, sell to any owner or operator 
of civil aircraft landing on an air station or landing field under their 
respective jurisdictions aviation fuel-oil supplies and provide neces- 
sary mechanical services of an emergency character, under such regu- 
lations as they may approve and pronrulgate for thelr respective serv- 
ices. The proceeds from such sales and services shall be deposited in 
the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the appropriations 
involved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 17, before the word 
“ aeronautics,” to insert the word “civil,” so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 18. That the commissioner of civil acronautics shall annually, 
at the close of cach fiscal year, make a report to the Secretary of 
Commerce, giving an account of all montes received and disbursed by 
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him and describing the work done by the bureau, and the Secretary 
of Commerce shall transmit such report to Congress with the annual 
report of the Department of Commerce. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, to strike out lines 24 
and 25, and on page 10 to strike out lines 1, 2, and 3, being 
section 19, in the following words: 


Sec. 19. That the district courts of the United States shall have 
jurisdiction over all claims and controversies involving aircraft, their 
owners, lessees, charterer, and operators Heensed thereunder, with the 
right of appeal as in other cases. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendments were to renumber sections 19, 20, 21, 
and 22, on page 10. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I note that section 19, con- 
ferring jurisdiction on the district courts of the United States 
in certain cases growing out of the measure, has been stricken 
out. May I inquire of the Senator in charge of the bill how 
and in what jurisdiction it is proposed to enforce the provi- 
sions of the law? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It will leave them to the reme- 
dies that come ‘naturally in the local courts for disagreements 
or collisions or anything of that sort. Or, if the residences of 
the different parties permit, they may go to the Federal courts; 
in other words, we leave them as ordinarily to a remedy. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The provision as originally written would 
have given exclusive jurisdiction to the United States courts. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; and really as written in 
the bill as originally introduced it was quite different from 
that. Our committee reported the other provision in the last 
Congress and then on the floor it was stricken out and the 
parties were left to the ordinary remedies. I think that is 
better. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think that is an improvement. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I desire to offer an amendment on 
page 5, line 20. The language now reads: 


Provided, That in the case of a corporation or association no such 
aireraft shall be owned by such corporation or association unless the 
president and board of directors, etc. ~ 


I think we should strike out the words “be owned” and 
insert the words “be used in commerce,” as that was the in- 
tention of the paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think there is no objection to 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
offers an amendment, which will be reported. 

The Reaping CLERK. On page 5, line 20, strike out the 
words “be owned“ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ be 
used in commerce,” so as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That in the case of a corporation or association no such 
aircraft shall be used in commerce by such corporation or assoctation 
unless the president and board of directors or the managing officers 
thereof, as the case may be, are citizens of the United States, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Again, on page 7, in section 10, it will 
be noted that the phrase “our pilots” is used in line 13 and 
again in line 14. It strikes me that the phrase “our pilots” 
thas a somewhat conversational tone to it for use at least in 
a statute of the United States. We might better use the ex- 
pression “licensed pilots of the United States.“ I move to 
strike out the word “our,” in line 13, on page 7. and insert 
the word “ licensed,” and after the word “ pilots,” in the same 
line, insert the words “of the United States.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. There is no ‘objection to that 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Reaptne CLERK. On page 7, line 13, before the word 
“pilots,” strike out the word “our” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “licensed,” and after the word “pilots” insert the 
words “ of the United States,” so as to read: 8 


Sec. 10. That the same rights, privileges, and treatment be ac- 
corded to alien pilots operating foreign aircraft in this eountry which 
the country of that alien extends to licensed pilots of the United 
States operating their machines in such country, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, in line 14, page 7, I move to 
strike out the word “our” after the word “ 
5 the word “pilots” to insert the words “of the United 

tes.” 


against,” and 


| 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Reapinc CLERK. On page 7, line 14, after the word 


“against,” strike out the word “our,” and after the word 
“pilots” insert the words “of the United States,” so as to 
read— 

except that any prohibition against licensed piots of the United 
States shall apply to such alien pilots. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I should like to 
ask the Senators who have charge of the pending bill whether it 
does not seem to them that ‘there is a contradiction between 
section 6 and section 10 of the measure? Section 6 provides 
that no aircraft shall be used in this country except the Amer- 
ican ownership is clear, which would prohibit the incoming of 
aircraft from Canada, for example, while section 10 appears 
to authorize foreign commerce in foreign-owned aircraft. 
Where there are two sections in flat contradiction with one 
another, there always remains some doubt as to what construc- 
tion will be placed upon an act as a whole. I would therefore 
Suggest that it would clear away any possible doubt if there 
were inserted at the end of line 15 on page 5 the words, in 
parentheses, “except as provided in section 10 hereof,” making 
it clear that we did not expect to exclude foreign machines in 
foreign commerce. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Then I move the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The Reapinc CLERK. On page 5, line 15, after the word 
“commerce,” it is proposed to insert the words “(except as pro- 
vided in section 10 hereof).” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I should like to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. I move to Msert in section 6, line 15, after 
the word “commerce,” the following, to wit: 


if owned snd operated by any person, asseciation, or corporation that 
ïs engaged in the manufacture and sale of aircraft, and further. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment, Which the Secretary will state. 

The READING CLERK. It is proposed to add, after the amend- 
meut heretofore agreed to, at the end of line 15 on page 5, the 
following: 
if owned and operated by any person, association, or corporation that 
ds engaged in the manufacture and sale of aircraft, and further. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator frem Nebraska. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I very much hope, indeed, that the 
amendment will not be adopted. If agreed to it would abso- 
lutely prevent a manufacturer even testing his own machine. 
He eould not put his machine in the air so long as he owned it. 

Mr. JONES of Washingten. If the Senator will permit me, 
I think the amendment would hardly go that far. The lan- 
guage of the bill is “used in commerce,” and “commerce” is 
defined in the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But there is a definition which reads: 

That the word “ aircraft’ as employed in this act shall embrace 
every type of flying machine, conveyance, or vehicle now known or 
hereafter invented, devised, or developed, whether or not used in the 
carriage or transportation of persons or property or without persons 
or property, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is the Gefinition of * air- 
craft 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
reads: 


That no civil aircraft— 
Any aircraft of that kind— 
shall be used in commerce. 
Commerce is defmed in the bill, and the language of the 


amendment of the Senator from Nebraska applies only when 
the aircraft is used in commerce. I am not supporting the 


But in section 6 the language 


amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, for I doubt its wis- 
dom, but T think the construction which the Senator from New 
York puts upon it is a little bit too narrow. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Perhaps I put too severe a construe 
tion on the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
‘be aggin read. 


1 suggest that the amendment 
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Mr. WILLIS. I suggest that the amendment be read in con- 
nection with the text of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

The Reaping Crerk. The amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska Is as given: After the word “commerce,” 
In line 15, on page 5, to insert: 


if owned and operated by any person, corporation, or association that 
is engaged in the manufacture and sale of aircraft, and further. 


The amendment heretofore offered by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania and agreed to reads as follows: 


(except as provided in section 10 hereof), 


Mr. WILLIS. Will the Secretary now read the language of 
the section as it would be if the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska should be adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 6. That no civil aircraft shall be used in commerce (except as 
provided in section 10 hereof) if owned and operated by any person, 
association, or corporation that is engaged in the manufacture and 
sale of aircraft, and, further, unless owned by a person who is a cliti- 
zen of the United States or its dependencies. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I should be glad to hear the sugges- 
tions of the Senator from Nebraska in favor of his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I am not especially famillar 
with the provisions of section 10, but the purpose of my amend- 
ment is to prevent developments in commercial aircraft falling 
into the hands of corporations that are in the business of com- 
mercial aviation, thereby preventing the advantages of new 
inventions being enjoyed by all corporations which are en- 
gaged in that line of business. One of the great abuses that 
have grown up in the United States is the ownership of pat- 
ents in the hands of operating companies. That practice 
stifles development, prevents competition, and often segregates 
and takes away patents and important inventions from the 
market until such time as the operating company may see fit 
to use them. If we shall keep operation and ownership and 
manufacture of this apparatus separate, then there will be an 
incentive to the manufacturer and the owner of the patent to 
get out as many machines as possible, to develop them as rap- 
idly as possible, in order that they may enjoy the advantages 
of the greatest sale and use of their apparatus. 

I believe that the proposal I have made is of tremendous 
importance in a new industry whose limits we can not as yet 
see, It will merely be in the nature of a proper anchor to 
leeward, and if in the future it appears that an error has been 
made, it can be corrected. I sincerely trust that the amendment 
will be adopted, because I believe the principle is of the great- 
est importance. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, the question which the 
Senator from Nebraska brings up is of tremendous importance; 
but for myself I doubt very much the wisdom of inserting any 
such amendment in the bill. I am not sure that it is possible 
to draw an analogy between commerce in the air and commerce 
upon the surface of the earth in this connection, but if that 
same principle were applied, Mr. President, no railroad com- 
pany could manufacture its locomotives and use them in run- 
ning its own railroad; if that same principle were applied, no 
motor-truck corporation could ever install a line of motor trucks 
or motor busses through a country district. 

I confess I have not given very broad study to the effect of 
the ownership of patents by manufacturing concerns which 
thereupon go into the business of performing or rendering serv- 
ices through the instrumentality of the machines or devices 
which are patented; but I can scarcely agree with the Senator 
from Nebraska that such an operation discouruges inventive 
genius or enterprise or expansion of business. It may have in 
many instances exactly the opposite effect. 

There is one thing we must remember in connection with 
commerce in the air, and that is that air routes can not be 
parceled out to any person or corporation in the terms of a 
franchise. The air will always be free for people to fly in 
whenever they learn to fly. The right of way of a railroad 
corporation must be acquired from the holders of the real 
estate, and the line of road marked out and the power of con- 
demnation given to the corporation if that is the method of 
procedure employed in securing the right of way; it must be 
exercised in such way as to strictly define its rights, to define, 
as it were, upon the ground itself the route that they are to 
travel. But in the air, Mr. President, I should hope for a good 
many years to come we would not invade the field of fran- 


chises and charters; and so long as we do not give exclusive 
right to some person or corporation to fly machines along a 
given air route, it seems to me that no harm can come of 
permitting a manufacturer of a machine to fly it. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, it seems to me that in the 
inception of commercial aviation it may turn out to be very 
advantageous fo the development of the art to permit the manu- 
facturers, who know more about their machines and their 
capabilities than anybody else, to operate commercial air routes 
as a demonstration to the rest of the people who at some time 
or other may want to become interested in it. I take it that 
the Post Office Department, acting in accordance with the au- 
thority granted to them by the Congress, is operating the New 
York to San Francisco air route not to make money, for it 
loses money on it, but to demonstrate the possibilities of com- 
mercial aviation, the Government of the United States of course 
being strong enough and in command of sufficient resources 
and capital to stand the loss while the demonstration is going 
on. I imagine, however, that the time will shortly come when 
some manufacturing concern turning out airplanes, or perhaps 
dirigibles, may desire to prove the usefulness of those machines 
by installing a test route and demonstrating to the public gener- 
ally the possibilities of commercial aviation, with the purpose, of 
course, of developing a market for their products. I would 
regard it as somewhat unwise to forbid a concern conducting 
demonstrations of that sort in the interest of their work. We 
want as many air routes operated by commercial machines as 
possible. 

Tt is true, as the Senator from Nebraska suys, that this art 
and this means of transportation is in its infancy, but it may 
grow, indeed I believe it will grow, to immense proportions, 
and I do not think we should stifle, directly or indirectly, any 
effort that may be made at the inception of the work. If some 
grent evil grows up 40 or 50 years from now, when commercial 
aviation shall have become thoroughly established and shall 
have become a usual method of transportation, then, indeed, the 
Congress at that time can face the question, but while it is in an 
experimental stage I hope that no unnecessary impediment will 
be placed in its way. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I am in sympathy with the 
view expressed by the Senator from Nebraska. It is not desir- 
able that transportation should get into the control of a few, 
particularly not into the hands of the manufacturers of the 
agency of transportation. I suggest to the Senator, however, 
in line with what has been said by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. WaApsworrxH], that just now the thing that we want is to 
encourage aviation and the building of aircraft; and it is quite 
possible, it seems to me, that if his amendment were adopted 
it would operate greatly to the discouragement of this industry 
just at its inception. 

I think we need not be afraid that future Congresses will 
fail in their duty in this matter. If it should develop that 
some manufacturers of aireraft were getting monopolistic con- 
trol, then I think the legislation suggested by the Senator 
would be perfectly proper; but personally I doubt the advisa- 
bility of it now. And then I rather object to the amendment 
for another reason. I have been trying to read it. I think if 
the amendment is to be adopted it ought to go in as a separate 
section of the bill, because if it is adopted here it certainly 
will leave that section in a very confused state. I believe that 
in the interest of clarity the amendment in its present form 
ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. REED of Pennsyivania. Mr, President, I should like to 
add one further thought, or what seems to me to be a thought, 
on the amendment, 

The term “commerce” is defined in section 2 of the bill as 
meaning “the flying, navigating, or operating of any civil air- 
craft in interstate or foreign commerce or in, over, or through the 
District of Columbia, the Territories, dependencies.” and so 
forth. If the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Hower] were adopted in the form in which he has pre- 
sented it, it would become illegal for the builder of any air- 
craft even so much as to fly it in a test flight here in the 
District of Columbia, or in any Territory, or across any State 
line, 

Iam sure that the Senator does not mean his amendment to 
have that effect. Whether or not his point is sound regarding 
the desirability of the retention of patents by operating com- 
panies seems to me to go very far beyond the scope of this bill 
and to go to the very heart of our present patent system. Our 
present patent policy is to give a 17-year monopoly to the origl- 
nator of any new thought in the arts. Now, it may be that 


the exercise of that monopoly, by withholding the invention 
from public use, is an abuse of it; but if so, it ought to be cured 
by an amendment to the patent laws and not by amendments to 
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the various bits of legislation that deal with the separate sub- 
jects in which patents are valuable. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I have very 
much sympathy with the suggestion of the Senator from Ne- 
braska; but I think it should be given consideration in con- 
nection with those things that are very likely to develop into 
monopolies, like the telephone, the telegraph, and things like 
that, which may be controlled by some particular patent. I do 
not think there is very much likelihood of a monopoly like that 
being developed in connection with aircraft, and so I hardly 
think it would be wise to put this amendment on here. For 
the reasons stated by others also I think it would be unwise to 
adopt the amendment to this bill. 

Mr. HOWELL, Mr. President, I have no particular desire 
that this amendment should be attached in the manner indi- 
cated; but I do feel strongly respecting the protection of new 
industries and new developments whose limits we can not now 
foresee. 

I realize the force of the remarks of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Wapsworru], to the effect that such amendments 
might tend to limit developments, and I realize that there is a 
good deal of sentiment in that direction; but what I have in 
mind is providing against the development of another monop- 
oly, and the time to do that is in the infancy of any develop- 
ment. 

Had this been done in connection with radio, we would not 
now be confronted with a monopoly of radio not only in the 
United States but practically throughout the world. The op- 
erating companies, the manufacturing companies, are con- 
trolling this apparatus to the end that one of the most far- 
reaching, monopolies that ever has been developed in the 
world is now being developed in connection with radio. When 
we attempt to disassociate the ownership of these patents and 
the control thereof from the manufacturing and operating 
companies we are going up against a stone wall; and yet, if 
this had been done at the outset, when the present law was 
adopted, it could have been accomplished with comparatively 
little effort. To-day, however, we have a monopoly fully de- 
veloped, with all the power of a monopoly behind it. 

That is not the only example in this country. The General 
Electric Co., together with the Westinghouse Co., is in the 
fore in the development of electrical machinery; and there is 
one, just one, subsidiary of the General Electric Co., that has 
13 subsidiaries, one of which I am familiar with, because it 
happens to own an electric-light plant in my own city, that 
has under its control 192 electrie-light plants throughout this 
country. 

What is the result? When one of these plants attempts to 
buy machinery or needs machinery, it buys practically of the 
parent company at the prices fixed by the parent company; 
and the consequence is inflation of the capitalization of the 
industry. 

We are at the threshold of the development of aviation. 
We do not know where it will go, how far it will develop. 
Now is the time to protect it against monopoly. Now is the 
time to close the stable door—not when it has developed into 
a powerful organization to oppose such legislation, Now is the 
time to take the necessary steps in this direction by providing 
that a manufacturing and sales company shall not also be in 
the transportation business. That is what is proposed by this 
amendment—keeping the two activities distinct and separate. 

I sincerely trust that the Senate will take action at this 
time, in connection with this initial legislation respecting avia- 
tion, to provide against the very thing that has developed in 
radio, something that we would not have believed possible, be- 
cause of the small character of the developments, 10 years 
ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to create a 
bureau of civil aeronautics in the Department of Commerce, to 
encourage and regulate the operation of civil aircraft in com- 
merce, and for other purposes.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS—EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CURTIS obtained the floor. 
Mr. DILL. Mr. President—— 
Mr. CURTIS. I yield to the Senator from Washington. 


LxXV——45 


Mr. DILL. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas if vot- 
ing on the chairmanship of the Interstate Commerce Committee 
is to be discontinued? 


Mr. CURTIS. For the day. There will be no vote to-day. 

Mr. DILL. The hour is early yet, and the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce is unable to meet. 

Mr, CURTIS. We hope by to-morrow or next day that we 
can arrange in some manner to get the committee at work. We 
have been unable to reach an agreement to-day. Usually, 
when a matter goes over by unanimous consent, it goes over to 
the next day, and Senators have left with that idea in view. 
We hope some arrangement will be made in a day or two 
whereby the committee may get to work. I may say to the 
Senator that if I were a member of the committee I would have 
the majority call it together and go to work, whether it had 
a chairman or not. 

Mr. DILL. I may say to the Senator that some such action 
will be taken unless something is done in this matter, 

Mr. CURTIS. I think it ought to be. 

I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive business the doors were reopened, and (at 8 o'clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 9, 1924, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Egecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 8, 
1924. 


ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
Earl J. Davis to be Assistant Attorney General. 
SOLICITOR FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


John H, Edwards to be Solicitor for the Department of the 
Interior. 
UNITED States DISTRICT JUDGES. 


Charles H. Moorman to be United States district judge, 
western district of Kentucky. x 

Robert A. Inch to be United States district judge, eastern 
district of New York. 

Jupcres or Cracurr Counts or Hawa, 

James J. Banks to be third judge, circuit court, first circuit, 
Territory of Hawaii, 

William C. Achi, jr., to be circuit judge, fifth circuit, Terri- - 
tory of Hawaii. 

Unitrep STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Guy H. Martin to be United States attorney for the district 
of the Canal Zone. 
Harry B. Amey to be United States attorney, district of Ver- 
mont. 
UNITED States MARSHALS. 


John W. Van Heuvel to be United States marshal, southern 
district of Alabama. 

J. M. S. Whittington to be United States marshal, western 
district of Louisiana, 

George W. Collier to be United States marshal, district of 
Maryland. 

Robert Kirksey to be United States marshal, western district 
of South Carolina. 

R. Q. Lillard to be United States marshal, middle district of 
Tennessee, 

COLLECTOR or Customs. 


Clarence F. Buck to be collector of customs for customs col- 
lection district No. 89, Chicago, III. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC Moneys. 


Arthur M. Teakell to be receiver of public moneys at Doug- 

las, Wyo. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Charles McKinley Saltzman to be Chief Signal Officer with 
rank of major general. 

Jesse Brooke Matlack to be first lieutenant, Field Artillery, 

Arthur Alexander Hobbs, jr., to be captain, Medical Corps. 

Willis Timmons Howard to be chaplain with rank of captain, 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS, 
Charles E. Kemp, Trumann, 
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COLORADO, 
William A. Reynolds, Swink. 
CONNECTICUT, 

Frederick W. Griffin, Cheshire. 
FLORIDA, 

Thelma Taylor, Alton. 

Leo G. Morper, Archer. 

Capers 8. Weathersbee, jr., Branford. 

Clarence O. Gerber, Brewster. 

Gabriel I. Daurelle, Bowling Green. 

James L. Ambrose, Bunnell. 

Walter C. Gholson, Chattahoochee. 

Curtis W. Swindle, Chipley. 

Lawrence P. Abney, City Point. 

John M. McKinney, Cross City. 

Edgar T. Hitchcock, Davenport. 

Harrison W. Lowe, Daytona. 

LeRoy T. Hirth, Delray. 

Frederick W. Oren, Florence Villa. 

Robert E. Coates, Fort Meade. 

Elisha D. Wightman, Fruitland Park, 

George R. Millard, Hialeah. 

Edwin C. Shuler, Hosford. 

Ernest B. Wells, Lawtey. 

Mabel Miller, Littleriver. 

Mary E. Edwards, Lloyd. 

Eugene D. Rosenberger, Micanopy. 

Paul R. Whitaker, Monticello, 

Samuel J. Yoder, Moore Haven. 

Claudia B. DeLaney, Orlando. 

Caroline D. Simrall, Ormond. 

John B. Jones, Oviedo, 

George C. McLarty, Pahokee. 

Lola Hershberger, Palm Beach, 

William E. Burch, Palmetto. 

Lydia E. Ware, St. Andrew. 

Joseph P. Hall, Sanford. 

Homer T. Welch, Sarasota. 

Thomas R. Gamble, Wildwood. 
ILEINOIS. 

Johns E. Moyer, Dixon. 

George L. Spangler, Franklin Grove, 

Walter J. Ehrler, Galena. 

Earl L. Longfellow, Rock Falls, 

Lewis H. Richards, Scales Mound. 

Elmer C. Thorp, Winslow. 


MINNESOTA, 


George E. Anderson, Austin. 
Edwin Nelson, Wendell. 
i MONTANA, 


James H. Hadzor, Sheridan, 
Rose ©. Spangler, Superior. 


NEW YORK, 


Robert C. Downey, Akron. 
Mabel F. Reynolds, Alfred. 
Charles N. Wood, Angola. 
Annie J. McFadden, Ardsley. 
Joseph A. Douglas, Babylon. 
Howard E. Whealey, Baldwin. 
Arthur L. Howard, Baldwinsville. 
Clarence G. Jones, Barneveld, 
Henry B. Mulford, Binghamton. 
Vida E. Freeman, Bloomingdale. 
Lewis A. Brennemer, Blue Point, 
Clayton A. Musser, Boonville. 
Maud Rogers, Bridgehampton. 
George H. Farley, Broadalbin. 
Lowrence R. Ryeckman, Brocton. 
Adolph Bluestone, Canaseraga. 
Edmund B. Windsor, Castile. 
Charles W. Brock, Cattaraugus. 
Margaret R. Mulligan, Central Islip. 
William G. Fisher, Chadwicks. 
Benjamin Wightman, Cherry Valley. 
Carolyn F. Noxon, Chestertown. 
Herbert N. Rothenmeyer, Clarence. 


William M. Heaney, Cold Spring Harbor, 


Robert D. Southward, Congers. 
Clarence L. Grippen, Corinth, 
George C. Palmer, Cuba. 
Mabel I. Alverson, Dexter. 
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Rhoda Hoyt Lee, Dundee. 
Raymond L. Hodge, East Syracuse. 
Ennett J. Goodale, East Williston. 
Elmer J, Skinner, East. Worcester. 
Henry J. Frey, Ebenezer. 

George A. Matthews, Eden. 
Gaylord F. Carpenter, Elbridge. 
Victor Demars, Faust. 

Philip F. Schaefer, Fleischmanns, 
Walter A, Pierce, Fort Ann. 

Hugh A. Prentice, Gainesville. 
William A. Patterson, Gansevoort, 
Thomas J. Courtney, Garden City. 
Edward T. Cole, Garrison. 

Paul W. Christenson, Gowanda. 
Will E. Roberts, Granville. 

Lena B. Gilbert, Groveland (late Groveland Station). 
William L. Froehley, Hamburg. 
James E. Coigan, Hamden. 

Ella B. Rodger, Hammond. 

Ray F. Duidop, Harrisville. 
Walter J. Pelham, Hensonville. x 
Nellie P. Small, Herkimer. 

Clande H. Preston, Heuvelton, 
Clara H., Tattemer, Hewlett. 
Frank W. Thornton, Holland. 
Thomas J. Wintermute, jr., Horseheads. 
Skidmore Pettit, jr., Jamaica. 
Joseph R. Cowell, Jordan. 

Herbert L. Merritt, Katonah. 

Mae Belle Rozelle, La Fayette. 
Lizzie G. Hall, Little Valley. 
Henry Strube, Long Island City, 
Violet M. Hill, Loomis. 

Charles L. Stackpole, Lyon Mountain, 
Edward W. Gridley, Macedon. 
Katherine A. Slattery, Maryknoll. 
Lizzie M. Tuthill, Mattituck. 
Ernest K. Smith, Middleburg. 
Leona Larrabee, Middlesex. 

Perry R. Bennett, Milford. 
Edward Everett, Millerton. 

Edith A. Parker, Moravia. 

Edward A. Gross, New City. 
Ambrose D. Eldred, New Hartford. 
Homer E. Elderkin, New Rochelle. 
Henry Munday, New York Mills, 
Charles H. Brown, Orchard Park. 
Carl R. Allen, Oriskany Falls. 
James Owens, Ossining. 

Anna L. Hunt, Otego. 

William O. Cooper, Oxford. 

John T. Mills, Oyster Bay. 

John L. Chatfield, Painted Post. 
Edward R. Harms, Pearl River. 
Frank V. Palmer, Philmont. 
Benjamin C. Stubbs, Plandome. 
Lida M. Gutchess, Port Byron. 
George W. Fuller, Portland: 

Mabel S. Griswold, Pottersville. 
Leverne Thomas, Prattsburg. 
Willard G. Bullion, Richfield Springs. 
Harry R. Swift, Richford. 

Park J. Johnson, Ripley. 

Bruce S. Preston, Roxbury. 

Max ©. Headley, Rushville. 

George H. Farley, Sag Harbor. 
William J. Pike, Sanborn. 

John D. Fratsher, Saugerties. 
Clarence A. Lockwood, Schroon Lake. 
William H. Savage, Seneca Falls, 
Charles L. Carrier, Sherburne. 
Frank S. Erickson, Sherman. 
William W. Bates, Sidney. 

Helen M. Braisted, Silver Bay. 
William A. Hilton, Skaneateles. 
Armon P. Gunnison, Sodus Point. 
William M. Ackerman, Sparkill. 
Nellie C. Stevens, Spencerport. 
Luther J. Shuttleworth, Springvllle. 
John W. Bellis, Tappan. 

Oliver Keator, Tillson. 

Marion E. Wroten, Trudeau. 
Almon T. Clarke, jr.. Tupper Lake. 
Frank T. Rowley, Victor, 
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Ray W. McEwen, Waverly. 
Robert L. Putnam, Weedsport. 
Julius H. Fisher, Wellsville. 
Jennie C. Stanton, West Camp. 
George T. Anderson, Whitesboro, 
LeRoy Smith. White Plains. 
George L. Helfter, Williamsville. 
Ada J, Folsom, Winthrop. 

John T. Gallagher, Witherbee. 
W. Clifton Seaman, Woodmere. 
C. Irving Henderson, Worcester. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Ella C. Sweeney, Berthold. 
Elizabeth J. Olson, Medina. 
Clarence B. Stinson, Warwick. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


John B. Kean, Alexandria. 

John F. Schwarztrauber, Archbald. 
John R. Baltz, Ardmore. 

Stanley L. Bechtel. Bally. 

Luther F. Gilbert, Boyertown. 

Otis J. Pandel, Burnham. 

George H. Houck, Cairnbrook. 
John K. Hagerty, Chester. 

Harry M. Logan, Conshohocken. 
Ruth S. Waters, Dallas. 

William M. Heaps, Darby. 

Hope B. Sterner, Dewart. 

James A. Magoun, Dingmans Ferry. 
Oscar W. Welsh, Douglassville. 
Warren S. Henderson, Downingtown. 
Charles R. Kschinka, Dushore. 
William R. Colflesh, Kast Downingtown. 
John A. Passmore, Gillett. 

William Irey, Glenmoore. 

Edward E. Fricker, Glenside. 
Warren R. Grove, Greencastle. 
Irene M. Tiffany, Hallstead. 

Allen L. Shomo, Hamburg. 
Theodore J. Reese, Jenners. 

Frank E. Tiffany, Kingsley. 

Anna R. Parker, Kulpmont. 

George J. Thumm, Lansdale. 
Harry M. Stauffer, Leola. 

Emory B. Collins, Littlestown. 
Claude W. Keiser, Lykens. 

John Skweir, McAdoo. 

Wellesley H. Greathead, McConnellsburg. 
Warren Ruth, Malvern. 

Henry B. Haines, Maytown. 

John L. Eppley, Mechanicsburg. 
Mabel S. Wetzel, Middleburg. 
William S. Durham, Mont Clare. 
Charles B. Bishop, Morton. 

John W. Clouse, Moscow. 

Phares S. Auxer, Mountville. 
William E. Henry, Nazareth. 
William E. Marsden, Nesquehoning. 
Samuel M. Smith, New Cumberland. 
V. Ralph Miller, New Oxford. 

Bert D. Stephens, Nicholson. 
David B. Seasholtz, North Wales. 
Naomi G. Hazell, Norwood Station. 
Samuel J. Matthews, Olyphant. 
Raymond A. Kistler, Palmerton. 
Nora L. Pickering, Peckville. 
Emma C. Roseboro, Pomeroy. 
George B. Wilcox, Portland. 
Howard Sterner, Richlandtown. 
Eberhard D. Smith, Sellersville. 
Richard L. Harpel, Sinking Springs. 
Peter L. Rohrer, Smoketown. 
Harry H. Hawkins, Spring Grove. 
Robert E. Frech, Stowe. 

Thomas X. Tarlton, Summithill. 
Maurice F. O'Connel, Susquehanna. 
George N. Turner, Toughkenamon. 
Hulett M. Turner, Towanda. 
Gordon C. Kuhns, Trevorton. 
Jerold J. O'Connell, Valley Forge. 
William E. Bowers. Waynesboro. 
Charles F. Wenrich, Wernersville. 
Wayne Elliott, West Chester. 
Susanna S. Hartman, Yardley. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Homer J. Young, Beaufort. 

Waulla E. Westbrook, Blacksburg. 

Dora Cone Folk, Brunson. 

Carl M. Norton, Estill. 

Fred L. Timmerman, Graniteville. . 
Thomas J. Bolin, Neeses. 

Josephine B. Pelzer, Pelzer. 

Sarah C. Starnes, Ridgeway. 

James W. Bradford, Sumter. 

John W. Geraty, Tonges Island. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January &, 1924. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Our blessed Heavenly Father, quicken and deepen the sense 
of the divine within all of us; make it the dominant note of our 
being, so we shall be rich in those things that make for peace, 
justice, and brotherly love toward all men. Kindle the flames 
of love and devotion upon the altars of our hearts, so that in 
our hopes and aspirations and longings we shall reach out more 
and more toward Thee. We pray in the name of Jesus. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to— 
Mr. Kopp, for the balance of the week, on account of illness, 
at the request of Mr. DOWELL. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Howard] 
may have 10 minutes in which to address the House at the 
conclusion of the speeches set for to-day, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee requests 
that the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Howard] be given 10 
minutes in which to address the House after the other ad- 
dresses. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. . 

By special order of the House the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Bro] is entitled to one hour. [Applause.] 


RUSSIAN SOVIET GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend and revise my remarks. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 


consent to extend and revise his remarks in the Recorp. Is 


there objection? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none, 

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, in 
view of the reference made to Russia in the President’s mes- 
sage; in view, too, of the subsequent exchange of notes be- 


| tween the foreign office of the Soviet Government and our own 
| State Department; in view also of yesterday’s debate in the 


Senate on Russia’s recognition, it may not be amiss for the 
House to give a few moments’ consideration to the so-called 
Russian question. 

Aside from the fact that public interest is focused upon this 
question because it involves our foreign policy and the relation- 
ship between the two Governments, I believe a fairly intelligent 
comprehension of the Russian problem is the sine quo non to the 


. untangling of the European snarl. The peculiar social life of 
| Russia and her potential capacity for the restoration of trade 


equilibrium, coupled with the far-reaching consequences of her 
novel political system, challenge the attention of economists, 
sociologists, and students of politics. 

It was my fortune to visit this Slav country and to travel 
through European Russia with my wife for upward of 4,000 
miles and for a period of one month. I represented no political 
affiliations, no private business interests, no newspaper, no 
syndicate of newspapers. I financed my own trip. I repre- 
sented only myself and family. 

I shall attempt in the time at my disposal to explain some- 
thing of conditions in Russia as I saw them and to state some 
of the conclusions at which I have arrived, trusting that upon 
my conclusion you will decide that neither my observations 
nor my conclusions were colored by bias or prejudice. 

I should like you to see this Russia of 1923 against the 
background of her unusual history. Behold her there, a vast 
country, more than twice the area of the United States, with a 
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population variously estimated from 120,000,000 to 150,000,000 
of people, comprising 100 races and speaking 40 different 
tongues. Tecollect that up to the time of the ascendancy of 
Peter the Great, oriental influences molded the life of Russia 
and have left there to-day a strong imprint. Bear in mind 
that these Russians have been ruled for 400 years by czars 
whose policy was characterized by racial repression, inhuman 
cruelty, gross injustice, and abject tyranny. To foster the 
ignorance of the masses was a traditional and a well-nigh 
unmodified policy of ezaristic régime. Long ago the ruling 
classes—and I refer not alone to the nobility but to the army 
and the more prosperous bourgeoisie—long ago these ruling 
elements in Russia became unspeakably immoral and corrupt, 
thereby forfeiting the respect of the masses. Years ago gen- 
eral resentment at the failure of the czars to consider the 
well-being of the Russian people gave birth to a desire for 
independence. As far back as the Napoleonic wars contact of 
the Russian with the French soldiers, flushed with victory in 
the French Revolution, gave rise to a political ferment which 
endangered the rule of the first Nicholas. And from the “ De- 
cembrist Insurrection” of December, 1825, down to July, 1917, 
which marked the overthrow and downfall of the last Nicholas, 
I believe that the whole policy and conduct of the czaristic 
régime was an adequate justification for its ultimate repudia- 
tion. Inhumanities of the czaristic régime, coupled with a 
moral abandonment and material profligacy, abhorrent and re- 
volting, were the sure forerunners of political and social revo- 
lution. 

With the foregoing facts as a background, consider the 
unrivaled daring of a venture to inaugurate the experiment of 
communism in a land surrounded by capitalistic nations and 
exhausted by war. Bear in mind, if you will, the further fact 
that subsequent to Russia’s enforced withdrawal from the 
World War she was compelled to fight the Poles on the west, 
financed by French capital and aided by French troops; to 
fight the Finns on the north, financed by German capital and 
aided by German troops; and at intervals to withstand the 
ravages of counter-revolutionary armies, financed by foreign 
capital of numerous origin. 

At length she emerged from the contests in which she had 
withstood the inroads of counter-revolutionary armies led by 
Udenitch, Kraznov, Wrangell, Kolchak, and Deniken to find that 
she had been shorn of her corn granaries in the Ukrain, her coal 
in the Donetz Valley, her iron in the Ural Mountains and in 
southern Russia, her Baku oil and her cotton in Turkestan. 
Although a nominal vietor in this succession of wars, her trans- 
portation system had been disorganized, her social and political 
system had been shaken to the very foundation, and her credit 
had become utterly exhansted. Topping all, she faced an 
economic blockade by the civilized world. Yet to-day, maryel 
upon marvels, the Soviet Government, one of the oldest in 
Europe, still continues in power. 

This was the Russia which, as an ordinary American man 
and woman, traveling with Russians, living with Russians, 
eating the food they ate, seeing the conditions as they saw 
them—this was the Russia that we entered the latter part of 
May, 1923. 

I remember well my first morning upon the Nevski Prospect. 
Standing there, the observer of those ragged hordes which 
passed me by, I questioned whether I was in a civilized nation 
and whether these undernourished and ragged creatures were 
conscious of their pitiable condition. If so, what of the poet's 
song, God's in His heaven; all’s well with the world.“ 

On all sides were evidences of unemployment; buildings were 
in a sad state of disrepair; windows blown out in the days of the 
revolution were not yet replaced, except as they were boarded 
up in some instances. Stores were vacant; the few which were 
open had small stocks of merchandise, consisting principally of 
petty finery, impractical of confiscation by the soviet régime. 
Such, for the most part, constituted the merchandise on sale 
in commission stores. But wherever a building was available 
for habitation that building was literally packed with human 
beings. The housing problem in Russia is not to be spoken of 
in the same breath with any bousing problem which we have 
ever confronted in this country. 

The situation which I saw in Petrograd was typical. My 
first experience was with a beggar woman, 70 years of age and 
thinly clad. Without ‘shoes or stockings, she trembled and 
whined in the cold for a crust of bread. I speak of her because 
she was but one of thousands whom we met in the course of our 
travels. I think I may conservatively state that we did not 
travel 25 rods on a Russian highway, either in village or city, 
that we were not approached by beggars, either singly or in 


groups. 
How much of this disintegration and decay, how much of this 
want and misery, was due to the ravages of war and how much 


to an attempt to establish a communistie government, of course, 
opens a wide realm for speculation. It is my personal bellef— 
and I offer it for what it is worth—that Russia has suffered 
and is now suffering as has no other nation in Europe in re- 
eent times. It is my further belief that she suffers more from 
the ravages of war than from any attempt to practice com- 
munism. 

I was not content to observe conditions in the old capitals 
of Russia alone. Our journey led us through Finland and 
into Russia from the north. From Petrograd we journeyed to 
Moscow and thence to Nizhni Novgorod. From Nizhni we 
traveled 900 miles down the Volga, stopping at the various 
cities and villages en route, and arrived at length in Saratov. 
From Saratov we traveled by auto across the plains to the 
German communes, Returning to Saratov, we journeyed 
thence to Moscow. From Moscow we traveled south through 
the Ukraine via Kief, and finally reached our port of em- 
barkation, Odessa, on the Black Sea. 

Of conditions in Russia as I saw them I undertake to speak 
without reserve. I paint not alone the dark side of the pic- 
ture but the brighter side as well. First, let us consider 
whether Russia is actually making any progress. Of the na- 
tions which have suffered from depleted currency in Europe, I 
think investigation will disclose the fact that Russia is doing 
quite as much to stabilize her currency as any other nation. 
I took occasion while in Russia to investigate her currency 
problem. In an interview with the president of the State 
Bank I gained the information which I now give to the House. 

When the new economic policy came into force in March, 
1921, not only was free trade adopted as the internal policy 
of Russia, not only was private property recognized to the 
extent of 30,000 golden rubles, but a monetary system and a 
circulating medium was recognized as necessary to the eco- 
nomic stability of the country. The Russian State Bank was 
organized with a capital of $25,000,000, In connection with 
this bank, but as a distinct department, there was established 
a department of issue controlled by a board of five men, Two 
of the members were appointed by the bank, one by the Com- 
missar of Finance, one by the Committee of Workingmen's and 
Peasants’ State Control, and one by the bourse. 

This department. of issue transfers money to the bank only 
upon guaranty. The money issued by this department is known 
as chervontsi. Prior to the threatened break in trade rela- 
tions between England and Russia it was quoted as high as 
85.12. During the exchange of the Curzon and Chicherin notes 
it fell to $4.30. I purchased this chervonetz which I hold in 
my hand for $4.40 in American money. I now read the inserip- 
tion upon its face: 


This note is payable in gold, the date of payment to be fixed by a 
special act of the Government. It is secured by gold bullion, precious 
gems and metals, forelgn securities, and other tangible assets of the 
State Bank. It is receivable in payment of state taxes and all other 
taxes payment of which is required to be made in gold. 


The security behind this money is gold bullion, silver bullion, 
and precious gems. The further security nominated “ foreign 
securities” includes two kinds of paper money, and two only, 
the, English and the American. The term “other tangible 
assets of the State Bank“ refers to $100,000,000 worth of mer- 
chandise at all times on hand in the warehouses of the Gov- 
ernment trusts of Russia, 

In June, 1923, there were issued and outstanding 15,000,000 
of these chervontsl. worth 150,000,000 golden rubles, or 
$75,000,000 in American money. At the same time, according 
to the statement of the president of the State Bank of Russia, 
there were outstanding in all Russia 500,000,000 golden rubles’ 
worth of paper soviet rubles. In other words, by June, 1923, 
this State Bank, organized in November, 1922, had caused to 
be transferred by its department of issue and to be injected 
into the total circulating currency of Russia a secured cur- 
rency worth approximately one-third of all Russian money 
issued and outstanding. 

The statement made before this House recently that the 
cheryonitz has no value except in Russia is incorrect. It is 
received at market value by Lloyd’s in England and also by the 
Bank of England. Very little of it comes into the possession of 
the peasants. Its circulation and use is confined largely to busi- 
ness transactions involving quite some appreciable amounts of 
money, 

The same thing is happening in Russia which happened in 
Germany. The peasant has been selling his labor and his pro- 
duce for a rapidly depreciating currency. Some day he will 
awaken to find his paper soviet rubles absolutely worthless. 
The secured chervonsi will be the currency of Russia, and the 
poor peasant will have neither goods nor money. He wiil be 
forced to start anew. So much for the State Bank of Russia. 
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Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEEDY. If the gentleman will excuse me, I should Hke 
to conclude and later devote 10 minutes of my time to ques- 
tions. I think such procedure will be conducive to clearness. 

I now wish to call your attention to the cooperative moye- 
ment in Russia. This experiment is conducted Independent of 
Government aid. The head of the cooperative movement in 
Russia is not a Government official. To the vice president of 
the cooperatives I put a question suggested by a speech de- 
livered by Lenin prior to his illness. In that speech Lenin 
gave some intimation of Government encouragement to the 
cooperatives. I asked, “Is it true that the Government is to 
assist the cooperative movement in Russia?” ‘The answer was 
that the cooperatives wanted no assistance from the Soviet 
Government but desired only the opportunity to conduct their 
experiment alone and thus to demonstrate the efficiency of 
the cooperatives over any Government trust the soviets might 
administer. 

The Centrosoyus is the central agency of fhe cooperative 
movement in Russia. It purchases all supplies and directs the 
entire organization. Under its control are 25,000 consumers’ 
societies and 50,000 selling societies. ‘These consumers’ and 
selling societies operate in villages, ministering to the needs of 
peasants. In the larger centers cooperative unions serve the 
men and women engaged in industrial pursuits. There are 90 
regional unions and 704 subregional onions, all under the con- 
trol of the Centrosoyus. 

In the year before the war the total turnover of the Cen- 
trosoyus was 10,000,000 golden rubles. Last year it aggre- 
gated 65,000,000 golden rubles. In March, 1921, the coopera- 
tives’ merchandise on hand was valued at only 3,000,000 golden 
rubles, while in June, 1923, their merchandise on, hand was 
valued at 15,000,000 golden rubles. The total turnover of the 
selling cooperatives of Russia in 1922 approximated 445,000,000 
golden rubles. 

Only so late as April, 1922, the cooperatives engaged in for- 
eign trade; yet in the first nine months their total sales in for- 
eign markets amounted approximately to $9,000,000; The 
figures for the last year are not at hand, but I think you will 
find that the cooperatives of Russia during 1923 sold in foreign 
markets approximately $18,000,000 worth of merchandise. This 
cooperative movement in Russia is worthy of close observation 
and study. 

Russia is making material and constructive progress. I am 
informed by disinterested observers that conditions to-day are 
vastly improved over those of two or three years ago. Law 
und order now prevail throughout European Russia. The Rus- 
sian towns and cities which we visited were as well ordered 
as the cities and villages in any country. Policemen patrolled 
the public streets. In the main thoroughfares traffic was di- 
rected by special traffic officers, and the streets were regularly 
swept by members of the street-cleaning departments. At all 
hours, both at night and by day, Mrs. Beedy and myself 
traveled in perfect safety and rarely with soviet guides. In 
fact, soviet guides attended us only in isolated instances. Our 
guides for the most part consisted of American relief workers. 
By this I would not have it understood that soviet officials were 
neglectful or discourteous. Soviet guides were always at our 
disposal, and all Government officials were exceedingly 
courteous, 

Much has been said about the religious persecution in Rus- 
sia, The Greek Orthodox Church was formerly part and parcel 
of the czaristic régime. It was naturally the object of great 
suspicion, and whenever evidence was actually uncovered prov- 
ing that priests in the Greek Orthodox Church were conspiring 
With allen enemies for the overthrow of the Soviet Government, 
they were arrested and their churches were closed. Some 
priests received prison sentences and some were shot for trea- 
son. In the great majority of cases, however, upon promise of 
priests to cease their hostile plotting and to support the Soviet 
Government, they were granted their freedom and their 
churches were opened. 

Religious worship is not encouraged in Russia. It is more 
accurate to state that it is tolerated. While in Moscow I saw, 
near the gate which leads into the Red Square, that notorious 
sign, Religion is the people's opium.” Prior to my arrival in 
Petrograd the figures of Christ and a capitalist in effigy were 
dragged through the streets. However, despite the fact that 
religion is tolerated rather than encouraged the Russian people 
as a whole are apparently very reverent. The Russian working 
man or peasant rarely passes a cathedral without doffing his hat 
and crossing himself many times. We attended divine services 


in the Russian churches, which were uniformly well filled with 
worshipers and in which elaborate services were being con- 
ducted without interference by the Government. 


The Communist Party of Russia, consisting of 400,000 mem- 


bers, is in absolute control of the Soviet Government. To its 
membership are admitted only these who, having been put upon 
probation, are found to be wholly trustworthy. But irrespec- 
tive of his other qualifications, it is a fact that no member of a 
church will be admitted to membership in the Communistic 
Party. Aye more! A man not a church member will neyer- 
theless be excluded from the Communist Party if he marries 
a woman who belongs to a church. And, again, more! Though 
neither man nor woman belong to a church, should their child 
be christened in a church the man is barred from membership 
in the Communist Party. And since, generally speaking, only 
communists attain to high position in the Government, it is a 
fact that the policies of the Soviet Government in Russin are 
determined by men who are professed atheists and agnostics. 
For this reason, if for no other—although I am not prone to 
boast of my religious scruples, possessing merely as profound 
a reverence for things spiritual and religious as the average 
man—for this reason I shall never raise my voice within the 
walls of this Chamber or elsewhere to urge my people through 
recognition to put the stamp of American approval upon this 
godless government of Russia. [Applause.] 

However, we shall do well to bear in mind that the Russian 
people are not responsible for the atheism of the soviet leaders. 
They can in no sense be held any more responsible for the pres- 
ent tyranny of the communists than for the iron rule of the 
czurs in years gone by. In this connection it is but fair to the 
present Government of Russia to state my opinion that any 
government which attempted to rule Russia with other than 
the flrmest hand could not. retain its power for six months. 

Though I can not advocate full recognition of the Russian 
Government I do believe that America should pursue a policy 
of humane consideration for the Russian people. In the wis- 
dom of an All-Wise Providence 130,000,000 people, now ruled 
by the soviets, were born in Russia. Surely they were less for- 
tunate in the circumstance ef birth than the millions who 
chanced to be born in a country where life is more worth the 
living. America claims to be a Christian Nation. She pro- 
claims herself a leader. As such let her recognize the God- 
given right of all races to live and to utilize freely the channels 
of international trade, Surely America is too great a Nation 
either by reason of racial prejudice or for any other considera- 
tion to fail in the taking of any step which may serve to 
stimulate international trade and thereby alleviate the distress 
of a long-suffering people. 

America’s present policy of absolute aloofness, supplemented 
by the assertions of her officials that they are placing no re- 
strictions in the wny of trade with Russia, is in no way ade- 
quate to the situation. Nor should we consider the advisability 
of encouraging trade with Russia from the viewpoint of 
financial returns. ‘The volume of Russia’s foreign trade has 
never been surprisingly large. Prior to the war her total for- 
eign trade was but 4 per cent of the total international’ trade 
of the world. With respect to platinum, she enjoyed a monop- 
oly, furnishing 95 per cent of the world’s output. She occu- 
pied a unique position in the production of flax in that she 
supplied a quality which no other nation has ever substituted. 
Of her total trade, cereals averaging an annual value of 
$500,000,000 constituted more than one-half. Europe was the 
principal market for her bread grains, purchasing an average 
of 160,000,000 bushels annually. 

At this point let me assert my belief that in the considera- 
tion of trade problems there is too general a tendency to over- 
estimate the physical and chemical properties of merchandise 
and to underestimate the exchange processes, of which com- 
motities are merely the physical aspects. Permit me to illus- 
trate. Froni the years 1907 to 1914 our average export of 
bread grains to Europe was 8,125,000 long tons. Russia's an- 
nual average export of bread grains to Europe in the same 
period was 5,000,000 long tons. But from the years 1915 to 
1922 our annual average export of this same grain was 
6,485,000 long tons. You will perceive that during this Inst- 
named period America had taken upon herself two-thirds ef 
Russia’s task of supplying the bread grains needed by Europe. 
You say, Excellent! America has increased her export trade; 
Europe's needs have been met; Russia alone suffers: If such 
is your conclusion, I submit that it is wrong. When Russia's 
trade normal is disturbed Europe suffers, and likewise America. 

So delicately interwoven is the network of international 
trade that no one nation can depart from normal without ad- 
verse consequences to other nations. I need but call your at- 
tention to the decade of the eighties, when the Argentine was 
seized with a speculative mania and flooded with cheap paper 
money. The evil consequences of the ill-advised speculation 
were not confined within her own borders. They produced an 
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adverse effect upon the money exchanges in America and 
culminated with the failure of Baring Bros. in England. 

Again, let me call your attention to the financial difficulties 
of Japan in 1906, the eyil consequences of which contributed 
to the American panic of 1907. The reverberations of this 
latter crisis were felt throughout the entire world, affecting ad- 
versely the caravan trade from central Africa across the 
Sahara Desert to Tripoli. 

War and communism, for the time being, have crippled Rus- 
sia's productive capacity and thereby her purchasing power. 
Because of her inability to pay, Russia did not purchase of 
India or China in 1921 the tea which she had formerly pur- 
chased. Were the adverse consequences of this diminished trade 
in tea confined to Russia, India, or China? Far from it. It 
resulted that neither India nor China purchased of England 
their former volume of manufactured cotton goods. This conse- 
quence contributed to the idleness of spindles and the unemploy- 
ment of labor in England. And England, forced to curtail her 
purchases of raw cotton, assisted in daming up this cotton in 
the countries of origin, 

The impairment of Russia's productive capacity forced Europe 
to turn elsewhere for her supply of grain. Formerly Russia 
constituted Europe’s chief source of supply for bread grains. 

We now know that it was a comparatively easy task for 
America, by the extension of her cultivated areas, to assist in 

the replacement of Russian bread grains. But other complica- 
tions arose. Europe had been accustomed to pay for Russia's 
grains with the manufactured goods which her factories were 
tooled to supply. Russia had and still has the consumptive 
capacity for many of Europe’s manufactured products. America, 
however, though capable of increasing her output of bread 
grains, found it impossible, confronted with her prevailing 
standards of high living, to increase her consumptive capacity 
sufficiently to absorb an abnormal influx of Europe’s manu- 
fuctured goods. We therefore refused payment in European 
manufactured goods and demanded Europe’s gold for our bread 
grains. Meanwhile we were demanding of Europe payment of 
her debts incurred during the war, while by our insistance on 
payment for our export grains in gold we speeded the depletion 
of Europe's gold supply until she found herself unable to pay 
eyen the interest on our loans. 

The Russian question, from the viewpoint of trade, presents 
a problem in international commerce. Russia's economic re- 
construction is the keystone to the economic reconstruction of 
Europe. I believe these to be the undisputed conclusions of all 
reputable political economists. 

Russia herself, as she has made free trade her internal policy, 
must denationalize her foreign trade; she must permit indi- 
viduals and private concerns to buy and sell in the markets of 
the world on their own responsibility. When and only when 
the Russian Government shall have taken such a step do I advo- 
eate the negotiation of a trade agreement with Russia and the 
sending to that country of a nonpartisan American trade com- 
mission. It is America’s bounden duty to exert her every 
influence to bring about a modification in the foreign-trade 
policy of the Russian Government and to make every attempt 
in a wholly unselfish manner to adjust this world problem in 
commerce. [Applause.] 

Yet, another objection to the full recognition of the present 
Russian Government: I am in hearty accord with the position 
taken by our Secretary of State. I would never favor Russia’s 
recognition until she has returned to American nationals their 
confiscated property now in existence, [Applause.] This step 
once taken as an evidence of Russia’s good faith and we should 
be ready to take our place about the council table and adjust 
the question of damages involved in property destroyed, 

Last June in an interview at Moscow with Mr. Chicherin, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, I put this question squarely, “ You 
are anxious, sir, for the recognition of your Government by 
America, are you not?” “ Most assuredly,” he replied. “Are 
you ready, then,” I inquired, “to return existing property now 
under your control which you confiscated from American 
nationals?” His reply was unevasive. He said, “Mr. Brepy, 
we can not do that. We came into power on a platform which 
did not recognize private property, and the moment we make 
unconditional return of American property we must accord the 
same treatment to other foreign nationals. Such a policy 
would forfeit us the support of those who now maintain us in 
power.” 

In my opinion, the Soviet Government, so long as it holds to 
its present tenets, will never restore to American nationals 
their property which it confiscated. 

I read you from Part I, chapter 2, section (d) of the soviet 
constitution now in force: 


The Third All-Russian Congress of Soviets regards the law repudiating 
the debts contracted by the government of the Tsar, the landlords, and 
the bourgeoisie as a first blow at international financial enpitalism: 
and It expresses its entire confidence that the Soviet Government will 
continue firmly in this direction until the international revolt of the 
workers against the yoke of capitalism shall have secured a complete 
victory. 


Here in the fundamental and constitutional law of the Soviet 
Republic we find adequate phraseology to justify the assertion 
that not only is the Soviet Government opposed to the recogni- 
tion of private property and the sanctity of private contract 
but it is squarely committed to the purpose of promoting a world 
revolution. And this leads me to the discussion of a further 
reason for my opposition to the recognition of Russia. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 25 minutes more. 

Mr. BEEDY. Thank you. 

T shall continue my unalterable opposition to the recognition 
of the Soviet Government until she has ceased directly and 
indirectly to spread her revolutionary propaganda in America. 
There has been much denial by the soviets of any responsibility 
for communistie and revolutionary propaganda in this coun- 
try. It was, however, admitted on the floor of this House by 
the estimable gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] in his 
admirable address of recent date that the Soviet Government 
appropriated $1,000,000 in 1917 for world propaganda. The 
gentleman then added the following: But 95 per cent of it 
went into Australia and Germany.” 

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. BEEDY. If the gentleman will excuse me and take the 
matter up later, I would prefer it. 

Mr. FREAR. I want to say that that was during time of 
war. 

Mr. BEEDY. It was in 1917, as I have stated. 

The assertion that 95 per cent of this soviet appropriation 
went into Germany and Austria does not wholly abate my 
interest in the use which was made of the other 5 per cent. 

So far as I myself am concerned, I do not hesitate to say 
that my regard for my country and our form of government is 
such that even if 1 per cent of the million dollars in question 
came into this country and was disbursed by soviet sympa- 
thizers to stir up revolution here I resent it as an unfriendly 
act. [Prolonged applause. ] 

I now desire to read from a series of six articles, the result 
of investigations conducted by the United Mine Workers of 
America which were published late in 1923, Although many 
public statements charging the Soviet Government with un- 
friendly propaganda have been promptly controverted, that 
Government, so far as I am informed, has not denied the state- 
ments which I now read: 


The overthrow and destruction of this Government (referring to 
America), with the establishment of an absolute and arbitrary dicta 
torship and the elimination of all forms of popular voice iu govern- 
mental affairs, is being attempted on a more gigantic scale, with more 
resolute purpose, and with more crafty design than at any time in the 
history of this Nation. 

The communist régime at Moscow, bent on world conquest, is pro- 
moting and directing one of the best-organized and most far-reaching 
campaigns in America that any country has ever been confronted with. 

Collection of money from the American people for the promotion of 
the revolutionary movement in this country has become an organized 
industry in the last two years. 

The sum which is being annually derived in this manner runs into 
millions of dollars, with only an approximate idea as to its aggregate. 
In addition millions of dollars are being sent over from Moscow and 
other Bolshevik centers in European capitals. 

The United Mine Workers learns from an authoritative source that 
the money from abroad is coming in through the usual international 
baking channels, originating in Moscow, Berlin, or Stockholm, and it 
is distributed to the accounts of various individuals in different banks 
after it reaches this country. 

I quote further from the same source: 

Conducting and promoting the revolutionary campaign in the United 
States is a secret party organization, directed and controlled by repre- 
sentatives of the Communist International. This is the Communist 
Party of America, * * This party has at its head the supreme 
executive revolutionary committee in America, responsible only to 
Lenin, Zinovlev, and other officials of the Communist International. 
It does not recognize any superior power or agency in the United 
States. 


According to the above report 


The major points in this reyolutionary program of the communists 
> * © are: 


1924. 


1. Overthrow and destruction of the Federal, State, and provincial 
Governments, witk the elimination of existing constitutional forms and 
foundations. 

2. Establishment of a soviet dictatorship absolute in its exercise of 
power, owing allegiance to, and conceding the authority only of, the 
Communist or Third International at Moscow as a “ governmental” 
substitute. 

8. Destruction of all social, economic, and political institutions as 
they exist at this time. 

4. Seizure of all labor unions through a process of boring from 
within" them, and utilizing them as a strategic instrument in fulfill- 
ment of their revolutionary designs upon organized and constitutional 
government, 

5. Invasion of the United Mine Workers of America, with the ouster 
of its present officials and leaders and the substitution of a leadership 
of: communists that it may be used as an instrumentality for seizing 
the other labor unions of America and for eventually taking possession 
of the country. 

6. A well-organized movement is being promoted within the 4 railroad 
brotherhoods and 16 railroad trade-unions to amalgamate all railroad 
workers into “one depurtmentalized industrial union" controlled by a 
single leader of communist principle and affiliation and owing alle- 
giance to the communist organization. 

7. Selzure of the American Federation of Labor, with the ouster of 
its officials. and through such seizure gaining control of all its affiliated 
units and trade-unions. 

8. Conversion of all craft trade-unions into single units of workers 
within an industry known as “industrial unions,” with coordination 
under a supersoviet union owing allegiance to, and accepting the man- 
dates of, the Communist International and its subsidiary, the Red 
Trade-Union International at Moscow. 

0.: Through conquest and subjugation: of the labor unions and con- 
version and mobilization of farmers and other related groups the over- 
throw, of existing institutions and the creation of a condition similar 
to that which now prevails in Russia. 


This is the alleged program of the Communist Party in 
America. But the Communist Party in America is directed by 
the Communist International, which, in the words of Radek, 
“was founded in the Kremlin on the institution of the Com- 
munist Party of Russin.“ The Soviet Government, the Com- 
munist Party of Russia, and the Communist International have 
been openly conceded by Zinoviev to be one and the same, 

In his report at the fourth congress of the Communist Inter- 
national he states: 


It is, to be sure, clear that an important and very close interde- 
pendence exists between the first Proletariat Republic and the Com- 
munist Party, which fights against the bourgeoisie, Such an iuter- 
dependence should exist and must exist. From our communistic stand- 
point it is clear that the Communist International is important for 
Soviet Russia, and vice versa. It would be laughable to ask who has 
the advantages, who is subject, and who is object. It is the foundation 
and the roof of one building. One belongs to the other. 


You will note that the ferms Proletariat Republic, Com- 
munist Party, and Communist International are used inter- 
changeably in this report. It is idle to deny that the aims and 
the objects of the one are not the aims and objects of the other. 

Members of the Congress recently recelved copies of a letter 
from the general secretary of the executive committee of the 

unist International, W. Kolarow. Referring to recent 
efforts of General Pershing to create a demand for a larger 
American Army, this letter exhorts American communists that 
they “must sound the alarm and prepare the workers for re- 
sistance to these bloody schemes.” This letter is addressed to 
the “Workers Party of America,“ sometimes known as the 
“Tilegal Party.” It is in fact the Communist Party of Amer- 
ica. But inasmuch as membership in that party has been held 
by our Federal courts to be sufficient. grounds for deportation, 
the Communist Party of America assumes the name of “ The 
United Workers of America.” 

The United Workers of America for some time past have 
published a weekly paper in this country known as The 
Worker.“ A campaign has recently been conducted in America 
to raise a fund of $100,000 for the purpose of making this 
weekly paper a daily. I hold in my hand an issue of The 
Worker,” under date of November 3, 1923, the anniversary of 
that day on which the Soviet Government of Russia came into 
power. 

As a sample of the so-called news which this paper is feeding 
out to the American public I call your attention to the follow- 
ing. Extending across the entire front page of this issue there 
appears, in red ink and in inch and one-half type, the follow- 
ing: “ Coolidge’s World Conspiracy!” This front-page article 
is calculated to incite the workingmen of America- to revolt 
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against: our: Government by convincing them that under. Presi- 
dent Coolidge’s lead and influenced by capitalism we— 


have devised the most enormous conspiracy * * + to rescue capi- 
talism in Germany through a big international loan and to prepare a 
new inyasion against Russia * * *. 


The article further continnes— 


Calvin Coolidge is in his element at last. In 1918 Wilson 
declared to the German people that it could not have peace before it 
drove out the Kaiser and the Hohenzollern: dynasty. In 1923 Calvin 
Coolidge declares to the German people that they can not receive a 
piece of bread as long as they do not restore the monarchy, the Kaiser, 
and the Hohenzollern dynasty. 


This so-called. news contains. as little trnth as the average 
item, appearing in this paper, a paper whose aim is to under- 
mine the confidence of the masses in American Government 
and hasten, the day of wholesale revolution. I repeat: This is 
the paper which the Communist International (created and 
sponsored by the Soviet Government of Russia) is making a 
daily rather than a weekly publication. 

As an humble Member of this lower branch of the American 
Congress I welcome this. opportunity of stating my convic- 
tion that the Soviet Government of Russia ought not to be 
recognized until she stops sponsoring this diseased and vicious 
propaganda, [Applause.] 

What is the prime aim of this Soviet Government of Rus- 
sia? The justification for its very existence. has been its 
boasted capacity for bettering the conditions, of labor. Its 
claim has been that the American Government, which it classes 
as a capitalistic government, deprives labor of its just deserts 
and has thrown her entire soeial order into such a state of 
maladjustment that the Soviet Government must needs rescue 
our social strueture and bring the proletariat into its own. 

While in Russia I was interested to learn just what returns 
their Government industries were yielding to labor. Among 
other industrial plants which I visited.was.a cotton mill. It 
was the finishing mill for the output of four other mills, and 
with them constituted a part of the Russian Cotton Syndicate, 
whieb in turn is an arm of the Russian Textile Trust. And 
at this juncture. I may be permitted to say that which per- 
haps.is more or less commonly known, namely, that since the 
institution. of: the new economic policy in March, 1921, the 
Soviet Government no longer invades the entire field of in- 
dustry. It confines itself to the operation of public utilities 
and the so-called basic industries, among which is classed: the 
manufacture of cotton and woolen, goods. Many of these so- 
called, basic industries, including mining and the manufacture 
of necessaries, are the subject of Government concession to 
private. capital and are operated in conjunction with private 
capital on a profit-sharing: basis. The manufacture of tex- 
tiles, however, is a purely: governmental industry, and the 
wage standard therein obtaining is that commonly obtaining in 
all. soviet-centrolled industries, 

The superintendent of the mill in question, a communist of 
24 years’ standing, received the maximum wage paid by the 
Soviet Government in industrial pursuits, or 5,300,000,000 soviet 
rubles, which, according to the then existing rate of exchange, 
amounted to $35 per month. 

In company with. the superintendent, who took us through 
this mill. were three heads of departments, all graduates of 
universities, and neither of them communists, These men re- 
ceived a monthly wage of 5,000,000,000 soviet rubles, or $33.33. 
(One American dollar was then—June 19, 1923—worth 150,000,- 
000 soviet rubles.) The skilled workers at the looms were paid 
2,800,000,000 soviet rubles; or $18.66, per month. Unskilled 
labor, including shippers. and draymen, received 600,000,000 
soviet rubles, or $4, per month. In addition, each workman 
Was supplied with working clothes, consisting of a loose blouse 
and breeches of overall material, while the head of each 
family of three was entitled to one room for the family home 

In his recent address. upon this floor, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Frear], in citing the deplorable labor condi- 
tions in czaristie Russia which justfied the revolution of 
1917, said: 

In 1912, when raw labor commanded $1.65 per day in the industrial 
centers of the United States, Russian labor, we learn, received 30 
cents per day with which to feed and clothe a family. 

Gentlemen of the House, last summer in Samara I saw hun- 
dreds of Russians in a line extending from the Government 


employment bureau to the sidewalk and some distance down 
the street. Those ragged and undernourished Russians were 


waiting for some employment by the Government, which was 
apparently impossible of procurement; but which if secured 
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would have yielded them 20,000,000 soviet rubles, or less than 
14 cents per day. At the same time unskilled labor in America 
was and still is receiving from $4 to $6 per day. These are il- 
lustratiens of the share in the profits of industry enjoyed by 
labor after six years of Soviet Government control, 

Nor is the whole story told when attention is called to the 
low wage scale obtaining among Russian workers, The mines 
of Russia are operating at only one-third their pre-war output. 
Manufacturing interests in general are producing barely 50 per 
eent of their pre-war output. The cotton mill just referred to 
was producing barely half its pre-war output. The superintend- 
ent, however, informed me that their low output and their 
inability to meet the demand for cotton textiles was due to 
their inability to purchase raw cotton from Turkestan, their 
chief source of supply prior to the war. He informed me that 
whereas Russia imported 19,000,000 poods of raw cotton In 
1913, that in the first six months of 1923 she would import 
barely 3,500,000 poods. Whatever may have been the real 
explanation for the deplorable conditions existing in Russian 
industry and among Russian labor, the fact remains that 
communism and the Soviet Government have thus far failed 
to fulfill the mission of their conception. 

One other word and I am done. There is one view of this 
entire situation which if it has not escaped observation has 
at least escaped mention. We have not yet rounded ouf the 
half-cycle of a second century under our American Constitution. 
Despite our many errors our governmental achievement has 
been highly creditable. Historians point out many warning 
beacons along the broad pathway of human experience. The 
comparatively recent revolution in Russia affords a notable 
object lesson by which America may well profit. The psy- 
chology of that revolution, as I view it, is simple. 

Men will submit to be governed so long as the governing class 
is moral, incorrupt, and mindful of its own laws. Those less 
fortunate in natural endowments and the measure of worldly 
possessions will submit to the enjoyment of wealth by others 
so long as those others are decent and mindful of their obli- 
gations to society. It was 400 years before the rotten crust of 
ezardom cracked and the corrupt, immoral, upper classes be- 
came a prey to the furies of the mob. The long-suffering Rus- 
sian peasant would no longer tolerate the inhumanities and 
the lawless immoralities of corrupted wealth and an uncon- 
scionable Government. Reaching out their bloody hands they 
seized this thing called government and they clutched at the 
thing called wealth. In the exultation of revolutionary de- 
lirium they appropriated both and behold the misery which 
they have wrought in an already war-ridden country. 

Under the American Government the individual is entitled 
to the fruits of his toil. For the first time in the history of 
the world the first 10 amendments to the American Constitu- 
tion laid out an area within which no tyrant power may set 
foot to the detriment of the humblest citizen of the Republic 
In 6,000 years of recorded history the genius of man evolved 
no nobler conception of lawful social order than that em- 
bodied in our Constitution. 

At this period in our Nation’s history let us not indulge 
ourselves in the opium fumes of self-complacency. Let us 
catch the vision which the wealth and governing power of 
Russia missed. Let us understand once and for all time that 
governing power and wealth come to men, not for their own 
selfish satisfactions but merely as a medium to accomplish 
the general betterment of mankind. The men and women who 
wield the power and enjoy the wealth in America will ulti- 
mately pay a sad penalty if they harbor the Idea that they 
are at any time a privileged class, exempt from the eperation 
of law, civil and moral. [Applause.] 

There are some clouds upon our national horizon, It is 
indeed a sad commentary upon world government that 2,000 
years since the Savior of mankind pointed out the way for 
nations Russia should experience so little of the joy of living. 
It is likewise a shameful commentary upon the justness of our 
own social system that such extremes of wealth and poverty 
are suffered to exist as those now obtaining on Fifth Avenue 
and the east side of New York City. 

My friends, revolutions are not made to order. They do not 
come in a night. They are phenomena in the complex processes 
of social evolution. The clouds upon the American horizon 
may be observed long prior to the outburst of the storm. The 
American public is thoughtful, intelligent, and long suffering. 
We who have taken upon ourselves the responsibilities of gov- 
ernment must foresee the necessity of effecting a more and 
more equitable distribution of the profits of industry. The 
accumulation of swollen fortunes, mounting to the hundreds of 
millions of dollars, ought not, under our scheme of govern- 


ment, to be legally applicable to the selfish satisfactions of 
an individual. [Applause.] 

Iam not a radical. I ama conservative. The men of Maine 
keep their feet upon the ground, but the far-seeing conserva- 
tive, heedful of future dangers, will counsel a public policy 
calculated to break down class barriers and breed increasing 
respect for government under law. 

On that never-to-be-forgotten day in June, when from the 
deck of an American destroyer the coast line of far-off Russia 
faded from my horizon, I understood, as I never understood be- 
fore, the privileges and the incident responsibilities of American 
citizenship. 

Men and women of America, mark well the sad fate which 
has befallen Russia. Apprise well your liberties under the 
Constitution of this Republic. Stop whining about the in- 
efficiency of your legislative bodies, They are your own crea: 
tures. You are alone responsible for them. Abandon your pas- 
sivity and avail yourselves of the ballot to better American 
government. [Applause.] Shake off your indifference to civic 
responsibility lest you contribute to the failure of our experi- 
ment in self-government, a failure which, if it shall come, in 
my humble opinion will remove the last best hope of civilized 
nations in the cause of sane and humane government. [Pro- 
longed applause. ] 

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEEDY. Certainly; if I have time. 

Mr. FREAR. I want to say this. I have enjoyed extremely 
the remarks of the gentleman from Maine. I ran across his 
whereabouts frequently in going through Russia and know he 
has made a very full study of conditions, and I agree with 
much he has said, although not entirely in conclusions. There 
is only one suggestion I want to make now, and that in quot- 
ing me that $1,000,000 was expended by the Government of 
Russia, the only time I understand it was appropriated was 
for propaganda during 1917, and it was then used practically 
entirely on its borders during the war with Germany and 
Austria. At the same time the United States and Great Brit- 
ain were doing precisely the same thing in trying to disorgan- 
ize Germany with propaganda. That is the propaganda they 
were exerting at that time. I agree with the gentleman that so 
far as propaganda is concerned in time of peace it ought not to 
be exercised, and I think every good American citizen agrees, 
and : desire to compliment the gentleman upon his splendid 
speecli. 

Mr. BEEDY. I think the House will bear me out when I 
say that I made no statement inconsistent with what the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin has now stated. 

Mr. BERGER. Is the gentleman aware that the reports 
quoted as emanating from the Mine Workers’ Union have been 
repudiated by the mine owners—that is, by the employers’ or 
operators’ association? Are you aware of that? 

Mr. BEEDY. I am not, but I should think if any denial 
were to be made it would come from those most concerned, 
namely, the Soviet Government, which is the party accused. 

Mr. BERGER. The Soviet Government has had no oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. BEEDY. They have answered by cable and through 
their press numerous other accusations, and they have never 
lost any time in doing it before. . 

Mr. BERGER. But it was repudiated by the mine owners. 

Mr. BEEDY. So you have stated. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEEDY. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON, The gentleman has stated that he will never 
be in favor of the recognition of Russia until that Government 
is willing to restore to the American nationals the value of the 
property confiscated. The gentleman said that. 

Mr. BEEDY. I did not make just that statement. 

Mr. BLANTON. About that, was it not—restoration of the 
property? 

Mr. BEEDY. Restoration of the property itself. 

Mr. BLANTON. And then in that connection the gentleman 
said that from his investigation he knows that it will be im- 
possible for that Government to make a restoration of the 
property. - 

Mr. BEEDY. My impression is that the Russian Government 
will not make such restitution until it changes its program. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then the result is that this Government can 
never recognize that Government. 

Mr. BEEDY. Not if it persists in its adherence to its present 
tenets. It ought to modify them. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am in general agreement with the gentle 


min, 
Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. BEEDY,. Les. 

Mr. KVALE. The gentleman has said that we should lead 
the way by making it impossible for one man to accumulate 
$100,000,000 and pass it on to succeeding generations. Will the 
gentleman agree to levy a capital tax? If not, what remedy 
would he suggest? 

Mr. BEEDY. The gentleman misunderstood. My objection 
went not so much to its accumulation as to the uses to which it 
might legally be put. I am not prepared to commit myself to 
the capital tax. 

Mr KVALE. What is the gentleman’s objection to a capital 
tux? 

Mr. BEEDY. I have not made a special study of the capital 
tax, and no man should go off half-cocked on tax problems. 
Therefore I shall not now commit myself. Permit me to say 
that we have established a significant precedent in a certain 
section of the interstate commerce act—an act decried by the 
railroads in the first instance, but an act which we are now 
besought not to modify. That act provides that when the rail- 
roads of the country shall earn returns exceeding 6 per cent on 
the invested capital one-half the excess may be distributed, 
through Government agency, among needy roads. That is a 
very significant piece of legislation. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEEDY. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. Does the Russian Government recognize 
what we call religious liberty? 

Mr. BEEDY. Certainly not what we call religious liberty. 
Although everybody is free to attend church, nobody is per- 
mitted to join the Communist Party which belongs to a church. 
Another thought! Upon the conclusion of the “ Red terror” 
bald-faced murdering of the nobility and bourgeoisie ceased. 
To-day nobody will be employed in Russia who does not belong 
to a labor union, and nobody will be admitted to a labor union 
if he is a bourgeois. Most of us here would be classed as 
bourgeoisie and for that reason would not be given employment 
im Russia. In brief, the Russian bourgeoisie under the Soviet 
Government to-day faces extinction by a slow process of 
starvation. y 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEEDY. Yes. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Is it not true that all the churches in Rus- 
sia were sacked and looted? 

Mr. BEEDY. It is true that the churches were looted and 
their altar pieces confiscated. One of the metropolitans of the 
Greek Orthodox Church, who had sworn allegiance to the 
Soviet Government, when questioned with reference to this 
very thing referred me to the fact that Catherine the Great 
established a precedent in her time and sacked the Russian 
churches of that day. I presume this metropolitan felt that 
such an explanation would be entirely convincing to an humble 
member of this Government. The present Russian Government 
claims that it sacked the churches in order that it might sell 
the church valuables to meet the needs of the famine-stricken 
Russians. [Applause.] 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I believe there are other 
speeches to be made. When those are concluded, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Jerrers] 
may have 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that at the conclusion of the speeches already 
arranged for the gentleman from Alabama [Mr Jerrers] may 
have 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. By formal order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. MAnsrieip] has 15 minutes. 

ERECTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, a great daily paper pub- 
lished in the city of Washington, in its issue of last Sunday 
printed a column article, under flaming headlines, which I will 
now read to the House: 


House pork-barrel scheme as a barrier to a public-building program. 
Langley opposed to giving the District preference in improvements. 
Favors taking care of home needs also. Only hope for $50,000,000 
project thought to He in omnibus bill. 


The first paragraph of the article under the headlines fs as 
follows: 

Indications yesterday were that the $50,000,000 public-building pro- 
gram for the District is destined to die at the hands of the pork-barrel 
brigade in the House unless the administration agrees to some sort of 
an omnibus public buildings bill. 


As I have introduced no bill for the erection of any public 
building at the present session of Congress, I suppose that I am 


not, therefore, a member of the pork-barrel brigade here re- 
ferred to. I therefore speak not as one under personal crit- 
icism. For the benefit of many Members of the House who 
have recently become Members I want to say that it has been 
a good many years since an omnibus public building bill was 
passed through Congress. I do not recall just how long it has 
been, but probably it has been 15 years, although there has 
been much need for the erection of many public buildings 
throughout the country. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. LANGLEY. To be accurate, the last public building bin 
was approved March 4, 1913, which would be a little less than 
11 years ago. I feel that I should make that statement. The 
interval is entirely too long, of course. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the gentleman for making that 
statement. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. As I have introduced bills to establish 
post-office buildings in almost every town in my district I would 
be eligible for membership in that class. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes; you would be considered a porker. 
During the period of the war and up until the spring of 1921 
I was a member of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds; during the same period of time I was also a member 
of the District Committee and chairman of the Subcommit- 
tee on Housing. I had many occasions to make some investi- 
gations with reference to the building needs of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and also with reference to the needs of that 
small portion of the United States which lies beyond the 
boundaries of the District of Columbia. During this time no 
public buildings bills for that remote section of the country 
beyond the District line have been authorized by Congress and 
no buildings have been erected. Still, the evidence before our 
committee showed that there were hundreds and thousands of 
eases that were considered emergencies. 

I recall the city of Baltimore as being one. We went over 
there with a committee, under the guidance of the distinguished 
gentleman from that city, Mr. LINTHICUM, and we inspected 
the post-office building there. We found from the evidence 
brought before us that during the war the postal activities of 
the city of Baltimore increased in greater proportion than 
those of any other city in the United States, yet they had the 
same old building which they had had there for many years, 
It was a beehive of activity wherever there was room for 
activity. However, it was so congested that there was scarcely 
room enough to perform one-half of the work that was abso- 
lutely necessary to be carried on there. Every nook and 
corner and every crack, crevice, and cranny of the building 
from cellar to garret was literally congested, with scarcely 
room enough for the operatives to do their work. The com- 
mittee came back and very promptly agreed to report a bill 
authorizing $1,000,000 for the enlargement of that building. 
That was just one instance. 

Take Akron, the great center of the rubber industry of the 
world, where nearly all of the automobile tires are made. It 
was shown to us that Akron had greatly increased in propor- 
tion to other cities; that the population had doubled within a 
very few years and that the postal activities there had increased 
tenfold in a comparatively short period of time. Yet at that 
time they were without a building which was sufficient for 
their work. 

Those are just a few instances, although there were hun- 
dreds of them, and the evidence brought before the committee 
showed that in some instances outhouses and sheds adjoining 
and adjacent to the post-office buildings had been brought 
into play in order to house the activities of the Government 
there. In one instance which I recall they said that a part of 
the postal work had to be done out on the sidewalk under an 
awning. Still we authorized no public buildings. The bur- 
dens of taxation rested so heavily upon the people of this 
country that the Congress thought it best, in its wisdom and 
judgment, to let this matter wait for a few years until these 
burdens could be removed. 

But when it came to the District of Columbia, I want to 
call your attention to the fact that a different rule was 
applied. We went right ahead erecting publie buildings in 
this city at enormous expense, and never even stopped during 
the war. I was a member of the committee when we au- 
thorized the erection of the annex to the Treasury, across the 
Avenue from the main Treasury Building and connected with 
it by a subway. That annex was erected at a cost of some 
two or three million dollars, the exact amount I do not recall. 
We authorized in a bill the purchase of the old Arlington 
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Hotel building and the completion of a new building at a cost 
of more than $4,000,000. That bill, however, never became a 
law because the President thought he could not wait for the 
machinery of legislation, but purchased the building outright 
and completed it out of the $100,000,000 war fund which we 
had placed in his hands. It is now the home of the Veterans’ 
Bureau. 

I was a member of the committee which made a report for 
the expenditure of $10,000,000 in this city during the war for 
the erection of brick buildings in connection with the navy 
yard, and for various other buildings in the city necessary for 
war activities. In addition, the President spent many, many 
millions of dollars in this city erecting office buildings, some 
of them of a temporary character but some of them of a per- 
manent character, including the Munitions Building, which 
was erected on the Potomac Park grounds, covering 18 acres 
of land and, as I am told, being the largest office building 
upon the whole face of the earth. I do not know just the 
figures, but I would say that altogether nearly $100,000,000 
has been spent in this District for the erection of public 
buildings since any amount whatever has been authorized for 
any other section of the country. 

These are things, gentlemen, that ought to be thought about. 
I want to tell you that when you read articles of this kind in 
the papers of the city of Washington they do not reflect the 
truth, and the Members of this Congress, the people of this 
city and of this country ought to have some way of ascertain- 
ing the truth in regard to these things. 

Now, we are confronted with the proposition that if we want 
to build a few necessary post offices, customhouses, or court- 
houses in the United States anywhere we must include in a 
bill of that kind $50,000,000 of pure “ pork” to the District of 
Columbia before they will permit us to do so. [Applause.] 
I do not know whether it would be fair to call that “ pork” or 
not. As I understand a“ porker,” he is a man who is willing to 
go on a 50-50 proposition with you; give him $1,000,000 and 
he will give you $1,000,000, and so on; but these fellows do not 
want to do that; they want to hog it all. It is not “pork”; 
it is “hog.” [Laughter.] 

I do not know the sentiment of the Members of this House, 
but, to be fair and honest and candid, my judgment is that the 
District ef Columbia can very well afford to wait a few years 
now until the rest of the United States catches up with it in 
this respect. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Certainly. 

4 BLANTON. We would have to wait 100,000 years if we 

d that. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Possibly a million, and then you would 
be no nearer the point, perhaps. [Laughter.] 

Now, there are a great many good people residing here in the 
city of Washington, it is true; but we also have here quite a 
number of that class which looks upon the Congress, in ex- 
pending money for necessary improvements outside of the city 
of Washington, as a Congress of “ porkers”; but if the money 
is expended upon an Improvement within the city of Washing- 
ton, then it is patriotism. From their standpoint they are not 
capable of drawing any other line of distinction between “pork” 
and patriotism than the line of the boundary of the District of 
Columbia. 

I want to say in this connection that the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Lanotey], is both a statesman 
and a patriot. He is neither sectional nor provincial in his 
views, but, while giving to the District that which he thinks it 
should receive, he also believes that the remote sections of the 
country—those States lying beyond the District line—should 
not be neglected. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Is not “pork” money spent for public im- 
provement in some other Member's district? 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I judge so, sir. 

We have quite a number of that class of people living here in 
Washington, it is true; in fact, there is another place where I 
presume there is quite a number of them. That other place is 
the place to which these same gentlemen will go when they 
leave the city of Washington. I thank you. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Montana [Mr. LEAVITT} 
is recognized for 15 minutes. 

THE AGRICULTURAL PROBLEM. 


Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
we have listened this afternoon to an address by the gentleman 
from Maine which indicates to us, without any question what- 


ever, the truth of the things that have been called to our atten- 
tion by the President and by our Department of State as to 
the danger of the propaganda which is tending to subvert our 
form of government. At a time like this neither I nor you ha ve 
any right to fan the fires of discontent in order to warm our 
own political selves; and by the same token, and for the same 
reason, we have no right to overlook or to be blind to condi- 
tions which at any place in our country exist and are fanning 
these fires of discontent. 

With this thought in mind, gentlemen, I would like to present 
to you very briefly the condition, particularly, of the wheat 
farmers of the northwestern part of the United States, and in 
a general way of the agricultural industry of our country: 

I speak particularly from the standpoint of the wheat raisers 
of the Northwest, because In my own State of Montana we 
stand second in the production of spring wheat and fifth among 
the States in the production of wheat of all kinds, with this 
last year a production of 53,000,000 bushels; and I want to call 
attention to the fact that 74 per cent of the spring wheat pro- 
duced in Montana is No. 1 hard red wheat, of which there is 
no surplus in the United States but, on the other hand, rather 
a shortage. We must remember that there are portions of 
the United States just as peculiarly ‘fitted to the raising of 
wheat as the South is to the production of cotton. When, there- 
fore, we are considering as one of the eorrect cures of the 
situation the reducing of the wheat area we must remember 
that they can be reduced in some other places to greater advan- 
tage than they can in those sections producing practically all 
the hard wheat, which is neeessary for the milling of the softer 
grades of wheat. 

I want to approach this problem from the understarding, 
as I have said, that we have no right to fan the fires of dis- 
content in order to warm ourselves, nor any right to refuse 
to see conditions which exist that have a tendency to fan 
those fires of discontent. The farmer, and particularly the 
wheat farmer, finds himself in this position: Going back to 
the pre-war level of purchasing values, he finds that his wheat 
has a purchasing value of only 79 per cent. He finds, on the 
other hand, that the products of the manufacturer, the man 
who is producing things in industry, are, under the same con- 
sideration, at 152 per cent. Then he finds that labor on the 
same basis, using exactly the same dates and the same con- 
siderations, has a purchasing power of 170 per eent. Why is 
it that agriculture stands in the general relation of 70 per 
eent in purchasing value for its wheat while labor stands at 
the ratio of 170 per cent, and those things which are produced 
by industry stand at the ratio of 152 per cent in purchasing 
value? I am not going to attack in any way the fact that 
labor is in that position. Labor is in that position largely be- 
cause of the strict immigration laws that have been passed and 
in which you and I believe. We believe in restricted immi- 
gration for the purpose, first, of preserving American insti- 
tutions and American ideals, as well as protecting our labor 
against the competition of cheap labor coming into our country 
from foreign shores. We must also recognize that the advan- 
tageous position of industry in this regard is to a great extent 
due to the protective tariff which likewise proteets those things 
which are produced in industry against foreign competition, 
and we agree with that and we agree as to its soundness. But 
here stands agriculture in this peculiar situation, and I speak 
as I say particularly of the wheat growers, becanse I know 
more about them, although the things that I say will to some 
measure apply to those who produce any agricultural product 
in a surplus which must be shipped and sold into foreign 
markets, thereby fixing the domestic priee of that product. 
This at the present time applies to a great extent to flour, to 
wheat, to cattle, to cotton, so that this is not a sectional question. 
This is not even a partisan question. It is a question that we 
should approach from the angle of trying to find out what its 
solution is as an American problem. We should approach it 
from an American angle and reach an American ‘solution. 

This agricultural problem is not, so far as we are eoncerned, 
in Russis, but there is a difficulty which we must first remove 
to put ourselves in the state of mind for constructive thinking. 
In the last few years there has grown up in a few of the States 
a movement made possible only because some farmers, faced 
with such economic inequalities as have made their lot well- 
nigh impossible, have grasped some proffered cures and have 
expressed their discontent at the polls. Immediately there bas 
arisen against these theories an organized opposition centering 
Its attack on doctrines termed “ socialistic’ and on some of the 
particular remedies proposed, with the result that the battle is 
raging between the opponents and the proponents of particular 
lines of thought and theories of government, leaving the issue 
of the unfortunate condition of agriculture and the absolute 
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necessity of immediate action to help the farmer place himself 
side by side with labor and industry, trampled under foot and 
overlooked in the heat of battle. 

The necessity is for those of us who believe that all American 
problems, both foreign and domestic, can be worked out on 
American principles, through American thinking, and by the 
application of American remedies, to cease simply thinking of 
the fallacies in the remedies proposed, to actually do this Amer- 
ican thinking, and to take the fundamental American action 
required by this problem, 

I suggest that this Congress, then, made up as it is of those 
who represent all of the States of the American Union, try to 
find a solution of the problem; first, not from a Russian angle, 
but from an angle that will help in answering this propaganda, 
the danger of which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Brepy] 
has so well presented to us this afternoon, 

We turn from the suggestion of what should be done for 
agriculture to the things that have been done with regard to 
labor and industry, things which have properly been done, and 
which have afforded protection. Restricted immigration—and 
I hope that it will be still more restricted than it is now—has 
protected the laboring man, and he has been able to accomplish 
that because of an act of Congress. He has been benefited 
also by the Adamson eight-hour law, which was passed by 
Congress, It is true that to that he has added the advantage 
of his own organization and the carrying out of the things for 
his own benefit und interest. Now, what is it that has placed 
industry in its advantageous position? It is because the Con- 
gress has passed the tariff laws which protect the goods which 
they produce against the influx of goods produced by low- 
priced labor in foreign countries, and also because, through the 
efficiency of their own organization, they have been able to 
take advantage of conditions within the market. 

Those are American solutions of American problems, and 
now we find the farmer in a disadvantageous position so far 
as the purchasing power of the things he produces is concerned. 
I said for wheat, 79 per cent; but the average of our agricul- 
tural products as a whole represents only about 75 per cent in 
purchasing value as compared with what it was before the war. 

I am not going into any detail this afternoon in respect to 
the measures which we ought to consider, but I am going to 
ask the Members of the House to do one thing. These problems 
should be approached from an American angle, and the Mem- 
bers should study, and study carefully, the report to the Presi- 
dent by the Secretary of Agriculture on the wheat situation, 
which has recently been put upon your desks. I ask you to 
study it sympathetically in order that you may help to arrive 
at a constructive solution of the difficulty. 

Some proposals have been advanced. One of them is reduc- 
tion of the wheat areas, and that can be brought about to a 
considerable extent through diversification and in other ways. 
I am definitely behind the movement presented to this House 
in the form of the Burtness bill, to help bring about that situ- 
ation in the spring wheat areas of this entire country, but I 
also wish to say that we must not in the consideration of these 
fundamental measures which will in time help to solve this 

roblem In a permanent way forget the necessity for meeting 
he present situation and of meeting it now. 

Another idea has been advanced. and I want to give it for 
your consideration, and ask you to think of it deeply in con- 
nection with your study of the wheat situation as reported by 
the Secretary of Agriculture. That is the idea of an agricul- 
tural export corporation. Briefly, the idea is simply that there 
shall be created a commission, the chairman of which shall be 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the yice chairman of which 
shall be the Secretary of Commerce, with three commissioners, 
and that they shall be given broad powers that will enable 
them to take care of the surplus which is produced in wheat, 
in flour, in cattle, in cotton, at the present time, and such 
other things that may be later produced in such surplus that 
they go into foreign markets and have their domestic price 
fixed by foreign competition. It should be kept in mind that 
this whole theory which is being advanced is merely to stabilize 
these prices and not to fix them, any more than the tariff fixes 
the price of the thing manufactured in industry, or any more 
than the wages of the laboring man are fixed by our restricted 
immigration policy, which protects him against the influx of 
cheap labor into this country. 

There should be carried out in this Congress a measure estab- 
lishing an export corporation for the disposition of the surplus 
above domestic consumption. A study of world conditions in- 
dicates that next year will produce more foreign wheat than 
1923, and if our domestic price is fixed by foreign markets its 

urchasing power will then be even lower than now. A little 
ater the bill to create such a corporation will be introduced 
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and the detailed discussion incident to its full understanding 
will take place. Let me only ask of you now that those of you 
who have not come so closely face to face with this problem of 
the growers of wheat will meanwhile study with a sympathetic 
mind the report of the Secretary of Agriculture to the Presi- 
dent on the wheat situation which has just recently come to 
your desks, and that you will think of constructive solutions of 
this national situation. 

Now, gentlemen, that, in brief, without going into the de- 
tails, which I would hardly wish to do until the bill which is 
being prepared is presented to the Congress—that in brief is the 
idea ; and the only thing I am asking of you this afternoon is to 
recognize the problem from the angle of those men and women 
who haye gone in the pioneering of these Western States and 
who were told by some of us who were part of the Food Ad- 
ministration during the war to plant every acre of wheat which 
was possible to plant in order that our armies might be fed. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON, Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. LEAVITT. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON, I wonder if the gentleman has had 
time or opportunity to study the Sinclair-Norris bill, which is 
alse an export bill, but which has perhaps a larger or wider 
field to operate than the proposed bill of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, in that we may also import as well as export American 
products? 

Mr. LEAVITT. I will say to the gentleman I have studied 

that only te some extent, but I believe the plan which was 
spoken of by the gentleman as the Wallace plan seems to be 
perhaps more simple and subject to less machinery that will 
later on have to be torn down, and may be in a better position 
to take care of the present situation in the fundamentals, and 
then give way in the natural course of events to the action of 
the law of supply and demand, and be thereby self-regulated 
us our local markets become more able to consume what is now 
the surplus that has caused this situation to exist. 
I want to repeat in closing that the only thing I am trying 
to do this afternoon is to ask of the Congress that they study 
this problem regardless of the fact they come from other 
sections than those of these men who have gone into the pio- 
neer States to make a new portion of our country. Remember, 
something like 150 years ago, and even at a later time, that in 
the old Bay State of Massachusetts it was necessary for the 
State legislature to pass a bonus bill to the wheat growers in 
order to keep them in the wheat-growing business, recognizing 
the necessity of producing wheat for their own consumption, 
and that same principle was carried on in one way or another 
down to 1850 and even in the days of the Civil War, and that 
it is not in all respects a new thing. 

I will only say that, broadly, such a plan would call for a 
study of the relative purchasing value levels of industry, labor, 
and farm products, and create a market for the farm products 
which would only keep them on a level with the others. It 
would charge back against the product itself the losses due to 
sale of the surplus into foreign markets and would operate only 
while the increase in population of this country comes up to 
the consumption of our own products and the stabilization of 
general markets is taking place. It is no more price fixing 
than is the tariff for the manufacturer cr the restricted immi- 
gration law for the laborer. It is, like both, beneficial as a 
protection in raising 30 per cent of our people to the same 
American level as the rest. 

When you ask as to whether or not this plan would increase 
the cost of the loaf of bread, remember that the estimate is 
that it would not add more than one-half of a cent of the 
wheat cost to a loaf. Now, only about a cent and a half in 
the cost of an ordinary loaf of bread comes to the farmer for 
the production of the wheat, and remember, too, that balanced 
against the one-half cent increase, even if it goes on to the 
consumer, that 30 per cent of the population of this country— 
men, women, and children—are dependent upon the farming 
industry; that the farmers are the greatest single group of 
consumers of the products produced by the manufacturer; 
and that the farmer is the greatest single group that must be 
considered in a matter of this kind, because they are pro- 
ducing the things which are necessary for the preservation of 
life, and therefore for the preservation of our Union. [Ap- 
ylause, 

g The 5 pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana 
Mr. O'Connor] is recognized for 15 minutes. 


ANNIVERSARY OF BATTLE OF NEW ORLEANS, 


Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker and Members of 
the House, I am somewhat diffident about attempting a speech 
to-day. It is the 8th day of January, however, the anniversary 
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of the Battle of New Orleans; and something should be said 
about that immortal victory, lest we forget. January 8, 1815, 
should be and is a great day in the history of our country, 
for it was upon that date on the plains of Chalmette, a little 
below the city of New Orleans, was fought’ the battle which 
redeemed American arms and rescued the Republic from a 
series of unparalleled disasters. It 1s a: well-plowed field with 
me. In fact, it is like carrying snow to Lapland, or coals to 
Newcastle, or ice to the North Pole to recount again in this 
House the appreciations often expressed of the unfading glory 
of the Battle of New Orleans and the enduring and patriotic 
interest of the American people in the dramatic and thrilling 
chapters of that never-to-be-forgotten engagement. Reluctant 
would I be ordinarily to impose myself a third or fourth time 
upon this House upon the same subject, but the greatness of 
the day is my apology for singing my song once more. It is 
u great day in our history, for it marks a great event that had 
for its heroes some of the greatest men born on this continent. 
They are no more, but their deeds and devotion to country 
speak to us and our children from pages that are among the 
brightest in our history. New Orleans and Jackson are for- 
ever inseparably lived in the martial records and annals. of 
the Republic. 

Mr. Speaker, as a rule I am not oversentimental in respect 
to great names and great men. Generally L feel that they are 
both parts of the passing show. And yet, lest we forget, I 
think at times it is essential that we should solemnly devote 
a few moments to the magnificent figures in the history of our 
country, who spectacularly and magnificently, in a glorious 
fashion, crossed over the stage and left behind them a history 
that is not only illuminative but is the pride and glory of our 
people and stirred our children to do noble things—not Jream 
them all day long, but to do them, and in that performance to 
make life, death, and that vast forever one grand, sweet song, 

I know that in the passing of the years, for some reason or 
other, the Battle of New Orleans has been minimized in the 
minds of a great many people: I do not know any reason why 
it should not stand out in bolder relief than it has stood out 
for many years. Possibly no poet gifted with the divine 
afflatus has yet arrived to sing that victory into American 
hearts in a deathless way. Perhaps the historian is yet to 
come who will with magie pen give it a place which will 
cause Americans to think of it as Greeians thought of Ther- 
mopyle and Marathon. To the student of history it is clear 
that our brilliant suecess on that memorable day saved the 
Louisiana Purchase to this Republic, because unquestionably 
the purpose of England—and I say that without any feeling 
whatever—the purpose of England in sending Pakenham, the 
brother-in-law of Wellington, across the Atlantic was to take 
“the Crown colony,” as they called the immense tract between 
the Mississippi River and the Rocky Mountains. So sure were 
the enemy of that day of the conquest of this territorial 
empire that Pakenham brought over with him a civil govern- 
ment who were ready to take over the re‘ns. 

To secure a proper appreciation of the battle and its con- 


sequences, its military and civil results, let us swing back the 


pendulum of time and turn over the pages of history. The 
War of 1812 was a failure up to the 8th of January, 1815. 
Disaster and calamity had bowed our hearts, broken our spirits, 
and almost prostrated the young Nation with grief, so that we 
sued for peace. We had sent commissioners to ask the mother 
country to call the war to an end. Up to New Orleans there 
was nothing in that terrible struggle or War of 1812 that an 
Americun would want to long remember with a great pride. 
Up to the inspiring day on the plains of Chalmette Americaus 
might well feel as a result of catastrophe: “ So glory's thrill is 
o'er, and hearts that once beat high for praise now feel that 
thrill no more.” We had sent commissioners over in August, 
1814. 

At Ghent, in Belgium, they were met by the English com- 
missioners, and proceeded to secure as good and satisfactory 
u treaty as our military failures would permit. Even while 
and when they were at the council table deliberating on terms 
of peaee—terms that the English in the beginning were en- 
deavoring to make as humiliating and degrading as possible 
England was actively carrying out her plans to take over 
Louisiana. Six weeks after our commissioners had begun their 
negotiations Pakenham was sent over. The title of the United 


States to the Province of Louisiana had long not only been 
questioned but absolutely denied. Spain, the ally of England, 
according to English authority, had never relinquished her pos- 
session. They held that the transfer from Spain to France was 
a fraudulent one, and that France could not have given us a 
better title than she had received. The engagement on the 
plains of Chalmette settled definitely the matter in so far as 


all of Europe was concerned, for it demonstrated that we were 
able to defend that vast possession militarily, with “hearts of 
oak and arms of steel.” 

But as I said, gentlemen, it is not my purpose to discuss the 
great battle from the historical standpoint nor the wonderful 
chapters of it from the military aspect, though they ought to 
be the crowning glory of American history. It may not be 
amiss in the interest of preparedness for the future to say to 
you, my friends, that the school children of that gloomy period 
that preceded New Orleans were crying in mortification and 
shame and despair at the lowly position to which their country 
had sunk from the military standpoint. Can not you imagine 
with what shouts of joy they heard of the wonderful victory 
that restored our prestige and tingled all America. with. tri- 
umph? There was no telegraph in those days. I do not think 
steamboats were much in vogue. Railroads had not come into 
existence, 

But there were means of conveying news, and in a relatively 
short time the fact that the pioneers from Kentucky and Ten- 
nessee and Upper Mississippi had gone down to the plains of 
Chalmette and struck a blow that raised their country’s pres- 
tige almost again to the Olympian heights, changed those tears 
of our children into shouts. of exultation and unbounded joy, 

The dark days were forgotten and uplifted America. stood 
dauntlessly erect and a crest she has never lowered yet. 

It is well to contemplate in the retrospect, as it were, the 
calamities and catastrophes and disastrous seasons that. soon 
or late come to every nation. This contemplation should 
teach preparedness and that kingdoms by blood gained must by 
blood be maintained. The Battle of New Orleans was a great 
battle and had for its combatants: some of the most romantic 
figures of that period. Over in the Congressional Library is a 
book entitled “ Captain Sasarac.” In later years, I believe, the 
word “ Sasarae“- was better known to the people who came to 
New Orleans as the name of a “ cocktail,’ which was said to 
impart good. cheer, friendliness, and camaraderie to those who 
were fortunate enough to find the fount from which it flowed. 
[Applause.] Possibly that good-humored illusion is all right, 
in view of the heated controversy here on the floor yesterday. 
and a few. days before between the champions of the wet and 
dry forces. Captain Sasarae, however, was the name given to 
Lafitte, of whom it was said he “left a corsair’s name to other 
times, linked with one virtue and a thousand crimes.” It was 
a wonderful engagement, and even in this day may inspire 
people to believe that there is still to be found romance in some 
of the early achievements of our country. 

There were old pirates down there on the Spanish Main be- 
fore and during the War of 1812, but they were men who were 
not in all of their movements guided by the mere lust of gold, 
and who, when critical times arose, spurned the bribes offered 
them by the British Empire, turned their backs upon Paken- 
ham and his glittering promises, joined General Jackson, and 
won for themselves an honorable place in the esteem and affec- 
tion of their country. Notwithstanding the fact that they were 
corsairs and bad been such for years before that memorable, 
epochal day, they rose to the heights of patriotice grandeur and 
glory at the clarion call of their country for men. On that 
field was engaged one of the most picturesque characters of 
the New World, Old Pushmataha. Our lamented and lately 
deceased friend, Ben Humphreys, of Mississippi, knew more 
about the history of that old Indian, I suppose, than even 
CHARLEY CARTER, who probably has at his finger tips the names 
of all the noted characters among the Choctaws and Chicka- 
saws. ‘To Ben and Charley Pushmataha was “Old Push.“ 
On his deathbed he said to General Jackson, General, let 
the big guns roar over me when I am gone.” 

In this perhaps desultory and running way I thought we 
might observe the anniversary of the great battle and not re- 
tard the movement of Congress. The committees have not been 
able to report as yet, and we are not losing motion or time I 
feel that on the Sth day of January we may speak In an affec- 
tlonate way, from a nonpartisan standpoint; of the greatness 
of our country, its trials and defeats, as well as its wonderful 
growth and victories. I have always preferred to speak as an 
American without partisan feeling. From my viewpoint those 
on both sides of the sisle are not really divided: there is not 
much of a difference between them in their attitude upon fun- 
damentals, 

If they are divided, they are divided as the waves, but are 
one as the sea. So that on the 8th of January we can get 
together, arm in arm, shoulder to shoulder, and heel to lieel; 
and call back memories that come like burning stars to chase 
the gloom away, [Applause.} That is somewhat poetical, but 
it is appropriate, I hope, and expresses the sentiment, par- 
tially at least, of the day. 
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In connection with this anniversary I have news which I 
know is not good tidings of a great joy. You remember a 
bill that I introduced and passed ordering an investigation 
and report on the feasibility of creating a national park on 
the plains of Chalmette. The War Department has reported 
against it, not because there is anything against it from an 
engineering or landscape standpoint, not that it is not feasible 
to create a magnificent park on the historic plains, but because 
the War Department found that the cost would be too great. 
I have no fault to find with the department for reporting ad- 
yersely at this time on any proposition that might carry with 
it too great an expenditure, but there are some things, gentle- 
men, which I do not think ought to be measured too accu- 
lrately by the dollar rule. There are some wonderful things 
in the history of our coun that I do not think ought to be 
always scrutinized with the financial eye. 

The district engineer found that it was entirely feasible to 
create a national park, but he estimated that the total cost 
would be about $4,500,000. That does appear to be a stu- 
pendous sum to an Army engineer, in view of the cry from all 
over the country for a reduction of taxation and a consequent 
retrenchment in the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. KNUTSON. It is too much. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Probably the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Knutson] is right that it is too much; but, in 
view of the fact that I come from a city where they do not 
consider as prodigal the expenditures of States, cities, and 
the Nation when made to consecrate holy national events, I 
can not be blamed if I beg to differ with the War Department. 
I do not think the cost would be too much to commemorate one 
of the most glorious engagements in the history of this country. 
I believe in monuments; I believe in obelisks and mausoleums— 
not that they can do the dead any good, but that they help 
commemorate great and glorious events in the history of 
countries and Inform the young and old of the illustrious deeds 
of thelr ancestors. I believe Gray's Elegy runs something 
like this: 

Can storied urn, or antmated bust, 
Back to its mansion call the fleeting breath? 
Can honour’s voice provoke the silent dust, 
Or flatt'ry soothe the dull cold ear of death? 


That question may be answered In a higher sphere of action, 
to which I hope when the inevitable moment comes we shall all 
be translated. Gentlemen, I repeat I do not criticize the War 
Department for their adverse report, In view of the cry for a 
reduction of taxation that is ringing from one end of the coun- 
try to the other, accompanied by protests even against a bonus 
to our soldier boys. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. What about propaganda? 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I imagine there is consider- 
able propaganda in behalf of the reduction of taxation, but, to 
be fair, I honestly feel there is a well-crystallized public senti- 
ment in this country for a reduction in taxation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I ask for five additional min- 


utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana 
IMr. O’Connor] asks for an additional five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Loulsiana. I repeat I feel that there is a 
very well-defined public sentiment in this country for a reduc- 
tion in public expenditures and a consequent reduction in taxa- 
tion. Gentlemen, even if there was no propaganda, common 
sense would indicate that nobody wants to pay taxes except 
where it is unavoidable, particularly when attention is invited 
to the fact that a reduction is not only possible but entirely 
fensible; and once people are convinced they will go the limit 
in securing that reduction, I do not think there is any argu- 
ment against that proposition. 

But back to things that are more nearly related to my 
theme. And before I forget it I want to tell you a story or 
relate a chapter from the history of England. In my judg- 
ment it is one of the most inspiring episodes in the history 
of that magnificent empire, on whose dominions the sun never 
sets. When William the Conqueror put down forever the 
Saxons at the Battle of Hastings—for when Harold was 

‘blinded and could no longer lead them their defeat became a 
rout—the Norman King determined to subStantially glorify 
his imperishable victory by the building of an appropriate 
monument. He had a battle abbey erected on that immortal 
battle field. His idea was to commemorate his own glory as 
a conqueror and the defeat of the vanquished Harold, last of 


the Saxon Kings. The conqueror erected the magnificent 
battle abbey shortly after 1066, when the battle was fought. 
He intended to and did have enrolled all of the names of the 
soldiers that had followed him and who had won the great 
victory for his greater glory. But this battle abbey shows 
how our greatest purposes are sometimes defeated in the full- 


ness of time. For a time or period that abbey did become 
almost a shrine to those who had followed the banners of 
William the Conqueror, but in the course of years the Norman 
and Saxon became one; they became the Englishman, and for 
generation after generation and for century after century 
English blood, made up of the Norman and Saxon merged, 
went there reverently, but not to venerate the Conqueror any 
more than the vanquished King Harold. 

That story has caused me to think that some day, when 
the cry for economy is not so urgently stressed, and when 
we can mingle a little sentiment with practicality, some such 
memorial might be erected on the plains of Chalmette, if a 
national park is still deemed infeasible. 

This is not a case of fleshpots, gentlemen, but I do not think 
I need assure you of that. It is not for the purpose of securing 
something in the nature of patronage that I am speaking, and 
I believe you know I am honest and sincere about that. Again 
I say, if a park can not be secured let me hope that a battle 
abbey will be erected down on the plains of Chalmette, and that 
in the years to come it will be a shrine to which all English- 
speaking people over this country might journey whenever they 
felt the spirit move them to go down on the Mississippi River 
near the Gulf of Mexico, and there look at the names of those 
who followed Jackson from all parts of Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana to a memorable victory; not to 
exult over the vanquished foe, but to reverently ponder over the 
thought that under certain circumstances and conditions that a 
land may be drenched with fraternal blood and kinsmen speak- 
ing the same tongue may fall in conflict over one another’s 
grave. One thought must come as a result. If wars can not 
be prevented, we must be prepared for them. Let us hope that 
another thought will come to such as may make such a pilgrim- 
age in the event of such a shrine, and that is that the New 
Orleans engagement was the last battle to be fought between 
the English-speaking people of the British Empire and of the 
United States of America. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman's 
time be extended five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Louisiana may pro- 
ceed for five additional minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will permit me, my mind 
is upon the present. The gentleman witnessed yesterday the 
tremendous protest and petition to Congress against waste and 
extravagance sent here by 300,000 farmers of America. I want 
to ask the gentleman, who is one of the experienced legislators 
here in the House, how he expects to fulfill the farmers’ re- 
quest made in that petition; that is, to cut down waste and ex- 
travagance in governmental expenditures and to stop the burden. 
of undue taxation upon the people, when it is the practice here 
on one day to bring in appropriation bills that have been con- 
sidered and drawn up by only three men and then immediately 
take them up for consideration and passage the next day. That 
is our modus operandi. 

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘The gentleman is interested in what I say, 
because the gentleman from Louisiana comes from an agricul- 
taral country, where they raise sugar cane and cotton, and his 
farmers are just as much interested in a reduction of govern- 
mental expenditures as the other 300,000 farmers that signed 
this petition in protest of present conditions, and I will state 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. KNursox] that while 
he might not be interested, the gentleman from Louisiana is, 
and I want him to tell us how we are going to do what these 
farmers justly ask, when the membership of the House are not 
given proper time to study these great appropriation meas- 
ures—these great supply bills. We have to come in here 
blindly and pass on them and vote on them the day after they 
are introduced. There ought to be sufficient time for us to 
study them, and study them carefully. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, may I suggest to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Branton] that the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. O'Connor] has not got his $4,000,000 yet? 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I fail to see the connection: 
[Applause,] 

I do not think it is necessary to state that each and every 
Member of the House of Representatives is opposed to waste 
and inefficiency and extravagance. I do not think the gentle- 
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man intended to-imply that the building of the shrine I have 
just mentioned would be an act of waste or lacking in econ- 


omy. Educational institutions are in the nature of an invest- 
ment, and I believe this great Republic could safely, efficiently, 
economically, and to its advantage from every imaginable 
standpoint make this investment, which would tend to keep 
alive the patriotic fervor of the people of this Republic, be- 
cause, in my judgment, patriotism is like all other emotions—it 
must be continually fanned and gently stimulated in order to 
be kept alive and ready for any great emergency. I once 
heard some one comment upon the patriotism of the United 
States in a sort of a philosophical and analytical manner. He 
is a good American at that. He stated that we had to bnild 
up our patriotic fervor and the exaltation which we reached 
during the war almost brick by brick. In the beginning it had 
to be stimulated; afterwards it moved with its own motion. 
Its getivities and its fire and its enthusiasm had to be gradually 
fanned up before we were able to accomplish the wonderful 
things we did accomplish. 

Gentlemen, in all prebability my time is about at an end 
so far as this feeble attempt at a speech is concerned. I be- 
lieve it is in the closing lines of Childe Harold that Byron 
says, as well as I can recall the lines: 


My song has ceased, 
My theme is ended; 
- Would it were worthier., 


I did not prepare any address for the occasion. After all 
such addresses are neither more nor less than high-sounding, 
platitudinous sentences arranged in a glittering way for the 
purpose of securing the literary approval of those to whom 
they are addressed. I believe in a heart-to-heart sort of talk 
like this, in which I hope I have evidenced in a small way that 
I am not lacking in sentiment with respect to one of the great 
engagements of this country, and that I have given you a fair 
idea of what I think the people want in the way of a reduction 
of taxation and retrenchment in expenditures, and that I 
will abide by what I know will be the patriotic judgment of 
the American people, to in due time construct this shrine 
which will glorify the annals of English history both on this 
and the other side of the Atlantic Ocean. [Applause.] 

For the information of the many who are at the present and 
may be in the future interested in the report of the War Depart- 
ment, I will say it may be found in the archives of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Under the privilege granted me to 
revise and extend my remarks, I desire to print the letter from 
the district engineer which sets forth substantially the reasons 
for the adverse report: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEERS OFFICE, _ 
New Orleans, La., July 13, 1923. 
To the CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
United States Army, Washington, D. O. 
(Through the Division Engineer, Gulf Division.) 


1. A survey has been made of the site suggested from the Chalmette 
Monument property downstream to the Paris Road and from the Missis- 
sippi River back to the 40-arpent line, and map of same in five sheets 
has been prepared, tracings of which are transmitted herewith. 

2. A public highway and the tracks of the Louisiana Southern Rail- 
road, running roughly east and west, separate the site into what may 
be described as the southern and the northern sections. 

8. The land in the southern section, comprising about 630 acres, is 
owned mostly by the New Orleans Terminal Co., a subsidiary of the 
Southern Railway Co., although about 26 acres were sold to the Chal- 
mette Oil Refining Co. at the rate of about $3,850 per acre, and there 
is a settlement called Fazendeville which is owned in small lots by 
numerous parties. 

4. The New Orleans Terminal Co., through their agents, have failed 
to set a price on this property, stating that it is not for sale, as the 
company bought it for their own tse and need it. It is extremely 
unlikely that the Chalmette Oil Refining Co. would be willing to sell at 
any reasonable price. The many owners of the town lots would be 
unwilling to part with their homes unless forced to. The only way in 
which these tracts could be obtained would be by condemnation proceed- 
ings, and it is probable that under such procedure the value of the 
land would be set at not less than an average of $5,000 per acre at the 
present time and at a stil] higher rate in the future. 

5. The land in the northern section comprises about 975 acres, 
The major portion of this is owned by the New Orleans Terminal 
Co., the balance consisting of small farms and a residence subdivision. 
The agents for terminal company state that they can not quote a price 
on the entire tract, but that they would be willing to consider $550 
per acre for the portions that are still for sale. It is probable that 


the smaller owners and the subdivision owners would ask a much 
higher price and one that would make the average price for the 
whole tract about $600 per acre. 


6. The estimated cost of this park is as follows, nothing having 
been included for the beautification of the grounds by planting grass, 
shrubbery trees, etc, : 


Purchase of southern portion, 630 acres at 88.000 $3, 150, 000 
Purchase of northern portion, 975 acres at 8600 585, 000 

Total for purchase of land 8, 735, 000 
Roads in southern portion, say 5 miles 150,000 
Fencing, clearing, draining, etc., in southern portion 25, 000 


Roads in northern portion, say 8 miles___.____--___--___ 240, 000 


Fencing, clearing, draining, levee building in northern 
OOO ios cca neha a at eo A EEG A DAA, 100, 000 
ee ee eee ee et bha leis E 4, 250, 000 


7. As noted in paragraph 6 of my first indorsement, quoting para- 
graph 16 of report of my predecessor, it was by him deemed desirable 
to purchase the property between Chalmette Monument property and 
the National Cemetery, so as to make one undivided unit. There 
appears now to be no possibility of obtaining the tracts estimated 
upon above, nor of obtaining the southern portion only, except at 
much greater cost than was believed at that time. 

8. The act of Congress directed that investigation be made as to 
the “feasibility of establishing“ this proposed national military 
park; in accordance with this language I report that, in my opinion, 
it is not feasible to establish a military park on the plains of Chalmette 
by reason of the excessive cost. 


E. J. Dent, District Engineer. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of the House the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Howard] is recognized for 10 
minutes, 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, may I ask unan- 
imous consent to revise and extend my remarks? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Howanp] begins, the gentleman from Louisiana 
asks unanimous consent to extend and revise his remarks. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Reserving the right to object, they will be 
his own remarks, I take it. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Howarp] is recognized 
for 10 minutes. 

FARMEKES’ PETITION REGARDING GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, yesterday 345,516 
actual and real farmers filed a petition with this Congress ask- 
ing for relief from the conditions that in my opinion have been 
permitted to exist during this entire national administration. 
Their spokesman stated that these petitions had been in course 
of preparation for 14 months. I remember that they spoke in 
no unmeasured terms at the polls in 1922—this being evi- 
denced by the great reduction of the Republican majority in 
Congress. That the farmer is and has been entitled to relief 
has long been recognized by everyone except a few stand-pat 
Republicans, who during all these 14 months and since the be- 
ginning of the Sixty-sixth Congress have dominated and ruled 
Congress with an iron hand. 

The farmer is entitled to all the relief he asks, but I fear 
he is doomed to disappointment and that some of the policies 
he is being “ propaganded” into believing will be of aid to 
him will be as disastrous to him as have been the stand-pat 
Republican policies of the past four years. 

However, he is entitled to a sympathetic ear, he has a com- 
plaint coming, for since the relinquishment of Democratie con- 
trol of the Government he has seen his fortunes disappear and 
prices of the things he produces go to the lowest level. That 
the failure of the Republicans in this matter has been pitiful 
is fully proved by the record. Yet they have continually 
boasted of what they were going to do. First they destroyed 
his world market through their foreign policies; then they 
undertook to increase his prosperity by placing upon his shoul- 
ders exorbitant freight rates, and as a last resort they dragged 
forth the old timeworn protective tariff idea and burdened him 
with higher prices for practically everything he uses on the 
farm for the benefit of their white-whiskered infant industries; 
but all this time the farmer suffered. None of these Republican 
remedies were beneficial, but were detrimental to him. Then, 
as a last resort, one of the numerous useless commissions was 
called into consultation. With a blare of trumpets and first- 
page headlines they went forth to immediately cure all the 
farmers’ ills, and finally, after a swing around the cirele which 
was no doubt much enjoyed, they reported to the President, 
and the farmer still suffers. This report is, I understand, very 
interesting and instructive and should be read by every farmer 
and Member of Congress. That it is interesting and instructive 


1924. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


719 


is heralded by the Tulsa Daily World, of Tulsa, Okla., one of 
the leading Republican newspapers of the country, which in an 
editorial in its issue of November 7, 1923, commented on the 
commission’s report as follows: 

AN OFFICIAL REPORT. 


We have before us a “report to the President on the wheat situa- 
tion,” by Eugene Meyer, jr., and Frank W. Mondell, two Government 
officials, It is remarkable for its lucidity and. exactness, and the 
fund of information these investigators gleaned. The gist of the re- 
port is found in the opening paragraph. Here it is stated that in 
Chicago, Minneapolis, Sioux Falls, Fargo, Billings, Helena, Spokane, 
Portland, Pocatello, and Denver they. found winter wheat. looking fine, 
while at San Francisco, Salt Lake, and Cheyenne livestock appeared 
to be in a healthy state, and the situation furnished them an interest- 
ing study. 

The report is very assuring. We had feared the wheat in the cities 
named was suffering from either the extended wet spell or the 
eighteenth amendment, and that foot disease had broken out in the 
stock ranches in San Francisco and Salt Lake City. 

This report will be of inestimable value to the industries in the 
cities visited by the investigators. 


Since the report above referred to was made Congress has 
assembled, a message has been received from the President, 
and neither by any action of Congress or suggestion of the 
President has any definite program of relief been brought 
forth or suggested, the Congress having been satisfied to waste 
practically six weeks while the President was content to tell 
the farmer that he is “a public necessity,” that the acreage 
of wheat is too large, and that he must quit raising it for 
export. In other words, he must abandon part of his land 
while high freight rates and the exorbitant tariff rates of the 
McCumber-Fordney tariff law consume his equity in his land, 
through high prices, he must pay for all things he buys: But 
perhaps there may be yet a ray of hope for him, for the ad- 
ministration yet has Mondell and Meyer ready always for a 
trip, and no doubt that several times between now and the 
next election they and others will make enlightening and en- 
couraging reports and hold out false hopes in order that the 
farmer may again be persuaded that he should be satisfied 
with the “change” he got in 1920. 


COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ LEGISLATION. 


Mr. JEFFERS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House. 
as an introductory paragraph to what I desire to say, I wish 
to quote a very apt paragraph from this morning’s Washington 
Post: 


Five weeks after it convenes the House passes its first general 
bill—an act recodifying the Federal Statutes, which has been hanging 
fire for more than a year. What's the mad rush, boys? 


Now, gentlemen, with reference to the slogan“ Everything 
for the disabled —about which we are hearing so much and 
reading so much nowadays in connection with the agitation 
regarding the matter of tax reduction and regarding the mat- 
ter of adjusted compensation for the ex-service people of the 
Nation, I beg leave to call attention to a condition which exists 
here to-day. : 

A great many Members of the House have placed themselves 
on record as being in favor of priority for the disabled, and that 
would mean that they are in favor of having the way cleared 
for the really prompt consideration of, and suitable action 
upon, legislation which might be proposed in the interest of any 
or all of the disabled service people of the Nation. Now, it 
has been proposed that there be a new committee created in 
the House for the purpose of handling soldier legislation. The 
various organizations of. ex-service people in the country have 
gone on record in favor of the creation of such a new com- 
mittee, and they have vigorously and earnestly urged and re- 
quested it. Several different resolutions have been introduced 
here in the House from time to time providing for such a new 
committee. 

When the present Congress was about to get under way the 
caucus of the Democratic Members took the lead in promptly 
going on record as being in favor of the creation of this new 
committee. The Republican caucus alse went on record as in 
favor of it. As I say, Members on both sides of the aisle have 
given. their promise that they would work for priority for the 
disabled in preference to everything else which they might have 
before them. Congress convened early in December and ran 
along for two weeks before quitting for the Christmas holidays. 
Yet, even though many Members of the House had given their 
word that they would strive for priority for the disabled in 
preference to everything else, and even though the party 
caucus of the party in power—the Republican Party—had, fol- 
lowing the action taken by the Democratic caucus, gone on 


record as being in favor of the creation of the new committee, 
nothing at all was done here in Congress toward actually 
creating this new committee during those two weeks before 
the Christmas holidays, so that it could actually get down to 
business on anything that it might find before it in the way 
of legislation for the relief of the disabled or legislation in 
any way affecting ex-service people. So, therefore, considera- 
tion of and action upon any legislation of that nature has thus 
far been completely blocked. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JEFFERS. I do not think that I have time to finish 
what I have to say, and so I must decline to yield at this time; 
I am sorry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. JEFFERS. It looks like those who are in charge of the 
program in the House intend to carry out the idea of “ priority 
for the disabled” when they get around to it, whenever that 
may be, even though so many Members have declared their in- 
tention to work for priority for the disabled above all else. 

Now, any legislation affecting our ex-service people which 
may be pending at this time is simply “ hanging fire,” abso- 
lutely nothing being done on it. On account of this agitation 
and all the talk which has been indulged in regarding the form- 
ing of this new committee, and since both party caucuses have 
gone on record as being in favor of the creation of this new 
committee it is but natural to expect that the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce is not going to take up busi- 
ness of this nature for consideration, because from all that has 
been said and promised the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce would have every reason to believe that a new 
committee is going to be formed and naturally they are not 
going to take up business of this nature, expecting that business 
of this nature will be taken from them and transferred to the 
new committee when this new committee is formed. So, I say, 
every day’s delay about the formation of the new committee 
is simply a day of putting off the consideration of legislation 
affecting the ex-service people and another day of defeating 
the idea of “ priority for the disabled.” 

The lack of a committee devoted to handling legislation 
affecting veterans was never more fatal to progress in such 
matters than at this time. If the idea of priority for the dis- 
abled had been carried out conscientiously the formation of 
this new committee would have been one of the very first acts 
of this Congress, following the action taken in caucus when 
it was agreed that such a new committee should be formed. 
This amounts to a needless and indefensible delay regarding 
the yital matter of legislation affecting the disabled, on which 
priority has béen promised, as well as corresponding delay on 
all matters concerning or affecting war veterans. 

The responsibility for this delay is clearly upon the leaders 
who control the plans and action of the administration forces 
at the present time. I do not know why the new committee 
was not established a month ago, as apparently there is no 
controversy about it and apparently all sides are for it That 
is what I would like to know from those who are in control 
here in the House of Representatives at this time. 

It may be that the leaders of the party in power consider 
that it is political strategy to wait until after January 14, 
which is the date set for the Republican regulars to do battle 
with the Republican insurgents over the rules question. But 
I do not believe the ex-service people of the Nation, especially 
the disabled ex-service people, will agree with you or grant 
you that this delay on this proposition, which affects the wel- 
fare and even affects the health and actually affects the lives 
of some of the disabled war veterans, is justifiable on the 
grounds of political expediency or party strategy. 

Contained in communications which have been received and 
which are in opposition to adjusted compensation for ex-service 
people we find the stereotyped appeal for everything for the 
disabled; we hear from the President of the United States 
that he wishes legislation for the disabled to be expedited; 
but we have been here over a month now and the new com- 
mittee, which has been proposed and promised, has not yet 
even been created, so that it could get right down to business. 
It can. not be denied that this constitutes indefensible delay. 
As I have said, the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. refrains from beginning the consideration of legis- 
lation of this character because of the promise that a new 
committee on veterans’ affairs would be created. The Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce can. not be blamed 
for that. Under the circumstances it is but natural that they 
should Iook at the matter m that light, and then, too, the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign. Commerce has its hands 
full anyway with other matters coming regularly under its 
jurisdiction. 
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The responsibility lies at the door of the leaders of the party 
in power. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JEFFERS. No; I have only a minute more. 

Mr. SNYDER. But I just want to ask a question. 

Mr. JEFFERS. If I have time when I finish what I have 
to say, I shall then be very glad to yield. They could have had 
this committee created a month ago, if they had wanted to. 
It was not done. It is to be hoped that this delay will not be 
allowed to continue any longer. Political expediency is under- 
stood under some circumstances and in connection with some 
things, but it ought to be considered as out of the bounds of 
politics and beyond the pale of decency for a matter of this 
kind affecting the welfare and the health and even the very 
lives of our veterans to be played with as politics by those 
who are in positions of authority. I want to express the hope 
that something will be done without further delay. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Alabama be extended for two 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Alabama be 
extended two minutes, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question at this point? 

Mr. JEFFERS. I yield first to the gentleman from New 
York and then I shall yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I simply wanted to ask the 
gentleman if he was certain which party in the House was 
ruling legislation? 

Mr. JEFFERS. Oh, of course, if the party on that side 
wants to pass the buck, they can start passing the buck. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to 
me? 

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. We all know that they are incapable of 
ruling, but is it not a fact that the Rules Committee this after- 
noon could bring in a resolution here creating a committee, 
and that it could make a special order here under a special rule 
and pass it in 15 minutes? 

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes; and they could have done it the day 
the House was organized. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brae] is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

ECONOMIC PROBLEMS. 


Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, at 
various times we have had men make statements upon the 
floor of the House and in the press of the country and I doubt 
not from the platform advocating that Congress by legislation 
do something for a certain group or class of individuals which 
that class or group ought to be doing for themselves. I call 
the attention of the House to this fact. I do not believe that 
it is the light demagogic opportunity that it appears to be in 
effect, but I believe that the price to be paid ultimately by in- 
sincerity of men in high places, advocating something that they 
know never can be done, is just as dangerous as some other 
kinds of advocacy which has been practiced in the past. I call 
the attention of Members as legislators to a fact and not a 
theory, that in every country in the world, regardless of the 
kind of government, during the war the individual citizen under 
that government surrendered to his government the right to do 
his own thinking and to arrive at his own judgment. That we 
in America surrendered to our Government during the war is 
proven almost without saying. The great mass of people ate 
brown bread if they were asked to do so by their Government 
and never made complaint, and we used only one lump of sugar 
if we were permitted to do so, or not any, if the Government 
so requested, and we never found fault. 

If I happened to have a piece of machinery in my factory 
and the Government needed it in some other city and the Goy- 
ernment came after it, I never considered objecting. The 
bright page in American history seems to me to be the fact that 
when the Government claimed the most cherished article in the 
home, namely, the son, all it had to do was to reach out its long 
arm, tap him on the shoulder, and say, “ We need you some- 
where else.“ That appears to prove conclusively to me that 
the individual citizen under the Government surrenders to his 
Government the right to guide and determine his own destiny 
during war time. Now, the saddest thing to my mind is that 
when the reconstruction period comes after the war the hardest 


thing is to get the individual citizen again to accept that re- 
sponsibility for his own welfare, and as a result of that reluc- 
tance people are now demanding that we legislate relief for 
them. The mass mind of a country, which is nothing more than 
a conglomerate of the individual mind, is turning to Washing- 
ton by petition and protest and asking us to do by legislation 
that which they ought to do for themselves. [Applause.] 

I will go further and I will say to you my colleagues on 
this side of the House, as well as on my own side, that the less 
attempt we make to legislate to solve these social and eco- 
nomic problems which belong to the individual and the com- 
munity the better Government we will have in 1935 or 1950. 
The gentleman from Nebraska perhaps thought he was mak- 
ing a good speech for publication out through his district, and 
seemed perfectly willing for self-aggrandizement to stimulate 
a little more the discontent that exists among the farmers and 
blame it on the Republican Party. My friend, I take the re- 
sponsibility out in my country 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. 
braska? 

Mr. BEGG. I said the gentleman from Nebraska when I 
meant the gentleman from Oklahoma. I will accept the re- 
sponsibility for the condition of the farmer or the laborer or 
the manufacturer or the business man in Ohio. The biggest 
thing they want is not for somebody to legislate money out 
of the Treasury and give it to them but they want us to legis- 
late in such a way that they will be granted an opportunity 
to make a living instead of being given a free ticket for meals. 
The gentleman from Oklahoma said a moment ago in his 
speech that the Republican Party had not and was not giving 
any relief to the farmer and the American people in all our 
administration. Why, I will take the Democratic press of 
the country and prove the falsity of the statement. When 
the Republican Party came into power a little over two years 
ago every metropolitan press, every village press, in the whole 
country carried in streaming headlines the fact that there 
were 4,000,000 men walking the streets hunting work. To- 
day the metropolitan press of both political parties, the little 
urban press, everyone, send the New Year's greeting to the 
American people that the outlook for 1924 is the best in the 
history of the country for financial prosperity for the whole 
people. [Applause.] 

Mr. KVALE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEGG. I can not yield at this time. Now, in that I 
agree. But for the sake of the masses of the people outside 
who do not know how much insincerity there is in some 
speeches, let us begin to tell the truth. If, as you say, the 
Republican Party is responsible for the fact that wheat is 99 
cents a bushel or more on the American side and 75 on the 
Canadian side, my friend, Mr. Howarp, if he wants to be 
fair, ought to tell his people that that is because the Repub- 
lican Party gave a tariff on wheat and the Canadian import 
was shut out. [Applause.] But for the past 10 years there 
has never been a Democratic tariff in existence for one hour 
when the wheat on the Canadian side was not as high, or 
from 5 to 7 cents higher, than in Minneapolis or Chicago. 
My friend, there has never been a time when there was a 
Republican tariff in existence that the price of wheat in Mil- 
waukee was not 15 to 30 cents higher than in Montreal, 
Ottawa, and the other wheat centers of Canada. Why do you 
not tell the farmers that the Republican tariff puts into the 
pockets of the farmers about $215,000,000 annually on wheat 
alone over what the Democratic or Underwood tariff put in. 
These figures are based on an average sale of five years, 

Of course, it does not take a wise man to know that a tariff 
will not protect against overproduction, crop failure, and so 
forth. To hear the Democratic orators talk, you would think 
the tariff responsible for them, however. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEGG. I can not yield at this time. If you want to be 
fair in making a speech to send out to your communities and 
charge the Republican Party with any little defects there may 
be in any particular section of the country, you should also tell 
them that under the Democratic tariff two years after the war 
was over, when Mr. Wilson had control of the Government, 
the price of wool dropped to 11 cents, and that after the Repub- 
lican Party got into control and put a tariff on wool it rose 
in price to 30, 50, and 60 cents a pound. This bosh about the 
tariff being a drawback to the American farmer to-day—there is 
nothing to it. The American tariff is a godsend to the Ameri- 


The gentleman from Ne- 


can farmer to-day, because the price wheat brings is 25 to 85 
cents more than in any other market in the world. The price 
of wool is from 15 to 25 cents higher; but every other agri- 
cultural product the farmer has to buy in the way of machin- 
ery, and so forth, if I am not misquoting, and I am not inten- 
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tionally—every single machine the farmer uses has been placed 
on the free list. Now, if free trade is a panacea for all the 
ills of the farmer, why does not the price of his machinery come 
down? Now, then, if you and politicians want to be fair, if 
you agree with me that the mass mind of the country ought to 
be kept satisfied, then tell the whole story or do not tell any- 


thing of it. Do not take the petition of the 250,000 and say, 
“ Of course, they have not had relief.“ When we took the reins 
of power the country was in a stagnated condition, with 
4,000,090 idle men, and now, in three years, every man in 
America is tied to a job and to-day the American laboring man 
is receiving the best wage he ever received in his history and 
every class of people In this country enjoys a prosperity un- 
known in any other country. There is more money spent for 
recreation and pleasure in the United States than is spent for 
the necessities of life in any other nation of the world. There 
is the best condition in the great American family, whether it 
is on the farm or in the city, that any country in the world ever 
knew, and that condition will continue so long as the economic 
policy of the Republican Party prevails. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. BEGG. I regret that I can not yield to the gentleman at 
this time. I will ask for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I wish the gentleman would answer me 
one question, 

Mr. BEGG. I will answer you. 

Mr. STEVENSON. How happens it that last year, when the 
business was so fine, as you describe, there were 543 bank 
failures, a larger number than in any year before? 

Mr. BEGG. That was due to the faulty economic adminis- 
tration of the Democratic Party of the war period. It inaug- 
urated sudden deflation, and just as soon as deflation began 
to take place they could not meet their obligations. Down in 
the gentleman’s own country, in the State of South Carolina, 
was one of the worst places in the United States. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield for another 
question? z 

Mr. BEGG. I will not yield any more. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I thought the gentleman would not let 
me make a rejoinder. 

Mr. BEGG. Go ahead. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If that is the condition down in South 
Carolina, how does it happen that in the territory west of the 
Mississippi and north of the Oklahoma line and east of Wash- 
ington State 435 of the 543 banks failed, out in the Republican 
country? [Applause.] 

Mr. BEGG. That is easy to answer; the easiest in the 
world. There neyer was a bigger fallacy economically—no- 
body ever accused a Democrat of being an economist—there 
never was a bigger economic fallacy foisted upon any people 
than the Government's policy during the war of cost-plus for 
manufacturing. [Applause.] And the Government, I will say 
to the gentleman from South Carolina, is the biggest criminal 
of them all. You went into the community, you, the Govern- 
ment, and said to the contractor, “Go out and get the labor, 
bid the price of peace-time industry up,” and through those 
false economics you pyramided and inflated the dollar to the 
point where it had to come down. It is the result of the mis- 
takes of your own party, and you know it as well as anybody 
else. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEGG. I can not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BEGG. The gentleman from Oklahoma, my good friend 
Howankp, said one of the reasons why the farmers were in bad 
condition was because of the exorbitant freight rates. God 
knows the freight rates are high enough, but why are they 
high? They are high because the Democratic administration 
operated the railroads and made direct gifts to the men work- 
ing on the railroads without their asking it; and Mr. McAdoo, 
the man you may have to swallow as your standard bearer 
this time, is the very man who called them in and said, “Go 
back home and organize your men and come down and I will 
raise your wages.” 

Now, I want to ask you, who are trying to be fair, why do not 
you tell the people in Oklahoma, who are growing corn and cot- 
ton, that the freight rates can not be cut when the cost of 
operation is as high as it is, and if the cost of operation is cut 
then the wages of the laborers on the railroads have got to be 
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cut; and I want to know how many on the Democratic side of. 
the House have the moral courage to stand up and say, “I 
will cut the wages of the railroad men.” 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. I would not cut them. 

Mr. BEGG. Neither would I. I would rather pay them high 
wages and have all shippers pay a high enough freight rate to 
enable the railroad employees to receive decent wages. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma, Why do not you also tell the 
farmer that the greatest raise in rates made by the railroads 
has been made on the recommendation of the Railroad Board 
during this administration? 

Mr. BEGG. I can not dispute that, because I have not looked 
it up. 

Mr. KNUTSON. That is not true. Deny it categorically. 

Mr. BEGG. Now, a great deal of capital has been made out 
of the fact that this Congress has done nothing. I will put the 
record of this Congress up against the record of any Congress. 
[Laughter.] Gentlemen, you may laugh. I will put this Con- 
gress down to date, in actual work, alongside of any session of 
Congress, the first session of a Congress, including a Democratic 
Congress, for constructive effort for the benefit of the country. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
again expired. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask for one minute more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for one minute more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BEGG. I want to say only one word more. My good 
friend from Alabama [Mr. Jerrers] says that of course the com- 
mittee on soldiers could be created in a day. Surely it could. 
Then he went on to make a speech about the relief of disabled 
soldiers. There is not a man in the House whd will not fight at 
any time for the relief of the disabled soldier if a disabled 
soldier needs it, but to my knowledge there is not a disabled 
soldier who is suffering because of a failure on the part of the 
legislative body to prescribe a remedy. Now, the gentleman 
from Alabama has been very busy around this House trying, as 
best he can, to get rid of certain legislation and get some legis- 
lation in favor of the able-bodied soldiers. 

Mr. JEF FERS. What does the gentleman have reference to? 

Mr. BEGG. I refer to the proposed adjusted compensation 
act. 

Mr, JEFFERS. What do you refer to when you say I have 
been trying to sidetrack something? 

Mr. BEGG. I say it from the knowledge of the company the 
gentleman keeps. 

Mr. JEFFERS. You have no right to make that statement. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
again expired. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Ohio may have two minutes more. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ECONOMIC PROBLEMS. 


Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I have always listened with in- 
terest to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brae]. He has said 
something about “mass psychology.” I have been able to 
study mass psychology“ more since I have known him than 
ever before. He can meet himself coming back oftener in a 
10-minute speech than any man in this House, I intend that 
as a compliment, not to the strength of his intellect, but to its 
gymnastic ability. 

He started, with evident irritation, at the expression of dis- 
appointment and irritation on the part of the American people 
that the Republicans had not redeemed their campaign pledges, 
numerous as they were in 1920, by saying, They have no busi- 
ness coming here and asking us to redeem our pledges "—not in 
so many words, but the real meaning back of his speech was: 
“Why do you not go back home and tell the folks to shut their 
mouths, keep quiet, and quit coming to Congress and asking for 
something?” Was not that his theory? He started out by de- 
nouncing blocs, and then what did he do? When he found him- 
self in a tight place he commenced pleading for that old, old 
theory, not that of economic independence and not that of free- 
dom from paternalistic aid by the Government, which he had 
just announced as his pet theory, but, just like the “dog that 
returns to his vomit,” being a Republican, he came back to the 
old paternalistic doctrine that American business and American 


722 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 8, 


enterprise is so weak that it will wither and perish unless the 
paternalistic arm of the Government reaches out into the 
pockets of the consumers of the Nation and taxes everybody 
in the guise of a tariff tax, American business and American 
enterprise not being able to stand alone. $ 

Now, if the gentleman wants to stand on the old Democrati 
doctrine, that the people are best governed who are least gov- 
erned, and that it is not right to tax all the people for the 
benefit of a special few, then let him stand on it and let him 
vote that way. Of course, it is difficult for him to preach that 
old Democratic doctrine, but when he makes the effort he should 
not at the same time contradict himself by renewing his al- 
legiance to the special privilege theory of the protective tariff. 
Oh, if we are so prosperous; if American business has the genius 
and enterprise the gentleman says it has, then why is it neces- 
sary to maintain a tariff law that taxes the American people 
greater than any tax that was ever levied upon a people by a 
free government since the dawn of civilization? [Applause.] 

Talk about reducing the cost of living. The gentleman, in 
his own argument, admitted and confessed that a tariff tax en- 
ters into the cost of living, because you say to the man who 
manufactures the things which are protected by a tariff tax, 
“We do it for the purpose of enabling you to get a higher price 
for your products.” Why, gentlemen, the $4,000,000,000 toll that 
is represented by the present tariff tax is a greater factor in 
the high cost of living to-day than all the other tax burdens the 
American people bear. If you Republicans are sincere and not 
playing bunk politics and really want to reduce taxation, you 
should include a cut in the monopolistic tariff tax which now 
burdens the consumers of the Nation. 

In 1920 you said, “Oh, if you will just put us in, we will 
reduce the high cost of living.” You sald to the wheat growers 
of the West, The Democratic administration held you down to 
$2.26 for your wheat during the necessities of the war, when, 
as a matter of fact, if you had not been put under restraint 
you would have gotten $5 for your wheat.” You promised them 
that if they would put the Republicans in power you would pass 
a law which would recoup their losses. At least one Republican 
in my presence made a speech on the stump in a Western State 
in which he said, “Just put us in power, and we will pass a bill 
which will recoup you for your losses under the Democratic 
administration by voting you the difference. But instead of 
that what have you done? You have not done that, and you 
did not intend to do it; you were simply making bogus prom- 
ises. What you did was to put into effect a tax system under 
which the great industrial centers of this Nation are uncertainly 
prosperous at this hour, but agriculture languishes and the 
wheat farmers of the West can not get the cost of production 
for their products. Yet you led the wheat grower to believe 
that it was a curse to have a Democratic administration under 
which he could get $2.26 for his wheat, and you say to him 
to-day he ought to be thankful because he lives under the 
beneficence and great prosperity of Republican administration 
which has brought him 90-cent wheat, while the consumer 
still pays war prices for bread. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WINGO. I do not understand the philosophy of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brae]. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Betz, for 10 days, on account of death in family. 
To Mr. Cummins, for five days on account of death in his 
family. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, January 9, 1924, at 12 o'clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

263. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
schedule of papers and documents which are not needed in the 
transaction of public business and which have no permanent 
value or historical interest; to the Committee on Disposition 
of Useless Executive Papers. 

264. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a draft of proposed legislation authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of War to transfer to the Department of Commerce 
a portion of Ship Island, for use as a lighthouse reservation, 


and the remaining part of the island to the Treasury Depart- 
ment for quarantine purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

265. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Choctawhatchee Bay, Fla., and entrance thereto 
through East Pass; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

266. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers reports on preliminary ex- 
amination of Lake Fausse Pointe, with a view to securing a 
navigable channel by constructing and maintaining a canal 
from Grand Bayon to Sandy Point, or otherwise; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

267. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft 
of proposed legislation for payment of claims for damages to 
and loss of private property incident. to the “ training, practice, 
operation, or maintenance of the Army,“ aggregating the sum 
of $73,812.86; to the Committee on Claims. 

268. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior submitting clalms, in the sum of $612.85, which 
have been adjusted and which require an appropriation for their 
payment (H. Doc. No. 151); to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 1302) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet M. Miller; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1775) granting a pension to Joseph Bauer; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1986) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Grady; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2010) granting a pension to Mary A. Blair; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 2953) granting a pension to Martha Eberlein; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4864) granting an increase of pension to 
Alma C. Walker; Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Penslons. 

The bill (H. R. 4680) granting a pension to Alice Maud Gay; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 4971) to amend the act 
entitled “An act to provide that the United States shall aid 
the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supple- 
mented, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4972) to authorize 
reservation of mineral rights in lands exchanged in the Manti 
National Forest, Utah; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4973) to appropriate for the 
repair, maintenance, and care of the roadway through the 
national soldiers’ cemetery at Fort Scott, Kans., and 1 mile 
of the old Government roadway Into Fort Scott, and to relieve 
Fort Scott of the repair, maintenance, and care of the sald 
old Government roadway; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 4974) to transfer calcium 
arsenate from the dutlable to the free list; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 4975) directing the method 
in which claims shall be paid by disbursing officers of the Gov- 
ernment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. E 

By Mr. REDD of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 4976) to construct, 
maintain, and operate bridges across the Fox River at the city 
of Aurora, Kane County, III.; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPROUL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4977) to adjust 
the compensatiyn of rural mail earrlers and maintenance al- 
lowance for their equipment; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
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By Mr. LEHL BACH: A bill (H. R. 4978) to amend the act 
entitled “An act for the retirement of employees in the classi- 
fied civil service, and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 
1920, and acts in amendment thereof; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4979) providing for the 
development of the water power of the Potomac River at and 
near the Great Falls; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 4980) authorizing entry as 
revocable town sites by occupants on, and providing for an- 
nual rental of, public leased lands in the State of Wyoming; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 4981) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to grant permission to the city of Philadelphia, 
Pa., to widen Haines Street in front of the national cemetery, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 4982) granting the consent of 
Congress to the construction of a highway bridge over the 
Hudson River at Poughkeepsie, N. X.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT: A bin (H. R. 4983) providing for 
hospitalization, medical treatment, nursing, and all necessary 
care of disabled ex-service men; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRIVER: A bill (H. R. 4984) to authorize the Clay 
County bridge district, in the State of Arkansas, to construct a 
bridge over Current River; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R 4985) to repeal 
the first proviso of section 4 of an act to establish a national 
park in the Territory of Hawaii, approved August 1, 1916; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 4986) to make a survey of 
the Saratoga battle field and to provide for the compilation 
and preservation of data showing the various positions and 
movements of troops at that battle, illustrated by diagrams, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 4987) to increase the limit of 
cost of the United States post-office building at Lewistown, Pa.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL: A bill (H. R. 4988) providing 
for the erection of a public building at Springvalley, III.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STENGLE: Resolution (H. Res. 137) to investigate 
wide differences between what producers receive and consumers 
pay for farm products; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Resolution (H. Res. 138) authorizing the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to sit during sessions and recesses 
of the Sixty-eighth Congress; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FISH: Resolution (H. Res. 189) favoring the calling 
by the President of an international conference at Washington, 
D. C.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Iowa, favoring such legislation as will insure the 
prohibition and curtailment of the use of tax-free securities; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Iowa, favoring legislation that will prohibit 
the issuance of tax-exempt securities; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 4989) granting an increase 
of pension to Sophia P. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4990) granting an increase of pension to 
John Edward Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 4991) granting a pension to 
George Oscar Flowers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 4992) granting an increase of 
pension to Nancy J. Akers; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of 
Theophilus Lacy Keen; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: A bill (H. R. 4994) to award a medal 
of honor to Ivory H. Pike; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. . 

By Mr. COLE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4995) granting a pen- 
sion to Ella S. Robison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4996) granting a pension to Mary A. Gur- 
ney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 4997) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to donate to the George F. Root Post, No. 181, 
American Legion Auxiliary, North Reading, Mass., one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CORNING: A bill (H. R. 4998) for the relief of the 
State of New York; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRIVER: A bill (H. R. 4999) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas H. Stubbs; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 5000) granting a pension to 
Emma Hudson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 5001) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. Schmadeka; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5002) granting a pension to Dudley ©. 
Tribble; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5003) granting a pension to Otis A, Turn- 
bow; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5004) granting a pension to Emmett A. 
La Dow; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5005) granting a pension to Wilbur F. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5006) granting a pension to Albert M. 
Dufield; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5007) granting a pension to Alice A. Bell; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5008) granting a pension to George D. 
Gray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5009) granting a pension to Aaron F. 
Parker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5010) granting a pension to Ida J. Hitt; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5011) granting a pension to George Dick- 
erson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5012) granting a pension to Barbara 
Oglesby; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5013) granting a pension to John L. Jef- 
feries; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5014) granting 
a pension to Ebbie Allstott; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 5015) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the Borough of the Bronx, State of 
New York, two German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 5016) granting a pension 
to Samuel D. Glenn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5017) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. McDonald; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5018) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Park: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5019) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Stormes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5020) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Tharpe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5021) granting a pension to Mary Cole 
Leuch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5022) granting a pension to John E. T. 
Ward; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5023) granting a pension to Eliza Forbes; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5024) granting a pension to Kate Farmer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5025) granting an increase of pension to 
Wedding Colgate; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5026) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruth E. Strickler; te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5027) granting a pension to Atwood P. 
Latham; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5028) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy J. Kroush; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 5029) granting an increase of 
pension to Amelia S. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5030) granting a 
pension to Mary Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5031) for the relief of William Eller; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5032) granting a pension to J. E. Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 5033) to carry into effect the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Elizabeth B. 
Eddy; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 5034) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah Catherine Hughes; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5035) granting an increase of pension to 
Johanna Dowling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5036) granting a pension to Catharine A. 
Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5037) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter S. Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5038) granting a 
pension to Lillie Beam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5039) granting a pension to Amanda Wish- 
ard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5040) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. 
Stetson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5041) granting a pension to Alice Beam; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5042) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlotte Pletcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5043) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Eddy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5044) granting a pension to Lilly Albaugh; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5045) granting a pension to Hannah 
Wetherell; to the Commit ce on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOOREHEAD: A hill (H. R. 5046) granting a pen- 
sion to Francis H. P. Showalter; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5047) granting a pension to Rachel A. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 5048) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna E. Alien; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: A bill (H. R. 5049) to re- 
new and extend certain letters patent; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. PAIGE: A bill (H. R. 5050) granting an increase of 
pension to William T. McGuinness; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 5051) granting a pension to 
Alice McOmber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 5052) granting an increase 
of pension to Isabel Shurr; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 5053) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Richland, State of Missouri, 
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5054) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Holmes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5055) granting a pension to Nancy Mor- 
gan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 5056) granting a pension to 
Emily H. Read; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. SWOOPE: A bill (H. R. 5057) granting an increase 
of pension to Therza J. Blair; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5058) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John McGuire; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 5059) granting a pension to 
David ©. Woodring; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5060) granting a pension to Sallie E. 
Luke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5061) for the relief of Russell Wilmer 
‘Johnson; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5062) granting a pension to James 
Thomas Elmore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5063) granting an increase of pension to 
Oren F. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5064) author- 
izing the President to reappoint Maj. Harry Walter Stephen- 
son, United States Army, retired, to the position and rank of 
major, Coast Artillery Corps, in the United States Army; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5065) making appropriation for payment 
of claims of John Sevier, sr., and John Sevier, jr., in accord- 
ance with report and findings of the Court of Claims as re- 
ported in House Documents Nos. 1302 and 131, under the pro- 
‘visions of the act approved March 3, 1883, known as the Bow- 
man Act; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5066) granting a pension to Martin T. 
‘Atkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Guy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 5068) granting an increase 
of pension to Floyd J. Gaines; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5069) granting a pension to Cynthia 
M. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5070) to correct the military record of 
Andrew J. Wilhoit; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5071) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Quattlebaum ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5072) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Walters; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5073) granting an Increase of pension to 
Robert S. Robinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5074) granting a pension to Nancy E. 
Huff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 5075) to 
provide for an examination and survey of a channel connecting 
the harbor at Manteo, N. C., with the Norfolk-Beaufort Inland 
Waterway; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 5076) granting an 
increase of pension to David F. Mansfield; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5077) granting a pension to Sanford 
Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

431, By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of officers and employees of 
Titus Blatter & Co., 162 Fifth Avenue, New York, N. V., favor- 
mg Mellon tax-reduction plan; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

432. By Mr. BRIGGS: Petition of J. A. Lovett, M. D., and 
other citizens of Liberty, Tex., urging support of Sterling- 
Towner bill; to the Committee on Education. 

433. By Mr. BURTNESS: Petition of residents of McKenzie 
County, N. Dak., requesting Congress to take immediate action 
to stabilize the price of wheat in Minneapolis and Duluth, 
Minn., fixing the price at $2 per bushel for No. 1 northern 
grade; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

434. By Mr. BURTON: Petition of employees of the Ideal 
Paper Box Co., Cleveland, Ohio, favoring a reduction in Fed- 
eral income taxes as proposed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
in his letter of November 10, 1923, to Hon. WILLIAM R. GREEN, 
chairman Committee on Ways and Means, House of Repre- 
sentatives; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

435. Also, petition of divers veterans of the World War, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the tax-reduction plan as recom- 
mended by Secretary Mellon and opposing a bonus for former 
service men; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

436. Also, petition of the Cuyahoga County Council of the 
American Legion, Cleveland, Ohio, favoring the passage of the 
adjusted compensation bill sponsored by the American Legion; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

437. Also, petition of members and employees of the Osborn 
Engineering Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, opposing any legislation 
for a bonus to the returned soldiers unless some greatly differ- 
ent plan than any thus far proposed can be evolved; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

438. By Mr. CONNERY: Petition of members of the General 
Joseph P. Sanger Camp, No. 15, United Spanish War Veterans, 
Department of Massachusetts, approving the Executive order 
of the late President Harding; to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

489. By Mr. CULLEN. Petition of United States Blind 
Veterans of the World War, urging immediate and substantial 
provision for the compensation of the men who served in the 
World War and who suffered total or partial blindness during 
or subsequent to the World War; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

440. Also, petition of the New York State Fish, Game, and 
Forest League, indorsing the Federal game refuge public shoot- 
ing grounds bill, which, although it passed the United States 
Senate, was defeated by a small margin in the House of Repre- 
sentatives; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

441, Also, petition of Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, re- 
questing the Members of Congress to promptly revise upward 
the scale of pay for postal workers to such an extent as will 
afford them not only a decent living wage but will also prove 
attractive to desirable candidates for this important public 
service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

442, Also, petition of board of supervisors of the county of 
Essex, favoring the erection of the proposed hridge across the 
narrows of Lake Champlain, between Crown Point, in the State 
of New York, and Chimney Point, in the State of Vermont. as 
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being in the interest of the people of both of such States by fa- 
cilitating traffic and commerce between them; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


443. Also, petition of Farmers-Manufacturers’ Foreign Trade | 
tion act of 1920 during the present session: of Congress; to the 


Conference of December 17 and 18, 1923, at Omaha, Nebr., 
favoring an American merchant marine, without subsidy, as an 
indispensible link in our transportation system, and recom- 
mending a system of lower customs duties on goods carried in 
American ships; (2) a system of lower rail rates for goods and 
passengers carried, in American ships; (3) a system of lower 
tonnage dues for American ships; (4) allowing our railroads 
to apply export rates on materials used in the construction of 
American ships and on supplies used therein; (5) laws com- 
pelling American officials. traveling at Government expense to 
use American ships; (6) laws providing that a certain percent- 
age of eur immigrants be carried on American ships; (7) 
urging American shippers wherever possible to give a fair pro- 
portion of their business to American ships; (8) cooperation 
between the American shipper and the American merchant 
marine; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

444. Also, petition of Central Union Label Council, of Greater 
New York, favoring the enactment by Congress of à new reclas- 
sification up to $2,400 per annum with respect to postal workers; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

445. Also, petition of City Council of the city of Chicago, that 
whereas prohibition threatens to become an international prob- 
Jem and involve the United States with foreign countries, and 
whereas it is and always has been an unpopular piece of legis- 
lation in that it is entirely too drastic, it is resolved by the City 
Couneil of Chicago to petition Congress to amend the act called 
the Volstead Act, so that the sale of light wines and beers be 
permitted as well as the manufacture and transportation 
thereof; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

446, Also, petition of national convention of the Reserve 
Officers’ Association of the United States, favoring appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army to include sufficient sums te 
cover the pay and training of at least 334 per cent of the enrolled 
Officers’ Reserve Corps each year, and all the enlisted Reserve 
Corps enrolled for the coming year, and to provide adequate 
material for the instruction of reserve officers at training, 
camps; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

447. Also, petition of the Association for the Reeognition of 
the Irish Republic, demanding the release: of the 15,000. Irish. | 
republican prisoners now detained in England’s Free State 
prisons for more than 18 months without trial or charges; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

448. Also, memorial of City Council of the city. of Chicago, 
complimenting Gov. Al. Smith for his fearless act in append- 
ing his signature to the enforcement repeal act, and for his 
courage, patriotism, and love of personal liberty, and resolving 
further to petition, the General Assembly of Illinois to pass 
an act repealing the search and seizure act of the State of, 
Illinois ; to. the Committee on the: Judiciary. 

449, Also, petition of the Bay Ridge Council of the American, 
Association for the Recognition of the Irish Republic. demand- 
ing the release of the 15,000 prisoners who: have been in prison 
in the Irish Free State for more than 18 months without trial; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

450. Also, petition of Audubon Community Council and Wash- 
ington Heights Tenants Association, ef New York City, urging, 


pendents, but opposing a bonus to those not disabled; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

457. Also, petition of the Morris (III.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, opposing any change or amendment. of the transporta- 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

458. By Mr. RAKER: Petition of National Rural Letter Car- 
riers’ Association, Louisville, Ky., in re loyalty pledge adopted; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

459. Also, petition of Vieve Louise Smith, R. N., United 
States Marine Hospital, San Francisco, Calif., in re reclassifi- 
cation bill, and Josephine Vandergon, R. N., United States 
Marine Hospital, San Francisco, Calif., in re reclassification 
bill; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

460. Also, petition of United States Blind Veterans of the 


World War Convention at St. Louis, requesting immediate com- 


i 


an increase in pay for the: United, States postal clerks and em- | 


ployees; to the Committee on the Post Office and. Post Roads, 
451. By Mr. CURRY: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Helena, Calif., protesting against any change in: the 


transportation act at the present time; to the Committee on 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

452. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Mr. G. G. Good, of Men- 
dota, III., favoring repeal of the tax on telephone and telegraph. 
messages; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

453. Also, petition of the Crane Medicine Co., of Chicago, III., 
fayoring repeal of the war tax on alcohol for manufacturing 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


454. Also, petitions of the Kiwanis Club of Ottawa, III., and 


sundry citizens of Illinois, favoring reclassification and in- 
crease of salaries of post-office employees; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

455. Also, petition of the Abingdon Manufacturing Corpora- 
tion, of Abingdon, III., favoring repeal of subsection 3 of section 
900 of the revenue act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

456. Also, petitions of sundry. citizens of Illinois, favoring 
the plan of the Secretary of the Treasury for tax reduction, for 
providing adequately for disabled veterans and for their de- 


pensation for disabled men; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

461. Also, petition of United States Blind Veterans of the 
World War, St. Louis, Mo., indorsing legislation for the retire- 
ment of disabled emergency Army officers, and United States 
Blind Veterans of the World War, Baltimore, Md., in re mis- 
eonduct in military service, war-risk insurance, pensioning 
men disabled after leaving the service, and boycott of rehabili- 
tated wounded ex-service men; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

462. Also, petition. of Western Forestry and Conservation 
Association, annual meeting, resolutions requesting appropria- 
tions for work in connection with the proper protection of forest. 
areas in Montana, Idaho, Washington, Oregon, and California; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

463. By Mr. SPEAKS: Papers to accompany House bill 3806, 
granting a pension to Olive M. Bollinger; to the Committee om 
Invalid Pensions. 

464. Also, papers to accompany House bill 3804, granting a 
pension to Leona Stealey; to. the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

465. Also, papers to accompany House bill 3807, granting a 
pension to Anna O'Neil; to the Committee on Pensions. 

466. Also, papers to accompany House bill 3805, granting a, 
pension to Sylvester Condon; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

467. Also, papers to accompany House bid 3803. granting a 
pension to Eliza A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 9, 1924. 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following’ 
prayer: 


Our Father, surely Thy abounding goodness ought to call 
from us increasing gratitude, not simply the gratitude ex- 
pressed by lips; but evidenced in life. We pray Thee for Thy 
help. to-day, so that whatever may: be the duties involved in 
this day, grant that beginning and ending they may he for 
Thy glory and the highest welfare of our loved land. We 
noy ask in Jesus name, Amen. 

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the following, 

communication : 
UNITED States SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORB, 
Washington, D. C., January. 9, 1924. 
To the Senate: 

Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. SELDEN P. 
SPENCER, a Senator from the State of Missouri, to perform the duties 
of the Chair this legislative day. 

ALBERT B. CUMMINS, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. SPENCER thereupon took the chair as. Presiding Officer. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 

day's proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Curtis and by 

unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 


and the Journal was approved. 


CALL OF THE ROLL. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a) 
quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas sug- 


| gests the absence of a quorum. The roll will be called. 
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The principal legislative clerk (Harvey A. Welsh) called the 
roll, and the following Senators answered to their names: 


Adams Fess Lenroot Sheppard 
Ashurst Fletcher ige Shipstead 
Ball Frazier McCormick Shortridge 
Hu yard George MeKellar Simmons 
Hrandegee Gerry McKinley Smith 
Brookhart Glass McLean . Smoot 
Bruce Gooding McNar Spencer 
Bursum Greene Mayfield Stanfield 
Cameron Hale Moses Stephens 
Capper Harreld Neely Sterling 
Caraway Harris Norbeck Swanson 
Copeland Harrison Norris Trammell 
Conzens Howell Oddie Wadsworth 
Curtis Johnsen, Calif. Overman Walsh, Mass. 
Dale Johnson, Minn, Owen Walsh, Mont. 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Pepper Warren 
Din Jones, Wash. Phipps Watson 
Edge Kendrick Pittman Wheeler 
Edwards Keyes Ralston Willis 
Fernald King Reed, Pa. 

Ferris Ladd Robinson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ejighty-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present, 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD presented a resolution of the Kiwanis Club 
of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring the repeal of taxes on telegraph 
and telephone messages and leased wires, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FERRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens, repre- 
sentative women, of Boyne City, Mich., praying for the partici- 
pation of the United States in the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. WILLIS presented the petition of G. W. Collins and 13 
other citizens of Steubenville. Ohio, praying for the adoption of 
the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. LADD presented a resolution of the Bismarck (N. Dak.) 
Association of Commerce, favoring the passage of the so-called 
Coulter bill, providing a $50,000,000 revolving loan to the live- 
stock industry, which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution of the Wahpeton (N. Dak.) 
Commercial Club, favoring the passage of Senate bill 1597, the 
so-called agricultural diversification aid bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORT OF THE DISTRICT COMMITTEE, 


Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill (S. 1342) to amend an act 
approved February 28, 1899, entitled “An act relative to the 
payment of claims for material and labor furnished for District 
of Columbia buildings, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 27) thereon. 


WILLIAM SCHUYLER WOODRUFF. 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. From the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs I report back favorably without amendment the 
bill (S. 1199) authorizing the appointment of William Schuyler 
Woodruff as an Infantry officer, United States Army, and I 
submit a report (No. 25) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
Senate bill 1199. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is it a unanimous report from the com- 
mittee? 

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. It is. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think the Senator should explain the 
nature of the measure. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It is a bill to permit the reap- 
pointment on the active list of the Army of an officer who was 
stationed for 18 years in tropical service with the Porto Rican 
Infantry. He would have been reinstated automatically on his 
application except for a general order made two days before he 
was released from hospital and made his application for re- 
instatement. 

My reason for asking unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill is that during the last session the bill was 
reported favorably and unanimously by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and passed the Senate, but was unable to pass the 
House because of the rush of business at the end of the session. 
The Senate considered it fully. I made then the same explana- 
tion that I am making now, and the bill was passed without 
objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 
of the bill. 


I do not see any objection to the passage 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and hereby is, authorized 
to appoint William Schuyler Woodruff, formerly a captain of Infantry, 
United States Army, an officer of Infantry, United States Army, to be 
placed on the promotion list as provided by section 24a of the act of 
June 4, 1920, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FEDERAL INDUSTRIAL INSTITUTION FOR WOMEN. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. From the Committee on the Judiciary I 
report back favorably with amendments the bill (S. 790) for the 
establishment of a Federal industrial institution for women, 
and Tor other purposes. I ask for the present consideration of 

e bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
bill for information. 

The reading clerk read the bill. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, the bill which has just 
been read was introduced by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Curtis]. The Department of Justice recommends it, and there 
is great necessity for its passage. At present the Government 
has no place to which to send women who have been convicted 
except to the county jails in the United States. I have before 
me the hearings on the bill before the Senate subcommittee ou 
the Judiciary and also the Commiitee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The bill was reported favorably by both committees 
at the last session of Congress, but failed to be taken up for 
action, I should like to have the report of the Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary printed in the Recorp as an explanation of the 
bill. The Senator from Kansas wishes to say a word in refer- 
ence to if, and I yield to him for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the reporr 
on the be will be printed in the Rxconb. The Chair hears none. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 790) for the establishment of a Federal industrial institution for 
women, and for other purposes, having considered the same, report 
favorably thereon with the following amendments and recommend the 
passage of the bill as amended: 

In line 5, page 1, after the word “ site,“ insert “either in connection 
with some existing Institution, or elsewhere,” and strike out the word 
„farm and insert in leu thereof the word “ institution.” 

In line 2, page 2, strike out the word “farm” and insert in Heu 
thereof the word “ Institution." 


In line 20, page 2, strike out the word “farm” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ institution.” 
In line 11, page 3, strike out the word “farm” and insert in lieu 


thereof the word “ institution.“ 


In line 14, page 3. strike out the word “farm” and insert in leu 
thereof the word “ institution.” 
In line 17, page 3. strike out the word farm“ and insert in lieu 


thereof the word “ institution.” 


In line 9, page 4. strike out the word “farm” and insert In lieu 
thereof the word “ institution.” 

In line 10, page 4, strike out the word “farm” and Insert in Heu 
thereof the word “institution,” 

In line 15, page 4, strike out the word “ farm“ and insert In lieu 


thereof the word “ institution.” 

In line 2, page 5, strike out the word “ farm” 
thereof the word “ institution.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill for the establishment of a 
Federal industrial institution for women, and for other purposes.” 

The Government faces a critical exigency in the matter of the care 
of female United States prisoners. It has never had any penal institu- 
tions of Its own in which to incarcerate female offenders against the 
laws of the United States. It has been necessary to rely upon the 
good will of various of the States to secure accommodations in State 
institutions for Federal prisoners of this class. Those institutions 
upon which the Government has relied in the past can no longer 
accommodate these women. The limit of their accommodations has 
been reached. At present there are but two institutions which con- 
tinue to receive them—one in California and the other in New Jersey. 
They sre both small, and within a short time it is estimated they will 
be filled to thelr maximum capacity. The Government has been unable 


and insert in lien 


to secure additional accommodations for women prisoners in other 
States. A canvass which has been conducted of the States for this 
purpose has met with no success whatever. 

There are, at the present time, approximately 350 female United 
States prisoners confined in various State institutions. There Is a 
steady increase in the number of commitments by the courts of this 
class each year. 


It is estimated that the number of women prisoners 
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has increased at least 100 per cent within the past 10 years. Not 
only is it necessary to provide a place of incarceration for the annual 
convictions but a number of those now confined in the State Institu- 
tions must be removed. Several of the States have advised the Gov- 
ernment that they can no longer care for these women, and are in- 
sistent upon their immediate removal. 

The need for a Federal institution in which to confine women 
prisoners is, therefore, immediate and insistent., In establishing such 
Institution it has been decided to make it an industrial institution 
rather than a penitentiary. It is proposed to confine in such institu- 
tion all women over 18 years of age convicted of offenses against the 
United States. It is the duty of the Federal Government to provide a 
place of confinement for its own women prisoners, wherein they may 
have uniform treatment and be segregated into classes according to age 
and past criminal record. The scattering of these women prisoners 
among various States and subjecting them to 10 or a dozen different 
methods of discipline is indefensible, and evidences a neglect which 
should be immediately rectified. 

To aceomplish this end this bill authorizes the Attorney General, the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary of Labor to select a site 
for an industrial institution for the confinement of female prisoners 
above the age of 18 years convicted of an offense against the United 
States. When the site is selected it is the duty of the Attorney Gen- 
eral to submit to Congress an estimate of the cost of purchasing the 
same and the expense of constructing the building thereon. 

The bill provides that the discipline thereln shall be correctional and 
designed to prevent the inmates from becoming hardened criminals, 
It provides for tbeir education and training in occupational pursuits 
along the most advanced lines. The object sought to be attained 
will be to lead the women to regard themselves as not yet of the 
criminal class, and to so train them as to enable them, at the expira- 
tlon of their terms, to reenter society, trained and equipped to support 
themselves and liye a law-abiding life. - t 

The bill also provides for the appointment by the President of a 
board of advisers composed of four prominent citizens of the United 
States, the Attorney General, the superintendent of prisons of the 
Department of Justice, and the head of the institution. It will be the 
duty of this board to take an active interest in the immediate and 
future welfare of the inmates, particularly with respect to their estah- 
lishment in society upon their release. This is a very important fer- 
ture. Prisoners have heretofore been turned loose at the expiration 
of their sentences without any regard to their future and poorly, if at 
all, equipped to earn a livelihood. This is so stupid a policy that it 
would not be*tolerated were it not for the fact that it has a long 
tradition behind it. It should no longer be tolerated. 

Briefly, an urgent emergency exists. ‘The need of providing for 
the proposed institution is imperative. No other solution of the proh- 
lem of providing a place of confinement for women is practicable. 
There is no place for them now, and no other way in which they 
may be cared for. The seriousness of the matter is apparent. Unless 
a place is immediately provided, the Government, within a short time, 
will be in the anomalons and embarrassing position of convicting 
offenders .against the laws without any place whatever in which to 
incarcerate them. 

Your committee recommends the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CURTIS, Mr. President, there are at least 350 women 
Federal prisoners in the United States at the present time. 
The various State penitentiaries have been receiving women 
prisoners under contract, but lately most of the States have 
refused so to accept them. At this time only two States in 
the Union are accepting women prisoners—the States of New 
Jersey and California. The Department of Justice finds it 
necessary to establish an institution where women Federal 
prisoners may be confined. The bill provides that after they 
have passed the age of 18 they shall be placed in the in- 
dustrial institution proposed to be created by this bill, where 
they may be instructed in vocational training, and so forth, 
better to fit them for work when their sentences shall have 
been completed. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President 

Mr. CURTIS. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Kansas a question or two. The bill appears to authorize the 
selection of a single place of confinement for prisoners of 
the class dealt with in the measure? 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I presume ‘the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, which reported the bill, went into the question of the 
additional expense which will be incurred by reason of the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. At the last session the committee did go 
into the expense question, and at that time a place was selected, 
but ‘because of the objections of Senators and Members of 
the House of Representatives from the State where it was pro- 


posed to locate the institution the bill was not then urged. 
There is at this time no estimate, but the bill provides that 
an estimate shall be made before anything can be done and 
that it shall be suomitted to Congress; so if Congress is not 
satisfied it will, of course, reject the recommendation. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, my inquiry was prompted 
by the theught that it will be very expensive to transport 
women prisoners from aH over the United States to a single 
place of confinement. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, if I may answer that ques- 
tion, it was found on investigation that the greater number 
of the crimes committed by women within the United States 
were in this section of the country, and it was felt that the 
location of a penitentiary in the eastern part of the country 
would accommodate most of the women who might be con- 
vieted. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, it would seem that, for 
instance, to transport prisoners from San Francisco to New 
York or to Washington or to any other point in the East 
would occasion very great inconvenience and expense, involv- 
ing, as it would, the attendance of officers to escort the 
prisoners and the cost of travel incident to such escort. 

I do not wish to object to the consideration of the bill, 
but it seems to me what I have suggested is worthy of very 
serious attention. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 
Arkansas will not object, for the suggestion he has made was 
very carefully considered by the Department of Justice; it 
was gone into very thoroughly by the committee in the last 
ee and the plan embodied in the bill was thought to be 

e t. 

I may state to the Senator that when the recommendations 
come in, if there is any objection, the question can be raised 
before any appropriations are made for the purpose. 

I may further state that I am satisfied that so long as 
California will accept women for confinement in the prison 
there at a reasonable charge, ‘all prisoners in that section will 
no doubt be confined in the penitentiary in that State. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The bill then does not contemplate that it 
shail be compulsory on the Department of Justice to confine 
the prisoners in the institution proposed to be created? 7 

Mr. CURTIS. No; I think the department has a discretion. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The department still wiil have the option 
to confine the prisoners in local penal institutions? 

Mr. CURTIS. The trouble is that the only States which will 
accept them at this time are New Jersey and California. 

Mr. ROBINSON. So that unless some other arrangement 
be made, there is practically no place for the confinement of 
this class of criminals? 

Mr. CURTIS. There is practically no place to take care 
of them ‘after conviction. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I shall not object to the consideration 
of the bill, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I am in favor of the passage of 
the bill. I think we ought to take steps not only to put to 
work women convicts in the ‘penitentiaries, but that every 
convict who is confined in a penitentiary ought to be put to 
work. 

In my judgment there must be something radically wrong 
when prisoners are sentenced to penitentiaries far removed 
from the locality of conviction. I noticed in a newspaper 
from my State about three weeks ago an account of the trial 
of a man in Charleston, S. C., on the Atlantic coast. He was 
convicted and sentenced to imprisonment for a number of years 
in a penitentiary three miles and a half, I ‘believe it was, 
beyond Seuttle, over on the Pacific Ocean. The newspaper 
also stated that the United States marshal escorted this prisoner 
out there and that the district attorney for the eastern dis- 
trict of South Carolina went ‘along as his assistant. Mr. 
President, if it takes the United States marshal and also the 
district uttorney to escort a prisoner across the continent, it 
seems to me that there ought to be some remedy whereby 
prisoners in such ‘cases may be confined closer to the place of 
trial. I can not see any good reason why the prisoner in the 
instance cited should not have been confined in the peniten- 
tiary at Atlanta. : 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President 

Mr. DIAL, I yield. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to say that I ‘heartily agree with the 
Senator from South Carolina. The judge who sentenced the 
prisoner referred to ‘by him should have sentenced him te 
confinement in the nearest penitentary. 
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Mr. DIAL. I agree entirely with the Senator from Kansas, 
but our taxpayers lad to pay the freight. 

Mr, President, I do not know whether or not that judge was 
seeking a penitentiary located in a section with a climate 
similar to that of South Carolina, but I may say the climate 
of Georgia is similar to the climate out on the Pacific coast, 
where is located the penitentiary to which the prisoner in this 
ease was sentenced. I was very much interested in reading 
that statement, I am sorry I have it not with me here, but 
I sent it to the Attorney General's office and asked him to look 
into it. I am satisfied that such action does not meet the 
approval of the Attorney General and that some steps will be 
taken to avoid this evil in the future. 

I was also interested in the statement in that newspaper 
account, Mr. President, to the effect that the penitentiary out 
there was three miles und a half beyond anywhere, I do not 
know whether that was the desideratum or not, but possibly 
that is the reason the prisoner was not confined in the South, 
because in that section we haye no places which are three and 
a half miles from anywhere, 

We are starting on a new year and we are talking tax re- 
duction. I hope that every department of the Government 
will look into expenditures, and that they will curtail such 
pleasure jaunts across the continent. 

Some time ago I was in an office in the city, from which a lady 
went out. A gentleman asked me, Do you know that lady?“ 
I said, “ No; I never saw her before. Who is she?” He re- 
plied, “ She is employed in one of the departments. She is 
about to leave on business of the department, and do you know 
what her first stop is to be?“ I answered, “ No; I do not know 
anything about her; I never heard of her before.” He replied, 
“The first stop she is going to make is Seattle; she is going 
across the continent on Government business.” It seems to 
me that in this enlightened age we ought to transact business 
on the Pacific coast by mail, particularly since we have an 
air mail, and we ought not to have to send people clear across 
the continent. As I have said, a new year has begun and we 
ought to form new resolutions, and I want to give notice that 
I expect to expose all of this unnecessary extravagance every 
time it comes to my notice. I feel that the Attorney General 
should have this matter looked into and corrected. 

We have questioned the appointment of some judges in the 
South; I think it a very good time now to have their qualifi- 
cations and actious looked into to determine whether or not 
they are qualified not only legally but economically to administer 
the legal affairs of the Government. The judge who imposed 
the sentence to which I have referred was a new judge, and 
it occurs to me he is starting out at a pretty rapid pace. If he 
is going to send prisoners clear across the continent, and if the 
district attorney has nothing else to do but to galavant over 
the country, then it is time that the Attorney General was 
also looking into his actions. 

I hope this bill will pass, and I hope many more bills of simi- 
lar import may be passed, so that farms may be acquired near 
Federal penitentaries so that those confined in those peniten- 
tiaries may be put to work. In the country there are many 
bootleggers, and if they are going willfully, premeditatedly, and 
with malice aforethought to carry on that nefarious business, 
they ought to help pay for their maintenance while they are 
confined, and they ought to be strictly confined. 

The time to give ear to the taxpayer is at hand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Kansas a question which occurred to me before the com- 
mittee. I understand that this bill will not be binding upon 
the Appropriations Committee. The bill provides for the selec- 
tion of a site, and the submission to Congress of an estimate 
of the necessary appropriation. My idea was that a great 
deal of money could be saved if we did not establish a separate 
institution, and that overhead charges could be saved if we 
would establish it out here near Washington, where the re- 
-formatory is. I understood the Senator to say that there is 
nothing binding in the bill that will require us to build a 
separate institution. 

Mr. CURTIS. There is not If the committee find a suitable 

lace already owned by the Government. I will say to the 

nator that they reported the bill at the last Congress; named 
a place then owned by the Government, but it was the short 
session, as the Senator knows, and the bill was not urged. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand that; but it is coming back 
to the Senate to say whether or not it shall be done. If they 
should select a site different from some other sites where 
there is plenty of room and plenty of buildings, and propose 
an entirely different institution, I should not be in favor of that, 


to the 
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8 CURTIS. That is a question for the Senate to deter- 
e. 

Mr. OVERMAN. As I say, we have plenty of places in the 
United States where we could put up these buildings, How 
many convicts are to be provided for? 

Mr. CURTIS. Three hundred and fifty. 

Mr. OVERMAN. These people are now being sent to re- 


formatories here in Washington. Why not put up another 
building in Washington to take care of these prisoners, and 
let them be sent here, and save these overhead charges? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I am satisfied from the terms 
of the bill that the committee will look into all these ques- 
tions. They want to do it Just as economically as possible, 

Mr. OVERMAN. That is what I understand the Senator to 


Say. 

Mr. CURTIS. They recommended a reservation owned by 
the Government in the bill which was recommended at the last 
Congress. 

Mr. BRANDEGEEH. Mr. President, T want to suggest to the 
Senator that he did make that point in the committee, and the 
committee thought it was well taken; and there is an amendment 
reported to take care of it, providing that the committee which 
will select the site may take an existing site instead of a new 
one, and enlarge it, 

Mr. OVERMAN. I had not heard that amendment. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. No; the amendments have not yet been 
stated. but they are in the report of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 


question? 
Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I do not believe we ought to let the bill go 


through with any misapprehension that there Is not in fact an 
authorization which will be carried out. While we would have 
the choice of one or two or three or four sites suggested, we 
would be expected to accept one of them. I do not think the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN], for instance, 
ought to be under the impression that there will not be some 
place provided under the bill. That is the expectation, of 
course. 


Mr. CURTIS. Certainly, 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of- the Senator 
from Kansas, in view of the statement made by the Senator 
from North Curolina that there is a reformatory here in 
Washington, whether he deems it necessary to create another 
institution, set up additional machinery, and of course to 
that extent Increase the expense to the Government? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, as I stated a moment ago, 
there are 350 women prisoners that we can not take care of now, 
and the conviction of women prisoners has increased about 100 
per cent during the last 10 years. The reformatory here takes 
care of the convictions in this vicinity. Complaint has been 
made that it is not sufficient, and enlargements have been made, 
as the Senator no doubt knows, in various appropriation bills. 
After very careful consideration by the Department of Justice 
and the superintendents of the various institutions, this bill was 
recommended at the last Congress, and is now recommended. 
It was unanimously reported from the committee in the last 
Congress and this time. 

Mr. KING. I should like to inquire of the Senator why the 
existing machinery which has been provided to take care of 
certain penal and reformatory institutions may not be employed 
for the control of the institution which this bill seeks to create? 

Mr. CURTIS. I do not understand the question, If the 
Senator means the superintendent, it is of course desired that 
a woman be made superintendent of the institution. 

Mr. KING. It provides for a board of citizens. 

Mr, CURTIS. They are a board of citizens to help devise 
plans for vocational training, and they serve without pay. 
They are to be people who are interested in arranging so that 
women who are sent to the institution may not come out hard- 
ened criminals, but may come out prepared to go to work in 
some industry. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator understand thac this bill di- 
rectly authorizes the immediate purchase of ground without 
the further approval of Congress? 

Mr, CURTIS. It does not. 

Mr. KING. Of course it is obvious that if we pass this bill 
we are committed to the construction of this reformatory and 
to embarking upon this subject. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Presidert, that is not the intention 
of the bill, in my opinion. It creates a commission to select a 


site. If they select a site and report it here, recommending the 
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site, and Congress does not approve of it, we will not do any- 
thing about it. We will disapprove of it, and nothing will have 
been done. 

Mr. KING. This bill, it seems to me, not only contemplates 
the purchase of the site, but it provides for the machinery 
required for the control of this institution. It imposes obliga- 
tions upon the Attorney General to proceed. Of course, he can 
not proceed unless he gets the appropriation. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Precisely; and after the commission 
haye selected a site and reported back to Congress, if Congress 
does not approve of it, they are not authorized to do anything. 
There is nothing bought; there is no money expended or ap- 
propriated. The bill simply authorizes the commission to see 
if they can select a site. If they do, and if Congress approves 
of it and authorizes its purchase, then the Attorney General 
has authority to go ahead and erect the buildings end admin- 
ister the institution. 

Mr. KING. Why would it not have answered the purposes 
of those who desire this legislation to have authorized a com- 
mittee or certain officials of the Government to ascertain 
whether a suitable site for an institution of the character con- 
templated could be purchased and the price of it, and then, 
upon that information, Congress could determine whether or not 
to net? Here, however, you set up the entire machinery before 
you have your site. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I think I can answer that 
question. During the last Congress there was a site owned 

by the Government which the Department of Justice desired 
to take over, and a bill was prepared providing for the taking 
over of those buildings and the ground; and of course it was 
necessary to make all arrangements for the management of the 
institution, which was done. There was objection to taking 
that site, and the bill was not urged in either the House or the 
Senate. Now provision is made to take care of it in one bill, 
and prevent the necessity of enacting legislation later on ap- 
propriating for exactly the same thing, except that the place 
has been eliminated and provision has been made for the ap- 
pointment of a committee to select a place and report it back 
to Congress. 

Mr. KING. One other question, Mr. President. A great 
many complaints have been brought to my attention because 
of the lack of suitable places for the Government to care for 
juvenile offenders. I have not sufficiently investigated to de- 
termine whether or not there is reason for these complaints. 
I took up the matter by telephone with some of the officials of 
the Attorney General’s Department, and one of them evinced 
a great deal of interest in the subject, and stated that from 
investigations which had been made by him he believed that 
a suitable reformatory—one or more, at least—should be es- 
tablished by the Government of the United States to care prop- 
erly for juvenile offenders. The question I was about to ask 
was, assuming that that is correct, that there are inadequate 
facilities now to care for juvenile offenders, might it not be 
wise at this time to treat of that question in connection with 
this? Because if one board can care for this institution, ob- 
viously it could care for the other. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, outside of the District of 
Columbia, I doubt if there are many juvenile offenders under 
this law. In most of the States there are reformatories and 
places for the confinement of female prisoners under the age 
of 17. We have a separate institution in Kansas, and I under- 
stand there are such institutions in most of the States. It is 
the desire of the administration to have institutions where 
these young girls may be sent, institutions located in the 
States, if possible, so as not to take them so far away from 
the'r homes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary with amendments, on page 1, line 5, after the word 
“site.” to insert the words “either in connection with some 
existing institution or elsewhere”; in line 5, to strike out the 
word “farm” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ institu- 
tion”: on page 2, line 2, to strike out the word “farm” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “institution”; on page 2, line 
20, to strike out the word “farm” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “institution”; on page 3, line 11, to strike out the 
word“ farm“ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ institution“; 
on line 14, to strike out the word “farm” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “institution”; on line 17, to strike out the 
word “farm ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ institution“; 
on page 4, line 9, to strike out the word “Farm” and insert 
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in lleu thereof the word Institution“; on line 10, to strike 
out the word “farm” and insert in lieu thereof the word in- 
stitution“; on line 15 to strike out the word “farm” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “ institution“; and on page 5, line 
2, to strike out the word “farm” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “institution,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Attorney General, the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the Secretary of Labor be, and are hereby, authorized 
and directed to select a site either in connection with some existing 
institution or elsewhere for an industrial institution for the con- 
finement of female persons above the age of 18 years convicted of an 
offense against the United States, including women convicted by con- 
sular courts, sentenced to imprisonment for more than one year. 

Sec. 2. That upon the selection of an appropriate site the Attorney 
General shall submit to Congress an estimate of the cost of purchas- 
ing same, together with estimates of the expense necessary to construct 
the proper buildings thereon, The Attorney General at the same 
time, and annually thereafter, shall submit estimates in detail for all 
expenses of maintaining the industrial institution for women, including 
salaries of all officers and employees. 

Sec, 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, 
on request of the Attorney General, to cause plans, drawings, designs, 
specifications, and estimates for the remodeling of the present build- 
ings and the construction of additional buildings, and such appurte- 
hances a8 may be necessary on said reservation to be prepared in the 
Office of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, and 
the work of remodeling and construction of such buildings and appurte- 
nances to be supervised by the field force of that office: Provided, 
That the proper appropriations for the support and maintenance of the 
Office of the Supervising Architect be reimbursed for the cost of pre- 
paring such plans, drawings, ‘designs, specifications, and estimates for 
the aforesaid work, and the supervision of the remodeling and con- 
struction of said buildings and appurtenances. 

Sec. 4. That the control and management of such Industrial institu- 
tion shall be vested in the Attorney General of the United States, who 
also shall have power to appoint a superintendent, assistant superin- 
tendent, and all other officers and employees necessary for the safe- 
keeping, care, protection, instruction, and discipline of said inmates. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney General to pro- 
vide for the instruction of the inmates in such institution in the 
common branches of an English education, and for their training in 
such trade, industry, or occupational pursuit as will best enable sald 
inmates on release to obtain self-supporting employment. 

Sec. 6. That the Attorney General is hereby authorized, in his 
discretion, to transfer to such institution, as accommodations thereat 
become available, all persons eligible under the terms of this act for 
incarceration in said industrial institution who are now, or shall 
hereafter be, incarcerated in other prisons, penitentiaries, reforma- 
tories, or houses of correction, and who are proper subjects for in- 
earceration in said institution, and to transfer from such industrial 
institution to a suitable State or Territorial prison, penitentiary, or 
reformatory, any inmate who is found by him to be incorrigible, or 
whose presence in said industrial institution is found detrimental to 
its well-being. Such transfer shall be made by the United States 
marshal of the judicial district in which the institution from which 
the transfer is to be made is located. The actual and necessary ex- 
pense incurred in such transfer sball be paid from the judicial funds. 

Src. 7. That four citizens of the United States of prominence and 
distinction, who shall be appointed by the President for terms of three, 
four, five, and six years, respectively, from the date of the taking 
effect of this act, the term of each to be designated by the President, 
but their successors shall be uppointed for terms of four years, except 
that any person chosen to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for 
the unexpired term of the citizen whom he shall succeed, and who 
shal] serve without compensation, shall constitute, together with the 
Attorney General of the United States, the Superintendent of Prisons 
of the Department of Justice, end the Superintendent of the United 
States Industrial Institution for Women, a board of advisors of said 
industrial institution, It shall be the duty of said board to recom- 
mend ways and means for the discipline and training of such inmates, 
that on their discharge from such institution they may secure suit- 
able employment. 

Sec. 8. That the inmates of such industrial institutions shall be 
eligible to parole under sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 of the 
act of Congress approved June 25, 1910, being an act to provide for 
the parole of United States prisoners and for other purposes. Such 
inmates shall be entitled to commutation allowance for good conduct 
in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
June 21, 1902, and entitled “An act to regulate commutation for 
good conduct for United States prisoners,” and the acts amendatory 
thereof and supplemental thereto. 

Sec. 9. That every inmate, when discharged from such industrial 
institution, shall be furnished with transportation to the place of 
conviction or place of bona fide residence, or to such other place in 
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the United States as may be suthorized by the Attorney General, and 
shall be furnished with suitable clothing and $10 in money. 

Snc. 10. That all acts or parts of acts Inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I propose the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The Reapine CLERK. In section 9, page 5, line 6, to strike 
out “$10” and insert in lieu thereof “$20,” so as to make the 
section read: 


Sec. 9. That every inmate, when discharged from such industrial 
institution, shall be furnished with transportation to the piace of con- 
viction or place of bona fide residence, or to such other place in the 
United States as may be authorized by the Attorney General, and 
shall be furnished with suitable clothing and $20 in money. 


Mr. CURTIS. What is the purpose of the amendment? 

Mr. TRAMMELL. The object of the amendment is to pro- 
vide that the inmates shall be furnished with $20 in money on 
discharge instead of $10. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 will accept the amendment. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I think $20 is about as small an amount 
as we can give them upon discharge. If we should give only 
$10 to the average person it would not be sufficient to sustain 
her for more than three or four days. I think it ought to be 
increased to at least $20. I propose to just double it and make 
it $20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question Is upon agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the estab- 
lishment of a Federal Industrial Institution for Women, and 
for other purposes.” 


PRINTING OF DECISION OF FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION, 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed as a Senate document the findings and the order 
of the Federal Trade Commission in the case of the Federal 
Trade Commission against the Chamber of Commerce in Min- 
neapolis and others. 

Mr, MOSES. What is the request? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think if the Senator from Ne- 
braska will consider what it would lead to he would withdraw 
his request. Appropriations are made to every agency of our 
Government, to every department, for the printing of every- 
thing required by them. If we undertake to make a public 
document of a decision rendered by any of the boards, or any 
of the findings of the Agricultural Department or others, the 
printing of all such decisions and findings will be thrust on 
Congress. 

It is not because I have any objection whatever to making 
publie this decision that I am saying this. I think the com- 
mission itself will make it public, and it ought to do so, and the 
press generally ought to be advised as to it. But if we begin 
publishing such matters as public documents, and paying for 
them out of the contingent fund of the Senate, there will be 
no end of it. So far both the House and the Senate have lived 
strictly up to the agreement reached many years ago. I ask 
the Senator from Nebraska not to press his request. I dislike 
to object to it, but I do feel that the request should not be 
pressed after the statement that has been made and in view of 
the agreement we have. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have a great deal of sym- 
pathy with the position the Senator has taken. I think if Sen- 
ators will follow the record I have tried to make here, they 
will find I have not been guilty of loading up the Recorp, or 
trying to get a lot of printing done. 

Mr. SMOOT. I absolve the Senator from that with a great 
deal of pleasure. 

Mr. NORRIS. I agree that we ought to limit such printing 
as much as possible. I want to tell the Senator and the Senate 
what has moved me to make this request. I know what will 
be coming to me as chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry in regard to this decision. I examined the deci- 
sion this morning. It is a very important proposition which 
the Federal Trade Commission has had before it. I would 


certainly not be one to ask that all the various decisions made 
by the Federal Trade Commission or any other commission 
should be printed promiscuously. But I know there will be 
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requests coming to me from all over the United States for cop- 
ies of this decision of the Federal Trade Commission. I think 
they have means, under the general law, for publishing their 
decisions; but they are going to be fiooded with requests, and 
I do not think they will be able to come anywhere near com- 
plying with the requests. When such a request comes to me ns 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry I must 
elther tell the one making the request that I can not send the 
decision, that the supply is exhausted, or I must get it printed 
in the Recorp, even though I have to read it in a speech and 
ere out, and then I must pay out of my own pocket the print- 

g 5 

I may be mistaken, but I think there is going to be a great 
demand for this particular decision, made just a few days ago 
by the Federal Trade Commission. It is one in which the 
agriculturists, especially in the Northwest, tributary to Min- 
neapolis, are deeply interested. It carries out what has been 
charged for the last 10 or 15 years by the farmers of North 
Dakota and adjoining States as going on, although they have 
not always been able to prove what they said. They believed 
eertain things were going on. The Federal Trade Commission 
has made a very exhaustive investiention of the matter and 
made a report which I think will appeal to those who are 
interested in the subject as being a finding which can not be 
disturbed. 

There were hearings, evidence was taken, and a regular 
trial had, and the Federal Trade Commission has passed upon 
a question that has been a controverted one for a great many 
years. I would like to be able, when these requests come to me, 
to comply with them, not because of any merit of my own but 
because it happens that at the present time I am chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. I am afraid they 
will be coming to me by the thousands,, and I would feel as 
though I had to do something to comply with those requests, 
because they would be perfectly natural requests. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator if 
— has taken the question up with the Federal Trade Commis- 

on. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; I have not. 

Mr. SMOOT. Will not the Senator withdraw his request 
now and ask the Federal Trade Commission if they will not 
furnish him the necessary copies for distribution? I wish to 
say, in addition, that rather than establish this precedent I 
would take a deep interest in a direct appropriation to the 
Federal Trade Commission for the purpose of printing these 
documents, because I tell the Senator now that if this is done 
as he proposes, every department of the Government will want 
to have the same thing done. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will say to the Senator that I think there 
is something in what he says, although I believe we ought to 
be able to differentiate between what is important and what 
is unimportant, 

Mr. SMOOT. That is a hard thing to do between Senators. 

Mr. NORRIS. In answer to the Senator’s inquiry as to 
whether I have taken the matter up with the Federal Trade 
Commission, I will say that I have not; I have not consulted 
them about it. But I have had some experience in the matter, 
and I know the Federal Trade Commission are limited in the 
various publications they issue. I have had trouble before 
with the Federal Trade Commission in getting enough copies 
to supply the demands which are continually coming to me, 
not in this matter, of course, but in others. 

I assure the Senator I am in entire sympathy with the posi- 
tion he takes, and I realize that sometimes he assumes such a 
position when it is very disagreeable for him to do so. 

I sympathize with him. I would not make this request if I 
did not think, from my past experience, that I can see just 
what is coming. It is almost personal with me, because these 
requests will come to me, I suppose, more than to any other 
Member of this body, and I am not in a position to personally 
bear the great expense of printing and distributing the de- 
cision. 

I am willing, however, to withdraw the request temporarily, 
and later on see whether the supply will suffice. But I would 
like to say to the Senator that if it does not I expect to renew 
the request or get the decision into the Rxconp in some other 
way, by which I might save myself, and at the same time com- 
ply with various requests that are perfectly legitimate, and 
which come in good faith. 

For several years the question decided by the Federal Trade 
Commission in this case has been very acute. Charges have 
been made pro and con. I heard a very intelligent witness 
testifying this morning before the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry of the Senate, and in his testimony he referred 
to this particular case and said, We knew for 10 years that 
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what the commission has found was being done, but we did not 
have the evidence to prove it. We charged it and it was de- 
nied, and we were not able to substantiate the charge, because 
we did not have the machinery which the Federal Trade Com- 
mission has by which we could go into it and investigate it.” 

There is no doubt in my mind but that thousands and thou- 
sands of farmers all over the Northwest will want to know 
what is in this decision, and will be calling for it, and I think 
we ought to comply, from publie funds, with the request of 
every farmer in America who wants a copy of the decision. 

Mr, SMOOT, I think so, too. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is coming directly home to them in the 
study of marketing conditions, which control the prosperity of 
the American farmer to-day. It is one of the things the farm- 
ers haye been studying; one of the things they have been work- 
ing out in all their organizations of a cooperative type and 
individually. This decision throws a lot of light upon one phase 
of that great agricultural question, and those who are the pro- 
ducers of this country are vitally interested in having the 
truth known as widely as possible, and given as much circula- 
tion as possible. They will probably profit by what is shown 
in the decision in organizations to be hereafter formed, or in 
the improvement of the by-laws and constitutions of existing 
organizations, to meet the conditions which have been set forth 
by this decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Chair right in assuming 
that the Senator withdraws his request for the present? 

Mr. NORRIS. For the present I withdraw the request. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HARRELD: 

A bill (S. 1863) granting a pension to Frank Robinson; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A bill (S. 1864) for the relief of Raymond Nelson Hickman; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 1865) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Mason; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1866) to extend the limitations of time upon the 
issuance of medals of honor, distinguished-service crosses, and 
distinguished-servyice medals to persons who served in the Army 
of the United States during the World War; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 1867) for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1868) for the relief of the Cresmer Manufacturing 


A bill (S. 1869) for the relief of Frank P. Trott; and 

A bill (S. 1870) for the relief of the Underwood Typewriter 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKHART: 

A bill (S. 1871) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
and modify the war risk insurance act,” approved December 24, 
1919; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1872) granting a pension to Annie E. Ward (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1873) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Kuhn (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DALE: 

A bill (S. 1874) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
Clark ; 

A bill (S. 1875) granting an increase of pension to Belle A. 
Elder; 

A bill (S. 1876) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Brown; 
and i 

A bill (S. 1877) granting a pension to Sabra Cross; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 

A bill (S. 1878) for the relief of James Duffy; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1879) granting a pension to R. F. Wilkinson; and 

A bill (S. 1880) granting a pension to Ella Wheeler; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1881) to revise, amend, and codify the laws relat- 
ing to publicity of contributions and disbursements at elections 
at which candidates for the offices of United States Senator 
and Representative in the Congress of the United States are 
nominated and elected, regulating and limiting the purposes 
and the amounts for which contributions and disbursements 


may be made, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

By Mr. WELLER: 

A bill (S. 1882) granting a pension to William Thornburn, jr.: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


LAURA ATWOOD. 


Mr GREENE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
116), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby ir, 
authorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 
to Laura Atwood, widow of Joseph W. Atwood, late the special officer 
of the Capitol Police, Senate roll, a sum equal to six months’ com- 
pensation at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his 
death; said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and 
all other allowances. 


UNFIT MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. COPELAND submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res, 117), which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, directed to submit to the Senate as speedily as prac- 
ticable a draft of such legislation, if any, as in their judgment is 
necessary adequately to protect the people of said District against 
incompetent, unscrupulous, and otherwise unfit practitioners who as- 
sume to treat human disease, injury, or defect, or to practice mid- 
wifery, whether according to what is commonly known as the practice 
of medicine or according to any of the several systems commonly 
referred to as osteopathy, chiropractic, naturopathy, napropathy, sani- 
practic, mechanotherapy, psychotherapy, optometry, or midwifery, or 
according to any other system whatsoever; said draft to be accom- 
panied by a compilation of the laws and regulations now in force 
in said District goyerning such matters, and by a statement of the 
reasons for and probably effects of the changes proposed. 


PROTECTION OF FUR-SEAL INDUSTRY, 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, on January 3 I introduced 
in the Senate a resolution for the investigation of the fur 
traffic. It was agreed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Jones] that the resolution should go to the Committee on Man- 
ufactures, or he stated that he had no objection to it going to 
that committee. By reason of the fact that it calls for an ap- 
propriation for expenses, it was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
Since that time that committee have reported out other reso- 
lutions providing for appropriations for expenses, but this par- 
ticular resolution for some reason has been delayed, and I 
would like to ask the chairman of that committee when, if at 
all, I may expect a report on the resolution. I submit that it 
is an important resolution, and one which should be reported 
out, and the only thing that is holding it up at thé present time 
is the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. KEYES. Replying to the Senator from Montana I would 
say that he is mistaken in there having been any report recently 
made from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate providing for any expenditures, except 
the formal resolutions for the yarious committees of the Senate 
to hold hearings. 

The resolution referred to is in the hands of the committee, 
but the committee has had no opportunity to look into the ques- 
tion as to whether or not the expense would be justified. I have 
been personally informed that it is a matter which has already 
had considerable investigation, and is being investigated at the 
present time. As it involves considerable expense it seems to 
me that we should have a little time to consider the matter. I 
am sure there will be no unnecessary delay in taking up the 
resolution and certainly no disposition to delay it, so far as I 
know. g 

I want to take this opportunity to refer to expenses that are 
being incurred now by the various committees of the Senate. 
I do not say this in the way of criticism at all, but I think it 
is something the Senate ought to know. There are a number 
of investigations now going on involving very large expense. I 
am informed that the expense of one investigation alone which 
is now going on will exceed, and greatly exceed, the entire ap- 
propriation made for investigations. It does seem to me in 


view of the amount of money belng spent that we can well 
afford to take a little time before acting upon a resolution that 
will involve considerable expense. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator what 
is the purpose of the resolution? What does it seek to investi- 
gate? Iam asking for information. 
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Mr. KEYES. The fur-seal situation. I assume there is a 
contract, but I know very little about it. The resolution has 
just come to the committee. I have had no real opportunity 
to become informed as to it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I remember some years ago there was an 
investigation of the killing of seals on the Pribilof Islands. Is 
that the purpose of the resolution? 

Mr. KEYES. No. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
tract? 

Mr. KEYES. It is an investigation of the manufacturing of 
the skins of seals. 

Mr. HARRISON. And the sale of sealskins? 

Mr. KEYES. Yes; and the dyeing and preparing of the 
sealskins for use. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is there any corruption alleged on the 
part of the officials of the Government which the proposed 
1esolution seeks to investigate? 

Mr. KEYES. Not that I know of. 

Mr, HARRISON. Is there any opposition to the investi- 
gation? 

Mr. KEYES. I do not know that there is. The committee 
simply has not had an opportunity to take up the matter. We 
have had it only a few days. I can assure the Senator there 
is no disposition to delay action. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, usually the consideration 
of such resolutions by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate is largely perfunctory. 
This resolution has been before the committee for about a 
week. I think the Senator from New Hampshire ought to 
indicate to the Senate whether his committee expects to take 
action respecting it in the immediate or early future, because, 
as I understood the Senator from Montana, if it does not ex- 
pect to do so he desires to take his remedy before the Senate 
itself and have action taken by this body. I inquire of the 
chairman of the committee to which the resolution was referred 
whether he contemplates proceeding to a consideration of the 
matter and to make a report upon it in the early or immediate 
future? 

Mr. KEYES. Yes; certainly. I thought I stated that there 
was no disposition whatever to delay action. 

Mr. ROBINSON. There has occurred already a delay of ap- 
proximately one week in connection with the resolution. Reso- 
lutions that incur more expense have, during the history of 
the Senate and during this session, been promptly reported by 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
of the Senate. As I have already stated, the action of the 
Committee to Audit and Control is usually perfunctory. They 
usually act promptly on these matters. Of course, the Senator 
having announced that it is his purpose to take action, I am 
satisfied with that ‘statement. 

Mr. WHEELER. It is true that some little investigation was 
made once before, but there are many other things in connec- 
tion with the resolution which have never been investigated be- 
fore. There is a great deal of evidence which I have in my pos- 
session which has never been brought out in any hearing or 
investigation previously held. 

I personally spoke to the chairman of the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate and under- 
stood him to say that on yesterday he would have a meeting 
and that the matter would be brought up. But day after day 
it has been delayed, and I would like to know something defi- 
nite as to when the matter is going to be brought out from the 
committee one way or the other. I have some important en- 
gagements next week which are going to take me away from 
the Senate for a few days and I would like to have it acted 
upon this week one way or the other, if It is going to be acted 
upon at all. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee 
if he can give me some definite statement as to when his com- 
mittee will meet and when it will take up the matter? 

Mr. KEYES. I am not prepared to say when I can get the 
committee together. I shall certainly be very glad to do it as 
quickly as possible. If the Senator from Montana has to leave 
the city, I shall certainly make every effort to see that he is 
heard before the committee and will get action as soon as we 
can. I can not say more than that. 

Mr. WHEELER I have talked with both of the Democratic 
members of the committee and they have informed me that they 
are willing and anxious to meet and willing to take care of the 
matter at any time to-day. I have not any doubt but what 
the few members on the Republican side who are in the Senate 
and here present would be willing to take up the matter and at 
least get a report on it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 


Or is it the investigation of some con- 


Mr. HARRISON. There are only five members of the com- 
mittee, I believe? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; only five. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the two Democratic members are ready 
to meet and the chairman of the committee is ready, they 
would have a quorum and can act on it right away. 

Mr. WHEELER. Both of the Democratic members of the 
committee, I will say for the benefit of the Senate, have spoken 
to me and have also, I understand, spoken to the chairman of 
the committee and urged him to take action upon the matter. 
I appreciate the fact that it is claimed that the Attorney Gen- 
eral has made or is making or attempting to make some kind 
of an investigation with reference to the matter, and I am also 
not unmindful of the fact that the Department of Commerce, or 
one of its branches, is not anxious to have the matter investi- 
gated. But the great trouble seems to be that the Attorney 
General’s office has made a goed many investigations before, 
and never has anything come out of them. I am anxious, and I 
think a great many other people are anxious, that the matter 
be given a thorough investigation by the United States Senate, 

Mr. ROBINSON. While the discussion has been going on I 
have examined the provisions of the resolution. I take the 
liberty of suggesting that the resolution may require modifica- 
tion in order to accomplish the investigation in all its details 
the Senator from Montana desires. 

With respect to the suggestion that has been made by some 
Senator that an investigation or investigations were made which 
may preclude the necessity for action by Congress touching the 
matter, I call attention to the allegations in the resolution 
itself. It alleges or assumes and reads that in 1921 the Goy- 
ernment entered into a contract or secret arrangement—a 10- 
year agreement—with fur dealers for the dyeing, dressing, and 
sale of all fur skins taken by the Government of the United 
States from the Pribilof Islands. It also states that that agree- 
ment was expressly made subject to any legislation that might 
thereafter be enacted by the Congress. Further, a statement in 
the resolution warrants the assumption that evidence may exist 
to show that through this agreement the Government has 
experienced great loss and, if the agreement is continued in 
operation. it will experience greater losses in the future. It is 
therefore apparent that if the resolution be founded upon facts 
and evidence the Congress should take action in order to safe- 
guard the Government against the sacrifices which the resolu- 
tion alleges are, through the secret agreement, made subject to 
legislation by Congress. 

Mr. SMOOT. I notice that the resolution reads— 

Whereas on February 15, 1921, the Government of the United States 
entered into a secret 10-year agreement with fur handlers in St. Louis, 
Mo., for the dyeing, dressing, and sale of all fur-seal skins taken by the 
Government of the United States from the Pribilof Islands— 


And so forth. 

I see no objection at all to the resolution, and I would like to 
have the Senator from Arkansas suggest what amendments he 
would offer. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I am not suggesting amendments. The 
committee to which the resolution was referred, if my sugges- 
tion has any force, will undoubtedly consider that matter. I 
perhaps should have made my suggestien privately to the Sen- 
ator from Montana instead of offering it on the floor of the 
Senate. I am not offering any suggestions. The resolution is 
not before the Senate and is not subject to consideration by the 
Senate at this time. 

The proper course, and the usual course, Is for the Committee 
to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses to bring the 
resolution back to the Senate and then it will be referred to 
another committee. An agreement has already been reached 
that it shall be referred to the Committee on Manufactures, 
and that committee, if it thinks any amendment is necessary, 
will, of course, report amendments when it reports the resolu- 
tion itself. 

The point I am making is that under the statement contained 
in the resolution the Government through a secret agreement 
entered into in 1921, which secret agreement was made subject 
to legislation by Congress, is experiencing great losses and that 
the sooner the matter is dealt with the sooner the losses will 


cease. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not think there could be 
any politics in this matter because of the fact that the agree- 
ment was made by a former administration. 

Mr. ROBINSON, The Senator from Utah, if he will permit 
me, must have a very remarkable mind if he assumes from any- 
thing I have said that there is any politics in it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no; I did not assume that. 

Mr. ROBINSON. There may be in it questions involving hon- 
esty, there may be in it questions involving integrity of trans- 
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actions by the Government, but what difference does it make 
who is responsible for that to any Senator who wants to have 
the Government interests conserved? 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not for a moment infer or intend to in- 
fer that the Senator thought or had any political idea as to 
right or wrong in the consideration of the resolution. It could 
not be. As the Senator said, it makes no difference whether 
it was under a former administration or whether it was under 
this administration, the Senate wants the facts, and I do not 
see any objection to the resolution. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I agree entirely with what 
the Senator from Utah has said about the passage of the resolu- 
tion. I have served on the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Oontigent Expenses of the Senate for several years, ever since 
I have been in the Senate. During the last administration and 
during: the present administration, in the one the same as the 
other, as the Senator from Utah knows, for he served on the 
same committee with me in a former administration, I have 
uniformly taken the course that where serious charges were 
made in a resolution or a bill, such as are made in the pending 

resolution, it was the duty of the Committee to Audit and 
Control to report it back to the Senate with the statement that 
the Senate contingent fund could be used for such examination. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think that ought to have been done in 
this case, and I am quite sure it will be done. I yield to the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is not that particularly true in view of the 
fact that when the agreement to which the resolution relates 
was made it was made subject to legislation by Congress? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course. Whatever investigation a de- 
partment might make would be of no real avall, because the 
only power in the Government to correct the trouble is in the 
Congress of the United States. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I do not know that it will have 
any bearing, but it seems to me the debate on this resolution 
will be of some benefit to enable us to get a clear understanding 
of the duty of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. I do not claim to be an expert 
on the matter. I do not know. I have a general idea. I do 
not understand how it could be different from what I believe it 
is, and have any use for a Committee to Audit and Control. 

It seems to me that when a bill or resolution is referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control we ought to remember that 
in the general course the same resolution will be referred to 
some other committee of the Senate, the committee having 
legislative jurisdiction of the subject. If I am wrong, I would 
like to be corrected, because I had this happen once to a reso- 
lution of my own where the Audit and Control Committee took 
upon themselyes the business of acting on legislative matters. 

If I have the correct idea of the business of the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
it is simply to decide, assuming the things alleged to be true, 
whether we can afford to pay the proposed expenditure out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I wish to say, as a member 
of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate and as a Senator, that the views of the 
Senator from Nebraska of the powers and duties of that com- 

` mittee are exactly in accord with my own views. I think what 
the Senator has stated is all that that committee has to do. It 
has no right to go into the merits of whether or not a resolu- 
tion should be favorably or unfavorably reported. 

Mr, ROBINSON. Mr. President, I wish to say, with the 
permission of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], that 
the course which he has stated is the course which the com- 
mittee has taken, according to all the precedents with which 
I am familiar. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Nebraska pardon an interruption? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator from Nebraska 
stated that the resolution would go to another committee. I 
did not wish to have that remark pass unnoticed, because I 
assume that the Senate could act upon the resolution without 
referring it to another committee. 

Mr. NORRIS. I presume the Senate could do so. 

Mr. ROBINSON. But a tacit agreement has already been 
reached that the resolution shall go to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator will remember—at least that is 
my understanding—that in the ordinary course of procedure 
the resolution would take the course of any other measure and 
be referred to some committee having jurisdiction of the sub- 


ject matter, and that committee would take up, not the ques- 
tion of expense but all other questions, such as whether we 
ought to investigate the matter at all; and if we did so, then 
whether the resolution was properly worded, and so forth, as a 
committee would consider any other matter of legislation. If 
that be not true, then we ought not to have a Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, but 
power and jurisdiction ought to He altogether in the other 
committees. However, we have a law, as I understand, which 
even the Senate by affirmative action has no right to violate, 
making the particular fund over which the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate has juris- 
diction, to wit, the contingent fund of the Senate, a sort of 
sacred fund to the extent that it can not be used or any 
money taken out of it except the matter has been passed upon 
by that committee. I think that is all the committee ought to 
consider. As to whether it is wise to make an investigation, 
referring now to this particular case, I do not think the Com- 
mittee to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate has anything to do with the merits of the case; it is 
not a part of their jurisdiction; but they ought for the purpose 
of consideration assume that what is claimed is true. It does 
not follow, of course, that it is true; the other committee to 
which the matter will be referred will consider that; but if 
the conditions outlined are true, the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate ought merely 
to consider whether it is a proper case in which to use our 
contingent fund for purposes of investigation. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from New Mexico, 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I was a member 
of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate for six years, and I desire to say that on various 
occasions I undertook to have that committee perform a real 
function, a necessary function; but the matter came before the 
Senate at different times, and without exception the attempt ou 
the part of the committee to investigate the advisability of 
passing a resolution was turned down by the Senate. The re- 
sult has been that for six years, at least, the actions of that 
committee have been purely perfunctory. On no occasion, as 
I recall, has a resolution referred to that committee failed to 
be reported favorably by the committee unless there was some 
personal equation involved. So far as I am concerned, I feel 
that that committee might just as well be abolished. 

The question of the amount of the contingent fund of the 
Senate has never been inquired into by the committee. The 
committee has always been told that if there is not sufficient 
money in the contingent fund of the Senate it can be provided 
by a supplemental appropriation. So there has been no inquiry, 
at least for six years to my knowledge, of the state of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. The committee ought to report 
these matters out in a perfunctory way in order to comply with 
the statute, for the Senate has repeatedly declined to recognize 
the right of the committee to go further, 


SELECTION OF ACTING CHAIRMAN, COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE, 


Mr. DILL. I submit a resolution which I should like to have 
read for the information of the Senate, and then I desire to 
make a few remarks regarding it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 119) was read, as follows: 


Whereas the Senate has eppointed a Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, and certain resolutions, bills, and other Senate business haa 
been referred to said committee; and 

Whereas the Senate has been unable and is now unable to elect a 
chairman of said committee: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Senate hereby authorizes the members of sald 
committee to meet and select an acting chairman to serye until the 
Senate shall have elected a regular chairman for said Interstate Com- 
merce Committee. 


Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution may lie 
on the table for one day, but before it goes over I should like 
to make a few observations and give my reasons for present- 
ing it. 

It has been 14 months now since new Senators were elected 
to sit here to assist in the revision of railroad legislation. For 
nearly 13 months the Constitution made it impossible for us 
to meet. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. DILL. I yield to the Senator, 
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Mr. NORRIS. I wish to ask a question regarding the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from Washington. It seems to 
me that the resolution ought to provide that the temporary 
chairman shall be selected from the membership of the com- 
mittee. The resolution, as I caught the reading, does not so 
provide, 

Mr. DILL. I should be willing to accept an amendment to 
that effect when the resolution comes up for consideration. 

Mr. President, nearly six weeks have passed since the Senate 
convened, and yet the Committee on Interstate Commerce has 
never met, and I doubt whether under the rules it can meet, 
owing to the fact that it has no chairman. 

I submit this resolution because it seems to me that if the 
Senate can not elect a chairman the committee onght to be 
permitted to meet. We have had nearly 30 roll calls on the 
question. Some Senators say those roll calls have been child's 
play, while others say they have done a great deal of good. 
Whatever view Senators may hold, the good that can be done 
by such roll calls, I think, has been accomplished so far as 
showing where Senators stand; but in the meantime all of the 
legislation proposed regarding the railroads remains without 
consideration. It seems to me that something ought to be done 
so that consideration may be taken. Those who support the 
present railroad law, of course, are in an ideal position. We 
do nothing and we will do nothing so long as this situation 
continues. ‘That is exactly hat the railroads and their sup- 
porters desire. 

In connection with the resolution I wish to raise a certain 
question regarding the membership of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. We are in a peculiar position, and so far as 
I can learn, not only from my own investigation but investi- 
gation by the Legislative Reference Bureau of the Library of 
Congress, never before has the Senate elected a committee 
prior to the time when it elected a chairman. The question I 
have in mind is whether or not the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Cuxutxs!] is at this time a member of the committee. That is 
a very important question if the committee is to meet under 
some such resolution as I have submitted. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
there? 5 

Mr. DILL. Yes; I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I had that point in mind when I suggested a 
few moments ago an amendment to the Senator’s resolution. 
I have no doubt whatever that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
CUMMINS] is not a member of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee as it stands now, and it seems to me if the committee 
is going to be empowered to elect a temporary chairman the 
selection ought to be confined to the members of the committee. 
Mr. DILL. I intended to include that, I may say to 
the Senator, but overlooked it in the wording of the reso- 
lution. 

The need of action on legislation is very imperative. The 
railroad rates of this country are literally choking to death 
the agricultural industry in some sections, and I think for that 
reason we ought to take some action. 

Now, coming to this question as to whether or not the Sen- 
ator from Iowa is a member of the committee, I want to read, 
if I may, briefly, exactly what happened in the Senate, accord- 
ing to the Recorp, when this situation was brought about. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopet] brought in a 
resolution containing the list of committees, stating the number, 
the chairmen, and the members. The Committee on Interstate 
Commerce appears on page 157. Then the members are 
named—*" Messrs. CUMMINS (chairman), La FOLLETTE, Mc- 
Lean,” and so forth. The Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER] objected to the adoption of the resolution; but later 
an agreement was reached, and the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Rosrnson] rose and spoke as follows: 

Mr. President, my information is that a number of Senators desire 
a separate vote on the chairmanship of the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and that there is no objection to the adoption of the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] if a 
separate vote may be had upon that chairmanship. 


Now, to me, the following words are very important: 


I therefore ask unanimous consent that other committee assignments 
provided in the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, save that of the chairman of the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, may be agreed to and that a separate yea-and-nay vote be taken 
upon that chairmanship. 

Mr. Lopas. I have no objection to that; I hope it will be done. 


Then the President pro tempore stated the situation; 


The Senate has heard the request of the Senator from Arkansas, 
which is that a separate yea-and-nay vote be taken upon the election of 
the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Committee, and that the re- 
mainder of the resolution which has been submitted by the Senator 
from Massachusetts shall be considered as adopted. Is there objection? 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. President, the rule dealing with the selection of commit- 
tees specifically provides for the separation of the appointment 
of the chairman and the members of the committee. The rule 
Says: 


In the appointment of the standing committees, the Senate, unless 
otherwise ordered, shall proceed by ballot to appoint severally the 
chairman of each committee, and then, by one ballot, the other mem- 
bers necessary to complete the same. A majority of the whole number 
of votes given shall be necessary to the choice of a chairman of a 
standing committee, but a plurality of votes shall elect the other mem- 
bers thereof. 


It is clearly the intention of the rule, and so far as I can learn 
has always been the procedure of the Senate, to elect a chair- 
man first and then appoint the members of the committee; but 
by unanimous consent the rule was waived and the committee 
was chosen without the chairman. As I understand the rule 
and the situation, the Senate is free to-day to elect as chairman 
any Member of the Senate, whether he be on the committee or 
off of the committee. If that be true, and any Member not on 
the committee be chosen, then, by the very force of the situation, 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummins) could not be a member, 
because the resolution as adopted provides 17 as the number, 
and 16 members are undoubtedly already chosen. The question 
is whether, by the adoption of this resolution appointing the 
members without a chairman, we foreclosed the Senate from 
electing a chairman outside the membership of the committee. 
It seems to me that with the rule as it is, with the language of 
the Senator from Arkansas not specifically changing the Sen- 
ate rule, the Senator from Iowa can not be considered a member 
of the committee at this time. 

I recognize my inexperience in the Senate with the matter of 
rules, and I simply submit these suggestions; and I should 
appreciate very much the opinion of the majority and minority 
leaders on this question When the resolution is up for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, the Wall Street Journal of 
Friday, December 21, 1923, under the heading Fayorable news 
from Washington rallies some of the low-priced rails,” contains 
the following significant item: 


Overnight news from Washington which indicates that the tax 
measure would have the right of way in Congress, and that Democrats 
would support Senator Cummins for reelection as chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce after the holidays, improved the 
railroad list in yesterday's bond market. 


This quotation from the Wall Street Journal indicates that 
the manipulators of railroad securities on the stock market 
agree with me for the first time in its history that the election 
of the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Committee is an 
important issue. They are at least not fooied by this vote that 
has been going on in this body; and I am very glad, indeed, 
that the Democrats did not do what the overnight news reports 
to Wall Street indicated that they might do, namely, vote for 
the senior Senator from Iowa as chairman of that committee. 

As I have said before on the floor of the Senate, wherever a 
vote was taken upon the Esch-Cummins law it was repudiated 
by the people of this country; and now it appears that the 
Republican majority want to slap the people of the Northwest 
in the face by voting to put the senior Senator from Iowa back 
upon this committee as chairman. I think it is a reflection 
upon this body to think that we should stay here and vote the 
length of time that we have been voting, and that we are so 
impotent that we can not elect a chairman of the Interstate 
Commerce Committee. I think it is at least a reflection upon 
the Members on the Republican side, and I am not so sure but 
that it is a reflection also upon the Members on this side. 

As far as I am concerned, I feel that the Democrats, who 
claim to and do represent the liberal forces in the United 
States, should put an end to this delay; and if we find that we 
can not elect the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Surrz!] 
we should go over and vote for some progressive Republican 
who was elected by the people upon this issue as being against 
the Esch-Cummins law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution, at the request 
of the Senator from Washington, will go over under the rule. 
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RIGHT OF REPRESENTATION AT SENATE COMMITTEE HEARINGS, 


Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President, I offer a Senate resolution, and 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration, 

Mr. ROBINSON, I ask that the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 118) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That any person, firm, corporation, Government depart- 
ment, or Government agency whose act or acts are subject to inquiry at 
any hearing or investigation conducted by any Senate committee under 
authority of Senate resolution shall have the right to be present at 
such hearing or investigation in person or by a representative and to 
be represented by counsel, and whenever the character, honesty, in- 
tegrity, motives, or competence of any such person, firm, corporation, 
Government department, or Government agency shall be attacked or 
impugned they shall have the right to cross-examine witnesses by coun- 
sel and to have witnesses subpoenaed and give testimony in their behalf 
and to introduce affidavits and other documentary or written evidence. 


Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest that the resolution go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 


PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I desire to submit 
a resolution proposing to amend the Constitution relating to 
child labor. In doing so I am not submitting the resolution as 
antigonistic to proposed amendments to the Constitution which 
have already been introduced looking to that end, but some six 
or eight months ago leaders In veteran and labor circles in 
Seattle, Wash., formed an organization which is known as the 
Veteran-Labor Child Protective League. They appointed a com- 
mittee of very prominent attorneys of Seattle to study the sub- 
ject and to submit a resolution covering the subject. The reso- 
lution which I now offer is one which was prepared by that 
committee and is indorsed by several important organizations. 
I desire to submit the resolution, with the accompanying papers, 
which I ask may be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
along with the resolution. e 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I wish to make the observation 
that such a resolution is not at all necessary under the Consti- 
tution of the United States. All that is necessary in such a 
case is to have an act of the Congress of the United States with- 
drawing from the Supreme Court the right to pass upon such 
an net. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Such an act, of course, could be 
very easily passed. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 4) was read and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the following article is hereby proposed to the several States as 
an amendment to the Constitution, which shall become valid, to all in- 
tents and purposes, as a part of the Constitution when ratified by the 
legislatures of three-fourths of the several States: 


ARTICLE —. 


Srcrton 1. The Congress shall have concurrent power, with the sev- 
eral States, to regulate and prohibit the employment at labor of children 
under 16 years of age, the several States retaining their existing powers 
with respect to such regulation and prohibition subject to the limitation 
that no employment of any such child made unlawful by law of the Con- 
gress shall be permitted in any State. 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR HARRISON, s 


Mr. ROBINSON. I ask unanimous consent to have inserted 
in the Recorp that portion of a speech of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Harrison] which was broadcasted from the 
Jackson Day dinner at Pittsburgh, Pa., on the evening of 
January 7. 

There being no objection, the speech was ordered to be printed 
in the Recoxp, as follows: 


A political party the sails of which are hoisted merely to catch 
temporary breezes can not endure. There must be a chart as well as a 
compass, and steady and understanding hands must guide her destiny. 

The Democratic Party was no more founded on oppression than it 
was upon favoritism. Its principles were adopted not merely to meet 
the pending problems of that early day but to be applied as necessity 
should arise throughout the ages. 7 

The principles of the Democratic Party are unvarying—as fixed as 
the stars, as immovable as the pyramids. They are so fair and just 
and equitable that the rich as well as the poor, the capitalist as well 
as the laborer, may recline under their canopied folds, secure in his 
rights, protected in all bis opportunities, and guaranteed in his 
liberties. 


It is not now, never has been, and never will be the party of radi- 
calism any more than it has ever been or will ever be the party of 


reactionism. It secks no destruction of things that are right and 
countenances no embarrassment to efforts that are legitimate. 

Its principles were carved that pace might be kept with the progres- 
sive spirit of the future; consequently there is no need for changing 
them. 

High efficiency and rigid economy in the administration of govern- 
mental affairs are among its cardinal principles. It has never believed 
in the levying of more taxes than absolutely necessary to run the 
Goyernment economically. If to-day there is a surplus of $300,000,000 
in the Federal Treasury, the Democratic Party would be remiss to all 
its high principles and to its every teaching if it failed to reduce taxes. 

In the circumstances it is not the amount of the reduction about 
which the two great political parties will differ. The important ques- 
tion is, In what manner shall the reduction be made and who shall 
be the beneficiaries of the reduction? The Republican Party may be 
relied upon to adhere, as is proposed in the Mellon plan, to its long- 
established policy of relieving the rich and maintaining, unfairly and 
disproportionately, the taxes upon the poor. The Democratic Party 
will adhere to its long-established policy to first seek to relieve the 
taxes on those Jeast able to pay them. 

I have naught but the kindliest feeling toward your distinguished 
citizen, the present Secretary of the Treasury. I admire his many 
persona] qualities. It must be conceded that he is a financial wizard, 
but Mr. Mellon typifies big business, and to-day he is the greatest 
living exponent of the Republican Party’s idea of the imposition and 
distribution of taxes. On this question he is the mouthpiece of his 
party and has the indorsement of the President of the United States. 
What are his ideas? And on the question of levying taxes, what 
will history reveal, touching his remarkable short public career? 
Coming into the Cabinet three years ago with but little political ex- 
perience, but with a long business career—a career that found fruition 
in large banking, manufacturing, mining, railroad, and electrical 
interests—a career that was so marvelously successful in the acqui- 
sition of great wealth as to place him among the six highest income- 
tax payers in America—he had hardly time to get his breath before 
he planned the fiscal policies of the administration he was to rep- 
resent. Tax reduction with him was not a new thought. The 
country was then, aud had been for some time before, and is now, 
stooped with a heavy load of taxes, the result of the great World 
War. 

Woodrow Wilson, two years before he was succeeded by a Re- 
publican President, had urged a Republican majority in the Con- 
gress to relieve the tax situation by a just and fair and equitable 
reduction of taxes. Those suggestions were ignored, and for two 
years and more the American people were forced, through the neglect 
and partisanship of the Republican Party, to go without the slightest 
degree of relief. It became a duty, therefore, of Secretary Mellon to 
make recommendations for a reduction of taxes. In those recommen- 
dations he sought not a lifting of them but a shifting of them. The re- 
lief that he prayed for was in behalf of the prosperous corporations and 
the larger income-tax payers—leaving the burdens on at least 75 per 
cent of the small income-tax payers in America. Little or no reduction 
was recommended on the normal income of the average small income- 
tax payer, but for those fortunately situated, as himself, he asked the 
Congress to reduce their higher surtaxes from 65 per cent to 25 per 
cent. Aside from the administrative changes and the earned-income 
features in the present Mellon proposal, there is little difference be- 
tween the recommendation in 1921 and those of the present day. In the 
latter instance he has shown an adeptness to covering up and organ- 
izing his propaganda that is so ingenious as to prove attractive. 

What was the result of his suggestions in 1921? Why, even Joe 
Fordney, known throughout the country as one of the greatest re- 
actionaries that ever held high office, and who at that time was Re- 


‘publican chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, could 


not accept it. His own President, the lamented Warren Harding, 
found that it was so raw he could not indorse it, and through a 
special communication to the Republican members of the Ways and 
Means Committee at that time, the President besought them to 
compromise on a reduction of the surtaxes of the largest taxpayers 
from 65 per cent to 40 per cent. But the proposals were in such 
disfavor that even an arrogant Republican Congress balked and re- 
pudiated them—agreeing in the end upon a reduction of the large 
surtaxes from 65 per cent to 50 per cent. The country forgets that 
in 1921 a reduction of taxes upon corporations and the largest in- 
come-tax payers amounted to over $511,000,000, and that the further 
reductions proposed now by the Mellon plan will benefit little the 
6,136,000 out of the 6,661,000 individual income-tax payers in 
America. Is there any justice in a proposal that seeks to reduce the 
$4,000 normal income $13.25 annually, and at the same time gives a 
reduction of $252,000 to the person whose income is $1,000,000 
a year? What excuse can be offered for a plan that gives a 


$30.75 reduction on an income of $5,000 a year, but grants a re- 
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duction of $1,322,000 to the person whose income is $5,000,000 an- 
nually? In this day of inadequate salaries and wages, with the cost 
of living soaring higher each month, who is it that can bear the 
taxes best and need the reduction most? No {illustration can be 
offered revealing the difference between the two great political parties 
than those embraced in the Mellon plan controversy. The inequali- 
ties are not only an insult to the professional and business man of 
ordinary income, but an affront to the honest large taxpayer in 
America who believes in paying his just proportion of the taxes to 
run the Government. As an evidence of the discriminations in the 
Mellon tax plan, the farmer and the small business man is not in- 
cluded in the 25 per cent reduction on earned incomes as related to 
unearned incomes, nor is anyone who combines personal service with 
capital investment. 

There is no fight suggested from any source, so far as I know, 
seeking to raise taxes. It is only a difference of opinion as to 
details in making the reduction, and the Democratic Party will seek 
to give the greatest relief to those who, through application of talent, 
training, or service, and who earned incomes even to high amounts, 
and those who worked in the mines, on the railroads, in counting- 
houses at small and fixed salaries, rather thas those blessed with mil- 
lions who are unscathed with debts and unapproached by distress. 

Why all this propaganda upon the part of certain vested inter- 
ests to reduce the surtaxes from 50 per cent to 25 per cent? Do the 
people not know that the greater the reduction in surtaxes on the 
larger incomes the less likelihood there is for elimination of other 
taxes as well as a larger reduction on normal taxes and earned 
incomes? Why is the unsuspecting public deceived by this propa- 
ganda? Those interests that seek to benefit by the Mellon proposal 
on the larger surtax reductions contend that it will turn money into 
the channels of industry that now finds its way into tax-exempt se- 
curities. When the excess-profits tax was being imposed upon the 
prosperous corporations in this country, the same interests then said 
that if it were taken off business could go on unembarrassed and un- 
hampered. With the excess-profits tax off they now employ the same 
argument to still further reduce their surtaxes. The same interests 
that now seek to reduce the surtaxes to 25 per cent, employing as 
their argument that it will enable money to seek channels of indus- 
try, have in too many instances already diverted all that they 
thought they could wisely invest in tax-exempt securities; and these 
same interests that to-day employ that argument and who favor a 
constitutional amendment prohibiting the issuance of tax-exempt se- 
curities, because they know it will add to the value of the tax se- 
curities they now own, will oppose just as strenuously any move- 
ment that may arise in the Congress that seeks to tax inheritances, 
the proceeds of which had been invested in tax-exempt securities. 
The public can always rely upon some reason being advanced by the 
selfish interests that will redound to their own benefit. With the ex- 
ception of the time employed in carrying on this propaganda to mis- 
lead the public with respect to the Mellon proposal to reduce taxes 
the balance of their time is generally taken up in devising some 
means to escape their taxes. Big business was never more firmly 
intrenched than it is to-day, both in the White House and in the 
ulice of Secretary of the Treasury, and the propaganda employed to 
put over this unfair and inequitable Mellon pian of taxation is the 
most subtle and best organized in all the history of the Government. 

The Democratic Party stands for tax reduction to the lowest limit, 
and in the consideration of the present tax bill will go just as far 
as it is possible without affecting the efficiency of the Government, 
but it will not accept in toto the Mellon suggestions. Without thought 
of playing politics it will attend its task in both branches of the 
Congress, and in a nonpartisan manner accept those suggestions of 
the Secretary of the Treasury as may appear fair and just, and will 
seek only to amend the proposals in the interests of the man who 
earns an income and he who is least able to bear the load of 
taxation, without unnecessarily hampering legitimate business or op- 
pressing those well able to pay. 

If this administration and those who blindly indorse the Mellon 
plan of reducing taxes really desire to help the average American 
citizen, either in the reduction of his taxes or in the cost of living, 
then why do they not lift some of the taxes carried in the last iniq- 
uitous Fordney-McCumber tariff law—a law that adds to the bur- 
dens of the American consumers $4,000,000,000 annually? If the 
Mellon proposal is in the interest of reducing the high cost of Hv- 
ing, and those who champion it are sincerely advocating it for that 
purpose, then how can the present high and exorbitant taxes on sugar 
and flour and meats and clothes and 10,000 other necessaries that 
add to the costs of every man, woman, and child in America be main- 
tained? ‘This whole propaganda is a specles of hypocrisy that has no 
counterpart in the history of the country, 

Let us avoid radicalism in legislation; let us combat bolshevism; 
let vs strangle anarchy; let us quiet discontent and allay unrest; but 
if these things are to be accomplished, we can not legislate in the 
Congress and administer this Government in the executive depart- 
ments in a way that pampers to the very rich and adds burdens to the 


masses, It is only when such laws as these are folsted upon the public 
that respect for and confidence in Government is shattered, 

The Democratic Party intends to pursue the even tenor of its way, 
charting its course by its enduring principles, reconciling its actions 
to the teachings of its founders. It seeks no large campaign contribu- 
tions from vested interests who, in the Shylock way, may be expected 
to exact in return the pound of flesh. It has no subsidies either to 
the shipping interests or the railroads to give. It can not license 
through protective tariff schedules the profiteers who seek to enrich 
themselves by consciencelessly gouging the consumers in exorbitant 
prices. These policies and practices are repugnant to the Democratic 
Party. Every dishonest business that seeks special benefits must 
look to the Republican Party. It has practiced such a policy so long 
that it now has become an obsession with it. 

This year is campaign year and no exception to the established 
practice of the Republican Party will be made. Without yariableness 
or turning, the American people can expect in a campaign year the 
Republican Party when in control of the Government to concoct some 
scheme that will draw into its campaign coffers larger contributions 
from those able and willing to give. These may be in terms offered to 
the shipping trusts through the ship subsidy proposal. It may be in 
the many special favors granted to the selected, special interests in 
high protective tariff rates. It may be in special and beneficent 
legislation for the railroad interests. Or it may be. in the most eunning 
and powerful of all, employed in disproportionately relieving wealth 
of its just taxes, as framed in the Mellon proposal. All of the schemes 
have been in the past, and are sure to be this year, a success in filling 
the exchequers of the Republican party with large campaign contribu- 
tions. It should be no wonder, but at the same time it should be of 
deep concern to the American people, that already $1,500,000 has been 
raised to pay off the Republican campaign debt obligated three years 
ago, and that quite a handsome sum has been obtained for the coming 
campaign. 

CORPORATE PAYMENT OF EXCESS-PROFITS TAX. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Mex- 
ico [Mr. Joxes] coming over from a previous day. 

The reading clerk read Senate Resolution 115 submitted by 
Mr. Jones of New Mexico on the 8th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to furnish to the Senate information regarding the excess-profits 
taxes of corporations, based upon the business of 1921 and for which 
returns or assessments were made during the year 1922, as follows: 

For each serial number of corporations, as indicated on pages 58 
to 65, inclusive, Table 9, “Statistics of income from returns of net 
income for 1921,” as compiled and published under the direction of 
the collector of internal revenue: 

(a) The number of corporations in each serlal number reporting 
income subject to taxation under the first bracket of the revenue act 
of 1921, together with the amount of net earnings subject to such tax 
and the amount of tax assessed thereon. 

(b) The number of corporations in each serial number reporting 
income subject to taxation under the second bracket of said act, to- 
gether with the amount of net earnings subject to such tax and the 
amount of tax assessed thereon. 


Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I do not know 
that there is any objection to the resolution, and I should like 
to have it adopted unless there is some objection. I ask for its 
adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The morning business is closed. 


CALL OF THE ROLL, 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to 


their names: 


Adams Dill Johnson, Calif. Moses 
Asburst ge Johnson, Minn. Neely 
Ball Edwards Jones, N. Mex. Norbeck 
Bayard Fernald Jones, Wash Norris 
Brandegee Ferris Kendri ddie 
Brookhart Fess Keyes Overman 
Broussard Fletcher Kin Owen 
Bruce Frazier Lad Phipps 
Bursum George La Follette Pittman 
cameron 8 at amaton 
apper e 0 
Caraway Greene McCormick Sheppard 
Copeland Hale MeKellar Shields 
Couzens Harreld McKinley Shipstead 
Curtis Harris McLean Shortridge 
Dal Harrison McNa Simmons 
Dial Howell Mayfield Smith 
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Smoot Sterling Waish, Mass. Weller 
Spencer Swanson Walsh, Mont, Wheeler 
Stanfield ‘Trammell Warren Willis 
Stephens Wadsworth Watson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 


CHAIRMANSHIP OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE, 


Mr. CURTIS, I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
before the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
chair hears none, and the unfinished business is before the 
Senate. The Senate will proceed to the election of a chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate Commerce. The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE (when his name was called), I am 

paired on this matter to-day with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. RANsDELL], who is absent. Therefore I with- 
hold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I would vote for Mr. 
CuMMINS. 
Mr. CURTIS (when Mr. Lobon's name was called). I was 
requested to announce that the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Longe] is paired with the senior Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. UNpErwoop]. If the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts were present, he would vote for Mr. CUMMINS, and 
if the senior Senator from Alabama were present, he would 
vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). On this 
vote I have a pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
IMr. Corr]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Hxrtux], and vote for Mr. SMITH. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Ernst] is paired with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 

Mr. GERRY. I desire to announce that the senior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. REED] is paired with the senior Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Perrer}. If the Senator from Mis- 
souri were present, he would vote for Mr. SmrrH, and if the 
Senator from Pennsylvania were present, he would vote for 
Mr. CUMMINS. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] and in his absence 
withhold my vote. If he were present, he would vote for Mr. 
Cummins; and if I were permitted to vote, I would vote for 
Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. BAYARD (after having voted for Mr. SmrrH). I have 
a pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reen]. 
He was here this morning, but he is not in the Chamber now 
and has not voted. Therefore I withdraw my vote. x 

Mr. McLEAN. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Grass] to the senior Senator from IIlinois 
IMr. McCormick] and vote for Mr. CUMMINS. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. CUMMINS 29, for Mr. SMITH 35, 
for Mr. Couzens 11, for Mr. Fess 1, as follows: 


FOR MR CUMMINS—29. 


Fess MeNa Sterling 
Beare Greene Moses” Wadsworth 
Bursum Hale Oddie Warren 
Cameron Harreld Phipps Watson 
Curtis Keyes Shortridge Weller 
Dale Lenroot Smoot 
Edge McKinley 3 
Fernald McLean Stanfield 

FOR MR. SMITH—85. 
Adams Fletcher Mayfield Shipstead 
Ashurst George Neely Simmons 
Broussard Gerry Overman Stephens 
Caraway Harris Owen Swanson 
Copeland Johnson, Minn, Pittman Trammell 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Ralston Walsh, Mass. 
Din Kendrick Robinson Walsh, Mont, 
Edwards ae Sheppard Wheeler 
Ferris McKellar Shields 
FOR MR. COUZENS—11. 
Brookbart Gooding Jones, Wash, Norbeck 
Capper Howell Norris 
Frazier Johnson, Calif. La Follette 
FOR MR. FESS—1, 
Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-six Senators have 
yoted; necessary to a choice, 39. Those voting for Senator 
Cummins are 29; those voting for Senator Smirx are 35; those 
voting for Senator Couzens are 11, and 1 Senator voted for 
8 Fess. There is no choice. The Secretary will call 

r 
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The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAYARD (when his name was called). 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania IMr. 
Reep], and in his absence I withhold my vote. 


I have a gen- 


Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). On this vote 
I am paired, as on the preceding vote, with the senior Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. ELRKINS], and not being able to get 
a transfer, I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I would 
vote for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr, McLEAN (when his name was called). Announcing 
again my pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Grass], I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as on the previous ballot regarding my 
pair and its transfer to the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Herirn], I vote for Mr. SMITH, 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce the following pairs: 

The junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Ernst] with the 
senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] ; 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pepper] with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Rxxp]; 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Branprecee] with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL]; and 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge] with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cumactns 29, for Mr. Suara 85, 
for Mr. Couzens 10, and for Mr, Fxss 1, as follows: 


FOR MR. CUMMINS—29. 


Ball Fess McNary Sterling 
Bruce Greene Moses Wadsworth 
Bursum Hale Oddie Warren 
Cameron Harreld Eps Watson 
Curtis Keyes Shortridge Weller 
le Lenroot Smoot 
Edge MeCormick Spencer 
Fernald McKinley Stanfield 
FOR MR. SMITH—35. 
Adams Fletcher Mayfield Shipstead 
Ashurst George Neely Simmons 
Broussard Gerry Overman Stephens 
Caraway Harris Owen Swanson 
Copeland Johnson, Minn, Pittman Trammell 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Ralston Walsh, Mass. 
pill Kendrick Robinson Walsh, Mont. 
Edwards King Sheppard Wheeler 
Ferris McKellar Shields 
FOR MR. COUZENS—10. 
Brookhart Gooding Jones, Wash. Norris 
Capper Howell 
Frazier Johnson, Calif. La Follette 
FOR MR, FESS—1. 
Willis 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-five Senators have 
voted; necessary to a choice 38. Twenty-nine Senators have 
voted for Mr. Cummins, 35 Senators have voted for Mr. SMITH, 
10 Senators have voted for Mr. Couzens, and 1 Senator has 
voted for Mr. Fess. There is no choice, 


THE TARIFF AND TAXATION, 


Mr. MeLEAN. Mr. President, as the unfinished business re- 
lates intimately to our commercial interests, I think I shali 
avail myself of the opportunity to put into the Recorp a very 
brief summary of our exports and imports for the year ending 
October 1, 1923, the first year of the Fordney-McCumber Act. 
I also desire to put into the Recorp a report of our exports and 
imports for the year ending October 1, 1922, the last year of 
the Underwood-Simmons Act. 

But before I present these figures to the Senate, I want to 
call attention to some of the prophecies that were made by 
Members of this body as to what the effect of the Fordney- 
McCumber Act would be upon our foreign commerce. Those 
of us who were Members of the Sixty-seventh Congress will 
remember that days and months were occupied by opponents 
of the measure in denouncing it as destructive of our foreign 
commerce. It will be remembered that the then chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, former Senator McCumber, one of 
the most patriotic and industrious and one of the ablest mem- 
bers of this body, was daily subjected to floods of criticism, 
parliamentary in its language, but saturated with assertions 
which experience has demonstrated were entirely unjustifiable. 
Prophecies of disaster emanated from the opponents of the 
measure which the most rabid free trader would disown as 
utterly impossible of fulfillment, I think it will interest Sena- 
tors if I quote a few samples of those prophecies taken from 
the RECORD, 
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On page 5933 of the Congressionax Rxconn of April 25, 1922, 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kune] said: 


They (the corporations) may menopolize the domestic market and 
profit by it and rob the American people, but they will eut off foreign 
trade and drive the American flag from the seas, It may float from 
the mastheads of war vessels, but this. polley of the Republican Party, 
as exemplified in this bill, will drive from the seven seas the commercial 


flag of this Republic, and we will become a hermit nationally, 
economically, industrially, and commercially, and be robbed and plun- 
dered by the domestic corporations and trusts which our foolish policy 
develops. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frazrer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from 
Mississippi? 

Mr. McLEAN. I yield. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from whose speech 
he: was: just reading? 
ec McLEAN. That of the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. 

G]. 

Mr. HARRISON. I noticed that that was the best part of 
the Senator’s speech, so I was interested to know who made 
the statement. 

Mr. MCLEAN. If the Senator from Mississippi will be pa- 
tient he will hear other prophecies much more emphatic than 
the one I have just read and which experience has demonstrated 
were not fulfilled. 

On page 6825, ConcresstonaL Rxconn of May 12, 1922, the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] made the following statement: 


Mr, President, our manufacturers ought to realize that they are 
killing the goose that lays the golden egg. They will arouse indigna- 
tion at home, they will diminish purchases, they will provoke buyers’ 
strikes, they will shut mills instead of opening them, and close mines 
instead of making them operate. They will pave our streets with sor- 
row and with tears instead of with joy and gladness, 


On page 8325, ConcressionaL RECORD of June 7, 1922, the Sen- 
ator from Utah [Mr. Kine] further said: 


Such is this Republican tariff bill—iniquitous, infamous, damned be- 
fore it is born, destined to be damned during its lifetime, and doomed 
to dampnation and obloquy after its death, 


On pages 10841 and 10842, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of August 
1, 1922, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] 
quoted with his approval newspaper editorials which declared 
that the Fordney-MeCumber bill was a— 


profiteers’ tariff, a plundering tariff, a robber tariff, that could not be 
justified on any principle of party or of ethics or of morals, a thieving 
damn fool tariff bill that will bring ruin to the American people. 


Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. President, will the Senator from Con- 
necticut kindly tell us from what newspaper I was then quoting? 

Mr. McLEAN, The Senator, I think, on that occasion in- 
serted some 50 editorials, but I can not now identify the par- 
ticular newspaper from which he was then quoting. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [Every time I read an editorial from a Re- 
publican newspaper—and it was mainly from Republican or 
independent papers I read—I gave the name of the newspaper, 
and I assume the Senator in quoting the newspaper which I 
used in my discussion knows its name and will be frank enough 
te give the Senate the benefit of the information as to the 
newspaper from which I quoted. 

Mr. McLEAN. The quotation which I have read to the Sen- 
ate was taken from one of the newspapers to which the Senator 
referred, and there were some 50 of them. If the Senator is 
anxious to know the name of the particular newspaper, he can 
easily ascertain it by referring to the CONGRESSIONAL RECÒRD. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I merely wished to ascertain whether it 
was a Democratic newspaper or a Republican newspaper. 

Mr. SMOOT. From what page of the Concresstonat RECORD 
was the Senator from Connecticut quoting when interrupted? 

Mr: MCLEAN. From page 10841 to 10842. 

On August 1, 1922, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Sraomrons] inserted in the Recorp more than 50 editorials which 
denounced the pending bill as a combination of robberies and 
extortions that would destroy our commerce and result in the 
election of a Demoeratie Congress that would sweep all pro- 
teetive-tariff rates from the statute books. 

On page 12823, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of September 18, 1923, 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Stuuoxs] said: 


No man can estimate the amount of additional tall which the duties 
imposed in this bill, as it will be written into law, is going to entail 
upon the masses. When I think about it in all of its enormity, when I 


think about this license of profiteering and the helplessnes of the con- 
sumer, the additional weapon you are placing in the hands of his 
oppressors, my blood almost runs cold in my veins. 


Think of it! This Jeremiah of finance feels his blood freea- 
ing in its courses because of the destruction and dire calamity 
that will come to this country if the Fordney-MeCumber bill 
shall be enacted into law. 

On page 6059, Concresstonarn Record of April 28, 1922, the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Jones] made the following 
statement: 


I hope that the manufacturers of this country will realize what this 
bill means and will appreciate that whenever this tariff wall is built up 
their export trade is gone. I hope the laboring men in the manufac- 
turing centers of the country will realize what this bill means. 


I will- digress here long enough to call the attention of the 
Senator from New Mexico, as he is in his seat, to the fact 
that about the time he was delivering this anathema upon the 
Fordney-McCumber bill the chairman of the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee issued a statement that there was then 
5,000,000 men in this country out of employment. I think they 
are all pretty busy now. 

It means more unemployment; it means that only a sufficient quan- 
tity of goods will be manufactured in this country for domestic 
purposes; that the export trade will be destroyed; that ninety-odd 
billion pounds of manufactured goods and materials must be kept at 
home. 


On page 7048. ConeresstonaL Recorp of May 16, 1922, the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsa] prophesied as 
follows: 


I have before me a statement of the revenue collected from tariff 
duties during nine months of the present fiscal year. The sum is 
$282,000,000, Assuming that the same ratio is continued for the re- 
maining three months, the total sum collected under the present revenue 
law will be nearly $375,000,000, or more than is claimed for the pend- 
ing bill. I have before me the figures to prove that fact. 


It so happens, Mr. President, that under the Fordney-Mc- 
Cumber law we collected for the year ending October 1, 1923, 
$577,673,569, while in the last year under the Underwood- 
Simmons law we collected $316,241,000. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Connecticut state to what fiscal year he refers? 

Mr. McLEAN. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that in my opening statement I said that I proposed to put into 
the Recoxp without regard to fiscal years the amount of our 
total imports and exports for the years ending October 1, 1923, 
and October 1, 1922. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts To what month in the fol- 
lowing year does the Senator refer when he states “the last 
year of the Simmons-Underwood tariff law“? 

Mr. McLEAN. The year preceding the ist day of October, 
1922. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is it not a fact that that 
year witnessed the greatest depression in business in America 
for a good many years? 

Mr. MeLEAN. I think not. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does not the Senator know 
that the year 1921—— 

Mr. McLEAN. I know that conditions abroad were much 
more uncertain and that financial credits were much more dis- 
turbed and ragged in the year 1923 than they were in the year 
1922. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the Senator agrees that 
the business of the country during the past year has been better 
than during the year to whieh he refers? 

Mr. McLBAN. The Senator from Massachusetts is an expert 
in the use of anise seed and sometimes gets ahead of the fox 
when he is chasing one. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Iam only asking the Senator 
to give me the year. 

Mr. MeLEAN. I am now simply comparing the amount of 
our exports and imports during the first year of the operation 
of the Fordney-McCumber law with the last year of the Un- 
derwood-Simmons law. The Senator may draw his own con- 
clusions after I have submitted the 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am asking the Senator 
what he would say was the last year of the operation of the 
Underwood-Simmons law? 

Mr. McLEAN. The Fordney bill was enacted into law, I 
think, on the 21st of September, 1922, which was eight days 
before the Ist of October. 


1924. 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes; and prevlous to that 
time for over a year the emergency tariff law was in existence. 

Mr. MCLEAN. That may be. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think the Senator from 
Connecticut ought to give us the year to which he refers in 
making his comparison. 

Mr. McLEAN. The farmer had some slight protection under 
the emergency tariff act. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Connecticut, if he has the figures—and I am sure he has them 
before him—what was the balance of trade in our favor during 
the last current year? 

Mr. McLEAN. I have not those figures. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is it not a fact that the balance of trade 
Was against us last year to the extent of some $600,000,000? 

Mr. McLEAN. If the Senator from Mississippi has investi- 
gated the matter, and makes that statement, I will say that I 
do not know to the contrary, but I think his statement is subject 
to qualifications. 

Mr. HARRISON, But was not the balance of trade against 
us last year? . 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, if the balance of trade was 
against us last year that may signify that the McCumber tariff 
law was a mistake, and it may not if the Senator has a dis- 
criminating knowledge of what “ balance of trade” means. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam merely asking the Senator a question. 
He has compiled a lot of figures here and is going to advise the 
country as to the great work that the McCumber tariff law has 
done. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, I desire to continue my dis- 
cussion if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. McLEAN. After I have finished I shall be glad to an- 
gwer any questions, but I decline to yield for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
declines to yield. 

Mr. McLEAN. I am not surprised that Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber should do the best they can to divert the 
attention of the Senate from the subject which I am now 
discussing, 

On page 7048, CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of May 16, 1922, the 
then Senator from Nebraska, Mr. Hitcheock, commented upon 
the figures given by Senator WatsH of Massachusetts as fol- 
lows: 


I do not doubt that at all, The existing law is perfectly capable 
of producing as much revenue from the customs duties as the country 
has ever ratsed from customs duties. The fact that the chairman of 
the committee bas confessed upon the floor to-day that when the bill 
was drawn and when it was reported to the Senate he did not know 
how much revenue it would raise, and the committee did not know 
how much money it would raise, is the very best evidence that the 
committee did not frame the bill for the purpose of raising revenue. 


On page 7053, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 16, 1922, Sen- 
ator Hitchcock said: 


But that is not what Senators on the other side of the aisle want. 
They do not want any importations at all. They want to shut out all 
importations. They want to kill trade, They want to have commerce 
collapse. They do not want a dollar’s worth coming into the country. 
They are not satisfied with having 90 per cent of the consumption of 
the country produced here. They want to produce 100 per cent, 
They want to have no commerce at all. 


On page 7255, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 19, 1922, Sen- 
ator Hitchcock further said: 


I charge under those circumstances that the bill is not for the 
purpose of enabling American manufacturers to compete with foreign 
nianufacturers upon a reasonable basis. That used to be the old 
Republican theory. Your bill is for the purpose of giving to the 
American manufacturer a monopoly of this market. Your bill is for 
the purpose of shutting out Importations from such countries as Ger- 
many. Your bill is for the purpose of erecting a wall so high that 
the manufacturers in this country can increase the price of the things 
that they sell to the American people. 


Again, on page 7038 of the ConGresstonat Recorp, 1922, the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDErwoop] said: 

If we continue to build a Chinese tariff wall around this country 
by a protective tariff, we will die of our own dry rot. And it goes 
without saying that we must find those surplus markets, and we can 
not do that by excluding all importations. We can not do that by 
not allowing other nations of the world to trade with us. We can not 
do that by saying that we will ship abroad and that we will receive 
nothing in return, because, as has been repeatedly said, and the 


Senator knows as well as I do, the world has nothing to pay us with 
except the product of their toil, They have no gold nor credit, nor 
American securities— 


Mr. President, I might call attention here to the fact that 
even Germany last year consumed and paid for more than 
550,000 bales of American cotton, a quantity greater than was 
imported by England from America— 


and as long as you refuse to allow the products of their fields and 
their factories to come into America, then you must limit the produc- 
tion of American workmen, American labor, and American oppor- 
tunity. And it is folly to say otherwise. 


On page 7043, CONGRESSIONAL Record of May 16, 1922, Senator 
Williams said: 


It [this bill] is brought here for the purpose of putting a stop to 
importations, and unless there be importations there can be no duties 
collected upon importations, and therefore there can be no money put 
into the Treasury of the United States through this particular vehicle, 

What does a competitive tariff mean? It means a tariff that win 
put our producers upon competitive ground with the foreigner. A 
tariff that goes higher than that—gives our producers an advantage 
and shuts out competition—is not competitive. When it shuts out 
imports it shuts out revenue, Do Senators think that my good friend, 
the Senator from North Dakota, whom I value very highly with bis 
Scotch honesty, would get up and tell me that this bill was intended 
to provide a competitive tariff, that it was to give the foreigner a 
chance to compete with our producers, while our producers could com- 
pete with him. 


Page 7044, May 16, 1922, Senator Williams continuing: 


My friend from North Dakota knows that the object of the bill is 
not to put money into the Treasury. He knows that the effect of 
this bill will be to keep money out of the Treasury. He knows that 
the purpose is to stop importations. He knows that the effect, if the 
purpose is carried out, will be to stop payments into the Treasury. 


Mr. President, let us look at the customs records for a few 
minutes, I think these figures are correct. 

We imported into this country during the last year of the 
Underwood-Simmons act—that is, up to October 1, 1922—a 
total of free goods of $1,710,593,013. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. MeLEAN. I decline to yield until I have finished these 
figures. 

Mr. SIMMONS, I simply wanted to ask the Senator if he 
would tell us whether he was referring to the calendar year or 
the fiscal year. 

Mr. McLEAN. If the Senator had been in the Chamber and 
listened to my remarks, he would know that I am quoting fig- 
ures for the year ending October 1, 1922. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Neither calendar year nor fiscal year? 

Mr MeLEAN. The year beginning September 30, 1921. 

The total import of free goods during the last year of the 
Underwood-Simmons Act, was, as I haye stated, $1,710,593,018. 

The total of dutiable goods was $1,107,244,587. 

The total of dutiable and free goods that year was $2,817,- 
837,600. 

The duties paid on the dutiable goods were $316,241,407. 

Our exports that year—the last year of the Underwood 
bill—amounted to $3,670,376,325. 

Now we will come to the first year of the Fordney-McCumber 
Act. That is the year I am quoting here, which ended 
October 1, 1923. 

The total importation of free goods was $2,181,420,003. 

The total importation of dutiable goods that year was 
$1 635,228,312. 

The total importation of dutiable and free goods amounted 
to $3,834,648,315. 

The total exports that year amounted to $4,035,006,618. 

Mr. President, it will be observed from these figures that 
during the last year of the Underwood-Simmons Act we im- 
ported of goods free of duty $1,710,598,018, and that during 
the first year of the Fordney-McCumber Act we imported 
$2,181,420,003, or an increase on nondutiable goods of $470,- 

During the last year of the Underwood-Simmons Act we 
imported of dutiable goods $1,107,244,5 And during the 
first year of the Fordney-McCumber Act we imported of dutiable 
goods $1,635,228,312, an increase of imports of dutiable goods 
of $527,983,725, 

Our total imports during the last year of the Underwood- 
Simmons Act were $2,817,837,600 and during the first year 
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of the Fordney-McCumber Act $3,834,648,315, an increase of 
$1.016;810,715. 

Considering the matter from percentages, our nondutiable 
imports. increased under the Fordney-MeCumber Act 27.5 per 
cent, Our dutiable imports increased 49.2 per cent, 

As to the exports, we exported in the last year of the 
Underwood-Simmons Act $3,670,376,325. and during the first 
year of the Fordney-McCumber Act we exported $4,035,600,613, 
an‘ increase of $364,630,288. 

As to the duties collected, in the Iast year of the Under- 
wood-Simmons Act we collected $238,835,091, and in the first 
year of the Fordney-McCumber Act we collected $577,673,569, 
an increase of $261,432,162. 

Now, Mr. President, as to percentages, the averages of ad 
valorem rates. We have heard a great deal about the iniqui- 
tous rates of the Fordney-McCumber bill as compared. with 
other tariff bills. These averages I am about to qnote were 
prepared for me by one of the experts of the Treasury De- 
partment, well known to the other side of the Chamber, and 
if I were to mention his name I am sure they would say that 
lie is a very careful man. 

Take the tariff act of 1897, the Dingley bill. In 1899 the 
average rate on dutiable goods was 52.07 per cent; on free 
and dutiable goods together the average was 29.48 per cent. In 
1900 it had decreased a little, to 49.24 per cent on the dutiable 
goods, und on the free and dutiable goods 27.62 per cent. 

Under the act of 1909, the Payne bill, in 1910 the average 
duty on dutiable goods was 41.52 per cent, and on free and 
dutiable goods 21.11 per cent. In 1912 it was 40.12 per cent 
on the dutiable: goods, and on the free and dutiable goods 
together 18.58 per cent. 

Under the Underwood. bill, in the year 1915—I assume that 
that was during the period that the bill was in force before 
the war came on, but I can not tell the Senator whether it 
means the whole year or not—the average rate, as given to me, 
is 33.43 per cent on the dutiable goods—and before I read the 
average’ on the free and dutiable goods I want right now to 
call attention to the average rate of the Fordney bill in the 
year to which I have called the attention of the Senate—34.48 
per cent on dutiable goods, just a little over 1 per cent of the 
average paid during the year 1915 under the Underwood bill. 

I do not believe history records an instance of such infinite 
ignorance: of a great economic: question as that exhibited by 
those who confidently prophecied that the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff bill would destroy our foreign commerce: Was it igno- 
rance or was it a well-considered and determined attempt to 
frighten and deceive the American people: into voting the 
Demoeratic ticket? Whatever the motive, the ill-considered 
and indiscriminate denunciation of the Fordney-McCumber Act 
and all those who supported it cost the Republican Party tens 
of thousands of votes and defeated many Republican Congress- 
men. Fortunately, the attack did not quite accomplish its 
purpose, 

The record will show that we have bought more from foreign 
countries than ever before. A glance at our exports: will show 
that no matter how much we purchased: of any country’s goods 
that country would always buy where it could’ buy the cheapest. 

It is unnecessary for me to recall the criticisms directed 
against the Fordney-MeCumber bill by the metropolitan) press: 
We are all familiar with the denunciatory adjectives ttiat were 
freely if not daily used by the New York Herald. I take great 
pleasure in closing my observations with an extract from an 
article signed by. Mr. Frank Munsey, the owner and publisher 
of the Herald and Sun, and printed in the Sun January 2, 1924: 


Nineteen twenty-four should be a good year for the American people 
generally. 

The Sun thinks it will be a good year: 
financial conditions are sound. 

Our factories are-active: We have no idle men. Wages are high. 
The purchasing power of our people Is enormous. With the influx of 
foreign manufactured goods held down by an efficient economic tariff 
American mills and American factories are pushed to meet home de- 
mands. 


We all know what the word “ efficiency” means, but the word 
“economic” is pretty bread, and I confess that I was not sure 
of the complete definition, so I looked it up in Webster's Die- 
tionary. I find it defined in part as follows: 


Economie: Methodic, orderiy, thrifty. Pertaining to the management 
of the affairs of a government or a community, with reference to its 
source: of income, its expenditures, the development of its natural re- 
sources, etc.; hence of or pertaining to, or designating the science of 
economics, Practical’ in its application, utilitarian: Absence of legal 
restrictions of economic activities except for the preservation of equal 
rights of property, contract, ete., as in free trade. 


Business, economic, and 


I congratulate Mr. Munsey, and I congratulate the country, 
upon the fact that the publisher of these two great journals has 
seen the light, and that he has the courage now to publish to 
the American people the fact that the Fordney-MeCumber Act is’ 
methodie, orderly, and thrifty"; that it is “practical in its 
application, utilitarian”; that it has removed all legal restric 
tions from“ our economic activities, except for the preservation 
ngs eana rights of property, contract, and so forth, as in free 

e” 

The only objection. I have to this courageous nnd truthful ex- 
pression in this great paper by the owner is that some of the 
rates in the present McCumber Act are too low. Industries to- 
day are being driven out of business because of ruinous compe- 
tition from. foreign. countries. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, we have been. furnished by 
the Senator from Connecticut with an array of figures prepared, 
I assume, by the Department of Commerce: for the purpose: of 
justifying the iniquitous: tariff levies made upon the people of 
this country by the Fordney-McCumber Act, under which they 
now groan and stagger. I say to the Senator from Connecticut 
you can not convince the people of the United States by an 
array, of manipulated figures that the present tariff is not 
oppressive, and has not resulted in the: exploitation of the 
American masses to the profit of the recognized beneficiaries 
of these duties, and at whose demand they were imposed. I 
say to the Senator your boasted: tariff measure has. already 
received the condemnation. not only of the Democratic masses 
of the country but of the enlightened and: progressive masses 
of the Republican Party as well 

During the session. of the Congress when the Fordney-Mc- 
Cumber bill was passed this Chamber rang with denunciation 
of the Underwood tariff as a. free-trade: measure, a scheme of 
tariff taxation devised in. the interest of the foreigner, destruc- 
tive of the best interests of the country. It then seemed im- 
possible to induce any Senator on the other side of the Chamber 
supporting the Fordney-McCumber bill, by any course of per- 
suasion or argument, to concede that the Underwood tariff was 
anything: except a. free-trade measure, pure and simple: Let, 
despite this record, the distinguished Senator from Connecti- 
cut, a member of the Finance Committee, a champion of the 
Fordney-McCumber tariff, who has denounced the Underwood 
bill as- an iniquitous free-trade measure, now attempts to prove 
by figures that the Underwood Act was about as much of a pro- 
tective tariff measure as the Fordney-McCumber Act is, for he 
has just told us that the average rate of tariff under the Under- 
wood Act was 33 per cent, while the average rate under the 
Fordney-McCumber tariff is only 34 per cent. He Has heard 
the loud lamentations of the people and seeks to appease them 
by telling them Republican rates are only slightly higher than 
the Democratie rates. 

Mr. MeLEAN. Mr. President, the Senator from North Caro- 
1 — 

Mr. SIMMONS. So, Mr. President; if the Underwood Act 
was a: free-trade measure, as heretofore: charged by the Sena- 
tor and his party, the Senator has succeeded in establishing, 
by his figures, that the Fordney-McCumber measure is also a 
free-trade measure, and this would seem to be the logie of the 
Senator’s attempt to answer the outcry of the people against 
that measure. [Applause.] 

Mr. MCLEAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I deciine to be interrupted: The Senator 
would not permit me to interrupt him, and I do not intend to let 
him interrupt me. 

When the Senator said he would not submit to an interruption 
from me, I did not continue to seek to interrupt him: I do not 
think I have misrepresented him. I heard the Senator's figures. 
I heard him attempt to impose upon the country the idea, 
that the Fordney tariff measure impesed average rates but 1 per 
cent higher than the rates imposed, in the Underwood. tariff, 
which he denounced as a free-trade measure, and Lam referring 
to this simply for the purpose of showing the absurdity, of the 
contention. of the Senator and. to show. that his figures proved 
too much. If they prove what he seems to claim, they prove 
what every intelligent man in this country knows is not true, 
but of course figures can be arranged so as to misrepresent the 
truth: 

At the time the Senate had the present tariff act under consid- 
eration it was estimated that its adoption would mulct the Amer- 
ican consumer to the extent of about $3,000,000,000 a year: That 
was the estimate made by a representative of a certain great 
tariff association in this country, which was addressing its efforts 
toward securing a fair and equitable tariff. I presented these 
estimates to the Senate in the discussions of that bill. A rep- 
resentative: of that very association, I am advised; after this 
law had been in operation for more than a year, fully cognizant 
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of its effect upon prices in this country, after full Investi- 
gation as to the amount that was actually being collected out 
of the people, by increased prices by reason of tariff pro- 
tection and immunity, revised its estimate, and, according to my 
recollection, estimated that the actual tribute being paid to the 
great industrial concerns through the operations of these high 
and exorbitant rates amounted not to $3,000,000,000, as was 
estimated when the bill was under consideration, but to $4,500,- 
000,000. A study of the situation tends to convince me that the 
first estimaie was too low and that the last estimate is nearer 
the truth. 

The Senator says that there has been no falling off of im- 
ports, as predicted by the Democrats, but that there has been 
an immense increase since the passage of this act, and the 
Senator speaks from the record in that respect. Mr. Presi- 
dent, the Senator did not explain to the Senate, and he did not 
advise the country, why this increase has taken place, because 
the statement of the cause of that increase would show the 
extent to which the American people have been and are being 
exploited largely by virtue of this tariff act. Of course, we 
all understand that conditions in the war-wrecked countries of 
Europe, their treasuries depleted, unable to find money with 
which to buy the necessary things they require for home con- 
sumption, they have been driven to the necessity of exporting 
anything for which they could find a market in any country in 
the world, even though they might be forced to sell in a for- 
eign market at below the cost of production in their home 
market. That situation naturally lent itself to the increase 
of importations into this country. That accounts in part for 
the large importations of merchandise, especially things on the 
free list. Many of those imports were brought here and sold, 
maybe for a small profit or even at a sacrifice, in order to 
obtain the money necessary to buy things which Europe had 
to have or starve. But that is not the chief reason for this 
increase in importations. 

What do we find in this country to-day? During the war, 
when every factory was running at full blast, when it was 
necessary to supply a greatly increased home demand, and 
when it was necessary for us to furnish supplies and war ma- 
terials not only for the conduct of the war on our part but to 
enable our allies successfully to carry on the struggle, the 
vast demand created for the products of our factories and our 
mines and our fields, with the depletion that had taken place in 
the ranks of our labor, advanced prices in the American market 
to an unheard-of level. Never were such prices demanded for 
products upon the face of the earth. The very extent and 
height of them appalled the imagination of the American 
people. r 

Everybody recognized the fact that it was absolutely neces- 
sary that as soon as possible we should get rid of those high 
prices; that the prices of all products should come down to a 
fairly uniform and normal level. That was the demand, and 
that was the expectation of the American people. And yet, Mr. 
President, five years after the war has ended there is but one 
industry in the United States whose prices have come down to 
anything like normal, and that is the great agricultural in- 
dustry, upon which tariff rates indeed were imposer, but tariff 
rates it was known would not be operative. It is therefore the 
one industry in this country to-day in which tariff duties play 
no part in the fixing of the prices of its products. The prices 
of agricultural products have dropped and dropped until to- 
day they are almost as low and in some instances even lewer 
thun before the war. If there has been any increase in any 
direction it is because of extraordinary and exceptional tem- 
porary conditions, 

But how has it happened as to prices in the highly protected 
and monopolized industries? What has been the effect of these 
five years of peace upon the prices of their products which are 
now protected by tariff rates, the highest ever imposed in this 
or any other country upon the face of the earth? Have they 
reduced their prices? Oh, in a few instances slightly, but I 
ask Senators here, and I ask the press of the country, and I ask 
the masses of the people of the country if the prices which now 
obtain for these tariff and trust protected products are not in 
most cases approximately the same as in war times, and if as a 
result there is much difference in the cost of living then and 
now? That is the fact. The Senator from Connecticut can not 
argue with a fact. He can not destroy a fact. He must look 
the fact in the face. 

Mr. McLEAN, Mr. President, will the Senator permit an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No. The Senator would not let me inter- 
rupt him, and I shall not now let him interrupt me. 

Now, Mr. President, when it was said upon the floor of the 
Senate during the consideration of the present tariff act that 


importations would be cut off by the passage of that act, we 
hoped, and under Republican assurances backed by an in- 
sistent public demand for reduction in the cost of living we 
expected, that high war prices would be forced down, to some 
extent at least, notwithstanding the act, and it was believed if 
prices reached anything like a normal level it would be utterly 
impossible for foreign countries to sell their products in the 
American market In competition with our own producers pro- 
tected by these high tariff duties—and such would have been 
the ease. If the price of our trust-controlled and tariff-pro- 
tected products had been reduced to something near the level 
that obtains as to agricultural preducts, there would have 
been, instead of an increase, a great reduction in importations, 
because the Fordney-McCumber rates would have been in those 
conditions practically prohibitive. But if you maintain the high 
prices in the United States which are now demanded and which 
the people are now required to pay, of course the foreigner 
can easily pay almost any tariff that you may impose upon 
8 and yet sell his goods in this high-priced market at a 
profit. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Grrene in the chair). Does 
the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield. 

Mr. GERRY. I would like to ask the Senator if he has 
noticed in the manufacturing districts, where these high prices 
prevail, whether there has been any inclination to raise wages, 
unless the increase has been forced upon the employers by 
strikes and the demands of labor? 

Mr, SIMMONS. On the contrary, I will say to the Senator, 
there has been a disposition all along the line, where it was 
possible, to reduce wages. 

These high tariff duties are the thing that makes it possible 
for the industries to exact from the American people the high 
prices that make the market here so high that the foreigner 
can pay these high tariff charges and still sell his goods at a 
profit. The vicious effect of its iniquity has in its extent sur- 
prised even those of us who opposed it. 

We all know that during the war we had a remarkable con- 
solidation of the industries of the United States into com- 
binations and trusts and into agreements and understandings 
that were tantamount to combination in their effect upon the 
fixing of prices. We all know that this war, like the Civil 
War, bred and fed and fostered trusts and monopolies. When 
the war closed nearly every major industry in the conntry was 
in some sort of combination. Whether it was a monopoly or 
a trust in terms, it was sufficiently monopolized to enable the 
industry to fix the prices of its own products, 

Having received their impetus during the war, their very 
complete monopolization was soon accomplished after the enact- 
ment of the Fordney tariff. To maintain this monopolistic sit- 
uation in peace times they needed the protection of high tariff 
rates. So by trust combination and tariff protection they have 
succeeded in maintaining a level of prices in the protected indus- 
tries so high that it has been possible for foreign goods to come 
in notwithstanding the exorbitant tariff imposition. These con- 
ditions have created a situation which has distressingly vic- 
timized the great army of consumers, First they must pay the 
high price of the domestic product. Next they must pay the 
high tariff upon the foreign product. He is canght coming 
and going. It is that very situation to-day that makes this 
tariff measure, the high rates in this tariff law, twofold more 
oppressive than a moderate tariff with only reasonable profit 
made by the American producer. 

The Senator from Connecticut read from some declaration in 
one of my speeches—for I made many of them when that meas- 
ure was under consideration—in which I said that when I saw 
the extent to which the American people were to be exploited 
by class legislation it made my blood run cold in my veins. 
I now say when I contemplate the fact that through monopoliza- 
tion, special privilege, and tariff bounties a situation has been 
created in this country which enables these fayored groups to 
fix and maintain prices as high as the traffic will bear, thus 
mulcting to the extent of billions of dollars annually the great 
consuming masses—farmers, laborers, salaried men and women— 
my wrath and indignation at the injustice and inhumanity of 
it all is profound. 

It does not impeach anything that I have said in connection 
with tariff making, and I do not marvel at it, that imports 
have come into the United States freely under those conditions, 
for I know that under those conditions if the tariff were one- 
fourth or even one-third higher than now they would still come 
in, because there is no other market in the world where such 
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“prices prevail. You can not deceive the American people with 
an array of figures, 

Senators on the other side of the Chamber talk about the 
high surtaxes imposed on big incomes and want to reduce them 
one-half. I tell these Senators that the greatest surtax that 
ever was imposed upon any people is in the opportunities of 
exploitation given many of the big income-producing industries, 
and which have been taken advantage of to the full extent 
through Republican tariff legislation. 

The money that these big income earners are having to pay 
by virtue of the so-called high surtaxes is, relatively speaking, 
small compared with the high surtaxes, so to speak, that they are 
levying upon the American peopie by virtue of the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff and the monopoly immunity enjoyed by those 
big interests under this administration. The tribute they levy 
upon the consumers of the country is far greater than the sur- 
tax which the Government exacts from their bloated incomes. 

What has happened to the American farmer? The Repub- 
lican Party gave him certain tariff duties. Everybody knew, 
or should have known, that that legislation was a gold brick; 
everybody knew, or should have known, it was not golug to 
keep out imports, because, on account of domestic conditions 
of production, there would be no imports in most cases any- 
way. As was predicted, the existing tariff law has been in- 
effective as to the farmer so far as helping him is concerned. 
They have in the main been inoperative, and he has had to 
bear the burden where the protection given to other industries 
was operative and effective. The tariff has not been worth 
anything to him, 

Moreover, the farmers, by reason of their numbers, can not 
successfully organize themselves into monopoly and fix the price 
of their own products. They enjoy none of these law-given 
immunities and bounties which fix the prices of those favored 
with them, so he has not prospered and has been made the goat 
of others. Destroy every monopoly which exists in the indus- 
tries of the United States to-morrow, and the high prices which 
we are now paying will come down as the prices of the farmers’ 
products have come down, and the tariff wall which has been 
created by the McCumber law will keep out importations. 

Bring down prices to a proper level, a level which all of us 
have a right to demand, Mr. President, and I say that the 
Fordney-McCumber law would be a Chinese wall thrown around 
the United States. But I say, on the other hand, that, so long 
as the great industries ean fix their prices as high as they 
please and sell in the foreign market for practically one-half 
or two-thirds of the price for which they sell in the home 
market, the foreigner can send his goods here in volume and, 
after paying the duty, sell them in this market for more money 
than he can get for them at home or anywhere else in the 
world. The American people have begun to understand that 
situation, and that is the reason they have already spewed 
out of their mouths this tariff law. 

I say here to-day that whenever the Republican Party is in 
power the country is run and controlled by an invisible govern- 
ment. I say that there sits in the White House to-day an 
immaculate gentleman for whom I personally have great re- 
spect, who seems to be quite satisfactory to the invisible gov- 
ernment that is unhappily directing our publie affairs; that 
is the reason why suddenly, almost overnight, all the agencies 
of publicity controlled by the great monopolized industries of 
the United States, and reaching every nook and corner of every 
township and village, were put into operation in behalf of 
retaining him in his present exalted position. He holds their 
own views and they will stand by him. I say that that sinister 
power has full sway and control in the United States, and so 
long as it maintains that position of power and vantage prices 
are going to be kept up to the war level wherever monopoly 
is possible, and the farmer, by reason of his inability to pro- 
tect himself, is going to be the goat; the laboring man, by 
reason of his inability to protect himself, is going to be the 
goat; and the salaried man, by reason of his inability to pro- 
tect himself, is going to be the goat. 

The foreigner is enabled to come here and sell his goods at a 
satisfactory price because our Government, in its fostering care 
of these privileged classes, has made it possible for him to pay 
these high, exorbitant, unheard-of, oppressive tariff duties and 
still receive in net price a profit on the costs of production; but 
always and every time, whether resulting from the duties paid 
on importations or whether it results from the high prices 
which the hundred million of consumers in this country have to 
pay by reason of the monopolistic prices that have obtained 
and that will obtain in case the Republican Party shall continue 
in power and pursue the policy it has pursued in recent years, 
the farmer and the laboring man and the salaried man will 
have to bear the burden of these high prices. 


Oh, the Senator from Connecticut says under the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff we have unparalleled prosperity; all the fae- 
tories are in operation, all the mines are open; prosperity hag 
Settled itself upon a happy country and everything is moving 
along smoothly and gloriously, Yet that statement comes right 
upon the heels of Mr. Mellon's appeal to Congress to cut down 
the surtaxes, because, as he claims, if we do not cut them down 
from the point at which they are fixed in the present revenue 
law we can not have prosperity in the United States, for the 
reason that capital will not go into the industries but will go 
instead into tax-free securities, 

That is a fake argument, and the Senator has proved it. He 
has told the truth. The factories are running at full blast. 
The factories are expanding. New factories are being built 
every day. Business is expanding in every direction, and they 
can get all the money they want, and yet Mr. Mellon says that 
that rate has run money out of the channels of productive busi- 
ness into tax-free securities. 

There is not anything in it. It is a mere bogey man. Money 
and a plenty of it can be had to put into any industry that is 
reasonably sound and gives promise of fair profits. Of course, 
a large amount of money has been put into tax-free securities, 
I do not know, I am not prepared to say right now, where it 
comes from. I think a big part of it comes from the savings 
banks and the insurance companies and people who are so timid 
that they are unwilling to take any ordinary business risk in 
the investment of their capital; but the amount of money that 
has been put into tax-free securities here compared with the 
amount of money that has been put into American industries 
since those surtax rates were made, and even while the maxi- 
mum rate of 65 per cent obtained, is inestimably smaller. 

Mr. President, we are in an era of mobilization, exploitation, 
deliberate attempts to mislead the public in the interest of 
certain capitalistic schemes through the employment of the 
agencies of publicity. There has been nothing like it since the 
foundation of the earth, and I can see how it is being so 
effective in misleading the people, because that is what it is 
intended to do. These big industries, representing millions and 
sometimes billions of capital, all organized, each separate 
group organized into working arrangements, have developed 
as a part of their business a system of advertising, a system 
of reaching the public, that is almost incredible. Each of 
them has its own scheme or system and its own field of opera- 
tion. If you combine all these schemes and systems of pub- 
licity and add to them the control of a large part of the metro- 
politan press you haye a medium of publicity and propaganda 
that permeates the Republic in every direction, multiplies, and 
repeats itself from one end of the country to the other, All 
those several agencies have been mobilized for the purpose I 
am speaking about just as effectively as the Army of the 
United States was mobilized for the purpose of defeating Ger- 
many. They have been mobilized to one great end, and that end 
is to secure a reduction of the taxes upon the rich, to bring 
about the condition that existed in this country when the Re- 
publican Party was in power under Hanna and Aldrich, when the 
rich paid but a trifling part of the taxes to defray the expenses 
of the Government. The Democrats came in, and we taxed 
wealth so as to make it bear its full and fair part of the bur- 
den of government, and now those agencies acting in concert 
are mobilized, Mr. President, for one great purpose, and that 
purpose is to untax wealth and great business, to lift off their 
shoulders the burden that the Democratic Party properly 
placed upon them, and dump it once more upon the shoulders 
of the grent consuming masses. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yleld to the Senator from Arizona? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Just a minute, please. I see in it one of the 
greatest dangers to this Republic—this mobilizing, this facility 
and ease and effectiveness with which all the agencies and ave- 
nues of publicity can be controlled, and only such facts be pre- 
sented to the people these interests would deceive as are cal- 
culated to sustain their contention. 

But, Mr. President, I do not think this effort can succeed. It 
may flourish for a day. It may scare some timid people. It 
does not seare the Senate of the United States. It does not 
frighten me. I do not believe it frightens a single Democratic 
Senator on this floor. When we had the tariff bill here for our 
consideration these industries came up here and mobilized 
themselves, just as they are now, in favor of the unconscionable 
duties that Congress imposed in that bill, and they demanded 
what they wanted, and they got what they demanded. They 
substantially wrote that bill. The Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. McLean] had very little to do with writing that bill. The 
big interests wrote it, just as they are writing, through the 
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hand of Mr. Mellon, this bill When then wrote it they said 
they did not want it scratched. In the beginning they were 
impatient on the other side of any suggestion on this side that 
the thing was not perfect, and protested that it ought not to be 
amended, and said we were engaging in dilatory tactics; that 
we were frittering away the time of the country; and they con- 
tinued to say that until, through agitation here in this Cham- 
ber, in the presence of the American people, we got finally the 
ear of the press, and finally the ear of the people, and we cut 
that old thing to pieces. We could not get all the vice out of 
it, but we got a good deal of it out. 

Mr. President, I want to say, as I have heretofore said, that 
there is absolutely no disposition, I think, on this side of the 
Chamber to delay the discussion of this tax-reduction matter. 
Certainly we want the tax reduction bill to come out of the 
committee as quickly as possible. We want to get the bill in 
the open. We want it upon the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator yield to me at this point? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Pardon me just one minute, and I will. 
When we get the bill on the floor of the Senate I promise you, 
if I have the support of Senators on this side—and I think I 
shall have it—that we will agitate it and we will discuss it 
until we shall have brought the American people to a realiza- 
tion of its iniquity, and its actual purpose to shift the burden 
of taxation in the United States from the rich upon the shoul- 
ders of those who are least able to bear it. We will discuss 
the bill until we think we have enlightened the country and 
corrected the misleading information that this all-pervading 
monopolistic mobilization of the sources and channels of pub- 
-licity has sent out, and until the American people have been 
enlightened as to the way in which it is sought to wrong them 
in their rights and in their pocketbooks. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Arizona, In fact, I am 
ready to yield the floor to him. 

Mr. ASHURST. No, Mr. President: I hope the Senator will 
not yield the floor, because I want to ask him a question. 

The Senator from North Carolina haying been for many, 
many years a member of the Committee on Finance and some 
six years chairman of that committee, can doubtless supply 
me with this information. He is, of course, familiar with the 
brackets in the revenue act of 1921. Is the Senator able to 
tell me how much each year the Mellon bill would reduce the 
taxes of Andrew W. Mellon, of Pittsburgh, Pa., Secretary of 
the Treasury? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I could not give the Senator the figures, but 
I think he would get probably about the fourth or the third 
largest reduction of any taxpayer in the country. It would 
run up toward the million mark, I should imagine. 

Mr. ASHURST. I was informed yesterday by reputable 
authority 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish the Senator would give the facts to 
the Senate, and I yield the floor. 

Mr. ASHURST. No; I do not want the Senator to yield the 
floor. I want to ask him another question. I was advised 
yesterday that the Mellon plan, if it becomes a law, would re- 
duce the taxes of Andrew W. Mellon, Secretary of the Treasury, 
$500,000 annually. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not able to answer as to that. I wish 
I were. I think his reduction would be more than the figures 
stated. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall be very glad to have the assistance 
of the better-informed Senator from New York because I know 
that recently he has been carefully looking into these very 
matters of detail. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, one of my correspondents 
stated to me that Mr. Mellon's personal saving if the Mellon 
bill were to go into effect would amount to over $500,000 a 
year. 

TAXATION. 


Mr. ASHURST. About the time the Mellon plan or bill was 
proposed Mr. Henry Ford announced that he had come to the 
conclusion that he ought to support the administration of which 
Mr. Mellon is a member. There was a remarkable synchronizing 
of the promulgation of the Mellon plan and Mr. Ford's con- 
version from his attitude as a critic of, to that of a supporter 
of, the Coolidge administration. Is the Senator from New York 
able to tell me how much money Mr. Henry Ford would save 
annually if this Mellon plan were to become a law? i 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I regret that I do not 
seem to have with me a report showing the number of tax- 


payers in this country paying over $1,000,000 a year in taxes, 
but I assume, of course, that Mr. Ford is in that list, so his 
saving would be in excess of that of Mr. Mellon. 

Mr. ASHURST. In other words, as soon as the Mellon plan 
which reduces Mr. Ford’s taxes $1,000,000 per year is an- 
nounced, Mr. Ford announces himself for the plan. More altru- 
ism. The greatest good for the greatest number, and the 
greatest number is No. 1.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, in politics, beginning with Senator Hanna’s 
régime, we adopted the nomenclature of the poker table. Phrases 
which many Senators can not understand—for example, “ stand 
pat” and “full hand”—have come into use. Mr. Ford was 
progressive until Mr. Mellon dealt him a “full hand” of 
$1,000,000 a year, and then he did as all poker players do 
when dealt a “full hand,” he “stood pat.” [Laughter.] Mr. 
Ford said, “I will stand pat with a million dollars a year re- 
duction in my taxes.” 

Now, since we have learned from a reliable authority that 
Mr. Mellon’s taxes will be reduced by Mr. Mellon's bill by 
$500,000 or more a year, and Mr. Ford's taxes will be reduced 
$1,000,000 a year by Mr. Mellon's plan, which plan Mr. Ford 
now champions, it would be interesting to know how much 
every year Mr. John D. Rockefeller’s taxes would be reduced 
by the Mellon plan. 

Mr, DILL. Would it not be well to have in this tax bill a 
provision that would make income-tax returns open to the 
public, so that we could discuss more intelligently the matter 
of the amount of taxes pald by those who make these large 
incomes? 

Mr. ASHURST. That is a valuable suggestion. I vexed the 
ears of the Senate in 1916 and in 1917 by speaking on the 
necessity of making the income-tax returns public. It is 
wrong to refuse to the people the information as to how much 
taxes are being paid under the income tax law. There are, I 
assume, about 3,500 counties in the United States; I may mis- 
state the number, but it is not far from 3,500, and in every 
eounty in the United States, and in every parish, where they 
have parishes instead of counties, the most humble, the most 
inconspicuous citizen may walk into the office of the assessor 
or tax collector and say, What are the taxes of John Smith? 
What is the tax rate and how much tax is he paying?” In 
every county in the Union that may be done, Yet there is put 
up a screen, a mask, so that the citizen is absolutely precluded 
from ascertaining how much of an income tax his neighbor pays 
to the United States. Why this secrecy? I hope that the Mel- 
lon plan, if it becomes a law, or whatever plan does become a 
law, will provide that income-tax returns may be made public 
upon the application of any citizen. 

The Senator from New York has some figures as to Mr. 
Rockefeller's taxes, and I yield to him. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, it seems to me the Senate 
should have before it in this discussion some knowledge as 
to the number of taxpayers who will be benefited by these 
very large reductions, and I have in my hand to-day’s issue 
of the New York Herald, which gives some of those figures. 

Mr. ASHURST. I accept its figures. 

Mr. COPELAND. The editor is among the chief advocates 
of the Mellon pian. I find that there are 162 taxpayers who 
pay on ineomes amounting to from $300,000 to $500,000, 
amounting, all told, to $31,859,630. There are 63 taxpayers 
who have incomes of from $500,000 to $1,000,000, amounting 
all together to $25,112,090. There are 21 persons in this country 
paying taxes on incomes of $1,000,000 or more, a total of 
$31,419,726. In other words, 246 taxpayers in this country, 
now paying about $90,000,000, to be exact, $88,391,446. These 
246 persons will have their taxes reduced by the Mellon plan 
to $45,000,000. In other words, 246 citizens in this country 
will save $45,000,000 under the operation of the Mellon pian, 
an average of about $180,000 each. 

Mr. ASHURST. I thank the Senator for supplying those 
figures. I am in hearty sympathy with Mr. Mellon's idea of 
precluding by constitutional amendment—and I think such an 
amendment is necessary—the further issuance of tax-exempt se- 
curities, whether issued by Federal Government, by State, by 
city, by town, county, or precinct. In this country there is no 
place for tax-exempt securities. All property should bear its 
fair proportion of the taxes levied for the support of the Gov- 
ernment. Therefore I am that far and to that extent in hearty 
accord and agreement with Mr. Mellon’s plan, and I commend 
him for the industry and the courage with which he has adyo- 
eated that necessary and wise constitutional amendment, and I 
shall vote for the same. But I am disgusted that he should be 
making a drive, by an insidious and alluring propaganda, for a 
reduction in the taxes of men of great wealth, whilst he urges 
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at the same time a disproportionate reduction in the taxes of 
the men of modest incomes and small incomes. His proposition 
is unfair and one-sided, His plan inures to his own financial 
benefit and to the financial benefit of those who, like himself, 
have large incomes, I do not speak of him with any envy or 
any ill feeling because of his large income, but it ill becomes a 
man in public office to conduct a furious propaganda in favor 
of a plan which means $500,000 a year to his own pocket. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ari- 
zona yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. There is another phase of this 
question which presents a picture very much worse to the 
American people than that alluded to by the Senator. Within 
the last day or two I have read that the Ford corporation last 
year made in profits over $125,000,000, and that it is anticipated 
that its profits for the present year will reach at least $200,- 
000,000. Under the present law there is a flat tax upon cor- 
porations of only 123 per cent. It is neediess to say that Mr, 
Ford does not pay out those vast earnings of his corporation 
in dividends to himself, but they are retained in the corpora- 
tion. We know how he is spreading his industries from week 
to week and month to month, spending fabulous sums of 
money in new enterprises paid for out of earnings retained in 
the corporation which he controls. If those earnings in his 
corporation were taxed to him as an individual, his taxes, 
instead of amounting to one or two million dollars a year, 
would amount to forty or fifty or sixty million dollars a year, 
and that would be the just proportion of taxes which he should 
pay; but under this law which Mr. Mellon sponsors Mr. Ford 
will not only save a half million or a million a year, but if 
the law is permitted to remain as it is, he will save fifty 
million a year. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I accept the statement of the 
Senator from New Mexico, because he is a member of the 
Finance Committee, has had vast experience and has shown 
much wisdom in dealing with taxation. 

Mr. COPELAND, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arizona 
yield to the Senator from New kork? 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. As an evidence of the very unfair propa- 
ganda which is going about with reference to the Mellon plan, 
I desire to read a paragraph or two from the leading editorial 
in the New York Herald of this morning. I think it is appro- 
priate to the discussion. It says: 

The opposition to the Mellon plan represents politics. It has various 
faces, but they are all the faces of the politician. X 

There is the peculiar face presented in Senator COPELAND’S speech 
yesterday, a speech in which he demanded tax reduction, a huge cash 
bonus, and a decision by the Supreme Court which would prevent the 
issue of tax-exempt bonds. This is the weirdest and most impossible 
sort of politics. Even the Democratic side of Congress will not take 
such a proposal seriously. 

Most of the men in Congress who are blocking the Mellon plan are 
politicians, who regret that they were not the authors of that very 
popular program. They see that it has taken hold of the public. They 
know only one kind of strategy with which to oppose it. That is the 
strategy of offering more to the small taxpayer and less to the big 
taxpayer than the Mellon plan offers, 

The trouble with their schemes is that they are not based, as the 
Mellon plan is based, on hard facts and figures. 


Mr. President, I contend that the owner of the New York 
Herald, who is also the owner of the New York Telegram and 
the New York Sun and Globe, is a man who in this matter is 
interested in only one kind of hard facts, and they are hard 
Silver dollars. Mr. Munsey undoubtedly is one of the men in- 
eluded in the list which I read a few minutes ago, and he has 
a direct personal financial interest in the passage of the Mellon 
bill, because it will lower his taxes, 

Mr. ASHURST. How much? 


Mr. COPELAND. Anywhere from $100,000 to half a million 
dollars a year, I say that it is unfair for men who have such 
a direct personal interest in this proposition to rail at honest 
men in this body who are trying to serve the country and the 
best interests of the country. They are accused of being poli- 
ticians because they are trying to serve the interests of the 
great multitudes. I am here to say that so far as this side 
of the Chamber is concerned we are not frightened or abashed 
one bit by anything said by great newspapers controlled by 


men who would personally benefit by the reduction proposed by 


Mr. Mellon. We are not frightened by them, and we intend to 
go forward until the country knows the truth about this matter 
of tax reduction. We intend that those who are best entitled to 
receive the reduction shall receive it, and we are not particu- 
larly interested in the 246 men at the top of the list who are 
going to benefit to the extent of forty-five or fifty million dollars 
if the Mellon plan is adopted. 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I trust that the able Senator 
from New York, who is a first-class recruit in the Senate in the 
interests of the common good, will not take too seriously, or 
have his equanimity disturbed by, the charge that he is a 
politician, 


I have long ago gotten over that. If we had not been 
politicians we would not have gotten here. So to call me a 
politician disturbs me not at all. Before long the Senator from 
New York will be called a demagogue, I would rather be called 
a demagogue than a plutogogue. Real men who are not 
frightened by epithets—and I know the Senator is not to be 
frightened—will press forward and seek to do justice. Men 
who are worthy to remain in the Senate are not frightened by 
being called a demagogue. Thomas Jefferson was called a demo- 
gogue, and his followers were called a mob, but the immortal 
Jefferson dared to follow the best promptings of his heart and 
brain. Other men who tried to serve the rich and poor alike 
have been called demagogues and politicians, and I do not think 
we should be frightened from our intention to secure a fair tax- 
reduction bill simply because, forsooth, somebody may call us 
politicians, 

The reason I spoke to-day was that I have received an enor- 
mous number of letters from my State asking my view upon a 
proposed constitutional amendment precluding any further 
issuance of tax-exempt securities, and they have asked my view 
on the Mellon proposition. The letters are numerous, I have 
attempted to reply to them. Now similar letters are beginning 
to come from other States. 


Very recently a publication, and a creditable publication, the 
Saturday Evening Post, had an article entitled “ Cut yourself 
a piece of cake,” which inferred that any attempt even to hesi- 
tate or pause very long in examining the Mellon proposition 
would brand Senators and Representatives as demagogues, or 
words to that effect. 

“Cut yourself a piece of cake.” Why, Mr. President, that 
very publication, the Saturday Evening Post, and I speak of it 
with respect, has for many years each week been cutting itself 
a piece of cake. Its publications are transported over the coun- 
try for about 2 cents a pound—see question by Senator Mc- 
KErLLAR later—and it costs the Government 8 cents a pound to 
transport them. It “cuts itself a piece of cake“ every time it 
puts its publications in the mail. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spencer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Arizona yield to the Senator from New 
Mexico? 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Since interrupting the Senator 
a few moments ago my attention has been called to an article 
in the World Almanac for 1923, which I think is quite appro- 
priate to read at this time. The subject is printed in large 
type and asks the question, “ Who is the richest man?” It 
is an article taken from the Wall Street Journal of September 
20, 1922, and reads as follows: 


Henry Ford has in the Ford Motor Co. the largest income and, if 
capitalized, the largest fortune in the world. 

Profits, before taxes for 1922, will exceed $125,000,000. After taxes 
they will be $110,000,000, abont $100 a car. With these earnings the 
Ford Motor Co. could be capitalized at $2,000,000,000 and pay 5 per 
cent on that capital. 

Ford condemns bankers, but with $180,000,000 cash he himself is 
the largest individual banker in this country, if not in the world. 
Michigan sugar-beet growers and automobile manufacturers have little 
need for such a stupendous sum, and only a few millions are banked in 
Detroit. Wall Street—the financial center of the country—absorbs the 
other millions, and Ford accumulated profits expand and multiply with 
Wall Street assistance. 

In his newspaper interviews Ford says that Wall Street and the 
gold standard have outlived their usefulness, but his millions flow 
through to Wall Street at 4 per cent to bring his company a possible 
$7,200,000 gold standard money annually in interest. This is more 
than $6 profit for every car he produces. 

Even a Republican Congress unites to add to the Ford wealth. The 
company paid more than $50,000,000 in Federal taxes in 1921, 
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That was the last year for which we had an excess- profits 
tax. 

Because of the abolition of the excess-profits levy, it will pay only 
$16,000,000 in 1922. The Fords are $84,000,000 richer, though if 
they were to draw the riches out they would pay more than 50 per 
cent additional in personal income taxes. 

So Ford continues to pile up in his business the millions which find 
their way into Wall Street. His replacement parts business is so 
profitable that he could chop off his manufacturing profit of probably 
$80 a car and make more than $15,000,000 annually, or $14 on each 
car produced from the sale of parts necessary to keep the millions of 
Fords now on the roads in running condition. 

He could distribute this $14 as a bonus to his workmen and still 
make the $6 a car profit from interest. 

But he is not selling at cost. He is holding on to profits from 
interest, parts, and cars; $58,000,000 in the record 10 months ended 
last February, despite the heavy taxes; $110,000,000 in all proba- 
bility after taxes in 1922. 


I wish to call attention to the fact that that state of the 
revenue laws at the present time is a part of the so-called 
Mellon plan. Mr. Mellon has said nothing in his plan about 
taxing the undistributed profits of corporations. He has said 
nothing about putting an excess-profits tax upon the earnings 
of corporations. He would have them remain just as they are 
to-day, so that Mr. Ford and Mr. Mellon and these other people 
can retain their vast earnings, vast beyond the dream of any 
Creesus, and pay only a flat tax of 123 per cent, just the same 
as the regulated railroads of the country or the other utilities, 
where their fares are controlled by law. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ari- 
zona permit me to ask the Senator from New Mexico a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ASHURST. Certainly. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from New Mexico has probably 
more accurate information than any other man in this body, 
because he has given more study to the question, of the ex- 
tent to which the corporations of the country are escaping in- 
come tax by not distributing their earnings. I want to ask 
the Senator if he can advise the Senate as to how much of the 
earnings of corporations escape taxation by not being dis- 
tributed? 

Now, Mr. Mellon has complained that a good deal of money 
is diverted into tax-exempt securities because of this high rate, 
and I think it becomes very pertinent to ascertain how much 
money of the corporations of the country is evading taxation by 
a method just as effective as investing that money in tax- 
exempt securities, because when they do not distribute their 
earnings then of course they pay no taxes. My understanding 
is that something like 50 or 60 per cent of the earnings of the 
corporations of the country are not distributed and do not, 
therefore, pay any surtaxes. I think Mr. Mellon ought to ad- 
dress himself to a consideration of that question as a proper 
source for increasing the revenues of the Government. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. In response to the Senator’s 
question, I can only say that two days ago, at my suggestion, 
the Senate passed a resolution calling upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury for information upon that very question—that 
is, as to the amount of corporate earnings which remain undis- 
tributed in dividends. 

For some years, while a member of the Finance Committee, 
I tried to get definite statistics upon that subject and was not 
able to do so, but in the last revenue act I did succeed in hav- 
ing incorporated an amendment which is now in the law, which 
makes it the duty of the Treasury Department now to require 
the corporations to report their net earnings and distributions 
in such manner that the proportion of their earnings distributed 
and undistributed may appear. The Senate, through the res- 
olution to which I have referred, has called upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury for that information. 

But I can state roughly that upon the average the total 
8 of earnings of the corporations undistributed is about 
one-half. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That means 50 per cent? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Yes. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But what I would like to know is how 
much that amounts to. I would like to compare it with that 
part of the income of the country that escaped taxation by go- 
ing into tax-exempt bonds. I think it will be found that nearly 
as much, if not quite as much, escapes taxation by the undis- 
tributing process, which obtains to a very large extent among 
3 as escapes it by investment in tax-exempt secur- 

es 


Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Under the existing law, nobody 
but a financial idiot would adopt the method of tax-exempt se- 
curities for evading taxation if the law should continue as it 
is now. There is no reason in the world why under the pres- 
ent law he should not organize a corporation and simply with- 
draw from it in dividends enough to pay his actual living 
expenses and let the balance remain in the corporation and pay 
only 123 per cent. 

But upon the tax-exempt securities, which is a matter that 
has been raised up here as a ghost, the effect of it is just this: 
The man who buys tax-exempt securities to-day is paying to 
the Federal Government at least 21 per cent on the amount 
of his investment. The difference between the rate of interest 
which he gets on the wholly tax-exempt securities of the Gov- 
ernment to-day is reduced to such an extent that it amounts 
to about 21 per cent upon the income from his investment, 
To-day the tax-exempt securities bearing 84 per cent interest 
are selling at about par. The partially tax-exempt securities 
bearing 44 per cent at this time are selling at a little less than 
the wholly tax-exempt securities. If the 44 per cent bonds 
were wholly subject to taxation, I have not the slightest doubt 
that the rate of interest would have to be 44 per cent, and the 
difference in the rate of interest is capitalized in the purchase 
price of the bonds. 

So to-day in the tax-exempt securities which are brought to 
the country from the State and the local governments, in- 
stead of Mr. Mellon’s rich man escaping taxation through the 
difference in the price of the bonds which he buys he is con- 
tributing to the State governments and to local municipalities 
not less than 21 per cent, and, as I believe, fully 30 per cent. 
So upon those securities such men are paying just about twice 
in interest what they would have to pay if they put their 
investments into corporations that paid only 124 per cent. 
That is Just what these people are doing. They are piling up 
their earnings. . 

In the last year for which we had any excess-profits tax, a 
year of adversity in this country, when business was depressed 
perhaps more than it has been for a generation almost, I find 
this very astounding situation: The excess-profits tax for the 
year 1921 amounted to just about the same as the normal tax, 
or 10 per cent upon the invested capital of the corporations. 
These average figures, however, do not begin to tell the story. 
Comparatively few of the corporations make sufficient net 
earnings to subject them to the tax. I wish to call attention 
in this connection to—— 

Mr. ASHURST. Does the Senator wish to do that now? I 
am willing to yield if he wishes to make his statement now. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If the Senator from Arizona 
will permit me—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is very important. 

Mr. ASHURST. I think so, and I yield to the Senator from 
New Mexico for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I was merely going to refer 
to a few figures. 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The speech which the Senator from Arizona 
is making is so good that it will keep for a little while. 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield to the Senator from New Mexico 
because he can supply the figures readily. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. For instance, 856,397 corpora- 
tions made returns for the business of 1921, while only 137,239 
paid any income tax or had any net earnings subject to tax; 
and in the case of a great many of those corporations the 
amount of earnings was relatively small. They paid only the 
normal tax of 10 per cent upon the 8 per cent of their invested 
capital. However, I find this, for instance, in regard to manu- 
facturers of food products, bread and bakery products, and re- 
tail sales. Senators, of course, understand that the normal tax 
on corporations means a tax of 10 per cent on all their earn- 
ings. That normal tax amounted to $3,027,776. The law also 
provided for that year that on earnings in excess of 8 per cent 
upon the invested capital and not exceeding 20 per cent there 
should be an additional tax of 20 per cent, and on earnings 
in excess of 20 per cent on the invested capital and beyond the 
amount of the tax was 40 per cent. 

Then what do we find for the year 1921? That the manufac- 
turers of food products, while they paid a normal tax of only 
$3,000,000, paid nearly $6,000,000 of excess-profits taxes. So I 
might go on down the list. 

Take cereal preparations, Their manufacturers paid only 
$541,531 of the normal tax, but they paid $1,462,815 of excess. 
profits taxes. 
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1 will not take up the time of the Senator from Arizona to 
refer in detail to further figures. but I simply wish to give the 
total average for all these corporations. While the normal 
tax paid was only $366,000,000, those corporations paid in ex- 
cess-profits taxes $335,000,000. So, according to the Mellon 
plan, there was a gift of $335,000,000 to these same men whom he 
now desires to favor. 

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator be kind enough, for the 
purpose of the Rroorp, to designate at this point what is the 
document from which he is quoting? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I am quoting from “ Statistics 
of income from returns of net income for 1921,” complied under 
the direction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, It is 
a Government publication, 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes; I wanted the title of the document 
in the Recorp at this juncture for verity, not that I or anyone 
else here would question the Senator’s figures; but as it goes 
to the country, I wish it to appear from what the Senator was 
quoting. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, before the Senator from 
Arizona begins what he now contemplates saying, I wish to call 
his attention to the fact—— 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That as to the figures which the Senator 
gave a few moments ago in reference to second-class mail mat- 
ter, the rates have been changed, as the Senator will recall, 
within the last four or five years. The rates have been ad- 
vanced to about 2 and a fraction cents; but the discrepancy 


between what it costs the Government to transport second-class |” 


mail matter and what the Government receives for doing so 
is enormous, as the Senator has so well pointed out. I merely 
rose for the purpose of making that statement. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from 
Tennessee. Knowing his long and valuable service on the 
Senate Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, I accept his 
figures without question, and I have no doubt they are correct. 
So I will let my original remarks stand and let the Senator’s 
correction also stand, 

Therefore, instead of second-class mail matter, such as the 
valuable Saturday Evening Post—without which I would be 
distressed every Saturday night—paying 2 cents per pound for 
transmission through the mails, it now pays about 21 or 3 
cents per pound; but am I correct in the statement that it costs 
the Government about 8 cents a pound to ranspor the same? 

Mr. McKELLAR, It would cost something like that. 

Mr. ASHURST. Then I am at least on reasonably safe 
ground when I say that the Saturday Evening Post and other 
such publications do cut themselves a very large slice of cake 
and lick their chops furiously as down goes the frosting put on 
by the Government. 

Mr. President, I wish it distinctly understood that I am 
willing and anxious to support and vote for Mr. Mellon's sug- 
gestion as to a constitutional amendment preciuding here- 
after the issuance of any more tax-exempt securities, whether 
issued by Nation, State, county, township, or city, or otherwise. 
I am in agreement with Mr. Mellon upon that. I am speaking 
for myself, and, of course, I would not attempt on this matter 
of tax-exempt securities to speak for my party. 

Moreover, I think Mr. Mellon is correct when he says that 
the people of this country are entitled to tax reduction, and 
that my constituents also are correct when they request me 
to assist in securing tax reduction to the extent of, at least, 
about $325,000,000 annually; but I do not relish the suggestion 
that is dinged into my ears by speakers and lecturers and 
thrown upon the screen in the moving-picture shows that I 
must swallow the Mellon plan without reading the same. I 
am not going to be alarmed by propaganda. I am going to 
assist in tax reduction, but I repeat I do not want to make the 
person of small income bear the whole burden and allow Mr. 
Henry Ford, Mr. John D. Rockefeller, and Mr. Andrew W. 
Mellon, and others of large means to escape fair taxation. Let 
there be a proportionate reduction; let Mr. Mellon and Mr. 
Rockefeller and the Morgan interests and the Ryan interests 
and the Ford interests have a proportionate reduction, and I 
will be with you on the Mellon plan. 

Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. President 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator knows that an effort Is being 
made to put the Democrats in an attitude of opposing any re- 
duction of taxes, and opposition to what is called the “ Mellon 
plan” is construed to be opposition to reducing taxes. 

Mr. ASHURST. I know that. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I favor and shall insist upon a fair and 
large tax reduction. The Democratic Party did not levy the 
taxes which have resulted in exacting from the people $350,- 
000,000 more than is necessary for the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. It was Republican legislation that collected out of 
the people this unnecessary amount. Of course, we all under- 
stand that when the people have been required to pay more 
into the Treasury than is needed to support the Government 
that money ought to be returned as quickly as possible to the 
people by a reduction in their taxes. Therefore, I take it that 
every man in this country will recognize the justice of reducing 
the taxes to the extent of the surplus that has been accumulated 
in the Treasury by excessive taxation. 

The Mellon plan, of course, seeks to reduce taxes, but it seeks 
to reduce taxes in a particular way. 

Mr. ASHURST. That is the viciousness of the plan. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And the fact that we are opposed to the 
Mellon plan does not mean in the slightest degree that we are 
opposed to reducing taxes. 

Mr. ASHURST. Let me suggest z 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will ask the Senator to allow me to pro- 
ceed for a moment longer. 

Mr. ASHURST. Very weil. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am bitterly opposed to the Mellon plan; 
I am in favor of reducing taxes; I want to reduce them in part 
in the way suggested by Mr. Mellon; I want to reduce them so 
far as theaters are concerned; I want the taxes taken off of 
railroad tickets 

Mr. ASHURST. Certainly; and so do I. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And telegraph messages, 

Mr. ASHURST. Certainly; and so do I. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want taxes of that character removed, 
and there are certain other nuisance taxes which ought to be 
repealed or reduced, such as the taxes on moving pictures and 
the like. I think, as I have no doubt the Senator thinks, that 
there are some of the income taxes, especially upon men of small 
means, that ought to be lighter than they are. We tried to get 
them reduced when the bill was passed, but we could not do it. 
We are in fayor of reducing them now. We are in favor of re- 
ducing taxes, but we do not want to reduce those taxes so that a 
few very rich people in this country will get the chlef benefit of 
the reduction and the masses will get a mere sop. For instance, 
taxes can be so reduced that a few thousand people in this coun- 
try will get the benefit of two-thirds of the reduction and 30,- 
000,000 or. 40,000,000 other taxpayers will get the benefit of only 
one-third of the reduction. When you and I stand here and 
oppose that unjust scheme of reducing taxes we do not mean to 
inveigh against wealth, 

Mr. ASHURST. Not at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We do not mean to say that wealth is not 
a very good thing, that accumulation of property is not a good 
thing; of course they are good things, for they mean power, 
they mean greatness, they mean prosperity. We want tu en- 
courage men to make money, but what we are opposed to is 
giving the rich men of this country, who are able to pay taxes, 
an advantage over the poor men who are not able to pay 
taxes. 

After the war closed big business came here and wanted the 
excess-profits tax taken off of them. We took it off. During 
the consideration of the last bill they came here and asked 
for a reduction of one-half in the surtax, and we took off 
15 points, reducing it from 65 per cent, the maximum surtax, 
to 50 per cent. Now they come and want to cut it half in two 
again. If we shall give them that full reduction, Mr. President, 
I want to say to the Senator that we will be giving the rich 
people of this country who are able to pay these taxes a greater 
advantage in the reduction than we give to the masses of the 
people. I am not in favor of doing that, and I am not inveigh- 
ae 1 wealth when I say that either; I simply want 
ust ice. s 

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator has admirably summarized 
the issues. From the day of the organization of the Democratie 
Party if it has had one principle upon which Democrats have 
always agreed, it is that the citizen, rich or poor, should 
not be taxed higher than the actual necessities of the Govern- 
ment required economically to administer the affairs of govern- 
ment. It isa hollow mockery and a sham for anyone to pretend 
that any member of the Democratic Party wants to tax either 
the rich or the poor beyond what is actually necessary economi- 
cally to administer the Government; and a man Is certainly not 
a Democrat—he may be everything else that is good, but he 
can not be a Democrat—if he insists upon a disproportionate 
reduction in the taxation between rich and poor. There ought 
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That is the fault that I find 
with the Mellon plan. I do not intend to stand here or sit 
here and be pilloried as an enemy of tax reduction, and I shall 
cheerfully bear the epithet of demagogue and politician if I be 
able to assist in securing a proportionate, fair, equitable tax 
reduction. I repeat that Jam prepared to vote for the constitu- 
tional amendment prohibiting tlie issuance of further tax- 
exempt securities. I am prepared to vote for tax reduction, 
provided it be proportionate and fair as between the rich and 
the poor; but I am not prepared to vote and I am not going to 
be prepared to vote for a large reduction on men of large in- 
comes and a small reduction or practically no reduction in the 
taxes of men of small or modest incomes. 

It is the duty of the Government, State and Federal, to protect 
property rights and the Government is going to protect property. 
With what poor grace, then, does it come from men of large 
means to flood Congress with letters and telegrams and petitions 
and speeches urging a disproportionate reduction in the taxes. 

Against the rich men as such I have no word. I am not 
against wealth simply because it is large. The phrase “big 
business” to me carries no epithet. I am a friend of big busi- 
ness if it be an honest big business and pays its proportion 
of taxes. The phrase “big business” never did frighten me; 
but I do want it to pay its proportion of the taxes. In conclu- 
sion, I will say it is a singular circumstance that in all the con- 
tests I have waged to secure proper hospitalization of soldiers 
who fought to save the hide and fortunes of opulent men of 
large incomes I have never received the slightest’ encourage- 
ment, the slightest word of cheer or comfort, from those who 
are now seeking tax reduction on their large incomes, 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ASHURST. T yield. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator knows that a large part of the 
income of the rich in this country is invested in corporations. 

Mr. ASHURST. Les. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The corporation income tax at present is 
123 per cent. 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Jones] 
has just told us that only about one-half of that, or 50 
per cent of the earnings of corporations, is actually distributed, 
and the part which is not distributed of course pays no tax at 
all; so that the corporations in which the fortunes of these 
rich men are mostly invested actually pay only 6} per cent upon 
the total incomes of those corporations. That part of the in- 
come tax which the corporation pays is only 6} per cent, if 
they distribute only one-half. It may be that a good part of 
the undivided and undistributed surplus may be reinvested in 
the plants and in expansion of business, but certainly in that 
event even they are still increases of wealth to the stockholders, 
The only other additional tax that the rich man will pay if Mr, 
Mellon's scheme prevails will be a small normal tax and a sur- 
tax of 25 per cent upon his income, upon his stock in those 
corporations, after it gets into his hands. Can the Senator find 
anywhere else in the tax bill any specific tax that the very rich 
of this country will pay except that? 

Mr. ASHURST. I am unable to. > 

Mr. SIMMONS. And if we relieve them from-all taxation 
except that, the Senator knows that the ultrarich—the great 
American fortunes—will have succeeded once more in dumping 
most of our national tax burden upon the 100,000,000 consumers 
who are least able to bear it. 


CHAIRMANSHIP OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 
Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 


quorum. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 


The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to 
their numes: 


to be proportionate reduction. 


Adams Dial Johnson, Minn. Norbeck 
Ashurst Dill Jones, N. Mex. Norris 
all Edwards Jones, Wash. Oddie 
Bayard Fernald Kendrick Overman 
Brandegee Ferris Keyes Owen 
Brookhart Fess King Pepper 
Broussard Fletcher Lad Phipps 
Bruce Frazier La Follette Pittman 
Bursum George Lenroot Ralston 
Cameron Gerr; ge Reed, Pa. 
Capper Gooding McKellar Robinson 
Caraway Greene McKinley Sheppard 
Copeland Hale MeNar: Shields 
Couzens Harris Mayfield Shipstead 
Harrison Moses Shortridge 
Dale Howell Neely Simmons 


Smith Stephens Walsh, Mont. Willis 
Smoot Sterling Warren 

Spencer Trammell Weller 

Stanfield Walsh, Mass, Wheeler 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-seven Senators bav- 
ing answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 
The unfinished business before the Senate is the election of a 
chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BRANDEGHE (when his name was called). I am 
paired on this matter for the day with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Ranspxeti]. I transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from New York [Mr. WapswortH] and vote for Mr. 
CUMMINS, 

Mr. HARRISON (When his name was called). I have a pair 
on this vote with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS], who is unavoidably absent. I transfer that pair to 
the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reen] and vote for Mr. 
SMITH; 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 
If he were present he would vote for Mr. Surry. I trans- 
fer that pair to the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epar] 
and vote for Mr. OUMMINS. 

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as on the last ballot with regard to my 
pair and its transfer, I vote for Mr. SMITH. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The senior Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Swanson] is necessarily absent during the day, and 
I promised to take care of him in the matter of a pair. I 
transfer my pair with that Senator to the senior Senator from 
California [Mr. Jounson], who I understand would vote as I 
shall vote. I:therefore vote for Mr. Couzens. 

Mr. SIMMONS (after voting for Mr. Smrrx). I desire to 
inquire whether the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Har- 
RELD] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That Senator has not voted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have a pair with that Senator, and in his 
absence of course I withdraw my vote. If he were present, I 
understand he would vote for Mr. Cummins, and I would vote 
for Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Ernst] is paired with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY], and that the junior Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. McLean] is paired with the junior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Guass]. 

The ballot resulted—for Mr. Cummins 29, for Mr. Surra 39, 
for Mr. Couzens 6, as follows: 

FOR MR. CUMMINS—29. 


Ball Fess McNary Stanfield 
Brandegee Greene Moses Sterling 

ruce Hale Oddie Warren 
Bursum Keyes Pepper Weller 
Cameron Lenroot Phipps Willis 
Curtis Lodge Reed, Pa. 
Dale McCormick Shortridge 
Fernald McKinley Smoot 

FOR MR. SMITH—39. 
Adams Ferris Kin Robinson 
Ashurst Fletcher Lad Sheppard 
Bayard Frazier La Follette Shields 
Brookhart George McKellar Shipstead 
Broussard Gerry Mayfield Stephens 
Caraway Harris Neely Trammell 
Copeland Harrison Overman Walsh, Mass, 
Dial Johnson, Minn. Owen Walsh, Mont. 
Din Jones, N. Mex. Pittman Wheeler 
Edwards Kendrick Ralston 
FOR MR, COUZENS—6. 

Capper Howell Norbeck Norris 
Gooding Jones, Wash. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-four Senators have 
voted; necessary to a choice, 38. Senator Couzens has 6 votes, 
Senator Cum»ins has 29 votes, Senator Sarra has 39 votes, and 
is elected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Farrell, 
one of its clerks, communicated to the Senate the following 
resolution (H. Res. 140) adopted as a tribute to the memory of 
Hon. CLAUDE KITCHIN, late a Representative from the State of 
North Carolina; 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that 
opportunity may be given for tributes to the memory of Hon. CLAUDE 
Ktromx, late a Member of this House from the State of North 
Carolina. 
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Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased and in recognition of his distinguished public career the 
House, at the conclusion of these exercises, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolwed, That the Clerk send a copy of these resolutions to tha 
family of the deceased. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 5 minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened and (at 5 o'clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 10, 1924, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 9, 1924. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
Howard M. Gore to be Assistant Secretary of Agriculture. 
GOVERNOR OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS. 
Philip Williams to be Governor of the Virgin Islands. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Roy L. Morse to be United States attorney, eastern district of 
Wisconsin. 
Untrep States MARSHAL. 


George A. Mauk to be United States marshal, district of 
Arizona, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. . 


Edward W. Eberle to be chief of naval operation, with the 
rank of admiral, 

Andrew T. Long to be chief of the Bureau of Navigation, with 
the rank of rear admiral. 

Claude ©. Bloch to be chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, with 
the rank of rear admiral. 


To be rear admirals. 


William D. MacDougall. William A. Moffett. 
Lucius A. Bostwick. Julian L. Latimer. 


To be pay directors, with rank of rear admiral. 


Thomas 8. Jewett. 
Frederick K. Perkins. 
Theodore J. Arms. 
To be captains. 


Paul Foley. 

Benyaurd B. Wygant. 
Manley H. Simons, jr. 
Ivan E. Bass, 

Burrell C. Allen. 
Arthur P. Fairfield. 
Lloyd S. Shapley. 
John C. Fremont, 
Walter N. Vernou. 


To be commanders, 


George C. Logan. 
Douglas W. Fuller. 
George H. Laird. 
John B. Earle. 
Raymond F. Frellsen. 
Henry G. Shonerd. 
Ellis Lando. 

Thomas A. Symington. 
Harlow T. Kays. 
Clarence N. Hinkamp. 
Charles R. Clark. 
Harold V. McKittrick. 


Bayard T. Bulmer. 
William Norris. 
Adolphus Andrews. 
Frederick L. Oliver. 
Thomas R. Kurtz. 
Harold E. Cook. 
John M. Enochs. 
Louis C. Richardson. 
Wilbert Smith. 


Allan S. Farquhar. 
Harry J. Abbett. 
Charles W. Crosse. 
Claudius R. Hyatt. 
Roy P. Emrich. 
Jacob H. Klein, jr. 
John S. Barleon. 
William T. Smith. 
Stephen B. McKinney. 
Louis F. Thibault. 
Baxter H. Bruce. 
Henry R. Keller. 
Walter F. Lafrenz. 


To be lieutenant commanders. 


Glenn A. Smith. 
Willard E. Cheadle. 
Homer C. Wiek. 
Whitley Perkins. 
Earl R. Morrissey. 
Hamilton Harlow. 
Daniel E. Barbey. 


Grady B. Whitehead. 
Carl K. Martin. 
Campbell D. Edgar. 
De Witt C. Ramsey. 
John P. Bowden. 
Baylis F. Poe. 
Roscoe E. Schuirman. 
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Charles K. Osborne. 
Ingram C. Sowell. 
Francis E. M. Whiting. 
Charles A. Lockwood, jr, 
John K. Richards, jr. 
Stanley G. Womble. 
Hans Ertz. 

Paul S. Theiss. 

Aaron S. Merrill. 
George D. Hull. 

Panl Hendren. 

Henry M. Briggs. : 
Joseph Y. Dreisonstok, 
Charles S. Alden, 
Charles F. Greene. 
George S. Gillespie. 
Garnet Hulings. 
Hubert V. LaBombard. 
Otto M. Forster. 
Laurence R. Brown. 
Leonard N. Linsley. 
William H. P. Blandy, 
James O. Jones, jr. 
Eimer L. Woodside. 
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Glenn B. Davis. | 
Bruce G. Leighton. 
Palmer H. Dunbar, jr. 
Ray H. Wakeman. 
Charlie P. MeFeaters. 
Carl E. Hoard. 

Charles N, Ingraham. 
Thomas M. Shock. 
Adolph V. S. Pickhardt, 
Stewurt F. Bryant. 
Paul A. Stevens. 
Kenneth R. R. Wallace. 
George W. Wolf. 

Robin B. Daughtry. 
William I. Causey, jr. 
Richard H. Knight, 
Hugh L. White. 
Norman C. Gillette, 
John A. Brownell. 
Thomas Shine. 

Roy Dudley. 

Laurence Wild. 
Reginald S. H. Venable. 


To be lieutenants. 


George R. Veed. 
Vincent Benedict. 
James M. Connally. ° 
Harold J. Wright. 
Stephen E. Haddon, 
Frank A. Brandecker, 
Arthur Wrightson. 
William E. McClendon, 
Laurence E. Myers. 
Henry C. Flanagan. 
Frank A. Saunders. 
WIll F. Roseman. 
Jesse G. McFarland. 
John P. Dix. 

Robert E. Davenport. 
William Wakefield. 
Harry L. Dodson. 
Roy W. Bruner. 
Duane L. Taylor. 
Roger F. McCall. 
Richard C. Bartlett. 
Louls Dreller. 

James D. Barner. 
Clyde L. Lewis. 
Malcolm F. Schoeffel. 
Thomas G. W. Settle. 
Ralph A. Ofstie. 

Rex L. Hicks. 
Herbert M. Scull. 
Matthias B. Gardner. 
Maurice H. Stein. 


` Wiliam N. Updegraff. 


Richard B. Tuggle. 
Gerald L. Schetky. 


George C. Dyer. * 


Everett D. Kern. 
Edwin Friedman. 
Paul B. Thompson, 
Kenneth D. Muir, 
Thomas B. Fitzpatrick, 
Charles Allen. 
Robert M. Dorsey. 
Grayson B. Carter. 
Joseph C. Newman, 
Lloyd 8. Kinnear. 
Jobn P. Hildman. 
John Q. Chapman. 
Harry F. Newton. 
James E. Arnold. 
Frank A. Mullen. 
Joseph R. Tobin. 
John H. Thomas. 
Merritt P. Higgins. 
Carl A. Scott. 
William L. Peterson. 
Homer F. MeGee. 
Paul C. Warner. 
Raymond F. Tyler. 


Thomas E. Renaker. 
Braxton Rhodes. 
George A. Ott. 
Elwood H. Barkelew. 
Troy N. Thweatt. 
Thomas B. Lee. 
Howard R. Shaw. 
Malcolm R. Jameson. 
Emil B. Perry. 

John J. Fitzgerald. 
Arthur C. Smith. 
Harry J. Lang. 
Harry F. Carlson. 
Louis T. Young. 
David A. Musk. 
William J. Slattery, Š 
Earle P. McKellar, 
Grover B. Turner. 
Dean Blanchard. 
Maxwell B. Saben. 
Stewart S. Reynolds. 
Donald McA, Mackey. 
John McC. Fitz-Simons, 
Daniel H. Kane. 
Volney C. Finch. 
William B. Lobaugh. 
Cecil F. Harper. 
Harvey R. Bowes. 
Donald J. MacCalman. 
Frank R. Whitmore, 
Thomas D. Guinn. 
Barrett Studley. 
Steven W. Callaway. 
Herbert A. Anderson. 
William H. Meyer, 
James A, Martin. 
Orrin R. Hewitt. 
Thomas Macklin. 
George D. Samonskl. 
John B. Hupp. 
Harry E. Stevens. 
Robert C. Greenleaf. 
Ernest W. Dobie. 
Walter M. Shipley. 
Michael J. Conlon. 
Clyde Keene. 

Burton W. Lambert. 
William D. Dadd. 
Godfrey P. Schurz. 
Daniel F. Mulvihill. 
Frank Schultz. 
David F. Mead. 
August Logan. 
Frederick J. Legere, 
George W. Waldo. 
Charles ©. Stotz. 
Norman MeL. McDonald. 
John P. Millon, 
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James D. Brown. 
Alfred Doucet. 
James M. MacDonald. 
Everest A. Whited. 
David McWhorter, Ir. 
Elery A. Zehner. 
Samuel E. Lee. 
George T. Campbell. 
Frank Kinne. 

Frank Kerr. 

Elmer J. McCluen. 
Claude B. Arney. 
Cornelius J. O'Connor. 
Warwick M. Tinsley. 
Francis P. Brewer. 
John F. Piotrowskl. 
Ralph A. Scott. 
William K. Johnstone. 
Emmette F. Gumm. 
George B. Evans. 
Clarence H. Fogg. 
Thomas Southall. 
George C. Neilsen. 
Thomas G. Shanahan. 
Jens Nelson. 

George Schneider. 
Frank V. Shepard. 
Abram L. Broughton. 
Harry F. Gray. 
William Klaus. 

John F. Kennedy. 
Alvin Henderson. 
John F. P. Miller. 
Harold F. MacHugh. 
Albert R. Colwell, 
Kenneth F. Horne. 
Walter C. Haight. 
John Sharpe. 
Raymond S. Kaiser. 
Loar Mansbach. 
Frank Schlapp. 
Glenn O. Twiss. 
William J. Russell. 
James F. Cooper. 
William P. Turner. 
Laurie C. Parfitt. 
Clarence A. Hawkins. 
Alfred R. Boileau. 
Eldred J. Richards. 
Harry A. Pinkerton. 
William J. Poland. 
Thomas Fertner. 
Emil H. Petri. 
Carter E. Parker, 
Harlie H. Brown. 
Harold Bye. 

Joe S. Wier. 

George H. Turner. 
Carl I. Ostrom. 
Perey S. Hogarth, 
Walter E. Holden. 
Alexis O. Kustel. 
Grover C. Watkins. 
Olaf J. Gullickson. 
Brady J. Dayton. 
John L. Graham. 
Arthur D. Murray. 
John J. Gaskin. 
Thomas P. Kane. 


Ralph M. Gerth. 
Joseph A. Clark. 
William A. Lynch, 
Stockard R. Hickey. 
Harry A. Mewshaw. 
Chris Halverson. 
Frederick T. Walling. 
Thom H. Williamson. 
Hubert K. Stubbs. 
Benjamin J. Shinn. 
George H. Toefer. 
Joseph A. Ouellet, 
Howard E. Haynes. 
Wiley B. Jones. 
Harry A. Wentworth. 
Harley E. Barrows. 
Frederick J. Silvernail. 
Charles. F. Hudson. 
Philip D. Butler. 
Edward Danielson. 
Andrew Simons. 

Ira W. Truitt. 
Franklin, E. Cook. 
Fleet W. Corwin. 
Myron T. Grubham. 
Charles W. Van Horn. 
Gurney E. Patton. 
Edward J. Spuhler. 
Donald B. McClary. 
Alva Henderson, 
Albert J. Wheaton. 
Arthur Brown. 
Philip L. Emerson. 
Warren R. Hastings. 
John B. MeGovern. 
Eli B. Parsons. 
Julius C. Kinsky. 
Benjamin S. Brown. 
Ira D. Spoonemore. 
Charles R. Hoffecker. 
William C. Betzer. 
Michael Macdonald. 
George B. Evans. 
Jens Nelson. 

John F. Kennedy. 
Frank I. Hart. 

John Sharpe. 

Frank Schlapp. 
Robert Anderson. 
Eldred J. Richards. 
Harlie H. Brown. 
Mauritz M. Nelson. 
Alexis O. Kustel. 
John G. Cross. 

Chris Halverson. 
Albert J. Wheaton. 
Earle C. Peterson. 
John S. Hawkins. 
Reuben F. Davis. 
Theron S. Hare. 
Frank R. Wills. 
Thomas T. Hassell, 
Robert S. Smith, jr. 
Van Rensselaer Moore. 
Frank L. Hart. 

John G. Cross. 
Lawrence K. Beaver. 
Charlie S. Bast. 
Arthur P. Spencer. 


To be lieutenants (junior grade). 


Arthur W. Bates, 
Andrew M. Parks. 
Andrew M. Harvey. 
Leedom B. Andrews. 
Leon G. DeBrohun. 
Harry Redfern. 
Maurice A. O'Connor. 
Irving B. Smith. 
Harry D. Goldy. 
James J. MeGlynn. 
William L. Travis. 
Floyd Gills. 

Albert L. Prosser. 
Joseph S. Donnell, jr. 


Karl Sommerfeld. 
Harold H. Kendrick. 
Charles G. Miller. 
Harold J. Kircher. 
Paul Miller. 

Eugene Wintermantel. 
John B. Longstaff. 
Lunsford Y. Mason, jr. 
Eugene W. Kiefer. 
Dudley M. Page. 


Winfield S. Cunningham. 


Royal F. Jewett. 
Oscar A. Weller. 
Lawrence W. Curtin. 


Emanuel C. Beck. 
Harry H. Deringer. 
Paul W. Lambright. 
Ninian Beall. 

Walter T. Hart, jr. 
Rowland D. Hill, jr. 
Campbell Cleave. 
Charles M. Abson. 
Harry E. Padley. 
Tighlman H. Bunch, jr. 
Orville G. Cope, jr. 
James A. Crocker, 
Charles Wilkes. 
James E. Nolan. 
Hance C. Hamilton, 
Hugh McG. Taylor. 
Ignatius L. Guerin. 
James D. Veatch. 
Harry A. Pinkerton. 
James Donaldson. 
Frederick T. Walling. 
Rony Snyder. 

George O. Farnsworth. 
Fleet W. Corwin. 
Arthur P. Spencer. 
William E. Smith. 
Frederick Strohte. 
Frank Leghorn. 
Claude Farmer. 

Leon W. Mills. 

John W. Dillinder. 
Andrew T. Lamore. 
Lannis A. Parker. 
Turner A. Glascock. 
Ralph H. Smith. 
Haskell C. Todd. 
Russell H. Quynn. 
Richard F. Whitehead. 
Joseph E. Shaw. 
Arthur F. Blasiar. 
Edgar W. Sheppard. 
Clarence L. Hayward. 
William S. Grooch, 
John L. Murphy. 
Carlton D. Palmer. 
Campbell Keene. 
Lester G. Bock. 
Nolan M. Kindell. 
Caleb J. Coatsworth. 
William J. Walker. 
Edward E. Dolecek. 
Charles E. Bauch. 
Giochino Varini. 
Alford J. Williams, jr. 
Charles G. Shone. 
Rintoul T. Whitney. 
Nathan W. Bard. 
Adolph H. Bamberger, 
Stanley A. Jones, 
August V. Zaccor. 
Francis S. Kosack. 
Stephen H. Harrison. 
Leo J. Kelly. 

Irwin G. Sooy. 
William N. Crofford, jr. 
George C. Hern. 
Joseph W. Long. 
Clarence E. Bence. 
Earl B. Bark. 

John E. Beck. 

Earl B. Wilkins. 
Herbert V. Perron. 
Warren K. Sherman. 
Glenn F. DeGrave. 
Kenneth H. Noble. 
Marion R. Kelley. 
Walter Moore. 
Franklin B. Kohrs. 
Edward M. Thompson, 
Virgil V. Jacomini. 
Leonidas E. Hill, jr. 
Charles Wellborn, jr. 
Duncan Curry, jr. 
Alfred M. Granum. 
John G. Jones. 


Maris V. Lewis. 
Ransom K. Davis. 
Paul R. Coloney. 
Richard F. Cross, jr. 
James E. Hamilton. 
Carl A. L. Sundberg. 
Clarence E. Olsen. 
Arnold J. Isbell. 
Nealy A. Chapin. 
Morgan C. Barrett. 
Dew W. Eberle. 
Walter J. Harrison. 
Arthur De L. Ayrault, jr. 
Edward E. Haase. 
Renwick S. Melver. 
Robert Strite. 

Daniel V. Gallery, jr. 
William R. Mills. 
Edward E. Roth. 
Vincent W. Grady. 
Gorden M. Boyes, 
Thomas O. McCarthy. 
Paul Carle. 

Stanley F. Patten. 
Frederick H. Ottaway. 
Roy 8. Knox. 

Dorris D. Gurley. 
Samuel E. Kenney. 
Edwin G. Scott. 
Satolli W. Hanns. 
Castle J. Voris. 
Thomas G. Richards. 
Wallace B. Hollingsworth. 
John G. Winn. 
Robert E. Mason. 
Francis A. Packer. 
Cyril A. Rumble. 
Daniel N. Logan. 
William H. Healey. 
Phil L. Haynes. 
William A. Hardy: 
Wendell G. Switzer. 
William B. Fletcher, jr. 
Edward T. Kline. 
Henry G. Williams, 
Burton B. Biggs. 
Walter F. Boone. 
Elmer D. Snare. 
Ralph D. F. Sweeney. 
Fred Morris, jr. 
Norman O. Schwien. 
George H. De Baun. 
Claiborne J. Walker. 
Charles J. Maguire. 
William L. Rees. 
Burton G. Lake. 
Jesse H. Carter. 

Bern Anderson. 
Talbot Smith. 
Clarence V. Conlan, 
Charles F. Erek; 
Edwin G. Fullinwider. 
William G. Buch. 
Andrew P. Lawton. 
James C. Harris, jr. 
Thomas O. Cullins, jr. 
Edward J. Milner. 
Joseph O. Saurette. 
Gilbert B. Myers. 
William M. Hainer. 
Lucien A. Moebus. 
Heber H. MeLean. 
William L. Muxson. 
James R. Dudley. 
Joseph F. Bolger. 
Charles R. Kloman. 
Raymond D. Tarbuck. 
Rupert M. Zimmerli. 
William E. Sullivan, 
James L. Robertson, 
Roy C. Hudson. 
Oswald S. Golelough. 
Sampson G. Dalkowitz. 
Leon J. Jacobi. 
William C. Allison. 
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Virgil K. Bayless. 
Lyman A, Thackrey. 
Thomas E. Zellars. 
John A. Snackenberg. 
Thomas L, Wattles. 
Gerard F. Galpin. 
James Kirkpatrick, jr. 
Thomas A. Esling, jr. 


Atherton Macondray, jr. 


Kenneth C. Caldwell, 
Max Welborn. 
Alexander J. Gray, jr. 
George H. Bahm. 
Joseph A. McGinley. 


Charles G. Magruder, jr. 


Francis J. McKenna. 
Gordon B. Parks. 
Charles R. Pratt. 
Stuart H. Ingersoll. 
Frank J. R. Eggers. 
Raymond C. Percival. 
Heber B. Brumbaugh, 
Edgar W. Hampson. 
John E. Pixton. 
Frederick G. Clay. 
Guy Chadwick. 
Clark L. Green. 
Edwin W. Schell. 
Purns MacDonald. 
Christopher Noble. 
John W. Jamison. 
Joseph Seletski. 
William B. Jackson. 
John A. Waters, jr. 
Timothy J. O'Brien. 
Kinloch N. Gardner. 
Leo L. Pace. 

Wesley C. Bobbitt. 
Timothy F. Wellings. 
Ray F. Yager. 

John F. Grube. 
Joseph C. Van Cleve, 
Ralph E. Butterfield. 
Nathan Green, jr. 
Willard E. Dillon. 
Harry A. Guthrie, 
William S. G. Davis. 
Francis X. MeInerney. 
Harry W. Baltazzi. 
William G. Eaton. 
Sydney S. Bunting. 
Joe L. Raichle. 
Arnold E. True. 
Grover B. H. Hall. 
Albert G. Cook, Ir. 
Linfield L. Hunt. 
Sterling T. Cloughley. 
Llewellyn J. Johns. 
Dwight H. Wilson. 
Wayne A. McDowell. 
James C. Reisinger. 
William B. MeHugh. 
Carl H. Reynolds, jr. 
Rodger W. Simpson. 
Frederick D. Kime, 
Walter S. K. Trapnell. 
Allen B. Cook. 

Olin E. Gates. 
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James S. MacKinnon, 
Roy M. Signer. 
Sherwood B. Smith, 
Ralph C. Sanson. 
Edward P. Beach. 
Charles H. Belcher. 
Roscoe L. Bowman. 
Rufus G. Thayer. 
John G. Burrow. 
Thomas J. Ryan, jr. 
Willlam F, Ramsey. 
Arthur D, Condon. 
Donald R. Tallman. 
Eugene P. Sherman. 
Thomas G. Murrell, 
Benjamin L. Hailey, 
Gerald D. Linke. 
Malcolm E. Selby. 
Willlam F. Fitzgerald, jr. 
Thomas J. Kelly. 
Alexander S. Edward. 
Bruce Settle. 

James C. Pollock. 
John J. Curley, Ir. 
Harold W. Eaton. 
Harold E. MeCarthy. 
Morton ©. Hutchinson, jr. 
Paul E. Roswall. 
William W. Juvenal. 
Warren F. Taylor. 
Harry E. Rice, jr. 
Wilson D. Leggett, jr. 
William G. Lalor. 
Elmon B. Guernsey. 
John P. Womble, jr. 
Bryan C. Harper. 
Ralph O. Myers. 
Samuel W. Du Bois. 
Frank M. MeLaury. 
George S. Young. 
Thomas F. Darden, jr. 
Ralph R. Stogsdall, jr. 
William G. Fewel. 
Roland R. Killian. 
Paul J. Register. 
Byron H. Hanlon. 
Joseph C. Hubbard. 
Carl H. Bushnell, 
Parke G. Young. 
Artyn L. Main. 
William E. Makosky, 
Charles P. Woodson. 
Wilbur F. Broun. 
Kilburn H. Roby. 
Carroll H. Fleming. 
Julian B. Edwards. 
Trevor Lewis. 

Carl E. Wiencke. 
Harold R. Holcomb. 
Delbert L. Conley. 
John T, McDermott. 
Lloyå A. Dillon. 
Howard H. Hubbell. 
Frederick G. Kahn. 
Ralph B. Hunt. 
William W. Cone. 
Paul E. Howard. 
Forrest H. Wells. 


To be ensigns. 


Lowe H. Bibby. 
Kenneth M. McLaren. 
Gordon W. Daisley. 
Harold W. Northeutt. 
Harry R. Carson, jr. 
John B. Pearson, jr. 


Warren S. Parr. 

John W. King, 3d. 
John J. Herlihy. 
Frederic 8. Withington. 
Selden B. Spangler. 
Emmet E. Sprung. 


John P. Gilmer, jr. 
William V. O'Regan. 


Charles W. Humphreys. 


John G. Crommelin, jr. 
William B. Ammon, 
Charles J. Nager. 

Roy E. Carr. 

Roland N. Smoot. 
Henry D. Wolleson. 


William P. E. Wadbrook. 


Paul C. Wirtz. 

John R. Perry. 

Neil K. Dietrich. 

John Avery. 

Charles H. Momm. 
Henry W. Dusinberre. 
Morris Smellow. 

John R. Johannesen, 
McFarland W. Wood. 
William H. von Dreele. 
Alfred C. Olney, jr. 
Frank V. Rigler. 
Joseph T. Sheehan. 
Harry H. Keith. 
Stewart Lindsay. 
Harry T. Chase. 
William A. Riley. 
Elliott B. Strauss. 
James H. Thach, jr. 
Carl G. Gesen. 

James B. Morrison. 
Wendell ©. Fowler, 
Richard Hight. 

John M. Ocker. 
Harold D. Krick. 
Raymond B. Leavitt. 
Arleigh A. Burke. 
Howard M. Kellx. 
William M. Neill. 
Edward S. Pearce. 
Richard F. Armknecht. 
Le Merton E. Crist, jr. 
Church A. Chappell. 
Harold N. Williams. 
Elbert L. Fryberger. 
John E. Whitehead. 
Gordon J. Crosby. 
Robert L. Dennison. 
Roland M. Huebl. 
Dantel F. J. Shea. 
Anthony Kennedy, jr. 
Arthur A. Ageton. 
Richard W. Ruble. 
Thomas B. Williamson, 
Stanhope C. Ring. 
George K. Hodgkiss. 
Kenneth P. Hartman. 
Sanford D. Fulton. 
Charles F. Coe. 

Alvan R. Pierson, jr. 
Thayer T. Tucker. 
Claude H. Bennett, Ir. 
George W. Welker. jr. 
William T. Russieur. 
Harry A. Bolles. 
Allen V. Bres. 

Paul F. Dugan. 

Louis H. Brendel. 
Aaron P. Storrs, 3d. 
John M. Melsaae. 
Frank H. Bond. 
Thomas L. Turner. 
John L. Welch. 
Robert P. Robert. 
Frederick M. Trapnell. 


John C. Goodnough. 
Joseph L. Kane. 
Donald S. MacMahan, 
John A. Traylor. 
Walter C. Russell, jr. 
Robert I, Hicks, jr. 
Frederick L. Caudle. 
Jolin D. Kelsey. 
James H. Willett. 
Jean P. Bernard. 
David T. Baskett. 
Philip 8. Reynolds. 
Ralph J. Arnold. 
Henry C. Johnson, jr. 
John S. Keating. 
Fred W. Walton. 
Thomas B. Birtley, jr. 
Rae H. Cunningham. 
Carl K. Zimmerman. 
Leon N. Blair. 
Layton A. Zimmer. 
Harry D. Felt. 
William B. Rigsby. 
Joseph B. Spangler. 
Percival E. McDowell. 
John M. Will. 

ward Rembert. 
Karl G. Hensel. 
Herbert M. Wescoat. 
Robert H. Rodgers. 
Willis C. Parker, jr. 
Louis M. Fabian. 
Robert D. Huntington. 
George W. Moyers. 
Edwin R. Duncan. 
Samuel G. Fuqua. 
Henry G. Moran. 


Charles D. Beaumont, jr. 


Frank E. Shoup, jr. 
Frederick Moosbrugger. 
Francis M. Hughes. 
William R. Thayer. 
Alfred H. Richards. 
Steele B. Smith. 
Melville B. Grosvenor. 
Charles R. Ensey, jr. 
Richard F. Rebbeck. 
William T. Pearce. 
Stanley Leith. 
Edwin R. Teck. 
Robert A. Cook. 
Hugh Severin. 

John C. McCutchen. 
George A. Dussault. 
Curtis S. Smiley. 
Murvale T. Farrar, 
Richard C. Kendall. 
Alan C. Davis. 
Louis A. Reinken. 
William E. Donovan. 
Joseph E. Chapman. 
Balch B. Wilson, jr. 
Howard L. Young. 
Joseph ©. Molder. 
Marvin M. Stephens. 
Olin Scoggins. 
Harold Doe. 
Josephus A. Briggs. 
Ronald D. Higgins. 
Francis W. Laurent. 
Robert P. Wadell. 
Thomas E. Boyce. 
Richard M. Oliver. 
Justin S. Fitzgerald. 
Allan M. Robinson. 
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Francis D. Hamblin. 

James E. Fuller. 

Harold H. Connelley. 

William M. Haynsworth, jr. 
Benjamin W. Arnold, 3d. 

Pleasant D. Gold, 3d. 

Vincent P. Conroy. 

Arthur L. Maher. 

Cabell Gwathmey. 

John R. Nunn, 

Earl Maeser. 


William L. Hoffheins, jr. 
Louls F. Teuscher. 
Wiliam K. Mendenhall, jr. 
Richard M. Seruggs. 
Kenneth D. Ringle. 
Frederick A. Edwards. 
Farrington L. Barr. 
William E. Hennigar. 
Thomas R. Molloy. 
Peter W. Haas, jr. 
Edward P. Montgomery. 


Laurence E. Hurd. 
Edward ©, Loughead. 
Kenneth D. MeCracken. 
David Abercrombie. 
Joseph N. Wenger. 
Thomas ©, Evans. 
Richard G. McCool. 
William H. Reddington. 
Albert C. Murdaugh. 
Marshall M. Dana. 
Merrall K. KirkPatrick. 


Henry M. Baker. 
Henry A. Schade. 
Frank T. Ward, jr. 
yeorge A. Holderness, Jr. 
Robert A. Casson, jr. 
Arnold E. Moss. 
Robert C. Bell, Ir. 
Robert W. Haase. 
Robert E. Mattson. 
William S. Kurtz 
Harry Sanders. 
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Robert W. McCormick. 
Richard D. Pratt. 
John E. Shomier, jr. 
Albin R. Sodergren. 
Walter O'Sullivan. 
Joseph J. Rooney. 
Charles R. Pickell. 
Earl F. Jenkins. 
Richard D. Stimson. 
Philip H. Ryau 
Dwight H. Day. 
Robert A. MacKerracher, 
Boltwood E. Dodson. 
Henry M. Cooper. 
Burton Davis. 
Blackwell Newhall. 
John J. Jecklin. 
Walter C. Holt. 
Louis N. Miller. 
Joseph L. Schwaninger. 
Reed T. Roberts. 
Shirley M. Barnes. 
Glover McArthur. 
Raymond E. Woodside, 
Joseph E. M. Wood. 
Marion J. Duncan. 
Daniel N. Cone, jr. 
Douglas R. Burkam, 
Walter F. Burns, jr. 
Donald E. Wileox. 
Paul B. Koonce. 
Edmund W. Egbert. 
Louis A. Drexler, jr. 
Frank H. Newton, jr. 
Hubert M. McLellan. 
Frank Monroe, jr. 

` Terance R. Harp. 
Thomas J. Casey. 
Francis S. Drake. 
John V. Peterson, 
Charles F. Just. 
William D. Wright, jr. 
Harry D. McCament, 
Walter A. Goldsmith. 
Charles H. Walker. 
William P. McCarty. 
William J. McCafferty. 
Gilbert L. Burt. 
John W. Price, jr. 
Samuel P. Comly, jr. 
Henry D. Batterton. 
George E. Taylor. 
Augustus S. Mulvanity. 
Chester T. Smith. 
Calvin H. Mann. 
Francis L. Robbins. 
John L. Brown. 
Richard P. McDonough. 
Thomas E. Kelly. 
Matthew L. Kelly. 
Joseph B. Renn. 
Robert M. Morris. 
Alvin D. Chandler. 
Julian J. Levasseur. 
Frederick J. Nelson. 
Joyce A. Ralph. 
George A. T. Washburn. 
Homer Ambrose. 
James C. Guillot. 
Wendell S. Taylor. 
William H. Hamilton. 
William J. F. Rafferty. 
William J. MeCord. 
William D. Anderson. 
Murr E. Arnold. 
Marcus Erwin, jr. 
Carson R. Miller 
Matthias M. Marple, jr. 
Claude F. Sullivan, 
William M. Hobby, jr. 
Guy M. Neely. 
Edgar H. Myers. 
William P. Burford 
Robert R. Buck. 
Philip R. Coffin. 
Wells L. Field. 


George W. Lehman, 
Homer B. Hudson. 
John P. L. Sower. 
Thomas F. Carlin. 
James H. Pierson. 
David E. Roth. 
Horace C. Robison. 
Cary W. Stevenson. 
Donald Weller. 
Warren F. Simrell, jr. 
John B. Moss. 
Thomas H. Hederman. 
Valentine L. Pottle. 
Walter S. Ginn. 
Joseph H. Foley. 
William G. Pogue. 
Harlow H. Loomis. 
Philip D. Lohman. 
Wallace E. Guitar. 
Philip H. Jenkins. 
Willlam A. Fly. 
Marvin P. Kingsley. 
William A. Bowers. 
Paul C. Treadwell. 
Edward R. Sperry. 
Walter S. Sergent. 
Frank W. Parsons. 
Charles A. Parker. 
John R. MeKinney. 
David L. Nutter. 
Frederick W. Long. 
John A. Morrow. 
Michael E. Flaherty. 
Lester H. Kern. 
Harry A. Dunn, jr. 
John H. Brady. 
Everett H. Browne. 
John P. Larimore. 
Horatio Ridout. 
Luther S. Schmidt. 
Francis L. McCollum. 
Howard F. Green. 
Gilmer G. Weston. 
Victor B. Tate, 

John H. Parrott. 
Edward T. Collins. 
Henry T. Agnew. 
William J. Mullins. 
Robert K. Walker. 
John K. B. Ginder. 
Dominie J. Tortorich, jr. 
Herbet Hezlep, jr. 
George L. Wallace. 
Herbert A, Niemyer. 
Philip A. Rodes. 
James R. Andrews. 
Ralph W. D. Woods. 
Paul F. Schoeffel. 
Robert E. Cofer, jr. 
Raymond D. Lewis. 
Graham N. Fitch. 
Thomas B. Congdon. 
James R. Bell. 
Alberton C. Harshman. 
John B. Patton, jr. 
John T. Waldhauser, Ir. 
John D. Shaw. 
Charles F. Schlichter. 
Gilbert R. Crowther. 
John M. Cooper. 
John W. Harper. 
Porter L. Loomis. 
Francis J. Ball. 
William E. Stoek, jr. 
Ralph B. McRight. 
Harry E. Morgan. 
Paul Jackson. 

Zeus Soucek. 

George Castera. 
Winston P. Folk. 
Eugene L. Monagin. 
Charles S. Walsh. 
Edward S. Mulheron. 
Beverley R. Harrison, jr. 
John P. B. Barrett. 
William A. Graham. 


To be surgeons. 


Walter A. Vogelsang. 
Elpliege A. M. Gendrean. 
Grover C. Wilson. 

Virgil H. Carson. 


To be passed assistant surgeons. 


John Harper. 

Richard H. Miller. 
Paul Richmond, jr. 
George W. Taylor. 


Leon W. McGrath. 
Benjamin F. Norwood, 
Robert T. Canon. 
David B. Peters. 
Albert J. Desautels. 
Ben Hollander. 
Camille J. Flotte. 
James J. O'Connor. 
Charles F. Behrens. 


Robert M. Cochrane. 
Duncan D. Bullock. 
Charles E. Clark. 
Navy F. X. Banvard. 
Loyd L. Edmisten. 
Fred M. Rohow. 
Frank M. Moxon. 
Lyle J. Millan. 
Robert E. Duncan. 


To be assistant surgeons. 


James E. Root, jr. 
John Leech. 

William R. Manlove, 
Frederick C. Greaves, 
Asa G. Churchill. 
Rob R. Doss. 

James F. Hays. 

John M. Brewster. 
Caldwell J. Stuart. 
Herbert L. Pugh. 
Joseph J. Markey. 
Radford Brown. 
Bruce M. Summers. 
Edward P. Kunkel. 
William E. Carskadon. 
Everett L. Lanman. 
Laverne B. Hurt. 
Oliver A, Smith. 


James D. Viecelll. 
Russell B. Engle. 
Frederick G. Merrill, jr. 
Perey H. Goldberg. 
Ernest W. Gutzmer. 
Peter C. Supan. 
Risden J. De Ford. 
Edward M. Harris, jr. 
Bryce W. Harris. 
Walter L. Bach. 
Herman Seal. 

Winfred P. Dana. 
Robert M. Gillett. 
George F. Cooper. 
George W. Cooper. 
Oscar D, Clark. 
Reginald A. Cutting. 


To be dental surgeons. 


Thomas L. Sampsell. 
Ray E. Farnsworth, 


To be passed assistant dental surgeons. 


Joseph W. Baker, jr. 
Julian A. Turrentine. 
Walter I. Minowitz. 

Leonard M. Desmond. 


Harold J. Hill. 
William D. Day. 
Raymond D. Reid. 


To be assistant dental surgeons. 


Frederic McK. Ingersoll. 


Joseph Connolly. 
Jesse W. Miller, jr. 
Francis R. Hittinger. 


Ralph B. Putnam. 
Robert R. Crees, 

Hugh E. Mauldin. 
Frank A. Richison. 


To be paymasters. 


Ernest H. Barber. 
Harry T. Sandlin. 
Oscar W. Leidel. 
Arthur H. Eddins, 
Stanley M. Mathes. 
Herman G, Bowerfind. 
Charles C. Copp. 
John J. Gaffney. 


Lawrence A. Odlin. 
John A. Byrne. 
Richard S. Robertson. 
Charles V. McCarty. 
Eaton C. Edwards. 
John B. Ewald. 
Samuel R. White, jr. 
John D. P. Hodapp. 


To be passed assistant paymasters. 


Edwin R. Applegate. 
Robert R. Thompson. 
Michael A. Sprengel. 
William E. Woods. 
John W. Overand. 
Paul C. Coons. 
Joseph E. Ford. 
Thomas P. Byram. 
Walter E. Scott. 
Walter Guerry. 
George F. Yoran. 
Webster Gross. 
William R. Calvert. 
James M. McComb. 


Frank P. Delahanty. 
Worth B. Beacham. 
Carl J. Buck. 

John M. Speissegger. 
Hunter J, Norton. 
Harry R. Hubbard. 
Morris R. Grady. 
Charles M. Garrison. 
John H. Skillman. 
Charles F. House. 
Louis W. Crane. 
William T. Ross. 
Benjamin O. Kilroy. 


To be naval constructors. 


William B. Fogarty. 
Charles L. Brand. 
Ernest L. Patch, 
Harold E. Saunders. 


Garland Fulton. 
Samuel J. Zeigler, Ir. 


Ernest M. Pace, jr. 


To be civil engincer. 
John N. Laycock. 
To be chief boatswains. 


Philip J. Kelly. 
Oscar Benson. 


John R. MeMeekin. 
Edgar T. Hammond. 
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John D. Thompson. 
Raymond R. Smith. 
George E. Tarbell. 
John L. Scheidemen. 
Albert C. Buck. 
Walter L. Hawk. 
Jesse L. Harmer. 
Jay Smith. 

William C. Procknow. 
Jumes W. Lennon. 
Felix M. Kelley. 
William P. Bachman. 


Maurice J. Hannafin. 
Arthur A. Travis. 
Henry Plander. 
William M. Casstevens. 
Frederick Kidston. 
Thomas J. Leitch. 
Charles A. Leonard, 
William A. Spencer. 
Peter H. Seribante. 
Patrick F. Powers. 
Clarence L. Bailey. 
Harry E. Kiser. 


To be chief gunners. 


Frank Stinchcomb. 
Collins R. Buchner. 
Archie R. Wolfe. 
Howard S. Raber. 
Alfred R. Eubanks. 
Thomas Flynn, 
Michael Burke. 
William F. Schlesinger. 
Earle G. Gardner. 
William W. Eagers. 
John F. Craig. 

Frank T. Green. 
Augustus K. Goffe. 
Charles O. Bain. 
James D. Rorabaugh, 
Steve V. Edwards. 
Milton E. Robison. 
Max P. Schaffer. 
William Pollock. 
Benjamin F. Schmidt. 
Frank S. Miller. 

Bea L. Jarvis. 


Fred J. Pope. 
Edwin Brown. 
Charles W. Pearles. 
Matthew Kenney. 
Theodore Lachman. 
Samuel Taylor. 
Carl H. Snovel. 
Durward Rose. 
Maurice M. Rodgers. 
Philip A. Wilson. 
Allen J. Gahagan. 
Arthur Boileau. 
William J. Collum. 
Herman Kanger. 
Frederick P. Yost. 
Roscoe C. Reese. 
Wallace C. Schlaefer. 
Joseph A. Perry. 
Ralph S. Lunney. 
Charles V. Hart. 
Garwood Marshall, 
Harold T. Bryant. 


To be chief machinists. 


rich O. Tauer. 
Harry A. Bryan. 
Warren L. Graeff. 
Hector L. Ross. 
John H. Chinnis. 
Robert I. Hart. 
Albert F. Blake. 
Jesse S. Hooper. 
Edward I. Dailey. 
John Heep. 
James H. Cain. 
Carl J. Hanson. 
William H. Wright. 


Thomas F. Fahy. 
James A. Maloney. 
John J. Arnaud. 
Frederick A. Mack. 
George F. Fredenburg. 
Frederick Seefeldt. 
Louis D. Bailey. 
Luke S. Weir. 

Jesse L. Kirk. 
Henry E. Rung. 
Leonard W. Johnson. 
Walter H. England. 
John S. Glover. 
Frank L. Elkins. 


To be lieutenant colonels. 
Thomas C. Turner. Nelson P. Vulte. 
Raymond B. Sullivan. Robert O. Underwood. 
Charles F. Williams. 
To be assistant quartermasters, 


Percy F. Archer, 
Seth Williams. 


To be majors. | 
Earl C. Long, Selden B. Kennedy. i 
Harry L. Smith. Miles R. Thatcher. 
Roy D. Lowell, Marion B. Humphrey. 


To be captains. 


Euvelle D. Howard. 
Harlen Pefley. 

Harold D. Campbell. 
Samuel W. Freeny. 
William H. Harrison. 
Otto E. Bartoe. 

Ramond J. Bartholomew. 
Erwin Mehlinger. 
George H. Morse. 


Julius T, Wright. 
Samuel T. Bartlett. 
Oliver A. Dow. 
Louie W. Putnam. 
Austin G. Rome. 
Clate C. Snyder. 
Edgar S. Tuttle. 
Charles E. Rice. 
Bert A. Bone. 
Robert C. Thaxton. 
To be first lieutenants. 
Charles H. Hassenmiller, 
Joseph F. Driscoll. 
Adolph Stahlberger. 
Thomas J. Cushman. 
William P. Kelly. 
Eric W. Ojerholm. 
Monitor Watchman. 


Ogbourne A. Hill. 
Melvin E. Fuller. 
Francis I. Fenton. 
Ralph W. Luce. 
Harmon J. Norton. 
Willard R. Enk. 
Gerald C. Thomas. 
John W. Cunningham. 


To be second lieutenants. 


Robert H. Rhoads. 
Wilson B. Trundle. 
Lawrence T. Burke, 
Thomas B. White. 
Thomas J. Walker, jr. 
Maxwell H. Mizell. 
Charles W. Kail. 
Philip L. Thwing. 
Caleb T. Bailey. 
Clarence J. Chappell. 
Robert S. Viall. 
John D. Muncie. 
William E. Burke. 
Phil P. Goodman, 
Robert J. Straub. 
Veryl H. Dartt. 


John W. Lakso. 
Albert R. Bourne. 
William W. Paca. 
Lawrence R. Kline. 
Clarence M. Knight. 
John T. Harris. 
Shelton C. Zern. 
Frederick C. Stevens. 
John E. Curry. 
Richard M. Cutts, jr. 
Frank D. Weir. 
Merlin F. Schneider. 
Kenneth L. Moses. 
Ira L. Kimes. 
George F. Good, jr. 
William C. Lemly. 


Hervey Z. Throop. 
Henry E. Keller. 
Ralph Lane. 

Karl E. F. Sorensen. 


To be chief carpenters. 


Bernard S. Riley. 
Sidney C. Seale. 


John F. Colvin. 
Otto Meobius. 
To be chief pharmacists. 


Donaid J. Hawthorne. 
Merrill B. Twining. 

Frank H. Lamson-Scribner. 
William J. Scheyer. 
William G. Manley. 

Henry J. Voss. 

William W. Davidson. 


Jesse ©. Harmon. 
Reginald H. Ridgely. 
Arthur T. Mason. 
Lawrence R. Dewine. 
Robert G. Hunt. 
James E. Kerr. 
James B. Mellugh. 


PosrMASTEus. 


Edward G. Dickinson. 
Joseph C. Fagan. 
Jesse R. Ayer. 


Marion A. Banker, 
Robert H. Stanley. 


To be chief pay clerks. 


Eugene R. Walter. 
Chauncey G. Olinger. 

James F. Howard. 

James P. Aitken. 

John A, L. Mason. 

Milton C. Mattison. 
Clarence B. Archer. 
Anthony J. E. Charbonneau. 
Thomas A. McDairmant. 
Garland B. Seaborn. 


William H. Gardner. 
John F. Marsden. 
Roscoe W. Beard. 
Charles L. Elkins. 
James P. Gallagher. 
Lawrence B. Greason. 
Clyde S. Martin. 
Robert B. Miller. 
William A. Swanson. 
Waldo L. Waters. 


MARINE CORPS. 
To be major generals. 


Wendell C. Neville. 
Joseph H. Pendleton. 


To be brigadier general. 


Theodore P. Kane. 


To be colonels. 


James Me. Huey. 
Alexander S. Williams, 
Julius S. Turrill, 


ARIZONA. 


Richard J. Connor, Flagstaff. 

William F. Haas, Naco. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Seth A. Frank, Alderpoint. 

James H. Whitaker, Anaheim, 

John H. Hoeppel, Arcadia. 

Walter L. Haley, Associated. 

Mae C. Lodge, Auberry. 

Myrtle E. Trout, Avalon. 

W. Wallace Watson, Beaumont. 

George M. Brown, Bellflower. 

Theodore Rueger, Benicia. 

Clifford M. Barnes, Big Creek. 

Joseph T. Johndrew, Bloomington. 

Peter D. McIntyre, Blythe. 

George Cunningham (Miss), Boulder Creek 

Peter Hopkins, jr., Calistoga. 

George P. Morse, Chico. 

James B. Fugate, Chino. 

Viola A. Johnson, Chula Vista. 

Ruth E. Powell, Claremont. 

Lillian B. Wiedersheim, Cloverdale. 

Robert E. Thomas, Clovis. 

Presentation M. Soto, Concord. 
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William P. Nye, Covina. 

Gertrude Brandon, Crockett. 

Alice Warner, Delhi. 

John H. Dodson, El Cajon. 
George H. Burk, Elk. 

Clarence E. Polhemus, Elk Grove. 
Lela Meday, El Segundo. 

Anna L. Monroe, Ferndale. 

Harry S. Barbee, Fontana. 
Maude H. Parsons, Gerber, 
Corinne Doleini, Guadalupe. 
Blanche M. Staton, Hamilton City. 
Charles Hofstetter, Harbor City. 
George T. Pearson, Healdsburg. 
Daniel McCloskey, Hollister. 
Elson G. Conrad, Huntington Beach, 
Clarence E. French, Indio. 

Edwin J. Thompson, La Jolla. 
Charles F. Riedle, Los Banos. 

Ira B. Jones, Los Molinos. 

Glenn N. Alexander, Lynwood. 
Thomas P. Cosgrave, Madera. 
Edmund V. Wahlberg, Manhattan. 
Fred Lewis, Mayfield. 

Raymond A. Rigor, McCloud. 
Claude D. Richardson, McFarland. 
Fred F. Darcy, Montebello. 
Charles G. Barnes, Morgan Hill. 
Paul T. Mizony, National City. 
John H. Tittle, Needles. 

George W. Archer, Norwalk. 
Presley E. Berger, Ontario. 
Fréderick S. Lowden, Orland. 
James Harper, Pacific Grove. 

May C. Baker, Paradise. 

Sula D. Abbott, Placentia. 


Wilford J. Scilacci, Point Reyes Station. 


John G. Smale, Raymond. 
William J. Dusel, Redwood City. 
William Henson, Riverdale. 
Ellery M. Murray, St. Helena. 
Terry E. Stephenson, Santa Ana. 
George G. Hughes, San Bruno. 
Harrie C. Caldwell, San Fernando. 
Pastor A. H. Arata, San Luis Obispo. 
Justin P. Martin, San Martin. 
Grace E. Tooker, Santa Monica. 
John E. Mobley, Santa Rosa. 
Algera M. Rumsey, Saugus. 
Patrick C. Mulqueeney, Sawtelle. 
Branham B. Brown, Seal Beach. 
John Grant, Sherman. 

Charles Z. Irvine, Taft. 

Ruby Vinten, Terminal. 

Wade J. Williams, Tranquillity. 
Mary E. Rozier, Tuolumne. 
Henry F. Stahl, Vallejo. 

Ernest D. Gibson, Van Nuys. 
Jennie E. Kirk, Waterford. 


William V. MeCoy, West Los Angeles. 


Alfred T. Taylor, Westwood. 
Belle B. Jenks, Willowbrook. 
Marshall N. Johnson, Windsor. 
Asa C. Howard, Yreka. 
William J. Murray, Yucaipa. 
COLORADO. 
Eben H. Bebee, Cripple Creek. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Allen C. Bennett, West Willington. 
HAWALL 
Edward K. Ayau, Aiea. 
John I. Silva, Eleele. 
John F. Daly, Hilo, 
INDIANA, 
Donald D. Hobbs, Carmel. 
Elizabeth Hatfield, Centerville. 
John A. Jones, Marion. 
Edmond M. Wright, North Salem. 
Edmund H. Imes, Westville. 
KANSAS. 
Clarence R. Aten, Dodge City. 
Harry W. Adams, Elkhart. 
Patrick H. Lindley, Havana. 
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MASSACHUSETTS, 
Walter L, Tower, Dalton, 
MICHIGAN, 
Harvey W. Raymond, Baraga. 
Murl H. DeFoe, Charlotte. 
Delia M. Butler, Wolverine. 
MINNESOTA. 
Egbert J. Sutherland, Chatfield. 
August Wenberg, Dunnell. 
Charles J. Johnson, Garfield. 
Jennie M. Payne, Goodridge. 
John Briffett, Lake Benton. 
August Olson, Meadowlands, 
Lewis B. Krook, New Ulm. 
Ottocar Sobotka, Pine City. 
Frederick A. Scherf, Red Wing. 
Julia H. Johnson, Windom. 
NEW JERSEY, 
John P. Adair, Highlands. 
NEW YORK. 
Rudolph W. Schoverling, Bayville. 
Edgar F. Cummings, Beacon. 
Adam Metzger, Callicoon. 
Ernest K. Hudson, Castleton, 
Jobn J. Hull, Clintondale. 
Henry P. Wilcox, Cohocton. 
Norman D. Higby, Constableville. 
Veva B. Christian, Cranberry Lake. 
Harry L. Hedge, Glen Cove. 
Arthur Decker, Goshen. 
Otto K. Wasmuth, Turin. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Edna B. Johnson, Landa. 
Nellie E. Gagner, Lignite. 
Donald B. McDonald, Maxbass. 
Bernhard C. Hjelle, Mercer. 
Christopher O. Trytten, Wildrose. 
OHIO. 
Charles T. Cline, New Matamoras. 
Ira R. Kneisly, Osborn. ` 
OREGON, 
Charles R. Tyler, Yamhill, 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Samuel L. Myers, Chester. 
Leone Meng, Lockhart. 
Mack M. Stewart, Winnsboro. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Philip H. Bitzer, Tolstoy. 
TENNESSEE, 
Harry K. Dodson, Kenton, 
VERMONT. 
Murray K. Paris, Lyndon. 
Edward H. Willis, Pittsford. 
Carl W. Jillson, Whitingham. 
WASHINGTON. 
Henning E. Jobnson, Du Pont. 
WYOMING, 
Henry C, Miller, Douglas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 9, 1924. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Holy, holy, holy, Lord God Almighty. Our faith looks up to 
Thee as the source of all life and wisdom and as the inspiration 
of all good. In the duties of this day, in the extended fields 
of endeavor, in the onward march of wealth, power, and in- 
fluence, help us, O Lord, to remember our dependence on Thee. 
Impress that Thy laws are imperative—perfect in their char- 
acter and perpetual in their obligations. Descend upon us, 
Holy Spirit, that our thoughts, judgments, and acts may con- 
form to Thy holy will. As we tarry in memory of one who 
bas entered the larger and the diviner life, O be in touch with 
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us. Comfort the home to which the angel of death has come. 
There is a void in many hearts, for those who knew him best 
loved him most. A lover of his country, a servant of the 
people, a brother to his fellows, and when he left us the 
heayens opened and his soul became immortal Blessed rest 
that awaits the people of God through Christ. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
Was requested: 

S. 76. An act to create a bureau of civil aeronautics in the 
Department of Commerce, to encourage and regulate the oper- 
ation of civil aircraft in commerce, and for other purposes ; 

S. 627. An act to authorize the National Society United States 
Daughters of 1812 to place a bronze tablet on the Francis Scott 
Key Bridge; and 

S. 1225. An act granting the consent of Congress to Elbert 
M. Chandler and his successors to construct a bridge across the 
Columbia River at or near Vantage Ferry, Wash. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
nppropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 76. An act to create a bureau of civil aeronautics in the 
Department of Commerce, to encourage and regulate the opera- 
tion of civil aircraft in commerce, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1225. An act granting the consent of Congress to Elbert 
M. Chandler and his successors to construct a bridge across the 
Columbia River at or near Vantage Ferry, Wash.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CLAUDE KITCHIN, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order for 
to-day. - i 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On motion of Mr. KERR, by unanimous consent— 

Ordered, That Wednesday, January 9, 1924, be set apart for ad- 
dresses on the life, character, and public services of Hon. CLauon 
Klirouix, late a Representative from the State of North Carolina. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following 
resolution and ask for its adoption. 

The Clerk read the following resolution: 

House Resolution 140. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that 
opportunity may be given fer tributes to the memory of Hon. CLAUDE 
Kirenin, late a Member of this House from the State of North 
Carolina. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, and in recognition of his distinguished public career, the 
House, at the conclusion of these exercises, shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk send a copy of these resolutions to the 
family of the deceased. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SrepMan] to preside during the memorial 
exercises. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SrepMan). This day has 
been set apart, as has just been stated by the Speaker, for 
memorial exercises in connection with the death of our dis- 
tinguished associate and friend, Hon. CLAUDE KrrcHIN, of North 
Carolina, The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KERR] will 
please take the chair. i 

Mr. KERR assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


Mr. STEDMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is said that the literature 
of every age is distinctive of the era in which it exists. This is 
true, and it is likewise so that every age gives to the world men 
marked by characteristics which distinguish them from preced- 
ing and succeeding ages. History teaches us that a few stand 
out in bold relief who represent the kigh qualities of the most 
distinguished of every age. Pericles illumined the Golden Age of 
Athens. Rome has given to the student of history names whose 
lives have cast luster upon the glory of that mighty Empire, 
which in the zenith of its greatness ruled the ancient world. 

In modern times many countries have given te the world men 
of renown who in legislation and by their private lives have 
made the world a better and more happy home for mankind. 


To this class belonged CLAUDE Krrenin. For many years I 
had the high honor and good fortune of close intimacy with 
him. He talked to me freely and without reserve, and I had 
every opportunity to form an accurate opinion of his intel- 
lectual and moral characteristics, 

He was born in Halifax County, N. C., near Scotland Neck, 
March 24, 1869, amongst a people ever distinguished for their 
refinement and attachment to lofty ideals. 

His father, William Hodges Kitchin, was recognized by all 
who knew him as a man of unbending integrity and great force 
of character. His mother was Maria Arrington. She was a 
woman of rare virtues of head and heart. To a marked degree 
he inherited the strong traits of his father’s race with the kind- 
ness of heart which distinguished his mother. 

He graduated from Wake Forest College in June, 1888, and 
was married to Miss Kate Mills November 13 of the same year, 
a lady in every way worthy of his companionship through life. 
He was admitted to the bar September, 1890, and was engaged 
in the practice of law until his death. He was elected to the 
Fifty-seventh, Fifty-eighth, Fifty-ninth, Stxtieth, Sixty-first, 
Sixty-second, Sixty-third, Sixty-fourth, Sixty-fifth, Sixty-sixth, 
Sixty-seventh, and Sixty-eighth Congresses. 

He was one of the foremost orators in political debate North 
Carolina has ever furnished to our country. Perhaps the most 
memorable political campaign ever waged in that State was 
that in which Hon. Z. B. Vance and Hon. Thomas Settle led 
the opposing forces of their respective parties. They were 
both men of a high order of intellect and singularly gifted as 
orators in debate. 

Thousands followed them to the places where were held 
their joint discussions. They had that inspiration given by a 
great audience, I heard them more than once and I do not 
hesitate to say that neither exhibited the high capacity for 
debate which often characterized the speeches of CLAUDE 
Kitcutn on this floor. By common consent of all his asso- 
ciates he had few equals and no superior in debate in this the 
theater of many of his greatest efforts. 

His intellectual honesty contributed largely to the influ- 
ence which he exerted over every assemblage which he ad- 
dressed, 

He did not endeavor to persuade himself that wrong was 
right, but ever adhered to the truth of his convictions regard- 
less of the consequences to himself, 

A supreme loye of truth, a lofty and generous "atriotism, a 
forgetfulness of self, moral courage, personal fearlessness, 
absolute sincerity in word, in thought, and in deed; these with 
an intense love of humanity constituted the basis of his char- 
acter, which will ever be resplendent in the galaxy of great 
names which the southern portion of our Republic has fur- 
nished to the world. 

The cardinal feature of his mental and moral mature was 
his absolute devotion to whatever he deemed to be the cause 
of right. He loved North Carolina from the heights of Mount 
Mitchell which overlook a vast territory of unsurpassed beauty 
far down to its eastern shores. Its people were all near unto 
his heart. He had an honest pride in the glory of its annals. 

No citizen of this Republic in public Tife was more pro- 
foundly interested in the welfare of our common country 
and its manifest destiny amidst the nations of the world for 
the good of mankind. 

He had an enthusiastic love for the Confederate soldier, it 
mattered not from what State he came. The recital of his 
unexcelled achievements upon the different fields of his glory 
was ever to him a pleasure and delight, 

He was a magnanimous man east in the heroic mold, nnd 
from the lofty heights where such spirits are at home looked 
down with scorn upon all that was base and mean. 

He was an unselfish man. He neither sought nor would have 
luxuries whilst others around him were in need. He cared 
nothing for money, and gave it when he had it to those in 
distress, 

His life was as stainless as that of a pure woman. No 
word ever came from his lips which carried with it an impare 
thought. 

CLAUDE KrrcsIN has gone to his final rest. He has preceded 
us by a few days’ Journey along the route of the innumerable 
caravan whose march is ever toward the setting sun. For- 
tunate is the Nation, and exalted will be its destiny, whieh ean 
furnish to the world such a model for emulation as portrayed 
in his life and character. 

Well may his associates mourn the loss of such a leader upon 
the floor of this House and ever keep before them his image as 
an example to guide them in the future. 

He died in the triumph and faith of the Christian religion 
and left a name without blemish and without reproach, a 
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heritage of honor to his wife and children, to his State, and to 
our common country. 

His name and fame belong not to North Carolina alone but 
are the common property of the American people, and will be 
preserved by them when the marble statues erected in Statuary 
Hall have perished by decay and crumbled into dust. 

He sleeps in a cemetery near Scotland Neck, amongst the peo- 
ple he loved so well. His requiem will ever be sung by the 
waters of Roanoke River, upon whose banks he often wandered 
in the days of his boyhood. Their refrain will be echoed by 
the Natahala as it winds its way amongst the western hills of 
his native State. 


But brother, you have not died in vain, 
For you will live until the end of time; 

Your record shines without a stain, 

The soul of faith marches on unslain, 
To the heights of the hills sublime, 


Mr. STEDMAN resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from North Caroline [Mr. Pov]. 


Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, it was my privilege to serve with 
Hon. CLAUDE Kircuin in the House for more than 22 years, I 
first knew him as a young man about 19 years of age. It is 
well to let the record tell the story of the life of the man. He 
has passed into the great beyond, but the life he led will serve 
us a great ennobling example to thousands who in the years to 
come read the story of his life, which will be told by those who 
take part in these exercises. 

He was a hard fighter, and yet his warmest, most devoted 
friends were to be found on both sides of the dividing aisle. 
He fought so fairly that he won the admiration and even the 
affection of many of his political opponents. His colleagues 
were so fond of him they very soon discarded the mister and 
simply spoke of him as CLAUDE. ; 

Even when he refused to vote for the resolution which 
brought this Nation into the Great War the love and respect of 
his colleagues for this man was so great they refrained from 
criticizing his course. He brought in measures providing bil- 
lions of taxes and not a man in this Chamber ever doubted for 
one moment he was using every ounce of his great energy and 
talents to do everything necessary to support the armies at the 
front and to win the hateful contest into which we were drawn 
as quickly as possible. 

So many of those who knew him or served with him desire to 
pay tribute to his memory that my remarks must be brief. He 
was one of the most remarkable men I have ever known. He 
was a hard fighter, and yet no whisper of scandal ever touched 
him. Of all the men I have known since I have been a Mem- 
ber of this body he was the equal of any as a debater. He 
was also a close student. His close attention to his duties, the 
careful preparation for which he was noted probably shortened 
his life. His first speech on this floor on the tariff question 
consumed about three hours, and those who were present would 
haye given him six hours if he had asked for it. 

He soon became the leading spirit on the Ways and Means 
Committee. At length he was made chairman of that great 
committee. He would have been made Speaker if the Demo- 
crats had carried this House. 

One learns after years of experience there is nothing worth 
while in this world except character. I feel saddened to-day 
when I reflect that of all those who entered the Fifty-seventh 
Congress I alone on the Democratic side remain. There are 
four or five of my colleagues on the Republican side. There are 
my beloved friends, the Speaker, who was here before the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, Mr. Greene of Massachusetts, Mr. 
Borten of Pennsylvania, and perhaps one or two more. There 
is nothing that is worth while, there is nothing that endures 
except character, and CLAUDE Krrcsin’s character was as in- 
flexible as a rod of the hardest steel. He suffered much. 
Through many months he waged a battle to regain his health, 
but at last he has gone with the great majority. 

Sweet be his sleep; glorious his awakening. His State will 
preserve and cherish his memory as a proud mother that of her 
offspring. The Nation will never forget his great career as a 
Member of this body. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I was, unfortunately, on 
an extended trip in somewhat out-of-the-way places in the far 
West at the time Mr. Krrcxin died, and did not even learn of 
his death until nearly a month after it occurred. I am also 
somewhat unfortunate on this occasion for the reason that I 
had not heard that these exercises were to be held to-day until 
a few moments ago, when I came into the lobby and was so 


informed by my colleague on the committee, Mr. Corn. But 
although I have had no opportunity for that preparation which 
would be necessary to do justice to the memory of the departed, 
I not only had a desire to speak at this time but it seemed 
altogether fitting that one who, like myself, had served so long 
on the same committee with Mr. Krrcu1n and whom the ebb 
and flow of events had brought to the chairmanship which he 
once held should at least say something on this occasion. 

CLAUDE Kircutn and I were friends—sincere, earnest, faith- 
ful friends. I think there was nothing in the world that I 
could have asked of him, consistent with his principles, that 
he would not have done for me, nor—for he would have asked 
nothing improper—that I would not have done for him in the 
way of a personal favor. 

I served with him on the Ways and Means Committee for 
some 12 years, although in the latter part of that time, by 
reason of his health, he was not permitted to attend all of its 
sessions. He was an extraordinarily lovable man. His genial- 
ity, his uniformly good temper—for I never saw him lose con- 
trol of himself under the most adverse conditions—his accom- 
modating disposition, his desire in the work of the committee 
to treat all with perfect fairness, not only on his own side but 
also on the other side, caused all members of the committee, 
porn Republicans and Democrats, to become deeply attached to 

m. 


Mr. Speaker, Craupe Kircutn was a most misunderstood man 
and a much underrated man in the northern sections of this 
country. Much of this came about through no fault of his but, 
on the contrary, as I view it, through a matter which was very 
much to his credit. At one time there was pending before our 
committee a matter which greatly affected the profits of the big 
newspapers, as it concerned the postage which was to be paid 
upon their circulation. Mr. KrrcHin was believed to have been 
the originator of the measure that was afterwards reported by 
our committee, increasing the rate of postage on newspapers 
and periodicals. In fact he was not the originator of the 
proposition, but he sanctioned it, and with that courage that he 
always showed with reference to all matters, he never shirked 
the responsibility of it. As a result, he incurred the enmity of 
the press in certain parts of the country and was often mis- 
represented and sometimes even belittled in the newspapers. 

I have heretofore taken occasion on this floor to contradict 
the statement that was so many times repeated that he had 
stated in debate on the war revenue act that he wanted it so 
framed as to cast the burdens of it on the northern sections of 
our country in order that they would pay the most. Mr. 
Krrenin never said anything of the kind. He was honest, not 
merely in his private transactions but in his public career, and 
he never intentionally, either in public or private, treated any- 
one unjustly. 

Of course, the wealth of the Nation being greater in the 
North than in the South, the great tax measure of 1918 had the 
effect of making the North pay much more than the South, but 
Mr. Krrcutn framed it with no such purpose. The purpose 
was simply to make the wealth of the Nation, wherever it was 
found, subject to its provisions and to require that men of 
wealth, who presumably benefited most by the protection our 
armies afforded, to contribute toward carrying on the war in 
proportion to their means. But notwithstanding the denials 
that I made on his behalf, for he declined to dignify the charge 
even by a denial, the statement was continually repeated in 
the press, and some newspapers never lost an opportunity to 
disparage his ability and depreciate his services. 

Mr. KrrcHIN was, in fact, a big man with remarkable talents 
in many directions. No public speaker could more quickly 
catch and hold an audience, and if he had gone into one of the 
large cities and entered jury practice I can say, after the expe- 
rience of many years upon the bench, he would have taken the 
very highest rank in that branch of jurisprudence. Not only 
that, but he would have been able to command the largest fees 
in his practice that were paid to anyone for such services. 

I never knew a man who had more courage, and I remember 
quite well, as many of you do who are now before me, the time 
he stood here when we were voting upon the joint resolution 
which declared war against Germany. It was a most fateful 
decision that he was making. An overwhelming majerity, not 
only of his own side of the House but of my own side, was 
against him. Public opinion was intensely aroused and the 
disposition was to treat everyone who did not support the decla- 
ration as one who was almost a traitor to his country. Yet he 
said, in substance; 


1 regret that I must now part company from my friends, but, hard 
as the task is and dark the road, I would rather it be such thun to 
part with convictions which I sincerely hold, and I will do it although I 
walk a stony path barefoot and alone. 
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A deep hush spread over this House at the time he made that 
declaration. Truly he was compelled to walk the path almost 
alone, and many felt, and he himself must have feared, that he 
had taken a course which would lead to his political ruin. But 
no matter how much we might have disagreed with him at that 
time with reference to the vote that was to be cast, every man 
who listened to him knew that CLAUDE Krrehix was absolutely 
sincere in his convictions and directed by them alone in the 
action which he took. 

Mr. Kitchin was a great debater. There never was a man 
in this House, so far as I know, who excelled him in impromptu 
debate, and in certain lines there never was his equal since I 
have been in the House. No one could match him in the art 
of pouring good-natured ridicule upon his opponents’ opposition 
or arguments. There have been at various times in this 
House men who were masters of sarcasm, but these men in- 
flicted by their remarks wounds that never healed. The victims 
felt that they were inspired by malice and spoken regardless 
of the injury they might do. ‘The result was that, although 
they might have many admirers from afar off, they had few 
close friends and many enemies. But it was very different with 
Mr. Krrcutn. His raillery was as effective, if not more so, than 
biting sarcasm. It left no wounds that would not heal, for 
whenever a shaft of his humor was directed at an adversary 
it never was tipped with venom or winged with malice. He 
was always good-natured about it, so much so that even those 
who were the object of such remarks on his part—and I have 
been one of those myself—could but feel that there was no 
malice or ill feeling behind the statement but only a smile 
and a laugh that passed for the moment and was gone. 

Mr. Speaker, OLAUÐE Krrenrx is gone. I call him CLAUDE 
because in my friendship I have the right so to do. We shall 
not soon see his like again. Men of such courage and stead- 
fastness are apt to be stern, self-contained, and selfish. None 
of these things could be said of him. In the most tense excite- 
ment of debate, under the strain of work and the pressure of 
illness, he still retained the same smile, the same cheery 
demeanor, the same lovable disposition. We need more men 
like him; men of the people and for the people; men of courage 
that dare to oppose great interests; men that are true to their 
eonvictions at all times. Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, I present this humble tribute to the 
memory of CLAUDE KiTcHIn. 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I am one of the very few 
Members of the House who can remember Mr. Kirrcsrn when 
he first came here. His brilliant brother preceded him by one 
or two Congresses, and the two then served together from dif- 
ferent districts of North Carolina, and I remember them well. 
It would be hard anywhere to find two more handsome, at- 
tractive young men. They seemed bursting with health and 
physical vigor, and it looked as if they were certain of long 
lives and great achievements, and it is an instance of the 
uncertainty of human life that some of us, whose prospects 
were far less hopeful, are now here to mourn them. 

For some years I only knew Mr. Krrcenrn slightly as one of 
the stalwart, vigorous, effective orators whom his side brought 
forward on partisan occasions to make one of his rattling, 
lively, spirited speeches, heaping ridicule on his opponents and 
exciting the enthusiasm of his own side. No one could do it 
better than he. I remember very well how he used to stand 
back near the door in the center aisle—that was before the 
custom had grown up, as now. of speaking from the area— 
and he would interest and excite the whole House by the 
vigor of his polemics, generally very partisan but always very 
entertaining and attractive. What the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Green] said about his good nature was, I think, a strik- 
ing characteristic of his oratory. He had great capacity for 
overwhelming his adversary; he always welcomed interrup- 
tions; he could almost invariably get the better of the heckler 
and throw confusion upon his opponent. But he did it in 
such a good-natured manner, apparently bubbling and over- 
flowing with good will and cheerfulness, that no one felt 
resentment or humiliation at what he said. He never was 
vitriolic or bitter. He reminded me of Walton's description 
in his Complete Angler to hook a frog as bait. He says, “ You 
put the hook in his mouth and bring it out through the gills; 
you tie one leg to the wire by a fine thread,” and then kindly Sir 
Isaac adds “in so doing use him as if you loved him.” And 


so Mr. Kircrts treated his victims as if he loved them, and 
I think he generally did, and that notwithstanding his treat- 
ment they generally reciprocated. 

I came later to know him intimately, because when I was 
acting as floor leader on the Republican side he was floor 
leader on the Democratic side, and that brought us into con- 


stant contact. While our previous relations were rather those 
of mere acquaintance, they were later cemented into very close 
and warm friendship. I think no one could ever come into 
close contact with Mr. Krrcurs without coming to love him. 
There was one feature of our relations which I think is gen- 
erally true in this House, but which is not much appre- 
ciated outside, and that is the sacredness of the agreements 
to which we come. We were constantly making agreements as 
to the order of business and the conduct of affairs. These 
agreements, informal, often oral, sometimes rather vague and 


yet always binding, never caused a breach. 


I knew that whatever he said he would always abide by. 
Of course, there were sometimes misunderstandings, but those 
misunderstandings were neyer taken advantage of; there was 
never a suspicion of unfairness, and we always came to an 
amicable and satisfactory settlement. 

In our early acquaintance I had always thought of Mr. 
KircHin as a somewhat indolent man, not particularly devoted 
to his duties in the House, but rather reserved for special show 
occasions. When he became leader and chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, however, he disclosed an entirely differ- 
ent character. I am sure we have all of us noted in this House 
how often men, when they have responsibility placed upon them, 
show themselves equal to it and develop at once a dormant 
latent capacity which we had never suspected. I think there 
is always a vast fund of ability present in this House which we 
do not appreciate or fairly appraise. And so Mr. KITCHIN, 
whose conduct in the House had rather been as a casual de- 
bater and orator, when he became chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways ami Means devoted himself to the duties of 
that office with an industry and attention to detail and a 
mastery of the subjects such as we had hardly anticipated 
from him. He showed himself not only the splendid debater 
with whom we were familiar from his past performance, but 
he became also a master of the business and the work of the 
House and the committee which had been loaded upon his 
strong and capable shoulders. 

He won the entire confidence and admiration of the House 
by the efficient manner in which he discharged his complicated 
and onerous duties. Throughout all his career, I think, per- 
haps the one characteristic which we all remember most was 
the warm, ardent good feeling and friendliness which he 
always showed to others—never impatient, never irritable, 
never arrogant, always willing to give his time and attention 
to any request that was made of him. I think we may fairly 
apply to him the famous lines that Pope addressed to one of 
the most beloved of English public men: 


Statesman, yet friend to truth, of soul sincere, 
In action faithful and in honor clear, 

Who broke no promise, served no private end, 
Who gained no title and who lost no friend. 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, in attempting to offer a 
few words of tribute to the life and character of our deceased 
friend and colleague, the late CLAUDE KrrcHIn, one of the great- 
est and noblest men America has ever produced, I feel that I 
shall be unable by any words that I can command to adequately 
and fittingly portray his many virtues and accomplishments of 
head and heart. 

In his early manhood, before coming to Congress, he was the 
leading young lawyer in eastern North Carolina. However, it 
was not in the legal profession but as a statesman and an 
orator that his great talents and attainments found their 
fullest expression. 

He was a profound student of the science of government, 
and mastered as fully as the mind of man could the sacred 
fundamental principles upon which our Government rests. He 
specialized in matters of revenue and taxation, and on those 
subjects there was no higher authority. 

At the time the United States declared war upon the Imperial 
German Government he occupied the responsible position of 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, and it was in 
this responsible and trying position that his great ability 
shone most resplendently. By his great tact and skill as chair- 
man of that committee and leader on the floor of the House he 
was able to keep all partisanship in the background and to have 
the committee present to the House and the House pass unani- 
mously the bills necessary to raise the billions of dollars of 
revenue incident to financing the great World War, and at no 
time during the entire war did a partisan expression fall from 
his lips, nor, so far as I know or ever heard, was there a single 
partisan note sounded by any member of the great Committee 
on Ways and Means. It is very doubtful if any other living 
man could have aceomplished this great purpose in this way. 
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In his distinguished services of more than 20 years in the 
House of Representatives he performed a conspicuous part in 
the enactment of all important legislation. As an orator and 
debater he was in a class to himself. Hon. Joseph G. Cannon, 
one of the great men of his day and generation, who was a 
Member of the House for 40 years and whose political align- 
ments were antagonistic to those of Mr. Krremry, sald that so 
far as he knew Cnaupe Krrehix had no equal as a debater. 
He brought to the performance of his public duties honesty, 
fidelity, and boundless courage, as well as a store of informa- 
tion acquired by a lifetime of devoted and untiring application 
to public matters. 

Handsome in person, scholarly in attainments, immaculate 
and exemplary in character, limitless in courage, lofty in pa- 
triotism, possessing every virtue of head, heart, and soul neces- 
sary in constituting true greatness. 

The future historian will find in the life, character, and public 
services of CLAUDE Krrenix a theme concerning which the sim- 
ple truth will be the highest eulogy. 

His great spirit is at rest; the beautiful example of his life 
will live and prove an abiding inspiration to all coming genera- 
tions, 

Judged by the contributions he made to the welfare of man- 
kind and to the betterment of world conditions, CLAUDE KITCHIN 
had few equals and no superiors. He sleeps in the soll of his 
native Commonwealth, the State of North Carolina, which sig- 
nally honored itself by honoring him. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, the name of 
Hon. CAE Krronry is written large, honorably, and indelibly 
in the history of our Republic. For 20 years he was a Repre- 
sentative in the Congress of the United States and had been 
elected for his eleventh term. 

In every period of our Nation’s history, beginning in colonial 
days, the great Commonwealth of North Carolina has furnished 
men who were not only conspicuous but preeminent as leaders 
of public thought and doers of fundamental things in govern- 
mental activity. 

No State has finer traditions. Her soldiers have been illus- 
trious in every war; her statesmen have been leaders in every 
civic movement. Mr. KrrcHIN was a fit representative of all 
that was best and noblest in those splendid traditions that are 
the heritage of Nerth Carolina’s people, and as such the common 
heritage of the Nation. 

Physically he approached perfection; intellectually he was 
indisputably superb; spiritually he was clean, and so in his 
triple strueture he typified the beautiful things which men and 
women everywhere adore and love. Therefore, he is entitled, 
measured by every standard, to be denominated a great man, 

It was my honor to have been associated with him, always 
pleasantly, and at times quite closely, both personally and in 
a public capacity, during 18 years of service in this body. 

During my first term we had service together on the Com- 
mittee on Claims of the House. The work of that committee, 
while not of a character to attract widest attention and bring 
one in a prominent way before the public eye, is nevertheless 
a work of the very highest importance to all the people. 

That. committee must protect the interests of the public 
against private and ofttimes most appealing importunities, and 
at the same time must work out the equities as well as the 
legal rights of individuals. A courage to say both “no” 
and ae ” is an indispensable essential to fitness for service 
upon it. 

Mr. Krrentn brought to that service the very highest capac- 
ity, a trained legal mind, an almost uncanny intuition for 
detecting the merits of a question, and resolute courage to deal 
with the question upon its merits. 

It was due to his service upon that committee that he was 
able to develop. and make the great speech upon the French 
spoliation claims which will be remembered by all those who 
were then here as one of the most masterly legal arguments 
made in the American Congress within the last two decades, 
It may be said in truth to have been the last word upon that 
vexatious and complicated problem. 

Assiduous in all his work, attentive to every detail, major 
and minor, it was inevitable that he should reach the points 
of vantage and leadership which he did reach and which were 
his by right of character and capacity. 

In the Sixty-second Congress, when his party had come into 
power in the House of Representatives, he became a member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, In this work he was a 
most active and aggressive member, aiding in framing the 
various revenue measures presented by his party during that 


term and in the formation of what is commonly known as the 
Underwood tariff bill of 1913. 

In the Sixty-fourth Congress he had advanced to the position 
of ranking majority member of that great committee and be- 
came its chairman, and by action of his party caucus became 
also the titular majority leader in the House. In these posi- 
tions he continued during that and the succeeding Congress 
while his party was in power. 

In the Sixty-sixth Congress, when his party had gone out of 
power, he gracefully and graciously declined to permit the use 
of his name for the minority leadership, yielding that honor to 
Mr. Champ Clark, of Missourl, who was retiring from the 
Speakership. These two worked hand in hand during that Con- 
gress and at the succeeding Congress, the great Missourian 
having passed over the river to rest under the shade of the 
trees,” Mr. KircHrn was unanimously chosen as the minority 
leader and continued as such to the date of his death. 

Had his life been spared and his physical condition been such 
as to admit of his performing the duties of the position he 
would have been again unanimously chosen for this honor dur- 
ing this Congress, and in future years further and even higher 
honors might have been his reasonable and confident expecta- 
tion. He was adored by his party colleagues and respected by 
his party foes. 

It was in the Sixty-fifth Congress—the Great War Congress 
while chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, that the 
heaviest public responsibilities of his active life fell upon 
and the heaviest drain was made upon his intellectual and 
physical resources. 

Under our Constitution measures affecting the raising of 
revenue must originate in the House of Representatives. The 
committee of which he was chairman has jurisdiction of 
revenue questions, and upon that committee fell the responsi- 
bility of financing the war. It was a task more stupendous than 
we can even yet appreciate. Sums had to be raised that two 
years before would have been regarded as beyond possible 
reach. We had to cease thinking in terms of millions and 
set our minds upon billions, 

The Committee on Ways and Means had to sail uncharted 
seas of finance and with little light of national experience or 
precedent to guide them. As chairman, Mr. KrrcHiIn was per- 
force the master pilot. His place was at the wheel without 
intermission. It was his burden to improvise new compasses and 
charts. No greater economic task ever confronted a statesman 
in the history of humankind. It would have been strange 
indeed if some errors had not been made, but the voyage was 
made, the shores of victory and peace were safely reached, and 
notwithstanding the enormous taxes imposed to meet the 
enormous expenditures made the Nation emerged from the 
world holocaust sound to the core; its integrity unsullied and 
unblemished; its prosperity undiminished ; its honor unstained ; 
its credit at the highest point. 

There will be innumerable volumes of history written of that 
world struggle covering its every phase. Among the most im- 
portant of these will be the story of its financing, and I make 
bold to say that in this realm Mr. Krrenix's name will take 
its proper place as a leader, a patriot, and a statesman. 

I have spoken almost wholly of Mr. Krrentx, the statesman. 
I will not conclude without a few words of CLAUDE KITCHIN, 
the man. Affable, lovable, loyal, he was a friend to rely upon 
and to cherish. Even tempered amidst most vexatious and trying 
conditions, with a winning smile—a smile that would instantly 
disarm the rising anger of one who threatened controversy—he 
was able always to keep the keenest debates upon grounds of 
good humor and within the lines of proper parliamentary dig- 
nity. His family relations were ideal. It was a home where 
dwelt unsullied love and infinite tenderness, wholesome, pure— 
the very apogee of that fine home idealism which is the glory 
and guard of American life, American institutions and American 
civilization. 

We think of him as a great man. I suspect that while his 
bereaved widow and children do know of him as a great man, 
yet they do not think of him as such, but that they rather think 
of him always as a good man, a gallant gentleman, and a 
constant lover. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker and fellow Members of the House, 
it is fitting that this great legislative body should pause and 
pay tribute to the memory of one of its Members. This but 
illustrates in no uncertain way that we sincerely subscribe to 
that truism, “ Nọ nation can become great which forgets the 
memory and service of those who contributed to its glory.” 

Mr. KIroHIN, my predecessor in this body from the second 
congressional district in the State of North Carolina, who died 
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on the 81st day of May, 1923, had been chosen by the voters 
of this district for 11 consecutive terms. His constituents 
and friends thought and still think that he rendered them and 
his country sincere and faithful service. This impression was 
so thoroughly fixed upon this district that in these 22 years of 
Service he was only one time opposed for renomination in his 
party, and this opposition was negligible, 

There are many here in this body who are familiar with his 
legislative work, and you will speak of these activities, We in 
our district were justly proud of his accomplishment and of 
the honor accorded him by his ceworkers. His position in this 
legislative body during the World War gave him an opportunity 
to render a momentous service to his country, and this you 
know he did quite well, evincing always a spirit of frankness, 
staunchness, and sincerity. This spirit is ever manifested in 
the truly great, and thus he won the respect and admiration of 
those who wrought with him at this period of our national life, 
and I hazard the opinion that few men ever served in this body 
who were held in higher esteem by his colleagues and co- 
workers, 

What you have said here on this occasion will thrill the 
hearts of his loved ones, and will make secure the pride of 
those who are happy to do him honor. I deeply thank you for 
it, and I know that you will be happier always because of this 
splendid tribute to one who has passed a little ahead of us into— 
“that city which has foundations, whose maker and builder 
is God.” 

May I not speak briefly of my personal esteem of our friend. 
In my opinion, the outstanding attributes in the character of 
my distinguished predecessor, gleaned from a personal and 
political association throughout our lives, were—that he ab- 
horred that which was manifestly unjust in our social and po- 
litical life; he measured a man by his character, what he stood 
for when the tests of life came. In politics he was as brave 
as the bravest to resent a wrong, and this he did to the extent 
that he sometimes appeared to be cruel. This spirit we see in 
Mr. Krrohix when he first entered politics; his family have 
long been the creators and solidifiers of public opinion in my 
State. Early in his life he realized that one of the finest sections 
of this Republic was being dominated politically by an inferior 
race. He, cooperating with other leaders in North Carolina, 
aroused the “great emperor of the universe, public opinion,” 
and corrected this condition, and since then no race question 
has disturbed the peace and growth of this sovereign State. 

Mr. Krrexrn’s constituents discerned clearly that he would 
be a most useful man to thwart injustice anywhere, and so they 
sent him here, and you know his attitude always toward that 
which he thought unjust in our national life. Some of us dis- 
agreed with him on some of the positions he took in respect to 
certain public questions, but we all must agree that KITCHIN 
thought he was right, and this spirit made him a dangerous 
adversary. 

Another outstanding characteristic of Mr. Kitcutn, which in 
my opinion made him most efficient and attractive, was his 
power to approach and win the confidence of his fellows. This 
was due to his sincerity and frankness, as simple as a child's. 
We cail it personality; it is indeed a rich endowment, which 
we rarely see impersonated so well as in the life of Mr. 
Krrcutn ; and then, too, Mr. Krrcurn realized all his life that 
“man who man would be, must learn to rule the empire of him- 
self.” He was clean In mind and body and had no habit which 
he could not unfetter with one resolve and one prayer; and 
thus armed he approached the problems of life, 

Abhorring injustice; with a personality so magnetic that men 
joved to work with, follow, and do his will; the master of him- 
nelf; no sin nor lust for greed or power could pierce the armor 
of this great national figure and ever-renowned statesman; his 
life and work has been a splendid contribution to our glorious 
history. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the Hon. CLAUDE KITCHIN was 


A combination and a form indeed, 
Where every god did seem to set his seal 
To give the world assurance of a man. 


Mr. KircuHin was every inch a man. Created with a splendid 
physique, endowed with a marvelous intellect, gifted to a most 
remarkable degree as an orator and debater, and possessing a 
loving nature and magnetic personality, he soon took high rank 
in this august body, where every man must work out his own 
destiny. At his death he was the leader of his party in the 
House. 

Mr. KircHtx was a man of force and conviction, and nothing 
could swerve him from being true to what he conceived to be 
right. When once he had decided upon his course, no threat 


nor intimidation nor the allurements of personal aggrandize- 
ment or preferment would cause him to hesitate for an instant, 
but he pursued the even tenor of his way, always being true to 
his God, his country, his duty as he saw it himself, and to his 
intellect. 

His life was gentle, and the elements 

So mix'd in him, that Nature might stand up 

And say to all the world, “ This was a man!” 7 


He was often misjudged, frequently villified and abused by 
the press, but CLAUDE KIrcHIN was too big and brave a man to 
be influenced by such methods. My relations with him were ex- 
ceedingly close and intimate, and we often discussed public 
criticism made of him, and I know he never harbored unkind 
feelings or resentments against his critics. He towered above 
them. 5 

Mr. Krrentn’s private life was exemplary and his character 
always even above suspicion. He hated sham and hypocrisy, 
despised ostentation and display, and, from the depths of his 
soul, believed that worth and character alone made the man, 
He was without guile, was sympathetic, tender, and loving. He 
was hospitable and generous and was always the truest of 
friends. 

On April 19, 1920, in this Hall, just as he had finished an able 
and earnest speech opposing a joint resolution providing for the 
United States to make a separate peace treaty with Germany, 
Mr. Krrom suffered a paralytic stroke from which he never 
recovered. From that day until his death he was a constant 
and intense sufferer, but he never complained. He was the 
bravest of the brave. He was hopeful, optimistic, and en- 
couraging to his loved ones and friends. He fought the ravages 
of his affliction with courage and fortitude, but his efforts were 
in vain, and on May 80, 1923, he fell asleep and was gathered 
to his fathers. Nature never made a nobler man. 

Notwithstanding his splendid public achievements and the 
high place he won in the history of his country as one of its 
greatest statesmen, CLAUDE Krrenix was still greater in his 
home. When 19 years of age he married Miss Kate Mills, of 
North Carolina, who until his death was his devoted wife and 
helpmate. God blessed the union with nine children and seven 
grandchildren, and Mr. Kircuin was the center of attraction 
of this beautiful Christian home. He was never so happy as 
when surrounded by his loved ones, In his home he became a 
perfect child and romped and played with his children and 
grandchildren like one of them. 

In all my acquaintance with public men I have never known a 
greater than CLAUDE Krrenix. He was my friend. I loved him 
sincerely, and I never expect to look upon his like again. 


Statesman, yet friend to truth, of soul sincere, 
In action faithful and in honor clear, 

Who broke no promise, served no private end, 
Who gained no title, and who lost no friend, 
Ennobled by himself and by all approved. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of genuine 
regret to me that I must speak without preparation, but the 
demands upon my time have been so great within the past few 
days that it has been simply impossible for me to try to say in 
carefully chosen language what from my heart I would like to 
say on such an occasion as this. However, no man could 
understand better that my excuse is a good one than he whose 
memory we honor here to-day. No one knew better than he the 
manifold duties and responsibilities that must inevitably rest 
upon the majority leader of this House, not only by day but 
by night as well. 

Mr. KrrcHIn was a great leader. He had the qualities which 
a leader must possess. He was courageous, courteous, efficient, 
quick to think and quick to act, and he possessed in super- 
abundance the two qualities which my very limited experience 
leads me to believe essential in a floor leader, good nature and 
an abundant sense of humor, 

No matter what other qualifications a majority leader in 
this House may possess, it seems to me that these are abso- 
lutely essential at least to his comfort and to his peace of 
mind. In addition to being a great leader upon the floor of 
this House, he was a great chairman of committee in times 
which demanded greatness of leadership. Fortunately for 
myself, I was closely associated with Craupe Kircutn in the 
framing of all the various reyenue measures which were passed 
immediately preceding and during the war. When the war was 
being carried on we were members together of a subcommittee 
to determine sources of taxation, to comb the country through- 
out to find ways of raising the money necessary to effectively 
carry on the war. There were few daylight hours for months 
at a time when we were not together, and frequently the clock 
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had struck midnight before we separated for the day. I do 
not believe anyone knows better the processes of mind of the 
man whose memory we here ‘honor than I do. I have never 
known a man more intensely patriotic, with an eye more sincere 
to the service of his country, than CLAUDE Krrenrx was in those 
trying days. We were there together, not as a Democrat and a 
Republican, but as members of the American party. I never 
knew Mr. Krrcntn to attempt to take any sort of partisan 
advantage in the consideration and formulation of that measure 
which raised more than 88,000, 000,000 in revenue. He was 
bitterly attacked by the press at times, more particularly 
the eastern press, as being a reckless man, a narrow-minded 
man, a radical man. I know precisely to the contrary. CLAUDE 
KircHIn was not one of those who would proscribe wealth as 
an evil in itself and through taxation seek to destroy it. He 
was not one of those who believed that the taxing power should 
be used to punish people or to change the social order. He 
believed that the proper method of taxation in this country was 
that which would produce revenue with the least damage to 
legitimate property and to business in general. He pursued 
the profiteer during the war most sternly, but he did not seek 
to confiscate property legitimately aequired. The public did 
not know then and the public never has known how nearly we 
came in that Congress in the Ways and Means Committee to 
confiscation of all incomes above a certain amount, and the 
man who stood most vigorously in opposition to that system of 
confiscation, who did more to defeat it than anyone else, was 
the then chairman of that committee, Mr. KITCHIN, 

Mr. Speaker, CLAUDE Kircuin’s good nature and his sense of 
humor were always with ‘him. I never heard him in debate or 
in private conversation apply ia harsh or coarse epithet to any 
man, and yet he was, among all I have known in this House, 
the most dangerous man to meet in debate. The memory of 
my association with him will always be one of the pleasant 
recollections of my life, and particularly will the memory of 
our close and enduring friendship abide with me always. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
as a member of the delegation from North Carolina I can not 
tell you how much we appreciate the kind remarks from those 
who live without that State in regard to this great son of North 
Carolina. North Carolina has produced many unusual men, 
and among»that number will ever be known the name of 
Cravpe Krrenix, who represented it in Congress so many years 
in so distinguished a manner. When I first knew Mr. KITCHIN 
he was at the full heyday of his powers. I came to Congress 
in April, 1917, with the beginning of the war. He was then 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, 
end I have no doubt that the heavy duties which fell upon 
him, with his other colleagues of that committee, planted the 
fatal shaft. During day and night I know the membership of 
thet committee was at work to provide the revenues to win 
thet great war. During all the time I knew him here he 
exhibited all the elements and qualities of a great leader. His 
overflowing good humor, his wonderful knowledge of matters 
pertaining to the revenues and to tariffs, made him indeed an 
adversary worthy of any man's steel. But, gentlemen, I shall 
not elaborate these matters. Mr. Krrehix came of a strong 
family of men. It was rather unusual, but at one time he and 
his brother both were leaders in this House. The Hon. W. W. 
Kitchin, his brother, is a superb man, and only the failure of 
his health keeps him from being an outstanding leader in my 
native State. He retired from Congress voluntarily to become 
the Governor of North Carolina. The father of OLAUDE 
KircuHtn, too, was a great man. He was a dynamic force in 
North Carolina. He was known from one end of the State to 
the other for the vigor of his intellect and the sturdiness with 
which he fought for his convictions. Other members of the 
family have been distinguished. Sometimes when I see these 
men succumb at comparatively early ages it seems to me that 
they have been consumed possibly by their own vigor of intel- 
lect and the exercise of their superb powers. CLAUDE KITCHIN 
Was a man that North Carolina loved. He had behind him not 
only this great family, but he had behind him as a background 
a great ancestry. You know Oliver Wendell Holmes has said 
that our destinies are determined 100 years before we are born. 
Craupe KrrcHIN was linked directly in his lineage with men 
who helped to make this Government. He knew what “ master 
Jaid its keel, what workman wrought its ribs of steel.” His 
ancestors had helped to lay down the structure of this Repub- 
lic, and their conceptions of its character and fundamentals 
had come down to him. I merely point this ont as probably 


accounting for some of the opinions which CLAUDE KITCHIN 
held. He had studied the structure of this Government. It 
is needless for me to recall to you the fact that when the 
thirteen original Colonies won their independence they were in- 


dependent sovereignties. North Carolina was an independent 
sovereignty and complete in all its powers as such, and so was 
the Commonwealth of Virginia and all the others. We jeined 
hands with Massachusetts and New York, and when our inde- 
pendence was achieved we were sovereign in every respect, 
and even when we came to the forming of the Constitution 
there were great patriots like Patrick Henry, whose voice only 
a few years before had rung out to stir the people against 
English tyranny, who opposed the ratification of the Constitu- 
tion with all his vigor, because he felt, as he said, it was but 
a change of masters. And it was this feeling of sovereignty 
that has lived with us in North Carolina, 

To create the Federal Government it was necessary to con- 
cede a portion of this sovereignty and it was most carefully 
examined, because to-day North Carolina has less than 1 per 
cent of foreign population. These ideas of government have 
lived in Virginia and other original States and they were im- 
bibed by Kircutn as a child. I have heard him in forensic 
oratory here with the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
LonawortH], and I wish to say here now that I have heard 
Mr. KITCHIN speak of Mr, LonewortH as a very prince of men. 
I have heard him say in his dealings with Mr. LonaworrTH 
that he had always found him honorable and upright and a 
worthy opponent in debate. I know the feeling which he 
entertained toward him. It was but natural that Mr. KITCHIN 
should feel strongly on some questions. In considering the 
tariff, for instance, he felt that the Federal Government, which 
had been created by the States, in the exercise of its taxing 
power should only exercise it for the purpose of raising reve- 
nue to support the Government. These ideas came to him 
naturally and he fought for them vigorously, and many of the 
great speeches he made in this House were upon that question. 
He had a great ancestry behind him, and most nobly did he 
represent that ancestry here. I shall not undertake now to 
analyze his intellectual powers; others have done it better 
than I; but as a debater, I can say that since I have been in 
Congress I have certainly seen no superior to him. I will not 
say he was the best debater in this Congress. That might be 
taken as flattery, but I will say that there were none who 
surpassed him in rough-and-tumble debate upon the floor of this 
House. But he was always kindly. If his enemy was wounded, 
he was wounded by the impact of the blow and not because 
he had fired an arrow tipped with poison. He was the very 
personification of good humor and friendliness toward the 
other side in those great debates which were conducted here, 
and I know of no man whom the Republican membership have 
honored and loved more than this distinguished son of North 
Carolina. His life was as pure as a woman’s, Never was there 
a whisper; not one. It brought him strength. His strength 
was as the strength of 10, because his heart was pure.” It is 
an honor to have such a man from your native State. He was 
a man of great heart and soul. It takes something more than 
intellectual strength to make a great leader. Krrehrx had in- 
tellectual power, but with it he had that dimension of soul 
and purity of character that made him essentially a leader 
anywhere. He must have had a wonderful mother—T have 
talked about his father. I believe in mothers, and I think she 
must have been wonderful. Yon krow somebody has said that 
God could not be everywhere, so He gave us mothers. I know 
his home life to be as happy as could be. He must have been 
a splendid husband and a most tender father. We mourn with 
those, his loved ones, here to-day. We saw him as we might 
view a great spreading oak in the forest, vigorous and massive, 
and when his untimely death came we realized that a great 
gap was left that none can fill. But we sympathize with those 
who were nearest to him. He was doubtless human, as we all 
are, and had his prejudices and all those things, but his life 
had its start in the ‘heights and the stream that emanated 
from it was always clear and beautiful, although at times it 
may have been turbulent. 

It always fructified and brought love and happiness wher- 
ever it went. We have missed him in this House just as we 
have missed that great old Missourian, Champ Clark. When 
he went away it seemed hard for a long time to realize that 
he had gone. So we miss this ereat colleague of ours. He was 
human; we are all human. Doubtless he had his prejudices 
and passions, his likes and dislikes, but he loved his fellow 
man, hated wrong and loved the right, and when we come to 
measure him and appraise his worth, we know— 


The elements 
So mix'd in him, that Nature might stand up 
And say to all the world, “ This was a man!” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentieman from Virginia 
[Mr. Moors] will be recognized now. 
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Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, those who knew our 
friend will always remember his fine intellectual gifts, which 
were so often manifested here; his notable achievements in 
this arena, his capacity for winning the warm and unshaken 
friendship of supporters and opponents alike, the ideal rela- 
tion in which he stood to those of his own immediate private 
circle. 

I shall always primarily think of him as a man in whose 
life predominated the element of uprightness of character, 
difficult to exactly define or even describe, but, nevertheless, 
fundamental in importance and essential to worth-while re- 
sults. There was no man who adhered more intuitively and 
consistently to the highest standards of conduct. From the 
course which his conscience approved no possibility of defeat 
or loss, no prospect of adversity could defiect him in any de- 
gree whatever. To him might be applied the inscription over 
the grave of a Georgian who served for years in this body and 
in à larger sphere. On the monument to Alexander H. 
Stephens at Crawfordsville are quoted the words uttered by 
that statesman in a memorable speech at Augusta: “I am 
afraid of nothing on earth, or about the earth, or under the 
earth, except to do wrong. The path of duty I shall always 
endeavor to tread, fearing no evil and dreading no conse- 
quences.” And then there is written,“ Here sleep the remains 
of one who dared to tell the people they were wrong when 
he believed so and who never intentionally deceived a friend or 
betrayed an enemy.” 

From at least one intimate conversation with Mr. KITCHIN, 
after he was stricken, I came to know that his conscience was 
true as the needle to the pole and his character steadfast as 
the mountains because of his unswerving reliance, not in a 
dogmatic or formal sense but with his whole mind and heart, 
upon the principles of the religion which he professed. In the 
eloquent concluding passage of a work which now has Its 
place among the classics of literature it is said,“ But Whatever 
unlooked for events the future may have in store, Jesus will 
never be surpassed. His worship will unceasingly renew its 
youth, His story will call forth endless tears, His sufferings 
will subdue the noblest hearts, all ages will proclaim that 
among the sons of men no one has been born who is greater 
than He.” To our friend the founder of our religion was this, 
but he was far beyond this conception of the brilliant French 
agnostic. He was the Divine Leader whom no man can go 
astray in following. 

If 1 friend were here to-day, can it be doubted that he 
would tell us that the world more than all else now needs 
a saturation of Christian principles; that never was it more 
essential than now, when the fabric of civilization is menaced, 
that those principles should be universally applied, and that 
Christian character is not less important in Government than 
it is in the home and in the individual life? If here, would he 
not tell us that, in the midst of the prevailing demoralization, 
it is the clear duty of all, and surely the duty of those who 
are charged officially with guarding the safety of the Re- 
public, to serve with unselfishness and courage, not flouting 
any law but observing all laws; not expressing prejudice and 
passion in their work but working for the good of all, and day 
by day trying to maintain the right as they are enabled to 

7 
uns he lived. His was an unstained and useful life. It 
was as beautiful as the sunshine with which nature has glori- 
fied this perfect day on which we commemorate him. His was 
a peaceful passing. To him death was like— 
The shepherd serenely leading home his flock 
Under the planet at the evening’s end. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Lyon] is now recognized. 


Mr. LYON. Mr. Speaker, on May 31, 1923, the soul of our 
beloved colleague and friend, Hon. CLAUDE KircHin, passed 
into “the great beyond.” His death was not unexpected to 
those of us who knew of his declining health, but its coming 
was nevertheless a great shock and brought grief and sorrow 
to the entire State of North Carolina and to the thousands 
elsewhere who knew and admired that splendid, courageous, 
Christian character. 

His place will be hard to fill, for as a leader in this body 
he was without a peer, as debator he had few equals, and his 
courage and ability were so outstanding as to win the love 
and confidence of his political friends and the respect and 
esteem of those who differed from him on political questions. 

He sprang from a distinguished family. His father, W. H. 
Kitchin, was a Member of this body, representing his district 
in the Forty-sixth Congress, His brother, Hon. W. W. Kitchin, 


also served with distinction in this body from the Fifty-fifth 
to the Sixtieth Congresses, inclusive, retiring voluntarily to 
become Governor of North Carolina. 

The fidelity and character of CLAUDE KiTcHIN was soon rec- 
ognized by his colleagues and he became the great leader of 
his party in this body and served in this capacity with dis- 
tinction in the trying days just before and during the Great 
War. His loyalty and devotion to duty at that time was a 
priceless asset to the administration and an inspiration to 
the boys in uniform. During this stormy period he received 
his death wound, for his increasing toil, tremendous responsi- 
bility, and doubtless sleepless nights (for he hated war) so 
undermined his splendid physique as to enable the disease 
that finally caused his death to fasten itself upon him to 
such an extent that he was unable to throw it off. He died 
as a result of his devotion to duty and loyalty to country, 
as much so as if he had received his death wound on the 
fields of France, facing the shot and shell from German guns. 

It was not my good fortune to know him at his best, for when 
I came here in 1921 he had already been stricken, but I early 
fell under his charm, for to know him was to love him. Tha 
fearlessness with which he faced the fact of his declining health 
and the courage with which he fought to throw off disease was 
a marvel to me, and when I realized that in spite of this he took 
an active interest in the questions before Congress and fre- 
quently directed the minority from his sick bed I could but 
exclaim, “ There lives a man,” 

He was buried in the little town of Scotland Neck, his home 
town that he loved so well, in the presence of thousands of sor- 
rowing friends who had gathered from every section of the 
State and from every walk of life to pay their last homage to 
him whose life and character must have been the inspiration of 
the poet when he wrote: 


So live, that when thy summons comes to join 

The innumerable caravan, which moves 

To that mysterious realm, where each shall take 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, 

Thou go not, like the quarry slave at night, 
Scourged to his dungeon, but, sustained and soothed 
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave, 

Like one who wraps the drapery of his couch 
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams, — 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE] is recognized. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I just returned to the city 
this morning and have not had time to prepare anything con- 
cerning this man whom I knew and loved so well. Therefore I 
ask unanimous, consent to revise and extend my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his re- 
marks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, during its course in history 
North Carolina has produced quite a number of men who 
attained national prominence. Many able men have represented 
North Carolina in this House, but it can safely be said that 
CLAUDE KrrcHIN was the equal, if not the superior, of any man 
from North Carolina who ever sat in the House of Representa- 
tives. He was one of the greatest of debaters. It always seemed 
to me that it was a genuine pleasure for him to engage in 
debate, and the political adversary who was so foolhardy as to 
ask him a question, and interruptions were always welcomed, 
was generally subdued. The work CLAUDE Krrenix performed 
as chairman of the Ways and Means Committee during the 
World War showed to the country his ability as a statesman. 

In private life he was one of the cleanest men I have ever 
known, and it has been well said that his life was as pure as 
a pure woman. 

I remember the first time I ever saw Mr. KITCHIN, 22 years 
ago, when he made a political speech in Gaston, my home 
county. I thought then and I still think that it was one of the 
best political speeches I ever heard. Upon several occasions 
it has been my privilege to sit in the gallery and listen to him 
in some of his wonderful debates on the subject he was master 
of, the tariff. 

When I first came to Congress, in April, 1921, Mr. Krrcutn 
asked me to come to his oflice. He told me that while he did 
not care to advise me as to what course I should pursue, it was 
necessary for any Member to work if he wished to succeed; and 
no matter what committee one is on he should attend every 
meeting and take an active part in the work of that committee, 
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He further told me that it was nearly three years after he was 
elected before he made a speech on the floor of the House, and 
said that one should never speak unless he was fully prepared 
on his subject. 

Many times during the Sixty-seventh it was re- 
gretted by Members that Mr. KirchIN was not able to be pres- 
ent on the floor of the House, and our constant hope was that 
he would be returned to his good health. He suffered much 
during his illness, but his customary cheerfulness was ever 
present when greeted by his friends. 

He died on the 31st day of May, 1923, at Wilson, N. C., and 
was buried at Scotland Neck, N. C., on June 1, 1923. The sor- 
row of North Carolina was great. Men of all classes mourned 
his death, and his memory as a strong, courageous statesman 
will live forever. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. ABERNETHY] is recognized. 


Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, it is well we pause from 
our busy surroundings to pay suitable tribute to one admired 
and respected by all and loved by those who had the good for- 
tune to come into closest contact with him. 

My State sorrows with the Nation to-day as this august legis- 
lative body halts from its tasks to honor a great leader and 
tribune of the people. 

Just after the sun goes down the heavens glow with the rich 
coloring of the dying day, telling the story of the great light 
which never wanes. The majesty and glory of all this causes 
us to realize that when a great and good man “ falls to sleep” 
the sky of this world is luminous long after he is gone. 

It was the Dutch painter who taught his pupils that “the 
end of the day is the proof of the picture.” It is when the 
dusk comes on that the blotting out of the details bring out the 
perfect design of the artist. While our friend and comrade is 
gone, the influence of his upright walk, his able, earnest, con- 
scientious, and faithful public service remains to guide us in 
matters of state. 

It is good and sweet to live, but as has been beautifully said, 
it is “much sweeter and better when we know that what we 
call death is merely a letting go of what can no longer serve 
us, a going out from that which is but a prison door, and when 
everything that is mortal about us will be swallowed up in the 
more abundant life.” Such was the going of our friend. The 
life of him of whom we speak so tenderly to-day serves to re- 
mind us that the high-minded, manly, duty-doing men are the 
chiefest need of our Nation to-day. : 

What higher tribute could be paid a public servant than the 
editorial utterance of the leading daily paper in the city of 
Washington, although differing with him politically, when it 
said among other things when he died: 


He was above reproach in his record and commanded the respect of 
all, even when few were in agreement with him . Throughout 
his career he so bore himself that none could doubt his sincerity. 


In this day when there is so much confusion, so much unrest, 
when integrity and high purpose seems lacking in so many quar- 
ters, how great is the need of courageous and manly men who 
are above reproach and whose sincerity can not be doubted. 


Sincerity, thou first of virtues, let no mortal leave thy onward path, 
although the earth should gape, and from the gulf of bell destruction 
rise, to take dissimulation’s winding way. 


So, comrades and friends, the upright life and daily walk and 
noble purpose of CLAUDE Krrehix should be the inspiration for 
men in all walks of life, especially to those whom the people 
have honored by positions of place and trust. 

Peace to his ashes, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. HAMMER] is recognized, 


Mr. HAMMER. Mr. Speaker, as I came into this Chamber 
this morning a gentleman who knew CLAUDE Kircouin well 
said to me that we needed more Krrcutns in public life, espe- 
cially in the House of Representatives; that the prestige of the 
House had passed to the other end of the Capitol; that only a 
few remain of the great characters that formerly made the 
House of Representatives the greatest legislative assembly upon 
earth; that if we had a dozen men of the type of Mr. KITCHIN 
in this House to-day we would shake the country; that the 
daily proceedings of the House of Representatives would be 
restored to the front pages of the great newspapers of the 
country, as they were 80 years ago. The belief prevails in 


Some quarters at least that the type of men who are in the 
House have deteriorated. 

I said to my friend the reason was probably due not so much 
to the type of the Members of the House as to the rules of the 
House and the greater number of Members than in the Senate; 
that only those who are the most aggressive and courageous 
came to the front, and too often is it the case when a young 
Member attempts to exert himself, even though it be sometimes 
in a crude way, that it is quite commonly believed to be and 
said to be at times—although I have never discovered it— 
an affront for him to undertake to inject his opinions on ques- 
tions pertaining to public affairs, Especially is it claimed is this 
the case when he differs from those that have had so much 
longer service and who are so much better qualified to discuss 
matters of greatest importance. 

Be that as it may, this outstanding fact is true, that this 
House has produced few, if any, men who had the qualifications 
for leadership and the fegislative activities to fill the position 
so long held by the departed chieftain of the forces on this side 
of the House. A leading spirit in the Nation’s councils for 
nearly a quarter of a century has passed to his reward. 

CLAUDE KrrcHIN was first elected a Member of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, his term of office beginning March 4, 1901, 
20 days before his thirty-second birthday, his brother William 
W. Kitchin having served two terms before, and during his 
sixth term was elected governor of his State and was one of 
the State’s wisest and ablest governors. 

At first Mr. Krrehux was not assigned to important com- 
mittees, but his ability, industry, and thoroughness so attracted 
attention it was not many years until he received the reward 
his true worth merited, and those who looked upon him as an 
eager, impetuous, stalwart young fellow, a son of that grim, 
courageous old warrior, the late Capt. W. H. Kitchin, familiarly 
known as Buck ” Kitchin, who had likewise served in Congress 
one term, the forty-seventh, and a notable figure he was, of 
marked and conspicuous ability, and whose “tomahawk” was 
as famous in North Carolina as was Ben Tillman's “ pitchfork ” 
in South Carolina. > 

Yet if there were critics they were not long in conceding that 
Mr. Krrcury’s judgment was mature despite his enthusiasm 
and impulsiveness. His strong features and manly bearing 
commanded attention; his eyes reflected his kind, gentle spirit, 
and the sympathy and unfailing interest in men of every kind. 

He soon stepped across the threshold of greatness and was 
a captain on the towers which overlooked human endeavor. 

He wore his honors modestly. His rugged strength, charac- 
teristic of his family, was lavished in the cause of great prin- 
ciples, his capacity of concentration and ability to see and think 
clearly, coupled with his native gift of biting phrase in his 
philippics during the long years of fighting in the forefront 
against graft and hypocrisy, fraud and corruption, stood him 
well, but was never used for self-exploitation, for which he had 
no time, energy, or desire. These gave him weapons for his 
steady, fixed purpose of accomplishments, the public good. 

He did not waste words, but went directly at a subject. He 
Saw errors and shortcomings, but his opposition to wrong and 
defense of right were fought with reason and persuasion, oc- 
casionally only was his fiery invective, irony, and ridicule 
hurled at the opposition. 

The bitterest foe to him was the standpatter. The sin of sins 
he loathed was reaction. The goal he sought was equality of 
opportunity, equal rights for all, and special privileges to none, 

His matchless, undaunted courage and innate honesty, which 
he possessed in a high degree—but even more unusual than 
these, he had the quality of persuasiveness, ready wit, and 
repartee—a superior knowledge of men and measures made him 
the readiest and greatest and most effective debater that was 
ever a Member of the House of Representatives of the American 
Congress. He always started somewhere and you knew where 
he was going and wanted to go with him, and in his greatest 
efforts disaster awaited him who dared attempt to impede or 
interrupt his progress in the journey, or sought to delay oè 
hinder his chariot. He believed mightily and fought hard and 
with terrific force, especially when he had at heart a great 
cause, but always fairly, never falling into the delusion of 
infallibility. 

Known personally or by reputation by virtually every Amer'- 
can interested in public affairs in bis long career in public life, 
and they, too, unite in spirit with the Members of this House, 
while not present in person, this day in paying tribute to his 
memory as the great outstanding figure of his generation in 
the House of Representatives. : 

He realized that there are thousands of Republicans who are 
really Democrats, and thousands of Democrats who are really 
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Republicans, but held to the anchorage of ancient party shib- 

boleths and allegiance by habit, sentiment, tradition, and 

praoto: This knowledge enabled him to win notable vic- 
ries. 

But there are limitations to the strongest and most enduring 
constitutions as well as upon the intellectual processes. The 
limitations are inexorably defined beyond which boundaries his 
mind, one of the greatest that has figured in the arena of public 
life in the Nation's history, could not go and was compelled 
to yield to nature's laws and demands, and his work must be 
taken up by others, and may that divine hand of Providence 
guide and direct them, 

Constant, clean, clear, hard thinking, even with as sturdy 
conscience and swift and accurate mind as CLAUDE KrrcHin’s, 
will sap and undermine and finally destroy the strongest and 
most vigorous body. 

It is fortunate to have a rugged, strong body and superior, 
unsurpassed intellect and charge the heights and up and over 
the very walls of opposition and win victory over wrong. 

With all his superb courage and indomitable energy and hon- 
esty of purpose in scaling the ramparts of evil, fraud, hypocrisy, 
and corruption, the boundary line of human limitations was 
reached and physical endurance came to a standstill. 

With tenacity of purpose he remained personally in charge 
as leader of his party in the House of Representatives, per- 
forming his duties in an unexcelled manner until his impaired 
constitution compelled him to forego these responsibilities. 

When his ailment did not yield to treatment he went to his 
home in Halifax County in his own beloved State, where to him 
the flowers were more beautiful, the birds sang the old sweet 
songs he heard in his boyhood days when life was in its spring, 
where the grass. grew greener, and the starry vaults in 
heaven's firmament were nearer. 

For a time he seemed to improve, and there appeared reason 
for his unswerving conviction that recovery would come. 

Even when death appeared inevitable and he was removed 
to a hospital at Wilson, N. C., his intrepid spirit fought with 
a display of courage and endurance that amazed those about 
him. 

His wife, who was Miss Kate Mills, a daughter of Prof. and 
Mrs. Luther R. Mills, and his children, who were likewise de- 
voted to him, were his greatest sustaining force during his 
long months of illness which ended in his death May 31. 1923. 

His career on earth is ended; his pure, gentle spirit has 
taken its flight. 

I have been greatly impressed with the high tribute paid 
Mr. Kircaty, not only by the members of the North Carolina 
delegation but also by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN], 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, the present Speaker of the 
House, as well as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LONGWORTH], 
and others; the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Moore] as to the religious side of Mr. Krrohix's life were most 
fitting and appropriate. 

Leet us not lose sight of the most Important fact, that over- 
shadowing the glory of his intellectual attainments CLAUDE 
Krrcnin’s goodness was better than his greatness. He left 
such an impress upon his times that the activities in which he 
was a leader form an important part of his country’s history, 
but the greatest thing that could be said of him is that he wore 
the white flower of a blameless, spotless life, a moral and 
Christian character above reproach. He never yielded to the 
alluring vices which sometimes so beset and often is the cause 
of the ultimate downfall and final destruction of those in high 
laces. He never forgot the teachings of a good mother. He 
ved above suspicion. He walked the heights. His religious 
convictions were deep, being a consistent member of the Baptist 
denomination, the church of his parents and his family connec- 
tions. He not only believed with the Bible but practiced its 
teachings and believed in the prophecies of the Old Testament, 
Scriptures, and the fulfillment thereof. He believed in the 
resurrection and worshipped not the sleeping Christ in the 
tomb of Joseph of Arimathea, but the living Christ who rose 
from the dead and sits on the right hand of the Father, and 
who will return to judge the world. He was not a modernist, 
but believed in the divinity of Christ and the virgin birth, and 
that the Savior of mankind lives forever with His saints to 
We Earth that has taken so many, first and Inst, 
Of kings and men and lovers, now takes one more 
King among men and lover of men, who passed 
Too soon the heavy door. 


Leaving behind no malice, only grief, 
That he who loved so much the changing year, 
When the new spring comes in with flower and leaf, 
Win be no longer here, 


Only regret for the courageous word 

He will not speak, as he so long has spoken, 
And memory for a step we know, not heard, 

A sturdy lance, now broken. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from HIinols 
[Mr. Raney] is recognized. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Record. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr, Speaker, I desire to add my brief tribute 
to the memory of my friend. I served with him In Congress 
for 18 consecutive years. During all that period of time I was 
closely associated with him. During the major part of that 
time we lived at the same hotel. We belonged to the same com- 
mittee, the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, He ranked just ahead of me on that committee. 
We both belonged to the same political party. I was therefore 
far more closely connected with him throughout the period of 
18 years of service than I was with any other Member of Con- 
gress; we lived together; we served on the same committee; we 
thought along the same lines. 

He was one of the greatest debaters I have ever known. He 
was a master of the art of debate, good-humored, convincing, 
and forceful always. He was courageous, indeed, who dared to 
interrupt him on the floor of the House, but he courted inter- 
ruptions, He yielded gracefully always to questions, and his 
answers were always given with a smile and were crushing 
and conctusive. 

He was a master orator. I never heard a greater orator 
in the House of Representatives. He possessed a high degree 
of personal magnetism, and his splendid physique, his grace 
of gesture, his perfect articulation, his attractive manner and 
methods placed him well in the front rank of the English- 
speaking orators of his generation. 

He was a kind husband and father, a good citizen, devoted 
always to the highest ideals, and an honest man. His habits 
of life were always the very best. I do not think he ever 
harbored an impure thought. He was an earnest Christian 
gentleman. 

In the great forest little trees may fall and they are never 
missed, but when a giant oak falls it leaves a void which takes 
a hundred years to fill. When CLAUDE Krrem passed over 
to the unknown shore he left a place in his community, in his 
State, and in the Nation which is still vacant and which can 
not be filled for many years of time. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. Coturer] is recognized. 


Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune to 
have been intimately acquainted with Mr. Krroury. I met him 
in 1909 at the first session of the Sixty-first Congress. This 
acquaintance soon ripened into a strong, sincere, and lasting 
friendship. For five or six years we lived at the same hotel, 
ate at the same table, and scarcely a day passed during the 
sessions of Congress that one was not in the room of the other. 
He was my adviser as well as my friend. He was the best 
informed man on the subject of taxation I have ever known. 

In conversations with him I learned more about the basic 
principles of taxation than I ever gathered from the books. 
I shall never forget the impression made on me when I first 
heard Mr. Krrem speak in this House. The House was dis- 
cussing the Payne bill, when Mr. Krrehix was recognized for 
an hour. Never in my life did I hear a speech that pleased 
me more. His knowledge of his subject was profound, his 
figures of speech superb, his logic unanswerable, and his rep- 
artee irresistible. At the conclusion of the hour, when his 
time had expired, some Member arose and asked unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from North Carolina might be per- 
mitted to proceed until he had concluded his remarks, 

Though not even a member of the committee which had 
brought in the bill, and though this permission had been given 
only to the majority and minority leaders, the request was 
granted, and for over two hours a crowded House gave Mr. 
Krrermx its undivided attention and at the conclusion of his 
remarks an ovation seldom given to any mati on any occasion. 

Mr. Kircuin was the greatest orator and the most powerful 
debater I have ever known in this House. Partisan in an 
intense degree, yet generous and fair, his deadliest blows were 
always delivered with a smile which robbed them of over half 
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their sting. He courted interruption; and in every instance his 
retorts were so ready, so apt, so discomfiting to an adversary, 
that in later years he was generally permitted to proceed 
without interruption. 

I have seen him in a hundred verbal tourneys with the 
leaders of the opposition and never once have I seen him 
unhorsed, but always he rode a victor from the field. No man 
ever presided over the Committee on Ways and Means who 
had more profound knowledge and more thorough comprehen- 
sion of all subjects brought before that committee than Mr. 
Karcuin. This statement can well be illustrated by a remark 
made to me by a prominent Member of the majority party 
who is to-day a ranking member on the committee. 

We were holding hearings on the perplexing and intricate 
administrative features of the income tax bill and experts 
from the Treasury Department were explaining in detail com- 
plicated sections relating to the collection of the income and 
excess-profits tax in reference to corporations. Mr. KITCHIN 
would frequently interrupt the expert with a question which 
would of itself clarify and explain the co1aplicated section, 
and this new Member leaned over to me and said, “I have 
received more real information and understanding from Mr. 
Krirenin’s questions than I have from the expert's explana- 
tion.” 

No Member of this House ever possessed the confidence as 
well as the affection of Members on both sides of this Chamber 
in a more remarkable degree than Mr. KITCHIN. As great as 
Mr. KircHIN was as an orator, as powerful as he was as a 
debater, as profound as he was as a logician, these qualities 
pale and sink into insignificance before those higher qualities 
of heart and mind which go to make the man and Christian 
gentleman. 

His home life was ideal. His faith was founded on a rock, 
His private life was as pure, as spotless, as unsullied as the 
everlasting snows upon the mountain peaks. Brilliant, gener- 
ous, big-hearted, big-brained, pure and honorable in all his 
dealings, CLAUDE KīrcHIN represented to me the highest type 
of statesman and the best all-around man with whom I have 
had the good fortune to have become intimately acquainted 
since I have been in public life. 

As I sat here to-day listening to the tributes of my colleagues 
upon the life and character of our great Democratic leader, 
who in the very prime of his manhood has passed away to 
the great beyond, the memory of a speech I read long ago, 
by one whom I can not now recall, comes to me and I para- 
phrase as best I can what he said upon a similar occasion. 

When death comes to ripe old age our sorrow is tempered by 
the reflection that threescore years and ten is the brief span 
allotted for man’s usefulness here on earth. When childhood, 

tender, innocent childhood, answers the Reaper’s call, we draw 

some consolation from the knowledge that life’s trials and 
temptations and hardships have been spared those little ones, 
and secure from even the knowledge of evil they peacefully and 
quietly sieep in their little graves. But when the end comes 
to one in the prime of his manhood, in the zenith of his useful- 
ness, with all his wonderful faculties and power of service to 
his country and to his fellow man; with a happy home, sur- 
rounded by faithful friends, a loving and devoted wife, and lit- 
tle ones to cluster about his knees and encircle themselves around 
his heart; when the end comes to such a man our hearts grow 
rebellious, we can not understand, and we are tempted to 
question the wisdom of such a dispensation. To such test to 
our faith we can only bow our heads in humble submission to 
the inevitable, comforted and consoled by the divine assurance 
that He doeth all things well. 

These beautiful thoughts impressed me when I read them 
years ago. I quote only from memory, and I know inac- 
curately; yet they seem to me singularly appropriate to-day, 
when we mourn over the loss of one whose useful life meant 
so much to his family, his country, and his friends: 


There is no death; we fall asleep 
To waken where they never weep. 
We close our eyes on pain and sin, 
Our breath ebbs out but life flows in. 


And though a cherished friend has passed away, a familiar 
face is missing, and a once loved voice is hushed— 


Yet 'tis idle to talk of the future, 

Of the sad might have been ’mid our tears, 

God knew all about it, yet took him away from the oncoming years, 
God knows all about those who love him, 

And how bitter that parting must be, 

Yet through it all God is loving 

And knows so much better than we. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Cortins] is recognized. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gen- 
tleman’s request? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, it is my desire to add but a 
single flower of unqualified and sincere, respectful praise to the 
bouquet of tributes that have been paid to the Hon. CLAUDE 
Kitcuin, late the Democratic leader of this House. I did not 
know Mr. KIrcHIN in the heyday of his life, in the busy zenith 
of his career. It was not my pleasure to serve this Congress 
as one of his fellow workers, for upon my entrance as a Mem- 
ber of the House his noble mind and his great heart were 
bearing the load of a sick body. His gigantic labors to carry 
into effect his legislative ideals for human beings had called 
too much upon his mortal strength, and he had answered not 
wisely but too well. But I had formed my opinion of this man; 
had carried within me for a long time an ever-mounting respect 
for him as a valiant crusader for the right. I believed him to 
stand preeminent among the humanity of this age as an ex- 
ample of that type of manhood which has existed since the 
beginning of time—manhood which stands rigidly but merci- 
fully for the right, a martyr if need be for those ideals to 
which his soul was pledged. Nor was there ever the least fall- 
ing of my regard for him after I met and served awhile with 
him here in the lower House. To me, a new Member, he was 
helpful, friendly, magnanimous. He took of his already piti- 
fully meager strength to write me commending my words on a 
measure before the House. This readiness to bestow praise and 
encouragement was characteristic of his love for his brothers, 
of his bigness, his unwillingness to keep to himself any com- 
mendation he had for another’s work. 

He was a man who saw beneath the seemingly placid stream 
of living. Of courage himself, he admired courage. But he well 
understood that this universal love for the recital of courageous 
deeds has caused the pages of history to be filled with tales of 
war and bloody deeds. He knew that the real progress of the 
world is truly measured in the chapters that chronicle the 
peace times. He must have believed that the greatness and the 
majesty of empires was not estimated by battles and by pesti- 
lences, nor measured alone by man’s power of clever destruc- 
tiveness. He saw beyond the brainless magnificence of the body 
of the fighting force of the world into the deep, the infinite soul 
of her humanity. And, true to his vision, he stood up at a 
perilously trying time and pleaded with his fellows to serve 
humanity other than by battling. r 

He made his stand with courage and with high resolve, 
knowing that he would receive the darts flung by the hysteria 
of an upset people. He was ready even to suffer the insinua- 
tion of being cowardly and disloyal to keep his Nation on the 
path which he felt her destiny demanded. No one thing in the 
multifarious duties of life is harder than to stand against a 
determined majority of fellow workers, to stand out for con- 
science’s sake against arguments that seem to all those about 
one as invincible. So well known and so well respected was 
CLAUDE KitcHtn’s habit of acting aecording to his conscience, 
which had never become deafened to the echoes of right and 
wrong, that when he rose on that memorable occasion when the 
arena of this Chamber was charged and surcharged with the 
overwrought excitement of those within to speak against a 
declaration of war friend and foe, politically speaking, listened 
to his marvelous flow of oratory with love in their breasts for 
the man himself. It seems to me I can see him now, and I wish 
I could have heard the speech, which will ever stand forth 
among the addresses of great men as a ery from an honorable 
man defending his God-given right to act according to his be- 
liefs, a cry of almost hopeless hope that he might bring over his 
hearers to his view. 

There are those among us who often speak on questions of 
vital national issue merely for effect (sometimes we may all do 
that) ; there are those others who may speak blunderingly and 
crudely but feelingly and truthfully; but there are men, backed 
by the urge of responsibility and the knowledge of the needs 
of human beings, who can speak and pour out through their 
utterances the very life, the soul, within them. So spoke 
Craupe Kircntn, and his message, clothed in the supernal 
robes of perfect diction, sent forth from the lips of a splendidly 
physical Demosthenes, Hines out the picture of the man. The 


decision went against him, and in the mortal fight that followed 
to keep up the dynamos for the gigantic driving of the war 
machine, he not only took his place in the ranks of the majority 
but lead ahead. Patriotism, which is only love of the country, 
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can be served no more loyally than he served it when he fought 
for his principles that the powers of life should govern the 
earth and not that of death, nor more loyally when he put 
every sinew of his brain and heart at the command of his 
country when she chose what he thought the darker stand. 
Great men live and great men have to die. And when they 
pass their ashes enrich the soil that strives to nurture yet 
greater men. 

The rich loam of this Congressional body, shaping and grow- 
ing the powers of men who shall serve that “inner need that 
has nerved Life to the effort of organizing itself Into the 
human being,” is productive of big characters and personalities 
because the labors and the words of a Kirehi have been 
assimilated into its depths. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. OLDFIELD] is reco; 

Mr: OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. BYRNES], 
who is busy in the Committee on Appropriations at this 
moment, may be given permission to extend his remarks in the 
Tecorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Byrnes] may have permission to extend his remarks 
in the Recor. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker and gentle- 
men of the House, CLAUDE Krrehix was capable, clean, and 
courageous. No man who served with him in the House had 
doubt of his intellectual capacity. He never addressed the 
House on any subject which he had not carefully studied. For 
years he had been a student of questions involving the raising 
of revenues for the conduct of the Government, and in the de- 
bates on such measures he had no equal. Into his speech went 

«all of his wonderful personality, and I doubt if in all the his- 
tory of the House there has been a more effective debater. 

Craupe Kircory was clean. I have known many men, but 
I have never known one who was cleaner in thought and in 
words. No colleague ever heard him utter profane language, 
either in public or in private, He gave proof that one can be 
a manly man without being a profane man. 

Cnhaupe KircHty was courageous. Time and again during 
his service in the House he gave proof of his courage. I 
recall that when the war resolution was being considered, just 
a few hours before the vote was taken I went into his office. 
He told me that the night before he had slept but little, con- 
sidering whether, without violating his conscientious convic- 
tions, he could vote for the resolution recognizing the exist- 
ence of a state of war; that he had concluded that he could 
not vote for the resolution, and had prepared a statement 
whieh he intended to read to the House, and then read to me. 
He said he had not consulted his colleagues, because this was 
& matter in which a man's conscience must be his guide; and, 
much as he regretted to vote contrary to the majority of his 
party, he could not conscientiously support the resolution. 
Ile said he realized that his action might be misunderstood; 
that it would arouse Intense opposition to him in his congres- 
sional district and possibly endanger his leadership upon the 
floor of the House; but that his only hope in life was to leave 
to his children the heritage that their father had never, as a 
Member of the House, voted against his conscientious conyic- 
tions. Disagreeing with his view of the resolution, I had 
nothing but admiration for the magnificent courage he dis- 

layed, and when a few minutes thereafter he stated his posi- 

ion to the House, be it said to the credit of his colleagues, the 

overwhelming majority of whom differed with him, that by 
their applause they accorded to him the admiration that men 
always have for a courageous man. 

CLAUDE Krrenrn is dead, but his memory lives and will ever 
live in the hearts of those whose pleasure it was to know him. 


Mr. OLDFIELD. Tf also ask that all Members who have not 
an opportunity to speak on this occasion be permitted to extend 
their remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that per- 
mission will be granted. 


Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, this, of course, is a very sad 
oceasion for all of us, especially those of us who knew Mr. 
Krrenwy intimately. I came here in the Sixty-first Congress, 

d Mr. Krrcutx, I believe, was the first Member of Congress 
Cet He made an impression upon me, as he made upon 
everyone. I dare say there was no Member in this House 


during his entire service who was more beloved than CLAUDE 

7 In fact, it seems that everyone who came in close 
contact with him became devoted to him. I dare say the col- 
ored janitor of the Ways and Means Committee, Harry—I do 
not know his other name—was as much devoted to Mr. KITCHIN 
and to his memory as was the membership of this House, He 
was that kind of a man and had that kind of a personality, 
and when I heard Speaker Garrr and Mr. LonaworrH pro- 
nounce these beautiful eulogies on the life and character of 
Ctauve Krrom I knew they spoke from the heart, and I 
know that if the circumstances were reversed Mr. KITCHIN 
would have said the same about them. 

CLAUDE KrrcHIN was a great debater. It has been repeat- 
edly said here that he had no equal as a debater on this floor. 
I think that is literally true, and I do not believe there is any 
question about it. There are gentlemen on this floor who 
could probably make more beautiful speeches and more elo- 
quent speeches, but when ft came to debating a question and 
arguing a question I do not think he had an equal. I am sure 
he did not have an equal during my service as a Member of 
this House. My friends, do you know why he was such a 
wonderful debater? He debated all the time; he argued all 
the time; in other words, every question to which he gave 
thought became a part of himself. 

When Mr. Kirchix became ill Mr. DovaHron and myself 
were sitting behind the seat in which he always sat. When 
he finished his speech on that fatal day I saw there was some- 
thing wrong with him. He could not hold his pencil in his 
hand and he could not hold his papers in his hand. I made 
some joking remark about his not being able to hold his papers, 
and then when I looked into his eyes I saw there was some- 
thing seriously wrong. Therefore I took him by the arm and 
said, “ CLAUDE, we must go to your office; you are III.“ Then 
Mr. Dovohrox came along and we took him to his office, put 
him on the couch, and within 5 or 10 minutes I was very 
much alarmed and was very fearful that he would not get 
home that evening alive. 

To show how devoted the colored messenger was to Mr. 
Krrehix,. I do not think it would be amiss to say this 
because it is simply an illustration of the way in which every- 
one was devoted to him, and such devotion was never mis- 
placed—that Harry told me one day, after Mr. Krrcnry began 
to improve, that he knew he was going to get well. I said, 
“Why, Harry?” And he said, “I has been praying for him 
every night since he got sick.” The devotion of that man was 
shown for weeks when Mr. Krroxurn lay at the point of death. 
One could always find Harry on the back porch of Mr. Krrenix's 
residence, and when you would ask, “Harry, what are you 
doing there?“ his reply would be, I am here because I thought 
maybe Mrs. Kitchin might need me during the night.” That 
was the devotion shown by all his friends. 

As I have said, he was naturally a person who argued ques- 
tions. I frequently visited him at his home after he became III. 
I was not only devoted to Mr. Krrcrtn personally but I was de- 
voted to his political thought and ideas. I agreed with him on 
tax questions, and J agreed with him on tariff questions. I do 
not believe there is an expert in the Treasury Department to-day 
who knows more about the 1918 revenue act than did Craupe 
KITCHIN. 

He delighted to talk to his children. He had nine of them, of 
all ages, from this high [indicating] on up to grown and mar- 
ried, and with several grandchildren. I visited him at his home 
one night and found him on his couch, as he was ill and unable 
to sit up. But he was talking all the time. He would not give 
me a chance to do any of the talking. He was telling me what 
we ought to do as a party and what to say to the Republicans 
in answer to this or that argument. He seemed always to be 
able to anticipate their arguments against every provision of 
his bills. I said to Mrs. Kitchin, about 9 o’clock, “I am going 
home; CLAUDE is going to talk himself to death if I do not go.“ 
She said, “ Please do not go, because if you do he will send for 
one of the children, probably the smallest one, and set her on 
the end of the couch and talk to her until he gets sleepy and 
ready to go to bed.” In other words, he was living his work, 
and if he did not have a Member of Congress to talk to he 
would talk to his oldest son, and if he did not have his oldest 
son to talk to he would talk to one of his other children and 
probably his youngest daughter, because his heart and soul was 
in the work he was engaged in for the American people. 

I think Mr. LonawortH made a very, very true statement a 
moment ago when he said Mr. Krreutn did not want to con- 
fiscate the property of any individual or any corporation be- 
cause they had much wealth. He did not want to do it that 
way, but his whole life was wrapped up in the idea that the 
ordinary citizen of America should never, under any circum- 
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stances, be given the worst of it in legislation. That was. his 
idea of public service. 

1 de not think I have ever seen a man more quick at repartee 
than Mr. Kircuiy. He could not have thought what he was 
going to. say when gentlemen would. interrupt him. Uncle 
Joe Cannon once told me it was foolish for a. Member to in- 
terrupt CLAUDE- KircHin on the. floor of the House; that was 
absolutely true and it always proved to be true. I remember 
that a very distinguished Republican once asked Mr. KITCHIN 
if he would yield for a question and Mr. Krrcsin said, “ Yes; 
gladly,” with a smile. Mr. Krrerux then made some jocular 
remark about the gentleman interrupting at that particular 
point. Then this distinguished gentleman, who was one of 
the ablest: men in the House, said, I hope the great chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee, the leader of the majority 
in this House, will be intelligent before he Is funny.“ Im- 
mediately Mr. Kirenin flashed back, “I hope the gentleman 
from New York will be one or the other.” 

One day I heard Mr. Loneworth bait Mr. KITCHIN. It 
seems that our President had appointed some one to some high 
office in one of the departments. Mr. KITCHIN had become 
convinced that this particular individual was not fitted for 
the work and he criticized him quite severely, standing out 
in the aisle there, and he said a great many uncomplimentary 
things, which. were not so. very bad, but were simply critical, 
saying he was not fitted for this position. After he had gone 
on for some minutes, Mr. LonewortH thought he would have 
some fun out of him and said, “ I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from North Carolina just. one question.” “ Why, cer- 
tainly; what is it?” said Mr. KITCHIN. I would like to 
know what you think this gentleman to whom you are refer- 
ring is fitted for?“ asked Mr. LoncwortH. Mr. KITCHIN in- 
stantly replied, “For but one thing, and one thing only, and 
that is he would make an ideal stand-pat Republican Con- 
gressman.“ 

He was always ready with these apropos bits of repartee 
which are indispensable in a debater: 

Gentlemen, there have been so many splendid speeches made 
upon the life and character of CLAUDE KITCHIN that I do not 
feel. competent to add anything to what has been said by 
those who have preceded me. However, I do want to say 
in conclusion one thing which probably you did not know. 
Craupe Kircnin was one of the most religious men I have 
ever known; really, in his heart, a sincere Christian. That 
man not only never told a smutty story in his life, but he 
did not know any, and if anyone told ‘one in his presence he 
forgot it immediately. He told me so, and I am sure he never 
did, and as near as he ever came to swearing—and I have seen 
him as mad as he ever became—was, to say, By gracious!” 
That was his: by-word. He was so religious, my friends, in 
thought and act and word that he said. to me one day after 
he became ill, “ Billy, you know what I have been thinking 
about for many, many years?” I said, “No, CLAUDE; I sup- 
pose about the tariff or the revenue laws.” He said, Les; I 
have thought a good deal about those things, but I have been 
thinking for many years that I would get off by myself some 
time long enough to write a book on the life of our Lord and 
Master, and I am hoping now that the Lord will let me live 
long enough so that I may show my appreeiation and my 
gratitude for all the good things He had done for me and 
mine.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Cannon]. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, when CLAurn Kircutn at the 
end. of his long fight relinquished his hold on life, as a child 
loosens its grasp and falls asleep at night, there passed from 
earth one of the strongest, one of the sincerest, and one of the 
most engaging personalities in the history of his time. A domi- 
nant figure in this House from the beginning of his congres- 
sional career, he became in the stress and trial of the war a 
world figure; and when the ultimate history of that titanic 
holeeaust is written and a true perspective is at last attained, 
he will rank high in the list of those who, while the issues still 
wayered in the balance, weighted the scales in the decision of 
that epoch-making struggle. 

There were blended in him qualities and virtues seldom asso- 
ciated in the same breast. He possessed the strength and 
courage of a gladiator, the wisdom and vision of a statesman, 
and with them all the intuition and tenderness of a woman. 

On that fateful night in April, 1917, when the roll was being 
called here on the question of issuing a declaration of war, 
patriot that he was, with all his loyalty and love of country, 
he was in his heart so committed to the cause of peace, he was 


in his soul so abhorrent. of war and all its attendant train of 
evils that, in the face of an all but unanimous publie opinion, 
but in the strength and courage of his convictions, he dared to 
vote no. If there were those who because they did not know 
him ventured to question. his purposes or to impugn his motives, 


all such doubts were speedily set at rest. The die once cast, 
he turned wholeheartedly, with every resource at his command, 
to a vigorous and successful prosecution of the war. In those 
trying days all party lines had vanished and with unani- 
mous support, from both sides of the aisle he spoke not as a 
partisan but.as a direct representative of the American people. 
The majority leadership, already a transcendant position in our 
form of government, under his genius became in power and in- 
fluence second only to the Presidency itself, 

Such opportunity and such responsibility come but once, and 
seldom to more than one man in a generation, and he rose to 
meet them as few men have risen to the call of duty. 

In ancient days when plumed knight with lance and mace 
drove his way through press of battle, the man at the front 
was the supreme consideration in military strategy; but in 
modern warfare the warrior, poised upon the crest of the 
trench awaiting, watch in hand, the coming of the zero hour, 
is sometimes of vastly less importance than the man far back 
behind the lines supplying the sinews and munitions of war. 
Such was the position of Craupe Kircutn, and working day 
and night, with indomitable energy and with indefatigable ap- 
plication, he brought out upon the floor of this House measures 
which filled to overflowing the greatest war chest ever opened 
on the western continent. 

America’s fiscal support of the war under his personal super- 
vision and direction was the wonder and admiration of every 
exchequer in Europe, and then in the moment of victory, in 
the prime of his years, in the high tide of his brilliant and 
useful career, standing upon the floor of this House, he fell, 
still at his post of duty, as truly a casualty of the war as if he 
had died leading the charge upon the crimson fields of France. 

I need not speak of his personal friendships. He commanded 
not only the high regard but the deep affection of every Mem- 
ber of this House and every employee of this House. I need 
not speak of his loss. That is written already, imperishably, 
in the annals of his people, beyond the power of tongue or pen 
to enhance or détract, and so I lay as a tribute at the door of 
his memory a simple expression of the undying gratitude of his 
country and his time. He was a patriot. He was a statesman. 
He was a man, His name is written forever upon the roll of 
our illustrious and immortal dead. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Quin] is recognized. 


Mr. QUIN. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen, I did not expect. to 
say anything, but my love for the great man, true and loyal 
friend, the Hon. CLAUDE KircHin, impels me to lay some kind 
of a flower on his grave. I learned to love that man within 
a short time after meeting him in the early part of 1913. L 
discovered that not only was he a scholar, not only was he 
versed in the philosophy of life, literature, history, poetry, and 
the science of government, but I saw in him an exponent of re- 
ligion, and a real, true man of God; one of the old-fashioned type 
of true Christian. I discovered in him a man who in his daily, 
walk exemplified the teachings of the God and of the Christ. 
I saw in his ideals, not knowing anything about his genealogy or 
his heritage, that from birth he was an aristocrat in character 
and an aristocrat in intellect. As a man he stood above and 
beyond the average man in life. His information was wonder- 
ful. This great man, this big soul, courageous as a lion, at the 
same time was us tender as a child. What appealed to me 
more than anything else in his service was that he stood for 
the poor people of this country. Every thought of that man’s 
being as a leader was to keep the average man and woman, the 
poor boy and girl, the mass of the people of the United States, 
from having any kind of advantage taken of them in legislation. 
CLAUDE KircHin’s heart went out for that type of people not 
only in his prayers and in his lip. service but in his work on the 
committees and on the floor of the House and in his private 
and publie life, especially touching the question of taxation 
and raising revenue to run the Government. 

I have often said in the cloakroom that I hoped the Demo- 
erats would nominate for President this remarkable man and 
make him the Chief Executive of this Republic. My idea of 
this man was that he steed so far above the average citizen 
in the Republic in his feelings that he was misquoted, 
maligned, and wronged by publications in certain sections of 
the country. He stood out in front always with his breast 
bared in the fight for the rights. of the people. He was criti- 
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cized and wronged by magazines and the press, and no one has 
set it right. But the God above that knew his heart, and his 
personal friends who knew the man and what he believed, 
know that he was one of the greatest men in heart and mind 
and intellect that ever served the American people in this 
body or in any other position of public trust. He was honest, 
sincere, God-fearing, a great man, and a real statesman. In 
debate he was able to hold his own with anyone in the country. 
He was a matchless orator and a debater withuot an equal in 
Congress. I have seen him draw his rapier and start up the 
nisle cutting right and left and always able to take care of 
himself, not only here but in any forum on earth. He was a 
master. In his passing to the grave the people have lost a real 
champion, The great State of North Carolina ought to erect 
a monument in bronze or marble to CLAUDE Kirehix, the 
superb scholar, statesman, tribune of the people, walking in the 
love and fear of God, [Applause.] 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune to 
know CLAUDE KITCHIN well. I counted him among my friends, 
When he died the Nation lost one of its greatest publie func- 
tionaries. While he lived he honored himself, his family, and 
his Nation, He was one of the most sincere men I ever knew. 
He was clean, upright, honorable, truthful, industrious, and 
patriotic. He had a courage above most men. He had ideas 
and he had the courage to express them. No day was too 
long, no work was too hard for him to do for his people and 
his Nation. He was what might be termed a typical Ameri- 
can. He was simple; he had no peculiar notions as to his own 
superiority; he was a common everyday citizen of this great 
land. There was no subject too great for him to approach 
and no question too small to engage his attention. He had a 
mind as versatile as that of any man I ever knew. He 
approached every question from the standpoint of the Nation's 
interest in the performance of his public duty. 

He was an ardent Democrat, but among his greatest friends 
were the Republicans in the House. No politics shaped the 
friendships that he formed in the House, and his friends were 
not confined to the Democratic side. He was a great Demo- 
crat, but a greater American. While he was true to the 
principles of his party he was not bound by the principles if 
they involved any surrender of his Americanism. The best test 
of the courage which he. possessed, I think, was displayed 
when the President of the United States, of his own party, 
recommended the declaration of war. He stood on the floor 
of this House in protest against that recommendation and 
fought to prevent the declaration with all the power which he 
possessed. But there again his great Americanism was dis- 
played, for immediately after action had been officially taken 
no man, either in or out of the public life, displayed a greater 
ardor in supplying the needs for victory than did CLAUDE 
KITcHIN. 

The State of North Carolina may be justly proud of the name 
of CLAUDE KrrcHIN, of the record he made in public life, and 
prouder still of the clean life he lived as a private citizen among 
the other privates of the Nation. For, after all, the fact that 
a man is a public official adds no great honor or distinction to 
the man. 

The man himself, through his own actions, must add honor te 
the office he occupies rather than expect honor to come from 
the office to him. My own judgment always has been that office 
never adds anything to the man, but the man by the kind of 
life he lives must lead the way for others who are less qualifie:! 
to follow, and the only thing that office gives is a greater field 
of opportunity for service, If a man occupies an office for any- 
thing else than the privilege of serving, he is unworthy of the 
position he occupies. The foundations of the American Govern- 
ment are strong and wide and deep. These foundations were 
laid by the pioneers who came to America’s shores in the earliest 
days of the Nation, and upon those foundations has been laid 
an enduring superstructure which, I hope, may live for all 
time, to lead the way to better things for humanity everywhere, 
and if men like CLAUDE Krrenry could but be the type of meu 
who are called to public service, then there is no danger and 
there will be no danger of America's future, because he was an 
American in all that that term implies. He loved his country 
as few men love it. He realized, as do few men realize, that it 
is a wonderful thing to live in a land where every citizen is a 
sovereign, where every man, woman, and child is free to wor- 
ship God according to the dictates of his own conscience—to 
live in a land whose inventions lead the world, where the print- 
ing press and the church follow close upon the march of em- 
pire, where labor is exalted to comfortable homes, where caste 
is ignored, and where the humblest child of poverty may aspire 
unrebuked to the highest place in the gift of the Nation. The 
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inspiration which comes from the knowledge of these things 
under the American flag should lead men to live lives worthy 
of emulation. If they do, then the future of American institu- 
tions is assured, and no man in America’s history, as I knew 
the man in his life, appears to me to have done more to es: 
tablish this principle and to initiate this policy and to lay the 
foundations for the protection and preservation of American 
institutions than Craupn Krrcntn in hfs lifetime did. He de: 
voted himself to the upbuilding, to the protection and preserva- 
tion of an all-American policy, which should endure and insure 
the constant and continuous existence for all time of America 
as the greatest Republic upon which the sun has ever shone, 


Mr, CROSSER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
when I started for the House this afternoon I was not aware 
of the fact that tribute would to-day be paid to the noble and 
illustrious man whose life has been so sincerely and affectionately 
spoken of. I feel that I can not let pass the opportunity of 
adding my humble tribute to the life of that good and great 
man whom we honor this afternoon. Ordinarily I have not 
much patience with the perfunctory and formal praise that Is 
usually expressed concerning a man simply because he hag 
departed this life, but in this instance, knowing the man as well 
as I knew him, I feel that I would be derelict in my duty if I 
did not say a few words in testimony of the virtues of CLAUDE 
KitcHIn. Pursuing the thought of the preceding speaker, I 
know of no better way of making sure that this Government 
will more and more be represented by men of real character 
than by the constant emphasis of the virtues possessed by our 
departed leader. We can not too often tell of these virtues, so 
scarce, apparently, in public and in private life, and when an op- 
portunity does present itself where we can with all sincerity 
not eulogize but deliberately tell the truth of how virtues pos- 
sessed by our departed colleague benefited, by their manifesta- 
tion through him, the whole race, then we would be falling short 
of our duty if we did not do so, 

I remember well when I first came to this House, about 11 
years ago, how CLAUDE KITCHIN figuratively put his arm about 
my shoulder and encouraged me when, because of conviction, 
I stood at times against the majority of both parties. Later on 
I saw him rise to the occasion and stand boldly out among his 
fellows against the overwhelming majority, pronouncing what 
he believed to be the sound principle which we should uphold. 
The two characteristics of Mr. Kirehix which most indelibly 
fixed themselves in my mind were his courage and his tender- 
ness. His character in these respects is well described by an 
old expression of my father, used when he wanted to pay 
high tribute to a man of Mr. Kircuin’s type. He would say 
that “he is a lady in love and a lon in war,” and so it might 
be said of Mr. KromIX, for in the war for moral principles as 
he understood them he was truly a lion. Many times I have 
had occasion to say that there is not such a scarcity of men 
of intellectual alertness, In mental capacity, that most men are 
sufficiently endowed with intellectual capacity, but that the 
one thing that is so hard to find among men is the moral 
courage to stand stanchly for the things which they know to 
be right. That charge can never be leveled at CLAUDE KITCHIN, 

I remember well the incident, referred to so frequently here 
to-day, when Mr. Krrcuin stood just at the right of the Clerk’s 
desk here on the night in April, 1917, when war was declared, 
I can almost remember the words he used. He said that he had 
calculated fully what it meant to him; he realized very keenly 
the difficulties he might be making for himself politically and 
the social ostracism that he might perhaps suffer by opposing 
the declaration of war, but on the other hand he said that he 
had thought of the agony that it was going to bring to the many, 
many millions of this country, of the blood of young Americans 
that would be spilled on the fields of Europe, of the hardships 
it was bound te bring to almost every family; that he had dis- 
cussed it all seriously with his wife the night before, and they 
had decided that he should oppose the resolution even if they 
would go barefooted and a’one if necessary. That was about 
his Janguage. Mr. Speaker, it took real courage to do that, 
but CrAavpr KircHIN was more concerned about listening to 
and answering the still small voice that was in him than in re- 
ceiving the plaudits of the multitude or even the approval of 
his fellow Members in this House, and no one in a very short 
time thought any the less of him, and those who admire moral 
courage and adherence to conviction at that moment were filled 
with pride in and affection for the man as he stood before 
them. 

We have heard his partisanship mentioned frequently this 
afternoon, but T am much more pleased by seeing a man stand 
strongly and firmly for what he believes to be right, whether or 
not it seems for the moment to help or hurt his party, than to 
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see a man who will stand for his own party or his own position, 
and Mr. Kircury was the man of the former type. Fearless 
championship of the right was always his first Impulse. 

That sort of a man was CLAUDE Kırca. But on the 
other hand no one who knew bim, who had come in close con- 
tact with him, could help feeling the tenderness that pervaded 
his whole life. Many, many times have I noted that quality. 
He was tender to the extreme. Vigorously as he might combat 
the party on the other side of the House, he was always kind 
in stating his position, always spoke with a gentle good nature, 
always with a smile upon his face that gave them to under- 
stand that there was nothing personal in what he had to say 
and that he made no attack on the individual, and that he 
only opposed what he believed to be the erroneous ideas which 
a man espoused. Now, those two qualities, courage and kind- 
ness, are sufficient to make great any man possessing them to 
the degree Kircuin had them. Stating the matter briefly, he 
had great love for his fellow men. Time and time again, In 
actions, if not always in words, he said that his concern was 
to serve the everyday people, to see that justice was done to 
the humblest in the land, defending those who needed defense, 
knowing well that special-privilege seekers always are able 
te, and do, look ont for themselves. Many people wondered 
why a man of such wonderful talent, with his great intellectual 
capacity, did not devote himself to a private life which would 
bring all the comforts supposed to be the certain accompani- 
ment of material possessions. Why, they asked, did he not 
go out and acquire material great wealth? The answer is, 
because he reatized full well that trne happiness consists not 
in satisfying the physical senses, but rather in expressing in 
Hving, true ideals. 

Friends, if men only would learn the lesson from the life of 
Krrcwin that service to others rather than the grasping of the 
fruits of other men’s service, is the right and joy-giving 
course, how much better this weary, carking world of ours 
would shortly be. CLa unn Krrem with superb moral cour- 
age championed the cause of the oppressed and obscure instead 
of fawning upon the powerful and wealthy. He had tender 
feeling rather than malice or hatred for the erstwhile op- 
ponent. ‘Truly, indeed, may it be said in the immortal words 
of Shakespeare: 


His life was gentle, and the elements 
So mix'd in him, that Nature might stand up 
And say to all the world, This was a man!“ 


Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, it is a beautiful 
and convincing commentary on the wonderful triumph of our 
Christian civilization that in this great temple of patriotism 
and law-making fellowship such tributes as we have listened to 
to-day can be paid to a man who was in the limelight and the 
searchlight of the public gaze as long as CLAUDE KITCHIN was. 
And especially notable is the fact that these tributes, some of 
the most enthusiastic and beautiful, have come from those who 
sharply opposed him from a political standpoint. 

It was not my privilege to know Mr. Krrom during the 
strenuous war time to which reference has been made. I knew 
him first as a Member of the Sixty-sixth Congress, but I 
honored and loved him almost above men in public life. I 
treasured his unfailing countesy and beautiful words in per- 
sonal letters from him after he went away. 

I loved him first of all because he was a genuine man, gen- 
uine to the very core. It was my privilege some time ago to 
address the State senate in the historical capital of Maine. As 
I looked upon the pictured face of James G. Blaine, so na- 
tionally prominent in the Ufe of his State and Nation, I was 
reminded of that striking story of how Blaine and Garfield 
were summering one time in Europe as a relief from the tedium 
of active legislative activities, when Blaine said, “* Garfield, 
what was the first thing that ever took lold of your life that 
made you want to be the man you have become?” and Gar- 
field answered in these wonderful words that ought to be 
framed, I believe, in every American home: “ Blaine, it was 
the consciousness that I had to live with Jim Garfield; that I 
could not do an unworthy deed, think an unworthy thought, 
or harbor an unworthy motive but that Jim Garfield would 
know it, and I determined, God being my helper, that I would 
never do anything that would make Jim Garfield ‘think less of 
me.” ‘That is great stuff, my colleagues. That is stuff out of 
which you make the men and women who fashion the ideals of 
our communities at home; that is stuff out of which you make 
the men and women who fashion the ideals of this great land 
we love; that is stuff out of which you make the men and 
women who rule this world, “like ascending constellations in 
God's horoscope of time.“ 


If this war through which we recently passed and which 
Ciaupe Kirentn conscientiously und bravely voted to prevent 
meant anything more than any other one thing, it meant the 
shattering of shams. The world, as never before, demanded the 
genuine in character, the genuine in religion, the genuine in 
politics, the genuine in everything. Because CLAUDE KirrcHIn 
was such a refreshingly brilliant exponent of the genuine, I 
loved and crowned him in my heart and thought, 

And I loved him, too, because of his unfailing good humor. 
How winsome his personality! I can see him now, walking up 
that aisle and standing there, confronting one of the opposing 
side who was calling him sharply to task, when, meeting the 
sharp words with a smile, he said, I was just trying to get the 
gentleman to stop long enough that I might apologize for hav- 
ing offended him.” And thus he won us. It was my privilege 
to write a line in autographing my new book to a friend a few 
days ago as a Christmas memento, and after writing his name 
I said, “The man who won me by his oppositien—his gentle- 
manly, high-souled spirit.“ That was CLAUDE KrroHIn’s win- 
some way; he never stooped to “fawning sycophancy” in per- 
sonal or public relations. 

I loved CLAUDE Riremx because, as has been so strikingly 
said, his lips and his life were clean. That was a wonderful 
thing that our friend from Arkansas [Mr. Ouprrerp] said, 
which some of us heard, I confess, with tears—that in all his 
long personal and political acquaintance with him it could be 
said of CLAUDE Krrcuin that not one of these pages—these boys 
of tender years—ever henrd him in the cloakroom let an oath 
or an unclean word fall from his stainless lips. The gentleman 
who just preceded me referred to the well-remembered teach- 
ing of his own father. I am thinking how Dr. A. B. Vaughan, 
the man who baptized the man who speaks to you now, pointed 
to the casket that held the sacred dust of my Christian father 
and said, “ There ties the body of a man whom I have known 
for 21 years and who I have never heard speak one word that 
could not have been spoken in the presence of a lady.” I have 
heard men say the same after many years’ acquaintance with 
Richmond P. Hobson. I have heard men say the same thing 
after a quarter of a century of acquaintance with William J. 
Bryan. It is gratifying to hear the same thing said to-day of 
the brilliant and stainless CLAUDE KITCAIN. 

I loved him also because of his unflinching courage. How 
fine it was to see him wrap a regnant conscience around his 
every personal and public act. What an inspiration to young 
men whom I would fascinate, if possible, to follow such an ex- 
ample into political life. But I loved him most of all, if I 
know my heart, because of the fact that he was a humble, 
God-fearing, Christian man. How glorious to see a gigantic 
man of such brilliant parts kneel from his earthly eminence 
at the foot of the cross with the faith of a little child. 

Three great springs of spiritual influence emptied Into his 
heart; the memory of ‘the altar at his mother’s knee, and the 
wonderful influence of Wake Forest College, that great Christian 
institution of North Carolina which has sent out perhaps the 
largest proportion of great men in church and state of any 
institution of its age and size in America. 

CLAUDE Krrcuin believed in the great fundamental truth 
that education without religion is like a flower without fra- 
grance—like a statue without a soul. And that other sacred 
influence was the little Baptist church down yonder in North 
Carolina which he joined in his tender years, and whose strong 
sustaining influential hand was upon his heart, as the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. OLDFIELD] told us, as he went down 
into the valley of the shadow. CLAUDE Krrorix did not be- 
lieve in mere formal religion that acknowledged Christ only 
as a historic character and ethical exemplar—he believed in a 
personal face-to-face acquaintance with Christ as his personal 
redeemer; and that vital faith, born in the wondrous miracle 
of a new heart and a new life, was the power that held him 
through all the activities of his public life, that would not allow 
him to claim moral immunity because he was brilliant or 
famous. 

A bright young man, now a student in a great university in 
New York, said to me on the street here during the holidays: 

I was a page in Congress when I was 13, and I confess that I some- 
times became disillusioned in my acquaintance with public men, for 
some of the men who inspired me most from the standpeint of brimant 
eloquence would come into the cloak room after a great speech and 
drop oaths and unclean words in my ears and the ears and hearts of 
the boys around me. That evil influence is still upon me. 


Thank God that could not be said of this great man. Bril- 
liant as a star, tender as a woman, giving an inspiring illustra- 
tion of what one woman called the ideal gentleman— the hand 
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of oak in a glove of velvet, gentle to the touch, but firm when 
pressed.” 


Ah, friends, what are all “the sweet seducing charms of 
popular applause”? What are the glittering gewgaws of 
wordly crowns, if our hearts are not right with God and man, 
as was the heart of our beloved friend? Standing with those 
who loved him best and mourned him most, standing by his 
silent but “vocal dust” down yonder in the little cemetery 
at Seotland Neck, we are wondering why such a man must die 
in the prime of his life when the country so greatly needed 
him, Thank God that radiant, sustaining faith and hope 


Not now but in the coming years, 
It may be in the better land, 

We'll read the meaning of our tears, 
And there some time we'll understand, 


Behold that grave loses its victory in face of the Christian’s 
hope sublime ! 


Lo, beyond the Orient meadows floats the golden fringe of day; 
Heart to heart we'll bide the shadows till the mists have cleared away. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr, STEVENSON] is recognized. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I should not like these 
proceedings to close without having said something in relation 
to Mr. Krrenty’s life and experience. Great crises in human 
affairs have always produced characters of sufficient magnitude 
to deal successfully with them. It is one of the compensations 
of human existence that an All-Wise Providence provides the 
man to lead in each successive crisis. 

North Carolina is my native State; I was born and reared 
there, a contemporary of Krreniy, and I was educated there. 
I left North Carolina just after I was 21, but have lived within 
9 miles of the line all my life since. 

North Carolina has been an example of the fact that Provi- 
dence chastens and then provides the remedy. In a panic pre- 
cipitated by acute suffering consequent upon a long series of 
depressions North Carolina plunged into an orgy of politics in 
1894 that threatened to bankrupt her institutions, destroy her 
system of government, to almost destroy her civilization, and 
when those of us living just across the line wondered what 
would happen to a State with her glorious history, under the 
conditions which were then prevailing and for which there 
seemed no remedy, in 1898 a galaxy of young men was produced 
by the emergency. The old men had passed off; Ransom and 
Vance, and all of that coterie of wise men of the preceding 
generation had passed, with the exception of Major STEDMAN 
and Governor Jarvis, and this galaxy of young men appeared 
whose equals, I venture to say, have not been produced by any 
State within the last two generationss They had Aycock, a 
brilliant man, who became the first governor after that orgy; 
he rehabilitated their educational institutions and started North 
Carolina on the career which has made her one of the leading 
educational States in the Nation, and stricken by reason of the 
tremendous energy with which he went at the problem, he was 
never able to work much afterwards and passed off the scene. 
They had Glenn following him. They, Glenn and Aycock, were 
the two great leaders of the campaign that brought North Caro- 
lina back to her senses. He was her governor, and he passed 
out of office a fatally stricken man. They had Sixztoxs, who 
to-day, at the other end of this Capitol, is recognized on his 
side as the leading statesman in that great body. 

They had James H. Pou, Esq., who is still in the flesh and 
active; also his brother, Epwarp W. Pou, who to-day feelingly 
paid tribute to his deceased colleague. They have always shed 
luster on their State. They had William W. Kitchin, the 
brother of the deceased, who himself left these Halls to become 
Governor of North Carolina and who passed out of that office, 
after the trying duties of four years, fatally stricken and never 
fit to engage in any business occupation again. They had Locke 
Craig, who followed Kitchin as governor and who to-day is 
living, without murmuring, a hopeless invalid, having sacrificed 
himself in discharging the onerous duties of governor of that 
great State. Along with them was CLAUDE KITCHIN and Cam- 
eron Morrison, who is to-day Governor of North Carolina, as 
well as E. Y. Webb, who sat many years here and who to-day 
is gracing the Federal bench in North Carolina. That galaxy 


of young men were the leaders produced by the terrible condl- 
tions into which North Carolina was plunged, and their per- 
formances, of which CLAUDE Krrcuin had much of the leader- 
ship, are such as are written In the glorious history of that 
State from that time to this, and they were ably assisted by a 
host of others equally patriotic, 


Did you realize that, taken from bankruptcy and redeemed 
from a condition that was almost beyond the power of civiliza- 
tion to endure, the State of North Carolina to-day is one of the 


leading States of the Nation? It was the fourth State in the 
payment of internal Federal revenue to the National Govern- 
ment in the last fiscal year, which is a complete answer to the 
proposition that the Federal taxation was selfishly placed by 
Mr. Krroury—because he had a great deal to do with all of it 
80 as to fall upon States in other sections. It has been brought 
to that condition where it levies no tax upon the property of 
the people to sustain the State government. That is the char- 
acter of statesmanship which characterized that coterie of men, 
of whom CLAUDE KircHin was one of the chief leaders. 

Their accomplishments in this body have already been stated, 
better than I can state them, by the distinguished leader on 
the Democratic side. He has given you a sketch of KrrcHin’s 
activities and of his accomplishments, which deserve to go down 
in history and which will be embalmed in the record made 
here to-day. 

I want to close by saying that while the relationship before 
I came to his House in 1917 between myself and Mr. KITCHIN 
was not close, yet we knew each other in a way; we know of 
each other, We were contemporaries; we were married on the 
same day; we were married on the 13th day of November, 
1888, and we have frequently twitted one another about having 
married luckily because we married on the 18th day of the 
month. But for child-like simplicity and warm-hearted gen- 
erosity Mr. Krrehrx held the palm, in so far as my acquaint- 
ance with public men is concerned, and that is as high a tribute 
as I can pay him. Coming from South Carolina, I merely 
desire to spread this appreciation in this record and to close 
this meeting with the regretful admission that we may not sec 
his equal again until some supreme crisis calls for another 
victorious deliverance, 


Mr. WARD of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, the news from 
the bedside of Mr. Krems that his end was approaching fell 
upon the people of his State like a solar eclipse unheralded. 
He had been so buoyant in spirit to those who had been to seo 
him and carried out the report of his condition that confidence 
had been built up that his career had still further achieve- 
ments in store. The Sixty-elghth Congress was entirely a 
thing in contemplation. Its measure had not been taken, and 
he was the Democratic leader and in line for Speaker. Some- 
thing vague was foreseen of the divisions that developed here 
in the first two weeks of the session. Mr. KrrcHrn’s immense 
personal popularity with the personnel of every House in which 
he had served, especially in the latter years of his career, was 
well understood and with glowing pride was taken into account. 
He stood always undaunted and impervious, in nature’s mold, 
before doubts and forecasts of failure when a conflict’ was on. 
He was not of the kind that waited to see that winning was 
easy before he entered the conflict, because he liked the con- 
flict In itself and feared nothing and struck for the desired end. 


His soul was resolute and had no place for fear. 


Everybody knew this and recollected that these qualities 
of leadership under similar conditions organized the House 
in the Sixty-fifth Congress. He had told his friends he 
would get all right and would be Speaker. This was their 
hope. Whether it could have been, they can not know. 
Nothing to be gained by the speculation, but the human mind 
enjoys its independence and grows by its exercise, and does 
not wait for demonstration. The human intellect that knows 
Stonewall Jackson and Albert Sydney Johnston does not stop 
for demonstration that Gettysburg would not have been lost 
if Jackson had been there at the head of his army, nor that 
Shiloh would have been a victory instead of a defeat if 
Johnston's life had been spared only a few hours longer—it 
intuitively knows it. But realization of such a hope and 
fruition of such a pride was not in the Divine will, and so 
with many stricken ones they bowed to the Divine decree and 
gathered from almost the four corners of the State around 
his grave, 

I need not if I could analyze the qualities of his great mind 
and character. Others have done that sufficiently. His con- 
sideration for others, the final test in the last analysis of 
personal character, manifested itself in every touch of per- 
sonal or public contact. Lord Chesterfield well said, “A gen- 
tleman is one who has consideration for others.“ This accu- 
rate observation on human character is worthy of quotation 
and of application to the life of Mr. Kirch, for it was 
exactly the thing that made him what he was. 

Much reference has been made to his powers in debate, 
the thing that immediately brought him to the notice of the 
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country, and Major Stedman has made reference to his 
parentage. With me the two suggestions are associated so 
strongly that I can not separate them. No one who knew 
hig father, Capt. W. H. Kitchin, could ever think of one of 
his sons as a popular speaker or debater without invoking 
the law of heredity and so reflecting is apt to sympathize 
with that courtier of Alexander the Great who suffered in- 
stant death at one of the midnight revelries with his chief 
for suggesting that his father, Phillip, had done greater things 
than ever he had done. I do not adopt the comparison of the 
drunk and indiscret courtier, but only say I know where 
Mr. Kircurn got his wonderful powers of debate, for I lived 
in North Carolina, not far distant from Scotland Neck, 
through at least the latter half of those never to be forgotten 
days of her political travail that followed reconstruction. 
When Captain Kitchin faced a political foe in those days of 
his vigorous life there was never anything like it. 

The bludgeon and the rapier handed down from the father, 
the heart and hand that should wield them tempered by tact 
and culture and gentleness, the maternal gift coming down 
through the Arringtons, a family marked to prominence with 
these qualities. Here is the finished product; nothing more, 
nothing less. The story goes with good authority that in the 
campaign months of 1890, I think, the late Senator Hoar, of 
Massachusetts, had occasion once to go to Warrenton, N. C., 
and be there on Monday, which happened to be the first day 
of the term of a district superior court and also the day set 
apart after the noon recess for political discussion. These 
were the days, and especially these the occasions, that brought 
to the courthouse of North Carolina immense crowds of earnest, 
agitated, patriotic people. Cheatham, the negro who repre- 
sented that district in Congress at the time, was billed to 
speak and Captain Kitchin was called to reply. Senator Hoar 
said to the hotel proprietor: 


I understand you are to have a political discussion to-day; I wonder 
if I could get a comfortable seat. 


Immediately he was assured, and coming back was noticed 
to be in deep thought, and when asked what he thought of 
the speaking replied: 

I never heard anything like the speech of Mr. Kitchin before. 
Although I never exactly cultivated his style, I thonght I knew some- 
thing about the English language— 

And paused— 
but I didn’t know it was capable of just such use as that. 


I tell the story not only to show how naturally Mr. KITCHIN 
came to the possession of this talent that so distinguished him 
but to suggest the thought of the stilted, ornate, learned Puri- 
tan of hostile political views, of which Senator Hoar was 
the highest type, falling under the spell of such a thing as 
Captain Kitchin’s political speech. Chance, accident, or co- 
incidence lay no claims to such a result. It had no place in 
the alchemy of chance, but rises in the realm of humor to the 
magnitude of destiny. But the elements of the powers of de- 
bate were not CLAUDE KITCHIN’S greatest possessions. I doubt 
if this was his foremost talent. There were other mental 
qualities no less remarkable. He lay on the floor of the front 
porch a barefoot 11-year-old boy one summer morning with his 
feet upon the house wall and multiplied five figures by five fig- 
ures by mental vision and no hand work and gave the correct 
product and won his father’s watch, which he wore through 
life. How could such a mind be other than invaluable to the 
Ways and Means Committee? : 

It was his purity of life and clearness of thought and con- 
duct; his loyalty to friends and his devotion to the high 
things of life that marked him for destiny and enabled him to 
hold the confidence of the people of his State and his personal 
friends when causes arose that in other men would have 
excused a falling away from him. And such causes did at 
times exist. He did not always enjoy the full support of his 
State. His speech on the declaration of war was far from 
popular in North Carolina; so much so as would have well-nigh 
weighed down the average man. There was perhaps no other 
man in North Carolina at the time that could have made it 
and survived, and few would have faced the risk. Although a 
strong partisan, his party leader had to be right as he sew it 
or he could not follow. 

His career was cut off in the noonday of its strength and 
usefulness, when friends innumerable clung with fondest at- 
tachment and his country’s need was sorest. Such is so fre- 
quently the path of public service; such life’s fickle story; such 
the ways of Providence to which the grief-stricken soul inevi- 
tably must bow, sob awhile, wipe away a tear, lift up its head, 
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and pass on into life's activities and forget till the next time 
comes round, and so on and on to its own. 

From 21 to 34 an active lawyer. From 34 to 54 a Member of 
Congress; chairman of Ways and Means Committee; minority 
leader. Clean, strong, magnetic, popular. A fine family and 
a happy home life, all ended at 54; but— 

How long we live, not years but actions tell. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In accordance with the-res- 
olution heretofore adopted, the House will stand adjourned. 

Accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 10, 1924, at 12 
o'clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

269. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
of expenditures on account of appropriation “ Contingencies of 
the Army” during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

270. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination and survey of Tonawanda Creek, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTERS ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. CRAMTON: Committee on Appropriations, H. R. 5078. 
A bill making appropriations for the Department of the Inte- 
rior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other pur- 
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 22). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KAHN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8675. A 
bill to provide for the equitable distribution of captured war 
devices and trophies to the States and Territories of the United 
States and to the District of Columbia; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 23). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 5078) making appropria- 
tions for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1925, and for other purposes; to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 5079) to provide for the 
deportation of aliens who participate in riotous gatherings, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5080) relating to the carriage of goods by 
sea; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. FROTHINGHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 5081) 
providing for the enforcement of certain sections of the Federal 
Constitution for the enforcement of which there is no adequate 
legislation ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 5082) to amend the 
act of May 1, 1920, entitled “An act to revise and equalize 
rates of pensions to certain soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the Civil War and the war with Mexico, to certain widows, 
including widows of the War of 1812, former widows, de- 
pendent parents, and children of such soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, and to certain Army nurses, and granting pensions 
and increase of pensions in certain cases”; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 5083) to create 
an additional judge in the district of Maryland; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5084) to amend the national 
defense act approved June 13, 1916, as amended by the act of 
June 4, 1920, relating to retirement, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 5085) for the promotion 
of certain officers of the United States Army now on the re- 
tired list; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 5086) to repeal the laws 
authorizing the purchase of uniforms, accouterments, and 
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equipment from the Government at cost; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 5087) to amend the trans- 
portation act approved February 28, 1920 (41 Stat. L. p. 456), 
amending the act to regulate commerce as amended June 29, 
1906 (34 Stat. L. p. 596), and to repeal section 15a of said 
act as amended February 28, 1920, and to repeal paragraphs 
8 and 4 of section 18 of said act as amended February 28, 
1920, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. WYANT: A bill (H. R. 5088) to protect the public 
against deceptive practices through the misuse of the good 
will of articles of standard quality; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. YATES: A bill (H. R. 5089) to establish a bureau 
for the study of delinquent, dependent, and defective classes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 5090) to amend the inter- 
state commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5091) to tax 
inheritances composed of bonds or other securities, of which 
the income is exempt from either normal income taxes, sur- 
taxes, or both normal taxes and surtaxes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 5092) to provide for the 
purchase and sale of farm products; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


By Mr. CLAGUB: A bill (H. R. 5093) to amend sections 301, 
303, 306, and 407 of an act to regulate interstate and foreign 
commerce in livestock, livestock products, dairy products, 
poultry, . poultry products, and eggs, and for other purposes, 
approved August 15, 1921; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R. 5094) providing 
for reclassification of salaries of post-office inspectors and clerks 
at division headquarters of post-office inspectors; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 5095) granting allowances 
for rent, fuel, light, and equipment to postmasters of the fourth 
class, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 5096) to authorize the 
incorporated town of Sitka, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum 
not exceeding $25,000 for the purpose of constructing a public- 
school building ih the town of Sitka; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5097) to equalize the 
pay of retired officers of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast 
Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Public Health Service; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GASQUE: A bill (H. R. 5098) for the erection of a 
public building at Dillon, S. C., and appropriating money there- 
for; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5099) for the erection of a public building 
at Mullins, S. C., and appropriating money therefor; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5100) authorizing the building of a bridge 
across the Lumber River, near Nichols, S. C.; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5101) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a publie building at 
Slater, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. FUNK: A bill (H. R. 5102) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Fairbury, 
III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 5108) to authorize the 
acquisition of an addition to the site or a United States post 
office at Montclair, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: Joint Resolution (H. J. Res. 130) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
181) to enable the people of the Philippine Islands to form a 
constitution and national government and to provide for the 
recognition of their independence; to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Resolution (H. Res. 141) directing the 
Secretary of State to inform the House of Representatives, if 
not incompatible with the public interest, certain information 
regarding the sale to Mexico of certain war materials; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 5104) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel H. Rodeheaver; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr, ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 5105) granting a pension to 
Hattie McNeely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 5106) granting a pension to 
Lydia Rankin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5107) granting an increase of pension to 
William Briney; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 5108) granting a pension 
to Rose Farrell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5109) for the relief of Allen R. Kimball; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5110) for the relief of the heir at law of 
the late James Folmsbee; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 5111) to authorize the 
appointment of Pyt. (First Class) Morris Ahearn, retired, to 
the grade of first sergeant, retired, in the United States Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of Lottie 
Naylor; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 5118) for the relief of the 
city of Philadelphia; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 5114) for the relief of 
Michael J. Leo; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5115) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Samuel Payne; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5116) to correct the military record of 
Richard Brannan ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R 5117) granting a pen- 
sion to Catharine Louise Shoup; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 5118) granting a pension to 
Richard Hagan ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 5119) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Medford, State of Okla- 
homa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5120) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Cherokee, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5121) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Buffalo, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5122) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Alva, State of Oklahoma, one German can- 
non or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5123) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Guymon, State of Oklahoma, one German 
eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5124) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Beaver, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5125) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the city of Fairview, State of Oklahoma, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6126) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Boise City, State of Oklahoma, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5127) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Enid, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5128) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Woodward, State of Oklahoma, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5129) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Newkirk, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5130) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Perry, State of Oklahoma, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. Gasque: A bill (H. R. 5131) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the town of Florence, State of South Caro- 
lina, one German cannon of fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 5132) granting a pension to 
Josefa Martinez; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 5133) granting a pension to 
Pleasant Bybee; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3134) granting a pension to Charles Ebin 
Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 5135) for the relief 
of Leonard R. Coates; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5136) for the relief of 
Eva B. Sharon; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5137) for the relief of the heirs 
of Ewing M. Skaggs; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 5138) for the relief of 
Edward A. Abbey; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 5139) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah M. Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5140) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry McFarlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 5141) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John D. Sullivan; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5142) for the appointment of William 
Joseph Martin as major, Judge Advocate General's Department, 
United States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 5143) for the relief of John I. 
Conroy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 5144) granting an increase 
Ms pension to Callie M. Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5145) granting an increase of pension to 
Callie Lenhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 5146) for the relief of 
Theophilus Lacy Keen; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5147) for the relief of 
W. H. Nelson; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLIVER of New York: A bill (H. R. 5148) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of New York two 
German 77-millimeter rifles; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 5149) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Monroe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAGON: A bill (H. R. 5150) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Sterling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5151) granting a pension to Joseph Bailey; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 5152) granting a pension to Jen- 
nie White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5153) granting a pension to George Peyton 
Chambers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5154) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Hinkle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5155) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Sturm; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5156) grant- 
ing a pension to Ewell King; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5157) granting an increase of pension to 
Chester G. Ramsey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5158) granting a pension to Frank Robin- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5159) granting an increase of pension to 
Theo Rasner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5160) granting an increase of pension to 
Leo V. Burchett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5161) granting a pension to Alva C. 
Brooks; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5162) granting a pension to Charles S. 
Cooper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5163) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Sandlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5164) granting a pension to Armalda 
Eversole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5165) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Page; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 5166) granting a 
pension to Ella J. Raymond; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5167) for the relief of E. R. Whitmarsh & 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 5168) for the relief of William 
H. Peer; to the Commitee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5169) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to grant a patent to certain lands to Johann Jacob 
Lutsch; to the Committee on the Publice Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5170) providing for an exchange of lands 
between Anton Hiersche and the United States in connection 
with the North Platte Federal irrigation project; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 


By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 5171) for the relief of 
certain Indian policemen in the Territory of Alaska; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 5172) granting a pension to 
Lucinda A. Lawrence; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWOOPE: A bill (H. R. 5173) granting an increase 
of pension to Alice B. Hartshorne; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5174) granting 
a pension to Jennie Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension to Charles Far- 
ris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5176) granting a pension to Mary A. E. 
Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5177) granting a 
pension to Katie Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 5178) granting a pension to 
James Hoyt, alias James McCabe; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WYANT: A bill (H. R. 5179) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the town of North Belle Vernon, State 
of Pennsylvania, one German cannon or fleldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5180) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of West Newton, State of Pennsylvania, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5181) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Scottdale, State of Pennsylvania, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece;-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5182) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Vandergrift, State of Pennsylvania, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5183) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Parnassus, State of Pennsylvania, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5184) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Shew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5185) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine M. Painter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie M. Hartzell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5187) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda Kline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5188) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Cowan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5189) granting a pension to Annie M. 
France; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 132) admitting 
Edith Thomas-Alter to the character and privileges of a citi- 
zen of the United States; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

468. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Hyman 
Stein, Chester, Pa., favoring tax reducticn and also expressing 
opposition to the enactment of a soldiers’ bonus; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

469. Also (by request), petition of Associated Dress Indus- 
tries of America, indorsing the Mellon tax-reduction plan; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

470. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of directors and trustees 
of the California Peach & Fig Growers, of Fresno, Calif., urg- 
ing that the executive branch of the Government devise ef- 
fective means by which the markets of Europe shall be again 
placed upon a stable basis; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 

471. By Mr. BEERS: Papers to accompany House bill 4991, 
granting a pension to George Oscar Flowers; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

472. By Mr. CHINDBLOM: Petition of B. Rau and 38 other 
citizens of Chicago, for immigration quota of 4 per cent based 
on 1900 census; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

473. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of Edwin C. Vedder and 
6. other citizens of Rural Delivery No. 3, and S. T. Dodd and 
48 other residents, all of Schenectady, N. Y., and Isaac Mark, 
Amsterdam, N. X., and other citizens of the State of New York, 
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favoring the so-called Mellon plan of tax reduction; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

474. Also, petition of the executive committee of the Re- 
frigerating Machinery Association; employees of the General 
Electric Co., of Schenectady, N. Y.; members of Group IV of 
the Savings Banks Association of the State of New York; the 
Musie Industries Chamber of Commerce; board of managers 
of the Delaware & Hudson Co.; the Sheet Metalware Associa- 
tion; and the Union League Club, of New York City, indorsing 
the Mellon plan of tax reduction and opposing the enactment 
of bonus legislation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

475. Also, petition of numerous residents of Amsterdam, 
Scotia, and Schenectady, Essex County, all of the State of New 
York, favoring the Mellon plan of tax revision; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

76. Also, petition of the Audubon Community Council and 
Washington Heights Tenants’ Association, of New York City, 
urging the engetment of legislation authorizing increased sal- 
aries for United States postal clerks and employees; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

477. Also, petition of the board of supervisors, Essex County, 
State of New York, indorsing the project to erect a bridge 
across the Narrows of Lake Champlain, between Crown Point, 
in the State of New York, and Chimney Point, in the State of 
New York; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

478. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Price (Utah) Chamber 
of Commerce, favoring the enactment ot a general public build- 
ing bill; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

479. Also, petitions of A. W. Hubbard, of Shabbona, III.; Henry 
Wolfe and E. T. Tanner, of Rockford, III.; the Universal Arch 
Co, of Chicago, III.; Garrett & Co., of Brooklyn, N. Y.; and 
sundry citizens of Ilinois, all favoring the Mellon plan for re- 
ducing Federal taxation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

480. Also, petitions of the Joint Committee of Postal Workers, 
of Indianapolis, and Herbert R. Sweitzer, of Streator, III., favor- 
ing reclassification and increase of salaries of postal employees ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

481. Also, petitions of the Automotive Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, and Warren Patterson Co., both of Chicago, III., favoring 
repeal of the excise tax on automobile accessories; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

482, By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of the German Citizens’ 
League of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring a loan being made to Ger- 
many by the United States; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

483. By Mr. MORROW: Petition of State Highway Commis- 
sion of New Mexico, concerning the construction of the main 
highways of the 7 per cent Federal aid system; to the Com- 
mittee on Roads. 

484. Also, petition ef the Taos Commercial Club, Taos, 
N. Mex., favoring the construction of roads in and adjacent to 
the national forests; to the Committee on Roads. 

485. By Mr. RAKER: Petition of California Peach & Fig 
Growers, Fresno, Calif., resolution in restabilization of Euro- 
pean markets; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

486. Also, petition of Reserve Officers’ Association of the 
United States, Washington, D. C., .requesting appropriation 
adequate for proper training and maintenance of the Officers’ 
Reserve Corps; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

487. Also petition of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
in re transportation act of 1920; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

488. Also, petition of Riverside Milling & Fuel Co., Riverside, 
Calif., in re seed distribution ; to the Committee on Agriculture, 

489. Also, petition of Miss Sue N. Wilkins, R. N., United States 
Marine Hospital, San Francisco, Calif., in re reclassification 
bill; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

490. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of the Wahpeton Com- 
mercial Club, Wahpeton, N. Dak., requesting the passage of the 
agricultural diversification bill; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

491. Also, petition of Farm Bureau Federation and Board of 
County Commissioners, Wells County, N. Dak., for the passage 
of House bill 4159; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

492. Also, petition of Bismarck Association of Commerce. 
urging the passage of House bill 4159; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

498. By Mr. SMITH: Petition of members of the G. A R, 
Department of Idaho, to amend the act to regulate commerce; 
to the Cemmittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 

494, By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of various citizens of Water- 
ville, N. T., in favor of reduction of taxes and the defeat of 
the soldiers’ bonus; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


495. By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of the Woman’s Auxiliary, 
Second Presbyterian Church, Staunton, Va., asking that aid be 
given the Alabama Indians of Polk County, Tex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

496. By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Commercial Club of 
Bottineau, N. Dak., urging passage of House bill 4159; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

497. Also, petition signed by Jacob Gutschmidt and 16 other 
citizens of Gackle, N. Dak., urging the enactment into law of the 
so-called Newton bill, which would enable Germany to buy 
surplus wheat; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


SENATE. 
Trrunspar, January 10, 1924. 


The Chaplain Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Infinitely blessed God, our Father, it is good to recognize Thee 
with the epening of every day and also when the night gathers 
its shadows about us. Surely Thou art remembering us con- 
tinnally, and while we may often fall in following Thee, we 
beseech of Thee to give us such a consciousness of Thy nearness 
that we may rejoice and be glad that we have such a good and 
gracious God to direct our steps. We ask in Jesus Christ's 
name. Amen. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
Journal of the proceedings of the last legislative session. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yes- 
terday's proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Lopce and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 

CLAIM OF SALVADOR BUITRAGO DIAZ (S. DOC, No. 18). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report respecting a claim against the 
United States on account of damage done by United States 
marines on February 6, 1921, to the property of Mr. Salvador 
Buitrago Diaz, owner of the newspaper La Tribuna, of 
Managua, Nicaragua, with a request that the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Navy as indicated therein be adopted, 
and that the Congress authorize the appropriation of the sum 
necessary to pay the indemnity suggested by the Secretary of 
the Navy. 

I recommend that, in order to effect a settlement of this claim 
in accordance with the recommendation of the Secretary of 
State, the Congress, as an act of grace, and without reference 
to the legal liability of the United States in the premises, 
authorize an appropriation in the sum of $1,500. 

CALVIN Coonan, 

THE Wair Hovss, January 10, 1924. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Postmaster General, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a schedule of papers and documents on the 
files of the department not needed in the transaction of public 
business and haying no permanent value or historic interest, 
and asking for action looking to their disposition, which was 
referred to a Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of 
Useless Papers in the Executive Departments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Opp and Mr. 
Drat members of the committee on the part of the Senate, and 
ordered that the Secretary notify the House of Representatives 
thereof. 

SECRETARY MELLON’S TAX REDUCTION PLAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a telegram from the board of trustees of the Industrial 
Mutual Association, of Flint, Mich., echoing the sentiment, it 
is alleged, of 35,000 men and women employed in the associated 
factories of Flint respectfully urging tax reduction along the 
line of the Mellon plan, which is referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, on yesterday the senior Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. Srcarons], when he was discussing 
the tariff question, declined to yield to me upon the ground 
that I had declined to yield to him when I was addressing the 
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Senate, and the Senator said that as I had been discourteous 
to him he felt justified in returning the eompliment, The 
position taken by the Senator was entirely unjustified, as the 
Recorp will show. I read from page 739. 3 

Mr. ROBINSON. To what page of the Recorp Is the Senato: 
referring? 

Mr. McLEAN. To-day’s Recorp of yesterday's proceedings, 
page 739. A 

Mr. ROBINSON. I thank the Senator. 

Mr, MCLEAN (reading)— 


Mr. Simmons. Mr. President 

The Presipinc Orricer. Does the Senator from Connecticut yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. MCLEAN. I decline to yield until I have finished these figures, 

Mr. Siumons. I simply wanted to ask the Senator if he would 
tell us whether he was referring to the calendar year or the fiscal 
year, 

Mr. McLean, If the Senator had been in the Chamber and listened 
to my remarks, be would know that I am queting figures for the year 
ending October 1, 1922. 

Mr. SimMoNs, Neither calendar year nor fiscal year? 

Mr. McLean. The year beginning September 30, 1921. 5 


Mr. President, the Record shows that while I said I would 
decline to yield to the Senator until I had finished reading 
certain figures, I immediately withdrew from that position and 
unswered every question the Senator propounded. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of sundry ex-service men 
of Lyons, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing a bonus to ex-service men, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of rural letter carriers of Harvey, 
Greenwood, Dickinson, Elk, Rush, Thomas, and Rawlins Coun- 
ties, in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing a rural letter carr‘er’s equipment allow- 
ance, which were referred to the Committee on Pest Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented petitions of Harm Arends and two 
other citizens of Dow and A. K. Fedorenko and three other 
citizens of Williston, all in the State of North Dakota, pray- 
ing for the passage of legislation stabilizing wheat prices, 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution of the Bismarck (N. Dak.) 
Association of Commerce, favoring the passage of the so-called 
Coulter bill, providing a $50,000,000 revolving loan to the live- 
stock industry, which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented letters and telegrams in the nature of 
petitions from farmers and business men of Crystal and vicin- 
ity, the Community Club of Park River, the Rotary Club of 
Valley City, the Commercial Club of Fordville, and the Com- 
mercial Club of Bottineau, all in the State of North Dakota, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Coulter bill, providing 
a $50,000,000 revolving loan to the livestock industry, which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the congregation 
of the Christian Union Congregational Church of Hankinson, 
N. Dak., favoring an amendment to the Constitution regulating 
child labor, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. WILLIS presented the petition of Minnette Hippard and 
30 other citizens of Dayton, Ohio, praying that the United 
States participate in the Permanent Court of International Jus- 
tice, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution of the faculty of Capital 
University, of Columbus, Ohio, protesting against the passage 
of legislation creating a Federal department of education, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a resolution of the convention of the Ohio 
State Federation of Labor, favoring the passage of legislation 
beneficial to Federal employees; to lower the retirement age, 
increase the amount of annuity, and provide for service re 
tirement; increasing the amount of compensation to be paid to 
beneticiaries under the Federal compensation act; amending the 
compensation act so as to include as beneticiaries thereof per- 
sons suffering from occupational diseases; extending the sum- 
mer Saturday half holiday throughout the year to all Federal 
employees; granting overtime pay for all Sundays and holi: 
days; and strengthening the merit system as applied to the Fed- 
Phe service, which was referred to the Committee on Civil 

ervice, 


Mr. McLEAN presented a resolution of the Hiram Eddy 
Camp, No. 3, Sons of Veterans, United States Army, Division of 
Connecticut, of Lakeville, Conn., favoring the passage of legis- 
lation providing a pension of $72 per month to Civil War 
veterans and $50 per month to their widows, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting in the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Wilton, Conn., under the aus- 
pices of the Woman’s Civics Club of Redding, consisting of 
citizens of Wilton, Redding, and Ridgefield, and of a meeting of 
the community forum of the United Church of Bridgeport, 
Conn., favoring the participation of the United States in the 
Permanent Court of International Justice, which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Manchester; the Chamber of Commerce of Norwich; sundry 
wives of ex-service men of New Haven; and of officers of the 
Benedict & Pardee Co. of New Haven, all in the State of 
Connecticut, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
granting a bonus to ex-service men, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. i 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the fac- 
ulty of Wesleyan University, of Middleton, Conn., praying 
for the adoption of the so-called Mellon plan of tax reduction 
and opposing the granting of a bonus to ex-service men, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry business men and cit- 
izens of New Canaan, and of Mrs. Leroy Lewis, president of 
the Fairfield County Republican Women’s Association, all in 
the State of Connecticut, praying for the adoption of the so- 
called Mellon tax-reduction plan and opposing the granting of 
a bonus to ex-service men, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Connecticut Mutual Life 
Insurance Co., of Hartford; the Men's Club of the Morris 
Cove Church, of Morris Cove; the directors of the National 
Whaling Bank. of New London; and of sundry citizens of Nor- 
wich, Hartford, Middletown, and Windsor, all in the State of 
Connecticut, praying for the adoption of the so-called Mellon 
tax-reduction plan, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

He also presented a resolution of the executive committee of 
the National Electric Light Association, of Hartford, and the 
Club Car, of New Canaan, both in the State of Connecticut, 
favoring the adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction 
plan, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORT ON REFORESTATION. 

Mr. McNARY. From the Select Committee on Reforesta- 
tion, which was appointed pursuant to Senate Resolution 398, 
of the Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session, I submit n re- 
port of its investigation of problems relating to reforestation, 
and I ask that it be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The report will be printed 
and lie on the table (Rept. No. 28). 


THE VETERANS’ BUREAU. 


Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Control and Audit the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably 
without amendment Senate Resolution 96, which relates to the 
investigation of the Veterans’ Bureau. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution just 
reported by the Senator from New Hampshire, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senater from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the resolution. Is there objection? > 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution, which had been submitted by Mr. Waxsy of 
Massachusetts (for Mr. Rp of Pennsylvania) on December 
19, 1923. and which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the select committee appointed under Senate Reso- 
lution 466, March 2, 1923, to investigate the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, is authorized to expend an additional amount, not exceeding 
$26,500, for clerical and other services, which sball be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, in explanation 
of the request for additional funds I feel that I ought to say 
on behalf of the committee that our original appropriation was 
kept down to $20,000 because we felt that to have a very low 
limit on the amount availuble for expenditure by the com- 
mittee would enable us to keep our expenses down. We 
found as we went along, however, that the mere item of stenog- 
raphers’ expenses reached a very large sum, running some- 
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thing over $5,000, although we did our best to keep down the 


expense of the hearing. The committee had working for it 
nearly 600 lawyers throughout the country and over 500 
doctors, all giving their services without charge, but, as can 
readily be understood, the volume of correspondence, necessary 
traveling expenses, the expense of investigating the hundreds 
of cases that were brought to our attention, and matters of 
that sort caused our expenditures to run up to sums that we 
had not anticipated. 

General O’Ryan, the counsel for the committee, did a splen- 
did job, in our judgment, and he has given practically 10 
months of his time to the work of the committee. The dis- 
closures made by the committee excead anything that we had 
expected, and all told, we feel that the total amount expended 
hy the committee, which will be $46,500 in all, counting the 
original $20,000, is extremely small compared to the results 
obtained. Therefore, I hope the Senate will see fit to adopt 
the resolution. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, as a minority 
member of the committee, I wish to concur in all that the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania has said. I think the expenses of the 
committee have been kept to a minimum and that fhe work of 
the committee and its officers and assistants justifies this addi- 
tional appropriation. A good deal more could be said about the 
extent and character of this work, but it would merely amount 
to saying that, in my opinion, representing the minority, the 
expenses of the committee have been kept at the lowest possible 
mark, The resolution should be adopted. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMITTER. 


Mr. McNARY, from the Select Committee on Reforestation, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 1182) to provide for the pro- 
tection of forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, 
for the extension of national forests, and for other purpses, in 
order to promote the continuous production of timber on lands 
chiefly suitable therefor, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. TKAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 1883) to require common carriers to make prompt 
settlement of claims and providing a penalty for failure therein ; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1884) for the erection of a public building for a 
post office and other purposes at Lake City, Fla,; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: 

A bill (S. 1885) for the relief of Ella H. Smith; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. A 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 1886) to authorize a preliminary examination and 
survey to be made of the North Newport River, Ga.; to the 
Cmnmittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. GREENE: 

A bill (S. 1887) for the relief of the State of Vermont; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1888) to reduce night work in post offices; and 

A bill (S. 1889) to amend an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 1, 1921; to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. LENROOT: 

A bill (S. 1890) granting an increase of persion to Arabella 
Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1891) to reimburse the State of Wisconsin for ex- 
penses incurred in mobilizing, recruiting, mustering, and sub- 
sistence of troops in the war against Germany ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1892) for the relief of Hannah Roberts; 

A bill (S. 1893) to refund certain duties paid by the Nash 
Motors Co.; and 

A bill (S. 1894) for the relief of the owners of the steamship 
Kin-Dave; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1895) for the relief of Philip S. Everest; 

A bill (S. 1896) for the relief of Hugo Stamm; and 

A bill (S. 1897) for the relief of Mrs. Benjamin Gauthier; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A bill (S. 1898) to readjust the compensation of postmasters 
and reclassify and readjust the salaries and compensation of 


employees in the Postal Service; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETT: 

A bill (S. 1899) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended; to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. BAYARD: 

A bill (S. 1900) granting a pension to Joseph D. Patton; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 1901) granting an increase of pension to Anita 
deGarmendia Stephens; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1902) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Milan, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Bulldings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bill (S. 1903) granting an honorable discharge to Gabriel 
Drollet; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1904) granting a pension to Sallie Glass; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 1905) to provide funds for reimbursing farms on 
Yuma project, Arizona-California, and to provide funds to 
operate and maintain the Colorado River front work and levee 
system of Yuma project, Arizona-California; to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

A bill (S. 1906) authorizing the paving of the Federal strip 
khown as International Street, adjacent to Nogales, Ariz.: to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1907) for the payment to certain members of the 
Wisconsin Band of Pottawatomie Indians of their share of 
proceeds of sale of tribal lands; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 

A bill (S. 1908) for the relief of William B. Kirjassoff and 
David M. Kirjassoff; and 

A bill (S. 1909) for the relief of Eliza R. Scidmore; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. PEPPER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 57) authorizing the erection on 
public grounds in the District of Columbia of a statute by Jose 
Clara personifying Serenity“; to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

PROTECTION OF FUR-SEAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. WHEELER. I submit a resolution and ask that it be 
read and lie on the table, subject to being called up by me 
at a later date. 

The resolution (S. Res. 120) was read and ordered to lie on 


the table, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Audit and Control be discharged 


from further consideration of the resolution (S. Res. 108) relating 
to the investigation of the Fur Trust. 


THE BOK AWARD. 


Mr LODGE. I ask that an article from the Boston Eve- 
ning Transcript of January 7, 1924. on “ The Bok award,” may 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The- PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The article is as follows: 


THE BOK AWARD. 


The text of the winning plan under the Bok award is now before 
us. With regard to the origin, method, and purpose of the award 
there will probably be some interesting revelations. What concerns 
us at the moment is the plan itself. In order to avoid the illusion 
that this plan is presented to the public with exceptionally wide 
av‘uority, one preliminary observation is necessary. The plan is 
not the product of twenty-odd thousand 1 ‘nds working in common 
for the best result, but a single plan selected, it is announced, from 
that great number. It is, therefore, simply an expression of the 
judgment of seven persons whose personal opinions and activities 
in relation to public policles were a reason for naming them, and 
in a majority of cases it Is well known that these judges were 
supporters of the proposal that the United States should become a 
member of the League of Nations. This plan is now offered to the 
50,000,000 persons who are expected to pass Judgment upon it, with- 
out any alternative with which it can be compared and without 
any opportunity to know for what reasons, outside of its own 
statements, it was preferred to the twenty-odd thousand other plans, 
Whatever value there may be in a popular referendum on an Intricate 
subject remote from the immediate needs of the people is derived 
chiefly from the arguments, pro and con, regarding its expediency. 
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If this referendum is to be made at once and without previous 
discussion it will be considered by serious minds not only valueless 
as an expression of popular intelligence, but will be characterized 
as mere political propaganda under a humanitarian disguise. In 
the interest of the award, the referendum should be postponed until 
the merits and demerits of the plan can be deliberately considered. 
As the second premium of the award is dependent upon the action 
of the Senate of the United States, the purpose of the referendum 
is clearly to impress that body. In case the referendum proves to 
be the mere advertising of a proprietary remedy for ills that are 
not ours, it will make a very unfavorable impression not only upon 
Senators but upon all reflecting persons. 

The plan starts with the assertion that five-sixths of all nations 
have already created a world organization, which, it is assumed, they 
will not abandon. It is admitted that the League of Nations is based 
upon principles which are repugnant to the traditional policy of the 
United States to a degree of opposition so conflicting that the United 
States will not accept them. Although not able to approve of the 
covenant of the League of Nations, the United States, it is argued, 
should nevertheless sit in its council and assembly, participate in its 
discussions, cooperate in its activities, particularly in the international 
labor organization of the league, and thus angment its power and 
promote its purposes, in the hope that Its constitution, at present 
admittedly unacceptable, may in time be reformed by the general 
recognition of its impracticability ; which discovery, it is asserted, has 
already made considerable progress. 

Assuming all the statements of fact in this plan to be precise and 
accurate, would not these facts as presented in it warrant the United 
States in saying: “ We stand firm for our traditional prineiples and 
do not intend to change our policy. Go on, if you please, with your 
experiment. We will cooperate with your activities only in so far 
as we clearly do so without compromising our principles, as we should 
do if we sat silently and acquiescently in your council and assembly, 
yielding as a possible minority of one to the predominance of your 
political nnd military alliance; for you know that we can not be of 
use in your deliberations without action, and we can not act without 
accepting responsibility for our own action and in a measure for yours 
also.” 

But the facts are not precisely and accurately stated. Sixteen of 
the alleged “five-sixths of all nations” are mere fragments of the 
States represented in the last Hague conference, The British Empire 
furnishes seven of them, what was once Russia furnishes four, 
and the Hapsburg monarchy also four. But little more than half 
of Europe's population is represented in this organization of the 
nation. Suppose, however, that all nations except the United States 
were members of this league would that make it wise for the 
United States to join it? The author of this plan says “no”; 
he gives the reasons. This league is based on force; it is a military 
alliance; it is an authoritative council assuming to settle disputes as 
it deems fit and proper. Instead of recommending that the United 
States compromise its traditional policy by sitting with the league 
and accepting its leadership in world affairs, would not good logic 
lead the author of this plan to the conclusion, on the basis of his 
own recital of facts, that the wise role for the United States at this 
time would be to restate and promuigate its own conception of what 
a world organization should be, and try to convince the members of 
the league that Its conception is right? 

On the contrary, his conclusion is that the United States should 
make two immediate commitments, and it is assent to these that the 
policy committee is now seeking. They are: 

First. Enter the permanent court of the league now. 

Second. Cooperate with the League of Nations, without full mem- 
mership at present. 

“Without full membership at present.“ Tuis means, of course, 
n half-way covenant now, full membership later. If this league is 
good and permanent and predestined to grow and dominate and 
eventually draw us in, why not go in now? But no: the United States, 
according to this plan, cam not risk full membership in the league. 
Nor yet in the league's court, except with the reservations that we are 
bound to nothing, but permitted to sit In the council and the assem- 
bly—listen, take no responsibility, participate in no action of the 
league, as such; just wait, and vote every nine years for new judges 
in the court, with the privilege of helping to pay the expense. 

There is in this plan no statement of any reason, based upon any 
substantial Interest of the United States, why such a halting com- 
promise should be proposed. The whole argument, so far as there 
is any trace of reasoning in the plan, is that unless the United States |, 


now promptly associates itself with the activities of the league and | 


its court by sitting in the council and the assembly, the United States 
is going to be permanently isolated and left out in the cold. 


What is it that the United States is expected to do, that it has not 


done and is net now ready to do, without participating in the league? 
If nothing, why all this effort? If something, what is it? Why 
should the United States follow where it does not want to go? Be- 


though it does not believe in the demonstration, ft will be left ont In 
the cold all alone. “Join the processfon, even if you do not approve 
of it.” This rally call seems to say, There will not be another 
ever.” Is there in the United States a village so backward, or a 
citizen so ignorant, that he would boast of such a trailing on without 
conviction and for such n reason as a great political achievement? 

As for the permanent court of the league, it has been clearly dem- 
onstrated that it is the lengue's court and nothing else. We enter it, 
if at all, only from the annex until the opportune moment has arrived 
to lead us into the league. 

There is one excellent recommendation in this plan. It is the 
Proposal to resume the law making process in the realm of inter- 
national rules of action which the league has repudiated. The proper 
use to be made of this recommendation of the league's own appointed 
committee of jurists is not, however, to place ft where this plan 
places it, in the class of things merely to be hoped—but in the class 
of things to be demanded now as a condition of our adherence to 
any court; for a law court without a clear and sufficient law is an 
absurdity, This is the moment to make a demand for a real world 
court and a real world law. “TI favor,“ says President Coolidge in 
his message, “the establishment of such a court, intended to include 
the whole world, That is, and has long been, an American policy.” 

Notwithstanding its recommendation to join the league’s court as 
restricted in the protocol, the winning plan of the Bok award has 
the merit of being indisputably right on one point, even though it 
is at the expense of being illogical. It ends with the following state- 
ment, which undermines its proposals to join an exclusive court and 
sit in an assembly in which the United States can not accept full 
membership: “Anything less than a world conference, expecially 
when great powers are excluded, must incur, in proportion to the 
exclusions, the suspicion of being an alliance, rather than a family 
of nations.” 


“THE ORIGIN, PRINCIPLES, AND PURPOSES. OF THE DEMOCRATIC 
PARTY.” 


Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent to have inserted 
in the Recorp a very interesting article written by Hon. W. W. 
Durbin, of Kenton, Ohio, on The Origin, Principles. and 
Purposes of the Democratic Party. 

The PRESIDENT’ pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The article is as follows: 


A History OF THE ORIGIN, PRINCIPLES, 
DEMOCRATIC PARTY, 


(By W. W. Durbin, chairman Democratic State executive committee.) 


The establishment of a republican form of government in this ccuntry 
did not necessarily imply the rule of the people or the triumph of 
democracy. In the Nation’s history there have been three great for- 
ward movements for democracy—the rule of the people. 

That lead by Thomas Jefferson. 

That lead by Andrew Jackson. 

That lead by Woodrow Wilson. 

From the very beginning the battle for the masses of the people, for 
equal rights, against privilege and plutocracy, has been fought by the 
party of Jefferson, Jackson, and Wilson. The history of American 
parties and politics reveais the story. 

i 


It has always been part of the propaganda of the representatives of 
special interests to picture Alexander Hamilton as the special cham- 
pion of the Constitution, and the Federalists, who surrounded him, as 
the special guardians of our Constitution against men like Thomas 
Jefferson. This is an utter falsehood, brazenly, notoriously false, and 
only advanced on the theory that most people will not take the trouble 
to go to the records for the facts. . 

The fact is that Alexander Hamilton disliked our Constitution, dis- 
liked our republican form of government, and made no secret of his 
dislike. In the Constitutional Convention he adyocated the British 
form as the most desirable. He was an outspoken monarchist. Ad- 
mitting that a monarchy would be impossible because of the hostility of 
the revolutionary generation, he proposed in the Constitutiona! Con- 


AND PURPOSES OF THE 


vention a President for life, with power to name governors of States 


for life, these governors to have the power to veto legislation passed 
by the elected representatives of the people in the legislatures, ani with 
a senate for life. He made a five hours’ speech, to be found in sub- 
stance in Madison’s Report, in which he spoke slowingly of the advan- 
tages of a House of Lords. 

The plan of Constitution which was adopted was proposed by James 
Madison, a Democrat, the first lieutenant of Thomas Jefferson, known 
to lis generation as “the father of the Constitution.“ 

After the Constitution had been framed, Hamilton did make a bril- 
| liant fight for its ratification, sharing with Madison in the writing of 
| the Federalist. But Hamilton made no secret of his motive. He knew 
| that unless some form of national government were speedily adopted 


cause we are told if it misses a place new tm this procession, even ‘the various States or Colonies would fall apart, and it would be tm- 


possible to make a nation. He felt that with the consolidation of the 
States inte a nation it might afterwards be found possible to change 
the form of government. 

To prove this true of Hamilton it is not necessary to go to Demo- 
cratic sources of information. Openly, time and again, at dinner 
tables, he declared his doubts about the Constitution, calling it a 
“ ghilly-shally thing,” and in the latter days of bis life he said: Day 
by day I am more and more convinced that I was not made for this 
American world.” 

But the most positive evidence on this point is furnished by 
Gouverneur Morris, his bosom, personal, and political friend, who was 
chosen to deliver the oration at his funeral. In his published diary 
and letters we find his meditations the night before he delivered that 
oration on what he ought to say and ought not say. We quote: 

“fie was in principle opposed to republican and attached to mon- 
archial government, and then his opinions were generally known and 
have been long and loudly proclaimed. His share in forming our Con- 
stitution must be mentioned, and his unfavorable opinion can not there- 
fore be concealed.” That this was the view of practically all the 
Federalists or Hamiltonian party is clearly shown in their writings and 
published letters—in the correspondence of Rufus King, Gouverneur 
Morris, Thomas Pickering, George Cabot, and Fisher Ames, 

It is basely false that Jefferson was against the Constitution. He 
was in Paris when it was adopted and his opinion was favorable. His 
only fault with the Constitution as originally adopted was the absence 
of a Bill of Rights, guaranteeing the freedom of speech, the freedom 
of the press, and religious liberty, and the right to peaceably assemble, 
These objections of Jefferson were speedily removed by the first 
amendment, known as the Bill of Rights. 

Thus Jefferson, founder of the Democratic Party, was satisfied with 
our Constitution. 

Alexander Hamilton, founder of the Federalist-Whig-Republican 
Darty, was dissatisfied with it. 

And James Madison, who shared with Jefferson in the leadership of 
the Democratic Party, was the Father of the Constitution.“ 


II. 


In Washington's Cabinet Thomas Jefferson was Secretary of State, 
and Alexander Hamilton was Secretary of the Treasury. It was out of 
their disputes on public policy that the two great schools of political 
thought in this country were developed. Mr. Hamilton was the first 
upon the ground, Jefferson not entering the Cabinet until some months 
after Hamilton became head of the Treasury, It was the frankly ex- 
pressed opinion of Hamilton that no government can exist or be strong 
which is not advantageous to the powerful, the moneyed interest. It 
was his plan to bind the money interest to the new Government by 
taking them into partnership with the Government, This he frankly 
avowed. 

His first great problem was to restore the credit of the struggling 
Nation. This necessitated action making it clear that the Nation 
would pay its debts. During the Revolution tae country had been 
flooded with paper money and certificates of indebtedness. These 
certificates were used to pay the Revolutionary soldiers, the farniers 
who furnished food, the small merchants who furnished supplies. It 
was Hamilton’s plan to fund this indebtedness and pay it all with 
interest. He proposed, too, that the Nationa] Government should as- 
sume all the State debts. Thus a great indebtedness would be created 
or assumed. $ 

All parties and statesmen favored the payment of the debts, but 
Hamilton proposed and planned that only a certain amount of the prin- 
cipal of the debt should be paid each year, The purpose of this was 
to maintain the debt to hold the moneyed interest to the Government by 
selfish motives. Democrats, like Albert Gallatin, the great financier of 
the Democratic Party, and Jefferson favored paying off the debt as 
rapidly as possible. Out of this grew the first real party battle. It 
came about in this way: Most of the poor Revolutionary soldiers and 
the farmers, unable to hold onto their certificates of indebtedness, had 
been forced to part with them for 15, 20, and 25 cents on the dollar. 

When it became clear that the debts would be assumed and paid, 
dollar for dollar, most of the Federalist leaders bought up as many of 
these certificates as possible, and the money interest, in close touch 
with Hamilton’s plans, did the same. Just before Congress acted 
agents were sent out by these politicians and speculators to remote 
sections, unacquainted with what was going on in Congress, to buy 
these certificates for a song. Hamilton himself remained clean of this, 
but his principal lieutenants were the worst offenders. 

James Madison, Democratic leader in Congress, proposed that these 
speculators, who had thus robbed the Revolutionary soldiers and the 
farmers and the poor generally, should be paid only what they had 
paid for the certificates with interest, and that the rest should go to 
the original holders who had made the sacrifice in the dark days of 
the Revolutionary War. This became the Democratic position, Ham- 


Uton and the Federalists, voting for their own mercenary Interest and 
that of their allies among the moneyed speculators, opposed the Madi- 
son plan and defeated it. 
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Thus Hamilton created a moneyed aristocracy and made it the back- 
bone of his party. 

To bind more closely the financial interests and his party he next 
created the national bank. And then he capped the climax with a 
protective tariff system to bind the manufacturers to his political 
school. In this way he and the Federalists proposed to create a finan- 
cial oligarchy to rule the country, to dominate the masses. The result 
was that when he retired from the Treasury all the moneyed interests, 
the manufacturers, the rich, and the powerful allied with them, were 
bound to the Federalist Party by the ties of mercenary interest. And 
most of the Federalist leaders in Congress had a chunk of tue ple. 


III. 


Thomas Jefferson saw all this clearly and realized the difficulty of 
overcoming the adyantage. The masses of the people could not be 
easily awakened then to the danger. There were no daily newspapers 
going into every home. Public men, who were ambitious to get along 
in the world, found it to their financial interest to ally themselves 
with the exploiters. But he was a man of infinite patience and infinite 
resource. Resorting to his pen, he placed himself in touch with 
friends of the masses in every State. He advised constantly with the 
Democratic minority in the Congress. He encouraged the launching of 
Democratic papers. The greatest master of party warfare in American 
history, he gradually created public opinion, organized it, directed it. 
Thus the Democratic Party was formed. 

Even so his work would have been all but hopeless but for the un- 
thinkable arrogance of the ruling clique. The Federalist leaders became 
more and more disdainful of the people, and their impudence reached 
a climax in the infamous alien and sedition laws—tyrannical to the 
last degree. This aroused the people to fury. Meanwhile the Feder- 
alist leaders began to quarrel among themselves. Adams and Hamilton 
flew at one another’s throats. Washing their dirty linen in public, 
the masses saw how dirty the water was. And in 1800 Thomas Jeffer- 
son easily won and became President. That victory settled it that 


ours was to be a “government of the people, by the people, and for the 


people.” 
Iv. 


Throughout the administration of Jefferson the Federalist leaders 
maintained a constant policy of mere opposition. But the people were 
delighted with the Jeffersonian policy and at the expiration of Jeffer- 
son’s second term his chief lieutenant and bosom friend, James Madison, 
“Father of the Constitution,” was easily elected. It was during the 
Madison administration that the Federalist Party went out in disgrace. 

From the beginning of the Government the Hamiltonian party had been 
pro-English to the extreme. This was due to the fact that Hamilton 
and his lieutenants looked upon the British form of government as the 
ideal. Many of them had come to regret the Revolution and the separa- 
tion from England. When the War of 1812 came these Federalists 
took a stand against the war—against their own Government. The 
end was the notorious Hartford convention, a treasonable assembly, 
presided over by George Cabot. The patriotic sense of the Nation was 
outraged. The decent Federalists, like Roger B. Taney, of Maryland, 
left the party in disgust and went over to the Democrats. It was not 
long until it was considered a disgrace to wear the Federalist label. 
The Hamilton party perished of its own poison, And throughout the 
eight years of the administration of James Monroe, another lieutenant 
and follower of Jefferson, every one pretended to be Jeffersonian Demo- 
crats. 

v. 


John Quincy Adams, originally a Federalist, had been one of the 
number who had gone over to the Democrats. But the moment he 
was elected President the old Federalist taint again appeared, the old 
Hamiltonian policies crept out of hiding, and the war of parties was on 
again, The result was that in four years he was thrown out of office 
and Andrew Jackson was elected President. He immediately waged 
war on privilege, destroyed the national bank in one of the most fasci- 
nating and spectacular fights in all history, restored the Government to 
the people, and through the masterly organizing of his lieutenants 
brought the masses closer to the Government than they had ever been 
before. From that hour to this no one has ever dared advocate the 
restoration of the old Hamiltonian national bank. The story of those 
eight vivid and romantic years, with their social and political intrigues 
and battles, has just been written by Claude G. Bowers in his Party 
Battles of the Jackson Period, published by Houghton Mifin Co., Bos- 
ton, and received with enthusiasm by all the reviewers as one of the 
most readable and vivid histories ever written in this country. This 
should be read by all who would understand just what Jacksonian 
democracy has meant to the masses of the American people. 

It was during the tremendous fighting of the Jackson period that a 
new Federalist Party was created, composed of the old Federalist rem- 
nants, disgruntled office seekers, nullifiers, and the special interests. 
This party, the most immoral in our history, because they were united 
on one point only—their hate of Jackson—led a miserable existence 
until 1852, when it made its last fight. It elected two Presidents, and 
both were miserable failures. 
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Thus, from Jackson's time until the Civil War, the Jefferson-Jackson 
party was dominant in our national life. During the latter part of this 
period greut economic questions were subordinated to the slavery ques- 
tion, which became vital. Both parties were split on slavery. Jefferson 
had made an attempt to rid the country of slavery in his day, and in 
his old age he wrote that“ nothing is more clearly written in the book 
of fate than that these people shall be free.“ There were as many pro- 
slavery men among the Whig as among the Democratic leaders in the 
South. Many of the political leaders of the Southern Confederacy had 
never voted the Democratic ticket in their lives. At length the question 
became sectional. It was the North against the South. 

The real leaders of the Democratic Party looked upon this sectional 
division with disapproval and dismay, and under the leadership of 
Stephen A. Douglas exerted themselves, through compromises, to pre- 
vent a disruption of ‘the Union. But the feeling was too intense, the 
southern wing of the Democratic Party deserted the party to nominate 
a candidate of its own, and Lincoln was elected President, 


vi. 


For two generations Lincoln has been capitalized by the Republicans 
of a school that Lincoln would have despised. During the greater part 
of Lincoln's political career his party was a mere party of opposition, 
with few fixed principles. Within the year two strong new biographies 
have been written of Lincoln—one by Jesse Welk and one by Professor 
Stephenson. In both we have it that the only two men he was ever 
heard to praise were George Washington and Thomas Jefferson. 

If Abraham Lincoln believed in the political philosophy of Thomas 
Jefferson, he could not possibly have had any respect for the political 
philosophy of Alexander Hamilton. 

But the war came, and but for the loyalty of the Stephen A, Douglas 
Democracy of the North the Union would have been destroyed. 

Throughout Lincoln's administration his most persistent enemies, 
who caused him the most trouble, were the leaders of his own party 
in the Congress. To understand the underhand fight made against 
Lincoln throughout his life in the White House it is only necessary to 
read Professor Stephenson’s remarkable biographical study, At all 
times Lincoln had in mind but one thing—the restoration or salvation 
of the Union, and then a policy of liberality toward the conquered 
States. This was constantly frowned upon by the Republican leaders 
in the Congress under the domination of immoral characters like Thad 
Stevens, with his negro mistress, 

Had Lincoln not fallen before an assassin’s bullet, he would have 
incurred the deadiy hate of his party leaders in Congress and an 
attempt to impeach him would have been made—for the precise reason 
that the attempt was made to Impeach his Democratie Vice President, 
Andrew Johnson, 

Throughout the war an attempt was made to terrorize the Demo- 
crats, but in the face of all obstacles and terrors its great leaders 
remained firm, devoted courageously throughout to the constitutional 
rights of citizens. 

VII. 


But with the end of the war and the death of Lincoln all that was 
vicious and Federalistic in the Republican leaders came to the surface. 
The attempt to impeach Andrew Johnson was one of the most sinister 
movements in American history. The period of reconstruction in the 
South Is one of the blackest and most dastardly In the history of the 
world. The financial interests, seeing their opportunity, again came 
forward to claim the Government and became allies of the new 
Federalist Party, called Republican. 

The passions growing out of the war overshadowed all sound reason- 
ing on economic and political questions, and for years men ceased to 
refiect and responded with thoughtless cheers to the ignorant waving 
of the bloody shirt, With men like Thomas A, Hendricks trying to 
direct their attention to the special legislation for the enrichment of 
the few at the expense of the many, it was only necessary to summon 
Rob Ingersoll to the stump to reply : Every man who tried to murder 
Union soldiers was a Democrat,” In the South the effect was such that 
no American to-day cares to think about It, Republican carpet-bag 
politicians hastened to the Southern States to rob and humiliate the 
whites with the aid of the Negro voters. In some States the offices 
were filled with Negroes who could neither read nor write—and the 
bayonets of soldiers forced the whites to submit. No human being 
with any knowledge of the man would dare say that Abrabam Lincoln 
would have sanctioned that outrage. ‘Throughout those trying times 
the Democratic Party fought a hopeless but gallant battle for a policy 
of sanity and conciliation. 

And while the people were having their attention diverted from their 
own interests by war passions, the special interests were getting all 
they wanted. Money was being legislated out of the people’s pockets 
into the coffers of the favored few—and these few, as in the days of 
Hamilton, made common cause with the Republican politicians. The 
Republican politicians got the offices, the special interests got the legal 
right to rob the people, and the people got the privilege of cheering 
the bloody shirt. 


VIII. 

But at length the boot began to pinch, and in 1876 the people arose 
in their majesty and elected Samuel J. Tilden, Democrat, President of 
the United States. It is now conceded by all fair historians that he 
was elected and robbed of his office with the ald of militarism in the 
South. This was the crowning crime of Federalism. Only the unselé- 
ish patriotism of Tilden and Thomas A. Hendricks, which refused to 
sanction a resort to force, saved the Nation from civil war. It is to 
the credit of Rutherford B. Hayes, who was in no sense responsible for 
the high-handed robbery, that he never felt entirely at home in the 
White House aud did all within his power to end the reign of terror 
in the South, That crime shocked the Nation into its senses, and the 
infamies of reconstruction days were over. Had the Democrats nomi- 
nated Mr, Tilden four years later he would probably have been clected, 
but another was named and defeated, But the tide had turned, and 
in 1884 Grover Cleveland was elected, the first Democrat since the Civil 
War. 

IX. 


During his first administration Grover Cleveland made a profound 
impression on the thinking element and men of independence in politics 
because of the high tone he assumed toward the integrity of the public 
service, the unique courage he displayed in vetoing measures that did 
not meet his approval, and when he came out in a ringing declaration 
against the profiteering tariffs for special interests that had been ex- 
ploiting the people since the Civil War, he created a pleasurable sensa- 
tion. He thus reasserted the time-honored position of the party of 
Jefferson and Juckson, IIis onslaught upon the strongly intrenched in- 
terests came too near the election, making it impossible within that 
time to overcome the propaganda of the money power through the edu- 
cation of the public, and he was defeated. But in the four intervening 
years his tariff position grew steadily upon the people, and he was 
again elected in 1892. Almost at once a money panic was precipitated 
by the money power as a warning to him to stay bis hand. With splen- ' 
did courage he pushed ahead, however, regardless of consequences, 
and if the Wilson Tariff Act was a poor measure, it was due to the 
treachery of a few that Cleveland could not control. 

The money panic, created for a purpose by the money power, 
awakened the public to the potency of these favored few, and in 1896 
the masses of the Nation were in a revolutionary frame of mind. Mr, 
Bryan in a spectacular campaign declared for many reforms, includ- 
ing the ending of special privilege, an income tax, the popular election 
of Senators, and the special interests, thoroughly alarmed, resorted 
to the most unprecedented methods of corruption and coercion to 
accomplish his defeat. 

x 


The four years of the McKinley administration were noted for the 
Spanish-American War, in which the special heroes were Democrats 
like Dewey and Schley, and for the adoption of a colonial policy— 
an imperialism utterly at variance with American principles or ideals. 
During those four years the money power was supreme. Mr. Mor- 
ganthau, who was connected in a business way with big business, 
confesses in his autoblography that he was shocked to find that 
the financial dictators of Wall Street were the real governing force 
in the Nation. Pledges had been given by Mr. Hanna to the interests 
in return for campaign contributions to defeat Bryan and the in- 
terests were permitted to reap their harvest. When Mr. Roosevelt 
became President he publicly assumed an attitude of hostility to 
this dictatorship of Wall Street, and through vociferous denunciations 
of the railroad magnates convinced the man in the street that he was 
fighting the battle of the people. Historians, however, even now, 
have been forced to the conclusion that In this there was more noise 
thun accomplishment, and more politics than conviction. A master 
in the art of catching the public eye, he was able, however, to main- 
tain his reputation as the champion of the masses, and it was not 
until after he had lost his point of vantage in the presidency that 
sober observation disclosed the meager nature of the achievements. 
The money power continued to control the Nation’s currency without 
a protest; the tarif grafters continued to exploit the people without 
a murmur from Mr. Roosevelt's trusts. Then came the rising of the 
people in 1912—and the election of Woodrow Wilson, 

xi, 


Never in American history were so many great constructive measures 
for the benefit of all the people written into law as during his first 
administration. The Underwood Tarif Act was passed—the first 
tariff measure In generations that had not developed scandals. This 
was followed by the Federal reserve act—admitted to be the greatest 
piece of constructive statesmanship in generations, one of the most 
tremendous achievements in all history. It found the money of the 


country hoarded in the vaults of Wall Street for the use of gamblers 
and speculators in stocks and bonds, and it sent it circulating through 
the arteries of the Nation for the benefit of every section and every 
It made it impossible for the money power to intimidate and 
Every banker and 


class, 
punish the people by precipitating panies at will. 
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business man knows that but for this Federal reserve system the 
outbreak of the World War would have been followed by a devastat- 
ing panic in this country; but with that system we were permitted 
to proceed with business, and in the end to finance the greatest war 
in history. 

The Federal reserve act was followed by the Federal Trade Com- 
mission, which Wilsonian Democracy created for the purpose of pro- 
tecting honest business and enforcing the law against lawless combina- 
tions. 

This was followed by the rural credits system for the benefit of the 
farmer, and this by the recognition of the legality of organizations of 
the working classes. There was not a single clean-handed element in 
the Nation that did not profit through great constructive measures of 
the first Wilson administration. 

For the first time an income tax was written into law, and during 
this period the election of Senators was turned over to the people. 

If anyone questions the wisdom of any of these great measures, ask 
them why a Republican administration, supported by a Republican 
Congress, has not dared propose repeal of a single measure, the de- 
struction of a single achievement. 

Never in the lifetime of living men and women has America moved 
forward under the inspiration of finer ideals of public service than 
during the first four years of Wilsonian Democracy. 


XII. 


Then came the World War. For almost three years Woodrow Wilson 
resorted to every honorable device to restore peace and to spare us 
the horrors of the battle fields. During this period, in a series of 
speeches and public papers that will ever remain among the precious 
possessions of the Nation, he gave currency to ideas and Ideals that 
quickened the conscience of mankind and made a profound impression 
throughout the world, But it was a futile effort to keep us out of 
War, and we went in. 

The story of the miracles we performed under the directing genius of 
President Wilson will thrill Americans to the end of time. Through 
him we created a democratic army in a democratic way; financed it 
through the people and without making special terms with Wall Street, 
and in a surprisingly short time we won the war. That is admitted 
everywhere. No people ever had a greater war President in all the 
tide of time. And then the war ended; this great genius went to Paris 
to keep the pledge the Nation had made to the mothers of men. 
When the Republican Senate, moved by partisanship, Jealousy, and 
hate, defeated the League of Nations the responsibility of the Demo- 
eratic Party ceased. From 1919 until the inauguration of Mr. Hard- 
ing in 1921, the Republican Congress terminated for all practical pur- 
poses the Democratic administration. Time is even now vindicating 
Wilson’s position, and the Harding administration has been forced to 
publicly admit the fallacy of national isolation. 


XIII. 


Thus three great Democratic administrations mark the peaks of 

democracy and popular government in America—Jefferson's, Jackson's, 
and Wilson's. 

rue Democratic Party wrecked the Hamiltonian plan of making a 

partnership between government and a money power. P 

It forced into the Constitution the Bill of Rights, 

It killed the un-American alien and sedition laws. 

It extended the domain of the Nation through the acquisition of the 
Territories of Louisiana and Florida, and later added California. 

It gave the Nation the Monroe doctrine. 

It destroyed Nick Biddle's bank, which was threatening to dominate 
the Nation in the interest of a few. 

It crushed the nullification movement under Jackson, 

It threw open the public lands to settlers. 

It stood four square for constitutional rights during the reign of 
terror of the period of reconstruction after the Civil War. 

It has fought special privilege from the days of Jefferson to those 
of Wilson. 

It pioneered the fight for an income tax. 

It stood for the popular election of Senators. 

It created the Federal reserve system. 

It gave to the farmers the rural credits act, 

It gave to labor the magna charta of its rights. 

It passed tie first national act to end child slavery. 

A Democratic administration directed with brilliant success the 
greatest war in history. 

A Democratic President gave to mankind the plan of international 
cooperation for the ending of militarism and international slaughter to 
which more than 50 nations have subscribed. 

The history of the Democratic Party is the story of the develop- 
ment and extension of the democratic principle on the American 
Continent. 

(Issued by Democratie State executive committee, 710 Hartman 
Building, Columbus, Ohio.) 


RIGHT OF REPRESENTATION AT SENATE COMMITTEE HEARINGS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from the previous day, Senate 
Resolution 118, which the Secretary will report. 

The resolution (S. Res. 118), submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Smoot, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That any person, firm, corporation, Government depart- 
ment, or Government agency whose act or acts are subject to inquiry at 
any hearing or investigation conducted by any Senate committee under 
authority of Senate resolution shall have the right to be present at 
such hearing or investigation in person or by a representative, and to 
be represented by counsel; and whenever the character, honesty, in- 
tegrity, motives, or competence of any such person, firm, corporation, 
Government department, or Government agency shall be attacked or 
impugned they shall have the right to cross-examine witnesses by coun- 
sel and to have witnesses subpoenaed and give testimony in thelr behalf 
and to introduce affidavits and other documentary or written evidence. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. Smoor] whether he intends to press the consideration of 
the resolution this morning. I desire to submit a parliamentary 
inquiry to the Chair, which I would like to submit as soon as 
possible this morning. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then I ask that the resolution may go over for 
a day without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Washington in 
the chair). The Senator from Utah asks that the resolution 


may go over without prejudice. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 


SELECTION OF ACTING CHAIRMAN, 
COMMITTEE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Another resolution coming 
over from a previous day is Senate Resolution 119, submitted 
yesterday by the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. DILL]. 

Mr. DILL. As the Senate has elected a chairman of the 
Interstate Commerce Committee, the purpose of the resolution 
has been accomplished, and I ask that it may be indefinitely 
postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the resolu- 
tion will be indefinitely postponed. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


MEMBERSHIP OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, in view of ə statement made 
by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Dirt] upon yesterday, 
I desire to submit to the Chair a parliamentary inquiry. 

On page 743 of the Recorp the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Dir!] used the following language: 

The question I have in mind is whether or not the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] is at this time a member of the committee. 
That is a very important question If the committee is to meet under 
some such resolution as I have submitted. 


I desire to call the Chair's attention to the rule in reference 
to committees and also to the unanimous-consent resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rogrtnson], and 
then ask the Chair whether or not in his opinion the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Cummins] is a member of the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee, and I would suggest if he has any doubt about 
it that he might leave the question to the Senate. 

On page 30 of the Senate Rules will be found the following 
language, this being the rule adopted when the membership of 
the committees was changed April 18, 1921: 

Said committees shall continue and have the power to act until 
their successors are appointed. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I merely desire to ask what 
the Senator is reading. I am seeking to follow the reading. 

Mr, CURTIS. I am reading from the Senate Manual. 

Mr. WILLIS. At what page? 

Mr. CURTIS. Page 30. 

On December 10, 1923, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopcE] offered the following order: 

Ordered, That the following shall constitute the standing committees 
of the Senate of the Sixty-eighth Congress, 

Among others was the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
which read as follows: 

Messrs. CUMMINS (chairman), LA FOLLETTE, MCLEAN, WaTrsox— 


And so on, giving the names of the members of the committee. 

On page 158 of the CoNGresstonaL Recorp the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Rosinson] submitted the following request for 
unanimous consent, which was agreed to: 
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Mr. President, my information is that a number of Senators desire 
a separate vote on the chairmanship of the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and that there is no objection to the adoption of the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge]— 


Which included the name of the Senator from Iowa as a 
member of the committee, the resolution containing only the 
required number of names, including the chairman, to compose 
the committee 


if n separate vote may be had upon that chairmanship. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that other committee assignments provided in the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusctts, save that of 
the chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, may be 
agreed to and that a separate yea-and-nay yote be taken upon that 
chairmanship. 


I do not know that the Chair desires my opinion, but I am of 
the opinion that the Senator from Iowa is a member of the com- 
mittee under the resolution offered by the Senator from Massi- 
chusetts [Mr. Loper] and the order that was made by the Senate 
in accordance with the unanimous consent preposition sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Arkansas; but if that be not the 
case, then I contend that, under the rule adopted in 1921, the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummins] is a member of that com- 
mittee until his successor shall have been appointed. 

Mr. DILL. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. CURTIS. I do. 

Mr. DILL. In the light of the fact that the rule separates 
the election of the chairman of the committee and the election 
of the members of the committee, and then that the rule pro- 
vides that the members of the committee shall continue to hold 
office, does the Senator from Kansas contend that the Senator 
from Iowa holds his position as a member of the committee or 
as chairman of the committee? 

Mr. CURTIS. I contend that he holds his position simply as 
a member of the committee and not as its chairman, because the 
chairman of the committee had to be elected. The committee on 
committees agreed to the exact number fo fill the places on 
the committee and that action was reported to the Senate. The 
committee on committees selected one of the members named 
as chairman, I do not think it would have made any difference 
if they had selected some other member on the list and marked 
“chairman” after his name in brackets. I think the Senator 
selected would have been a member of the committee just the 
same. The membership of the committee was provided for in 
a certain number, and from that number one Senator was to 
be elected chairman. The Senate agreed to the order naming 
the members of the committee, but it did not agree on the 
chairmanship. That was the only question remaining—which 
one of the number should be selected as chairman of the com- 
mittee. 3 

Mr. DILL. The Senator from Kansas assumes, I take it from 
his argument, that the resolution had the effect of overriding 
the clause of the rule which provides for a separate selection of 
the chairman of the committee. The rule provides that the 
Senate shall elect a chairman by a majority vote and that the 
members of the committee shail be elected by plurality vote, 
but custom and unanimous consent, impliedly, at least, have 
permitted the practice in the Senate of electing the chairman 
and the other members of the committee at the same time. 
When on motion of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON], 
due to the objection of the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Wueeter], the question of the selection of chairman was sepa- 
rated from the question of the selection of members of the com- 
mittee, as is provided under the rule, it seems to me that the 
Senator from Kansas can not assume that the resolution over- 
rode the situation which afterwards developed here in the 
Senate. For that reason I suggest to the Senator that the rule 
of the Senate applies, because the Senator from Arkansas did 
not ask specifically that a committee of 17 members should be 
considered appointed, but simply that the chairmanship should 
be set aside, and that rule set aside the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CURTIS. On that point I can not agree with the Sena- 
tor from Washington. The members of the committee were se- 
jected and their names reported to the Senate in the exact nuni- 
ber provided by the rule. I admit that, according to the rule, 
the chairman shall be voted upon separately, unless otherwise 
agreed to by unanimous consent or by order of the Senate, and 
a separate vote was ordered in this case. 

It has been the custom since I have been in the Senate to re- 
port the list of committees in this way by both sides of the 
Chamber, and all of the members of a committee and the chair- 
man are included in one list. I think that was clearly the in- 


tention in this case. Otherwise, the committee on committees 
would have submitted a list of committees and then at the end 
provided that So-and-so, a member of the committee, should be 
selected as chairman. I think that would be the better prac- 
tice, for we should then have no doubt about the intention; but 
I believe it was clearly the intention to include the Senator 
from Iowa as a member of the committee, and I believe that the 
Senate, when it adopted this order, intended that the Senator 
from Iowa was to be a member of the committee, whether he 
should be elected its chairman or not. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I wish to make myself clear, if I 
may. I desire to say just one word further. In raising the 
question I have, I am not objecting to the Senator from Iowa 
being a member of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, but 
I raise the question as a legal point under the rule. I hope that 
the Senate will not understand that I am fighting the appoint- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa as a member of the committee 
by any statement which I have made. 

Mr. CURTIS. I thoroughly understood the Senator's posi- 
tion, and that is why I raised the question this morning by a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ROBINSON rose. 

Mr. CURTIS. I yield the floor unless the Senator from 
Arkansas desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Then I will take the floor in my own be- 
half, if the Senator from Kansas has conciuded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, whatever ground for dif- 
ference of opinion may arise under the parliamentary status 
as to whether the Senator from Icwa has been again chosen 
a member of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, I deem 
it proper to say that no objection was made to his member- 
ship on the committee at the time a separate vote was asked 
for the selection of a chairman of the committee; and. so far 
as I am informed, no objection exists at this time to his serv- 
ing as a member of the committee. The question was raised, 
however, whether, in view of conflicting opinions touching cer- 
tain subjects, matter of legislation to come before the commit- 
tee, the Senator from Iowa should be selected as its chairman. 

He was already a member of the committee. Probably, under 
aà correct construction of the rule referred to by the Senator 
from Kansas, he would continue to serve on the committee as a 
member of the committee until his successor was chosen. 
Whether that be true or not, at the instance of a number of 
Senators a separate vote was requested and secured in the mat- 
ter of selecting a chairman of the committee. A chairman of 
the committee having been selected, in order to relieve the 
Chair of the necessity of ruling upon the parliamentary in- 
quiry submitted by the Senator from Kansas, I ask unanimous 
consent that the assignment of the Senator from Iowa to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the re- 
guest of the Senater from Arkansas? The Chair hears none, 
and that is the order of the Senate. 

The morming business is closed, and the calendar, under 
Rule VIII. is in order. The Secretary will state the first bill 
ou the calendar. 

THE CALENDAR. 


The bill (S. 120) to provide a tax on motor-vehicle fuels sold 
within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was 
announced as first in order on the calendar. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I suggest that that bill go 
over temporarily on account of the absence of the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Bart]. I think he will return shertly, and I 
am under the impression that he desires to discuss the measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the request of the Senator 
from Oregon the bill will be passed over. 


ELMER E. BURROWS, 


The resolution (S. Res. 77) submitted by Mr. BRANDEGEE on 
December 17, 1923. was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby Is, 
authorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 
to Elmer E. Burrows, son of Joseph A. Burrows, late a private of the 
Capitol police, Senate roll, a sum equal to six months’ compensation 
at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his death, said sum 
to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


WACCAMAW RIVER BRIDGE, S. C. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. 384) to authorize the building of a bridge 
across Waccamaw River in South Carolina near the North 
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Carolina State line. The bill had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with amendments in section 1, page 1, 
line 4, after the word “ company,” to strike out “to be operated 
under charter from the State of South Carolina, and showing 
proof of indorsement by the highway department of Horry 
County and the highway department of South Carolina“; in line 
7, after the word “is,” to insert hereby”; in line 8, after the 
article “a” to strike out “temporary highway toll”; and in 
line 10, after the word “ point,” to strike out located by road 
survey north of and” and insert “suitable to the interests of 
navigation,” so as to make the section read: 


That the North and South Carolina Waccamaw Bridge Co. be, and 
the same is hereby, authorized to construct, operate, and maintain a 
bridge, with approaches thereto, across the Waccamaw River, at a point 
suitable to the interests of navigation, near Bellamy Landing, Horry 
County, S. C., in accordanee with the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters, 
approved March 23, 1906.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. ` 

Mr. DIAL subsequently said: Mr. President, I was out of the 
Chamber a few moments ago when Order of Business No. 10, 
being the bill (S. 384) to authorize the building of a bridge 
across Waccamaw River in South Carolina, near the North 
Carolina line, was passed. I introduced that bill some time 
ago, and I desire now to move to reeonsider the votes by which 
the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed, and ask that 
the bill may be restored to the calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senater from North 
Carolina moves that the votes by which Senate bill 384 was 
passed through the various parliamentary stages and finally 
passed be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. DIAL. I ask that the bill may go to the calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go to the 
calendar. 

CLEVELAND STATE BANK, OF CLEVELAND, MISS. 


The bill (S. 75) for the relief of the Cleveland State Bank, of 
Cleveland, Miss., was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
and was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to redeem United States Treasury cer- 
tifieate of indebtedness No. 22223, in the denomination of $1,000, pay- 
able to bearer, series IV-B, dated July 9. 1918, and maturing Novem- 
ber 7, 1918, with interest at the rate of 4% per cent per annum from 
July 9, 1918, to November 7, 1918, in favor of the Cleveland State 
Rank, Cleveland, Miss., or its assigns, without presentation of the said 
certificate, the certificate of indebtedness having been lost, stolen, or 
destroyed: Provided, That the said certificate of indebtedness shall not 
have been previously presented for payment and that no payment shall 
be made hereunder for any interest which shall haye been previously 
paid: And provided further, That the said Cleveland State Bank, Cleve- 
land. Miss., shall first file in the Treasury Department a bond in the 
penal sum of double the amount of the lost, stolen, or destroyed Treas- 
ury certificate of indebtedness, and the interest payable thereon, in such 
form and with such surety or sureties as may be acceptable to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to indemnify and save harmless the United 
States from any loss on aceount of the lost, stolen, or destroyed certifi- 
eate of indebtedness herein described. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the report of the Committee 
on Claims on this bill unanimously recommends its passage. 
It is one of those bills, of which we have had a number and 
will have more yet to come, where certificates of indebtedness 
of the United States have been Iost and where full examination 
of the loss has been had. In this case the bill is drawn in 
exact consonance with the request of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The bill provides for full indemnity in case of the 
finding of the old certificate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and i 

WILLIAM D. MULLEN CO. 


The bill (S. 129) for the relief of the William D. Mullen Co. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the William D. Mullen Co., of 
Wilmington, Del., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 


appropriated, the sum of $85.75, said sum being due the William D. 
Mullen Co. for merchandise furnished to the Reedy Island nayal sta- 
tion mess during the months of October, November, and December, 1918. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION OF WAR DEVICES. 


The bill (S. 1376) to provide for the equitable distribution of 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Territo- 
ries of the United States and to the District of Columbia was 
8 as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
ollows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of War be, and he js hereby, 
authorized and directed to apportion and distribute pro rata among 
the several States, Territories, and possessions of the United, States 
and the District of Columbia in corresponding ratio as the total num- 
ber of men serving in the armed forces of the United States, as here- 
inafter provided, from each State, Territory, or possession of the 
United States, and the District of Columbia bears to the total number 
of men so serving from all States, Territories, posscssions, and the 
District of Columbia, all guns and howitzers with their respective 
carriages, machine guns, and other war devices and trophies suit- 
able for distribution and captured by or surrendered to the armed 
forces of the United States from the armed forces of Germany and 
allied nations, with the exception of such guns, howitzers, carriages, 
machine guns, and other war devices and trophies as may be required 
for experimental purposes, or for actual use by the armed forces of 
the United States; and the further exception of such of the devices 
aforementioned as may be required for display in national museums, 
at national homes for disabled volunteer soldiers, or for monumental 
purposes in Arlington National Cemetery and in other national ceme- 
teries, national parks, and national monuments wheresoever situated, 

Sec. 2. That for the purposes of this act the reports heretofore 
compiled under the direction of the Secretary of War showing the 
number of men in the armed forces of the United States accredited 
to each State, Territory, and possession of the United States, and to 
the District of Columbia, either by enlistment or by the Process of 
the selective service act, or otherwise drawn into and becoming an 
integral part of the armed forces of the United States during the pe- 
riod April 7, 1917, te November 11, 1918, and the allotment of war 
trophies suitable for distribution among the several States, Territories, 
and possessions, and the District ef Columbia, shall serve as the basis 
of distribution. As soon as practicable after the date upon which 
this act shall become effective the Secretary of War shall cause the 
chief executive of each of the several States, Territories, and posses- 
sions, and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to be informed 
of the character and quantity of war devices and trophies apportioned 
thereto, and shall invite each such chief executive and the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to designate such material as will 
be accepted free on board common carrier at the point of storage 
and to designate the point or points to which the accepted material 
is to be shipped without expense to the United States, other than 
that of packing and loading at the point of storage. 

Bgc. 3. Shipment of the apportionment of each State, Territory, 
and possession, and the District of Columbia accepted shall be made 
as soon as practicable after the chief executive, or the commissioners 
thereof, as the case may require, shall have informed the Secretary of 
War that such State, Territory, possession, or District will accept and 
take possession thereof as hereinbefore provided for and will relieve 
the United States of all responsibility for the safe delivery of the 
material and of all charges, costs, and expenses whatsoever connected 
with the transportation thereof: Provided, That if the chief executive 
or the commissioners of any State, Territory, possession, or District 
shall rot, within one year after notification of the character and 
quantity of the apportionment, file with the Secretary of War such 
acceptance and agreement, such apportionment, or any part thereof, 
shal] be sold as surplus property as it then is and where it then is, 
or shall be destroyed—all as the Secretary of War, in his discretion, 
shall determine; and like action shall be taken In respect of the re- 
jected portion of any apportionment accepted in part only, and war 
devices and trophies considered by the Secretary of War as unsuitable 
for distribution. 

Sec. 4. That all charges for apportioning, segregating, packing, and 
loading war trophies and devices for distribution to the designated 
point or points within each of the several States, Territories, and 
possessions, and the District of Columbia, as provided for herein, and 
for transportation to national museums, national homes for disabled 
volunteer soldiers, national cemeteries, and national parks, and for 
the disposition of undistributed war devices and trophies shall be 
paid by the United States Government from an appropriation to be 
made for that purpose. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to make all rules and regulations to carry this act into effect. 


Src. 6. That to enable the Secretary of War to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out 
of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $39,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, 
That none of said sum shall be expended in cleaning, painting, or 
otherwise reconditioning war devices and trophies prior to shipment. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (S. 602) to revive and to reenact an act entitled 
“An act granting the consent of Congress for the construction 
of a bridge and approaches thereto across the Arkansas River 
between the cities of Little Rock and Argenta, Ark.,” ap- 
proved October 6, 1917, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments, on page 1, line 3, after the words “ That 
the,“ to strike out “ act approved October 6, 1917, granting the 
consent of Congress for the county of Pulaski, in the State of 
Arkansas, its successors and assigns, to construct a bridge” 
and insert “times for commencing and completing the con- 
struction of a bridge authorized by the act of Congress ap- 
proved October 6, 1917, as revived and reenacted by the act of 
February 15, 1923, to be constructed by the county of Pu- 
laski"; on page 2. after 1897,“ to strike out “be, and the 
same is hereby, revived and reenacted: Provided, That this 
act shall be null and void unless the actual construction of the 
bridge hereby authorized may be commenced within one year 
and completed within three years from the date of approval,” 
and insert “are hereby extended one and three years, re- 
spectively, from the date of approval hereof,” so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and completing 
the construction of a bridge authorized by the act of Congress ap- 
proved October 6, 1917, as revived and reenacted by the act of Feb- 
ruary 15, 1923, to be constructed by the county of Pulaski across the 
Arkansas River at the city of Little Rock on the site now occupied by 
the free highway bridge constructed by said county in the years 1896 
and 1897, are hereby extended one and three years, respectively, from 
the date of approval hereof. 

Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is bereby 
expressly reserved. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend the 


time for the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River’ 


between the cities of Little Rock and Argenta, Ark.” 
HUDSON RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (S. 733) to authorize the construction of a highway 
bridge over the Hudson River at Poughkeepsie, N. Y., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments, on page 1, line 3, after the word 
“That,” to strike out “pursuant to section 9 of the river and 
harbor aet of Mareh 3, 1899, and for the purpose of carrying. 
out the provisions of a general statute of the State of New 
York, known as chapter 900 of the Laws of 1923, entitled ‘An 


act to provide for the construction of a highway bridge across 


the Hudson River at Poughkeepsie, between the counties of 
Dutchess and Ulster, and for the construction of approaches 
thereto, and making an appropriation therefor,’ permission,” 
and insert: the consent of Congress”; on page 2, line 1, after 
the word “construct,” to strike out “a vehicular and foot 
bridge, with necessary approaches,” and insert “maintain, 
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto”; in line 4, after 
the word “ River,” to strike out “from a point in” and insert 
“at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near”; 
in line 5, after the word “ Poughkeepsie,” to strike out “to a 
point in the county of Ulster to be determined by such com- 
missioner,” and insert New York, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction 
of bridges over navigable waters, approved March 23, 1906“; 
in line 10, after the words That the,” to strike out “ construe- 
tion of such bridge shall not be started until the plans there- 
for have been submitted to and approved by the Chief of Engi- 
neers and by the Secretary of War, as provided in section 9 
of the river and harbor act of March 3, 1899,” and insert “ right 


to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly re- 
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served“; and in line 16, to strike out Sec. 3. That this act 
shall take effect on its passage,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be tt enacted, eto., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the commissioner of highways of the State of New York to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the 
Hudson River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or 
near the city of Poughkeepsie, N. T., in accordance with the provi- 
sions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
over navigable waters,“ approved March 23, 1906. 

Sze. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. y 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting the 
consent of Congress to the construction of a bridge over the 
Hudson River at Poughkeepsie, N. Y.” 

WHITE RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 625) authorizing Independence County, Ark., 
to construct a bridge across the White River at or near Bates- 
ville, Ark., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments, on page 1, line 3, after the words 
“That the,” to strike out “county of Independence, Ark., is 
authorized to construct, maintain, and operate” and insert 
times for commencing and completing the construction of"; 
In line 5, after the word “bridge,” to strike out “and ap- 
proaches thereto” and Insert “authorized by act of Congress 
approved July 1, 1922, to be built by the county of Independ- 
ence, State of Arkansas”; in line 8, after the word “ River,” 
to strike out “at a point suitable to the interests of naviga- 
tion”; on page 2, Iine 1, after the word “county,” to strike 
out “in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled ‘An 
act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters,’ approved March 23, 1906,” and insert “are hereby 
extended one and three years, respectively, from the date of 
approval hereof,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and completing 
the construction of a bridge authorized by act of Congress, approved 
July 1, 1922, to be built by the county of Independence, State of 
Arkansas, across White River, at or near Batesville, in such county, 
are hereby extended one and three years, respectively, from the date of 
approval hereof. 

Spc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. : i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend the 
time for the construction of a bridge across the White River 
at or near Batesville, Ark.” 


CLAIMS OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CALIFORNIA, 


The bill (S. 1192) to confer jurisdiction upon the United 
States District Court, Northern District of California, to ad- 
Judicate the claims of American citizens was announced as 
next In order: 

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over. 


THE OLD NATIONAL BANK OF MARTINSBURG, MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 


The bill (S. 214) for the relief of the Old National Bank of 
Martinsburg, Martinsburg, W. Va., was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 5, after the word “num- 


-bered,” to strike out “4908” and insert “ 4980,“ so as to make 


the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to redeem certificates of indebtedness 
of the United States of America numbered 4980, 4981, 4982, and 4983, 
each of the denomination of $500; 8175 and 8176, each of the de- 
nomination of $1,000, and all of the issue of United States Treasury 
coupon certificates of indebtedness, series TM 2-1921, dated July 15, 
1920, and maturing March 15, 1921, with interest from July 15, 1920, 
to March 15, 1921, in favor of The Old National Bank of Martinsburg, 


ot Martinsburg, W. Va., without presentation of the certificates, the 


said certificates of indebtedness having been lost, stolen, or destroyed: 
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Provided, That the said The Old National Bank of Martinsburg, of 
Martinsburg, W. Va., shall first file in the Treasury Department cf the 
United States a bond in the penal sum of double the amount of the 
principal of said certificates of indebtedness of the United States of 
America in such form and with such sureties as may be acceptable to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, to indemnify and save harmless the 
United States from any loss on account of the said certificates of in- 
debtedness hereinbefore described, which were lost, stolen, or destroyed. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I do not desire to oppose this 
bill, but I desire to make some very brief observations on a 
matter which I think is of some importance. 

There is scarcely a session of the Senate when we are not 
called upon to act on some measure which will increase the 
functions of some department, provide for a larger number of 
reports, and require a larger amount of clerical work on the 
part of the business interests throughout the country. There 
has been a tendency for a great many years to create addi- 
tional boards and commissions, and to require the making of 
additional reports and the collection of information which is of 
at least questionable value. I intend to read into the Rrcorp 
a brief letter which has come to me this morning, giving the 
viewpoint of business men touching such activities on the part 
of Congress. The letter is addressed to me by the Osgood Co., 
of Marion, Ohio, and reads in part as follows: 


Have you any idea of the cost of clerical labor, executive annoyance, 
and other things involved by the requirements of the United States 
Government as regards making reports of various kinds to the various 
departments, including the Internal Revenue Department, costs that 
are involved that possibly otherwise expenditures would not be made? 
These come from all sources; Department of Commerce, Director of 
Census, Internal Revenue Department, and other directions. 

Just as a rough figure in connection with the above, I would say oft- 
hand that it is costing this company between $20,000 and $25,000 a 
year for producing’ these records, and otherwise the money would not 
be spent if it were not a requirement of the Government. 

In other words, if we sell a steam shovel for $10,000 it costs the 
purchaser $100, because of the fact we have complied with the require- 
ments of the Government as regards preparing proper and suitable re- 
ports that they demand. 


I suggest that for the consideration of Senators because the 
practice of requiring the furnishing of such reports is coming 


to be a crying evil in this country. Reports are sent here to 


Washington and information is collected by the various depart- 
ments of the Government which really has no practical value, 
and is collected at tremendous expense to the Government and 
tremendous expense to the business interests of the country 
without any practical benefit to anybody. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, I would like 
to ask the Senator from Ohio if he has any remedy to suggest 
for the abuse he speaks of? 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I bring this matter up, of 
course, notwithstanding it has no relation to the pending bill, 
because it occurred to me that it should be brought before us 
so that as from time to time the bills come in requiring addi- 
tional reports and creating additional bureaus and departments, 
we might be on our guard against that sort of legislation, be- 
cause I think it is a useless burden upon the business interests 
of the country. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, a few minutes 
ago we passed a bill similar to this one, for a bank in Missis- 
sippi, with a proviso that the Government should not pay the 
amount of the lost certificates if they had previously been pre- 
sented by the present holder. I do not see why that should not 
be put in this bill, too. Therefore I propose the following 
amendment: 

Provided, That the said certificates of indebtedness shall not have 
been previously presented for payment, and that no payment shall be 
made hereunder for any interest that shall have been previously paid. 

I suggest that this amendment be inserted on page 2, in line 
8, after the word “ destroyed.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania proposes an amendment, which the Secretary will 
report. 

The READING CLERK. After the word “destroyed,” in line 3, 
page 2, and before the colon insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the said certificates of indebtedness shall not have 
been previously presented for payment, and that no payment shall be 
made hereunder for any interest which shall have been previously paid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one other amend- 
ment made necessary by the amendment just agreed to. 


The Reaprnc CLERK. On page 2, line 3, after the word 
“ Provided,” insert the word “further.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PETER C. KEEGAN, 


The bill (S. 210) for the relief of Peter C. Keegan and others 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SMOOT, Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, 


MUNICIPAL BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS, MO. 


The bill (S. 987) to extend the time for the completion of the 
municipal bridge approaches and extensions or additions thereto 
by the city of St. Louis, within the States of Illinois and Mis- 
sourl, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SPENCER. I understand the junior Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. McKinney] desires to look into this bill, and I ask 
that it may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On request the bill will go 
over. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 1342) to amend an act approved February 28, 
1899, entitled “An act relative to the payment of claims for 
material and labor furnished for District of Columbia build- 
ings,” Was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. This bill has been so lately reported that 
copies of it are not available for the use of the Senate. I have 
no complete information concerning it, and I think it should 
go over. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. BALL] will 
be in the Chamber in a few moments. He is just temporarily 
detained from the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON. ‘The bill can be reached on the next call 
of the calendar. The calendar will be called in a few days. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
The calendar is completed. 


“ SCIENTIFIC POLITICAL TRAINING OF PRESIDENT COOLIDGE.” 


Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, the other day I started to 
Introduce into the Recorp an article written by a gentleman 
by the name of MacDonald, which contains some interesting 
facts, as it seems to me, concerning the President. I know 
well enough how Americans generally like substantial facts 
with regard to those who are in high office, and I have a 
great deal of pleasure in calling the attention of the Senate 
to some of these facts. My distinguished colleague, the leader 
on the other side, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON], 
objected, and the article was not allowed to go into the 
Recorp. Therefore, Mr. President, I have something to say 
upon the general subject. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPENCER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will state that on the former occasion, 
at the time I objected to the insertion of the article into the 
Recorp, a Senator on the majority side of the Chamber, the 
senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses], had objected 
to the insertion of the article in the Recorp, and that my action 
in making the objection was prompted by the request of 
Senators on the majority side of the Chamber. I have no ob- 
jection to the insertion of the article in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to re- 
mind the Senate that there is nothing now before the Senate, 
and the Senator from Missouri proceeds by unanimous con- 
sent. The Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SPENCER. I have no objection to putting the article 
into the Recorp, as the Senator from Arkansas so courteously 
suggests. The Senator from New Hampshire the other day 
did not make an objection to its going into the Recorp, but 
did ask that it be referred to the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. SPENCER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from New Hampshire was 
absent on the occasion when I objected to the insertion of the 
article in the Recorp. That was called to the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
absent now. If, in view of the record in the matter, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri desires to insert the article in the RECORD, 
I again say that I have no objection. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, have I the floor? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missourl 
has the fioor, but subject to objection by a Member of the 
Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPENCER. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am informed that if the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Moses] were here he would still object to the 
insertion of the article in the RECORD. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if 
the object is to get the data into the Rxcono in order that it 
may be franked out? 

Mr. SPENCER. So far as I know, that is not the purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from Florida that I 
suppose the same suggestion would apply to the article which 
was inserted in the Recorp this morning by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hartson], giving a complete history of the 
Democratic Party. 

Mr. HARRISON. That was real literature. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, certainly! 

Mr. SPENCER (reading)— 


ScrmntTiric POLITICAL TRAINING OF PRESIDENT COOLIDGE, 
(By Arthur MacDonald, Washington, D. C.) 

As science, in the last analysis, is common sense condensed, the prac- 
tical political training of President Coolidge can be called scientific. 

We have heard much about “mental tests” in the public schools; 
these are doing much good, although they may be somewhat over- 
worked. Such tests are technical and in certain respects necessarily 
artificial. But there are natural mental tests, which depend upon 
actual accomplishments in life, as great deeds done, offices held, books 
written, reforms made, and various other public acts; that is, in the 
common parlance of business, the delivery of the goods is the real test 
of life in this world. 

In a recent study of the United States Senate I have shown that 
Senators with previous legislative experience have been the most suc- 
cessful in their legislative activity, If it requires special education to 
become a lawyer, physician, or clergyman, surely a sound preparation 
for the Presidency of the United States is very essential. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President 
33 pro tempore. Does the Senator rise to 
object 
Mr. HARRISON. No; but we can not hear the Senator over 
here; there is so much confusion on the Republican side. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. 
Mr. SPENCER (reading) 


PRELIMINARY EDUCATIONAL TRAINING OF COOLIDGE, 


If some university should establish a course of study to prepare 
young persons for the Presidency of the United States, no method of 
training could approach that of Calvin Coolidge, born July 4, 1872, 
which is an auspicious patriotic beginning, son of a sturdy farmer who 
was a member of the Vermont State Legislature (who once put Calvin 
in the Chief Executive seat, which is as far back as he can remember; 
he has never forgotten). His stepmother did much to make him after 
his mother died. When a boy he worked hard and was very industri- 
ous on the farm. He was brought up in religious doctrines of rigid 
type; attended the public schools at Plymouth, Vt., then was a pupil at 
Black River and St. Johnsbury Academies. He graduated at Amherst 
(1895), where he took several honors, including first prize (open to all 
colleges) by an essay entitled“ Principles of the Revolutionary War.” 
Then he removed to Northampton, studied law, was admitted to the bar 
(1897), and began his practice. 


Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not yield until I have finished reading. 
Then I shall yield with pleasure. 

POLITICAL TRAINING OF COOLINGR. 

Thus far we have given bis preliminary educational training, which 
is thorough, gradual, and complete. His political training was exactly 
the same, when in 1899 he becomes member of his city council, city 
solicitor (1900-1901), clerk of the county court, then State representa- 
tive (1907T—) ; mayor (1910-11). Now he advances to State senator 
(1912-1915) and becomes unopposed the president of the State senate 
(1914-15) ; on to lleutenant governor (1916-1918), and then governor 
(1919-20) by the largest vote ever recorded. He was then nominated 
and elected Vice President and became familiar with national politics, 
presiding in the Senate and sitting in the Cabinet meetings by invita- 
tion of President Harding untll he becomes President himself, 

The reader will note from the dates above given his gradual ad- 
vancement step by step. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President—— 


2 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Missouri yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. SRENCER. 1 do not yield until I finish reading the 
article. 
SOME CHARACTERISTICS OF COOLIDGR, 


The little things a man does are in many ways chips on the water 
which show the direction of the current. Thus when Governor of 
Massachusetts, he had two rooms in the Adams House, Boston, and 
one-half of a double wooden house in Northampton, where he 
voted and his family generally lived. As governor his salary was 
$10,000, his house rental was $32 a month. He lived within his 
income and shows that the right kind of man can rise to the highest 
positions in his State and to the greatest places in the United States 
not only without wealth but In fact a poor man. 

When in Massachusetts few opposed him; his strength came to 
him, he did not go to it. He was never known to make the usual 
moves toward political preferment, seeming indifferent to his politi- 
cal fortunes. His great success is due mainly to his personality, 
which appeals to one not for what it appears to be but for what it 
is actually. He does not play a part, he is himself the part. He 
talks little and only when he has something to say, but always listens 
respectfully whenever there is anything worth hearing or not. In 
fact he is called “an eloquent listener.” His nod is better than 
praises from another, and even this is unnecessary, as he is known to 
be thoroughly democratic. He has never been opposed personally, 
having no enemies in the usual sense; few men have fewer critics; 
he is quick to stand by the weak when right. His speeches are noted 
for their epigrammatic brevity; his life has taught him to under- 
stand all sorts of men; he has been of them; he was more of an 
asset to public service than public service is an asset to him. 

When Coolidge was chairman of the committee on railroads in 
his State legislature, an anticorporation lawyer after finishing his 
argument asked if he could retire. Coolidge replied, “ Yes, unless 
you are willing to remain to protect the committee from these rail- 
road lawyers present.” 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SPENCER. Not until I have finished reading the arti- 
cle, if the Senator will forgive me, 


z COMMON SENSE POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY OF COOLIDGE. 


Coolidge is regarded by those who know him as a man who acts 
promptly and vigorously. He has said that individual initiative is 
a firmer rellance than bureaucratic supervision; we do not need 
more government, but more culture. Coolidge is little affected by 
the pomp of power. His idea of life is duty; the honors as well as 
failures that follow him are to him of incidental nature, so that 
success elates and failure depresses but little, especially when after 
patient inquiry he has done the best he can. 

Aside from his quiet New England serenity, his strong faith in the 
directing power of Divine Providence gives him calmness in every 
crisis, showing bis deep religious nature. He is not a farmer, but 
as a vacation rest often takes a hand in the fields. Coolidge, his 
father, grandfather, and great-grandfather were born on the same 
farm. 

A man as taciturn and cautious by nature as Coolidge is very Mable 
to be misjudged as being without deep feeling and having no independ- 
ent opinion. Quite the contrary, he has strong feelings and decided, 
definite, and independent opinions, but he ts loyal to the position and 
its prerogatives in which he is at the time. He has also the highest 
respect for delegated authority. For nothing could cause him to criticize 
the administration. He might praise it if it pleased him, but it 
lukewarm or opposed nothing would come from him. His seeming 
sternness comes from a hardihood Vermont farm training in his early 
life and infusion of Calvinistic doctrines, some of which are confirmed 
by science to-day. His early life was genuine and without frivolity. 
But doubtless his whole ancestral antecedents were of this character, 
so that his heredity was adapted to and developed by his environment. 
Cautiousness, deliberation, patience, and conscientiousness are the char- 
acteristics of such ancestry and life. Hereditary and environmental 
antecedents of this kind lessens selfishness, gives contempt for artifi- 
ciality, and produce a strong sense of justice. 

When following his first election as lieutenant governor of his State 
the successful candidates were easily found at publie places for con- 
gratulations. But Coolidge was sitting in his room at the Adams House 
alone by a window opening into an airshaft. He is naturally dimdent 
and retiring. For when a little boy he did not like to meet strange 
people and shake hands with them. He was almost 10 years of age 
before he realized he could not go on in that way. He had no such 
feeling, however, with old friends. 

On becoming president of the State senate he gave his well-known 
political creed, which is: Do the day's work, whether it be to protect 
the rights of the weak or help a corporation to serve the people better; 
don't be a standpatter or a demagogue, though called either; be as 


784 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 10, 


w 
revolutionary as sclenĉe and reactionary as the multiplication table; 
don't pull the strong down in order to bulld up the weak; make no 
hasty legislation, and let administration have time to catch up. 

He has said that no one has a right to strike against the public 
safety at any place or at any time, but that he is in sympathy with 
laborers. He defended social insurance legislation, which was regarded 
as altogether too progressive by many of his friends. As there seemed 
to be a desire for much pay and little work, he answered, “ Savages 
do not work,” and he also said in effect if material rewards be the 
only measure of success, there is no hope of a peaceful solution of our 
social questions. 

Coolidge is for utility rather than adornment. His copy of the 
Bible has been much used; the passages most frequently referred to 
are the Sermon on the Mount and the Twenty-third Psalm. His library 
censists of books on history, geography. constitutional questions, and 
the tariff. In general, the various works in his library confirm the 
impression of his taste and character. The books are solid and sub- 
stantial. He is a student by nature. 

President Harding was asked to deliver the address at the dedication 
of the Government Hospital for Colored War Veterans at Tuskegee, 
Ala., but could not accept. Coolidge was urged to take his place, but he 
would not until he found the President really wanted him to do it. 
When the program for the occasion was submitted to him there was 
only one thing he objected to, which was that the governor of Alabama 
was to meet him at the State border. No,” said Coolidge, and he 
insisted that he go first to the governor's car and pay his respects to 
him. 

When Coolidge was governor he was asked his opinion of the 
League of Nations. He said, in substance, that Massachusetts had no 
foreign relations, but if he should ever hold an office involving the 
subject, he would put his mind to it and try and arrive at the soundest 
conclusions in his capacity. He has the New England smile, he is direct 
and definite, but not brisk and cautious for the sake of being so. 

Coolidge was little known at first, but always trusted by those 
who knew him. His lack of active interest in Republican policies 
was due to his position as Vice President, for he does not assume 
authority which he does not have, confining himself to the limits of 
his office; but on the other hand he will not fajl to use authority 
which belongs to him. Reputation will have to be based on merit 
to have weight with him; such names as “Old Guard“ will not 
control him, though conservative by nature and environment; he is 
opposed to radicalism but also to the idle rich; he believes in the 
dignity of labor. In short, he carries out his principles in the way he 
lives. 

When on his vacation in Vermont during the illness of President 
Harding, he would walk to the store, where the only accessible tele- 
phone was, several times a day; though the farmers would have been 
very glad to send him messages as to President Harding's condition. 

But he said, “ They have their living to make, and I have nothing 
to do.” 

COOLIDGE AS PRESIDENT. 


Calvin Coolidge took his oath of office at the hands of his father at 
the Vermont farm, his birthplace. This transition from one President 
to another was the quickest and easiest ever known, the main reason 
being that no one was worrying or doubtful as to the character and 
ability of the new President. No Vice President was so well trained 
to be President as Coolidge. From the scientific point of view, we 
have at the White House the most thoroughly equipped President ever 
there, and in addition he has the right temperament—serene, quiet, 
judicial, patient; conscientious and never acting until he has learned 
all the pertinent facts. These are not mere laudatory statements of 
mine, but can be easily demonstrated from his past political life. 
During the short time he has been President he has shown these same 
characteristics. He has made few or no mistakes, though he became 
President when conditions were as delicate as they were critical. 


SOME PRINCIPLES EXPRESSED BY CALVIN COOLIDGE, 


When the degree of doctor of laws was conferred upon him by 
his old college, he was complimented by the president for teaching 
the lesson of “adequate brevity.” This was an accurate phrase as 
shown by his speeches and messages. Coolidge expressed fundamental 
principles which should always be emphasized and can not be mentioned 
too often. 

General statements, from the scientific point of view, are not wholly 
true, but if four-fifths true, though one-fifth untrue, they are very 
valuable. I shall present briefly some of the ideas of Calvin Coolidge 
found in his writings, speeches, and addresses, and as far as possible 
in his own words, though not quoting him. 

1. I am not one of those who believe votes are to be won by misrep- 
resentations, skillful presentations of half truths, and plausible deduc- 
tions from false premises. 

2. For good government can not be found on the bargain counter. 

3. Partisanship should stop at the boundary line, but patriotism should 
begin there. 

4. We are citizens before we are partisans, 


z 5. When you substitute patronage for patriotism administration breaks 
own. 

6. We need more of the office desks and less of the show window in 
politics. 

7. Politics is not an end but a means, not a product but a process; It 
is the art of government, and 

8. Like other values, it has counterfeits, upon which so much em- 
phasis has been placed as to obscure the original. 

9. Every native-born American is potentially a president. 

10. There are quacks, shysters, and charlatans among politicians, 
doctors, and lawyers, but they are not representative. For— 

11. Our public men, as a class, are inspired by honorable and patri- 
otic motives, desirous only of faithful execution of their trust. 

12. Public men must expect criticism and endure false charges. 

18. Public business is transacted on-a higher plane than private. 

14. In office holding only the man of broad sympathy and deep under- 
standing of his fellow men can meet with much success. Yet— 

15. Office holding is the incidental; the standard of citizenship is the 
essential. 

16. Every man is a politician, whether he will or no, for government 
does not rest upon the opinions of men but upon their actions. 

17. The development of the State has ever been from anarchy through 
despotism through oligarchy, broadened into democracy and ending in 
representative government based upon universal suffrage. But many 
nations have fallen along the way. 

18. Our public schools have made education possible for all and 
ignorance a disgrace. 

19. Those with liberal culture ought to be the leaders in maintaining 
the standards of citizenship, or their education is a failure, 

20. My college mates were moved with a serious purpose; he who had 
less lacked place among them. 

21. Education must give not only power but direction ; it must minis- 
ter to the whole man or it falls. 

22. Science, however important, does not provide a civilization that 
can stand without classical ideals. 

28. The classic of all classics is the Bible. 

24. The discontent in modern industry is the result of a too narrow 
outlook. For— 

25. It is far from enough to teach our citizens a vocation; our indus- 
trial system will break down unless it is humanized. 

26. It is not well if the great diversity of modern learning has made 
the truth so little of a novelty that it lacks all reverence. 

27. We have lost our reverence for the profession of teaching and 
bestowed it upon the profession of acquiring. 

28. The profession of teaching has come down to us with a sanction 
of antiquity greater than all else. 

29. Inspiration always comes from above, and diffusion of learning 
radiates down from the university. 

80. The individual may not require the higher institutions of learn- 
ing, but society does. For— 

81. Without higher education civilization, as we know it, would fall 
from mankind in a night. 

82. Let there be a purpose in all legislation to recognize the right 
of man to be well born, well nurtured, well educated, well employed, aud 
well paid. 

33. When membership in a legislature is sought as a means of livell- 
hood, legislation will pass from a public function to a private enter- 
prise. For— 

34. The legislator will succeed not by indulging himself but by 
denying himself. 

35. Democracy is not a denial of the divine right of kings, but it 
adds to it the divine right of all men. 

36. Democracy not only ennobled man, but it has ennobled industry. 
For we are working toward the day— 

37. When equal honor shall fall to equal endeayor, whether it be 
exhibited in the office or in the shop. 

38. The protection of the individual lies at the basis of Anglo-Saxon 
liberty. 

89. Liberty is not bestowed; it is an achievement, but it comes to 
no people who have not passed through the successive stages which 
always precede it. It is very far from a state of nature. For— 

40. While there are no conditions under which it is better to be a 
slaye than to be free, there are many conditions under which it is 
much easier to be a slave, and many have preferred such slavery rather 
than bear the responsibilities of freedom. 

41. Wisdom and experience have increased our admiration for the 
Declaration of Independence. 

42. The sovereignty of the American citizen has irresistibly led to a 
realization of the dignity of his occupation, whatever it may be. 

43. Roosevelt the people looked upon as a reflection of their ideals 
of true Americanism. He appealed to the imagination of youth and 
satisfied the Judgment of maturity. 

44. Lincoln was in wisdom great, but in humility greater, in justice 
strong, but in compassion stronger, becoming a leader of men by fol- 
lowing the truth. He overcame evil with good. 
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45. We need a broader, firmer, and deeper faith in the people, that 
they desire to do right. 

46. All men are peers, the humblest with the most exalted. For— 

47. This is the path of equality before the law and of liberty under 
the law; that is, democracy. 

48. Works which endure come from the soul of the people. 

49. Our flag, above all others, expresses the sovereignty of the peo- 
ple when all else passes away. 

50. Each man is entitled to his rights and the rewards of his 
service, be they ever so large or ever so small, 

51. Industry can not flourish if labor languish. 

52. The welfare of the weakest and strongest are inseparable. 

52. Neither wages, houses, lands, nor coupons will satisfy. For 

54. Man’s spiritual nature insists on higher things to which it can 
respond. 

55. Without moral victory, whatever the fortunes of the battle field, 
there can be no abiding peace. 

56. History is to be studied and applied, not for the purpose of ad- 
yocating reaction, yet it holds the only warrant for real progress. 

57. Laws must rest upon the eternal foundations of righteousness. 

58. Men do not make laws, but discover them. 

59. Laws do not make reforms, but reforms make laws. 

60, Money will not purchase character nor good government, for the 
measure of success is not merchandise but manhood. 

G1. It may not be so important to determine just where we are, but 
it is of the utmost importance to determine whither we are going. 

62. The power to think is the most practical thing in the world. 

63. There can be no proper observance of a birthday which forgets 
the mother. 

64. If knowledge be wrongly used, civilization commits suicide. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, before the Senator takes 
his seat will he permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPENCER. I yield the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wanted to ask the Senator a question 
with respect to Mr, McDowell. Is McDowell the name of the 
man who wrote the article the Senator has read? 

Mr. ROBINSON. It is MacDonald. 

Mr. SPENCER. His name is Arthur MacDonald. 

Mr. HARRISON. Where is his residence, may I ask the 
Senator? 

Mr. SPENCER. I think i: is in Washington. I have not 
known Mr. MacDonald very long or very well, but when I 
saw the article I thought it contained much good common sense 
and many desirable facts, and that it was quite worthy to go 
into the Recorp. I am very sorry that I felt called upon to 
take the time to read it, although it had a right to go into the 
Rercord and it is now there. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is such an important document that the 
country is entitled to know who Mr. MacDonald is. That is 
why I asked the Senator the question. 

Mr. SPENCER. I can not ‘ell the Senator. 

Mr. HARRISON. What business is he in? 

Mr. SPENCER. I can not tell the Senator that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator know whether Mr. 
MacDonald knows Mr. Coolidge well enough to say all these 
things about him? 

Mr. SPENCER. I can not tell the Senator that. The Sen- 
ator can see for himself, from the article itself, that it is a 
mere compilation of writings and speeches of the President. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator know whether Mr. 
MacDonald is seeking any job at the hands of Mr. Coolidge? 

Mr. SPENCER. So far as I know, he is not. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator agree with the state- 
ment in the article that Mr. Coolidge is as reactionary as the 
multiplication table? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not remember that statement as the 
Senator quotes it. ? 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator read it in the article, as I 
understood the reading. 

Mr. SPENCER. I have read the article, and the Senator 
has just heard it. More than that, the Senator from Missouri 
does not propose to be catechized upon every statement of that 
kind. The Senator from Missouri is not the author of the 
article. The Senator from Missouri has read the article, and 
it is in the Record. The Senator from Mississippi can under- 
stand its statements quite as well as can the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator would not indorse the state- 
ment that the President is as reactionary as the multiplica- 
tion table? 

Mr. SPENCER. The article did not make that statement. 
The article quoted from the President a statement that one 
should be or we must be not more reactionary than the multi- 
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plication table. I do not think that is a very apt phrase. I do 
not think it is very clear. Perhaps the Senator from Missis- 
sippi can make it clearer. I do not know how reactionary the 
multiplication table is. 

Mr. HARRISON. Neither do I know, but it must be pretty 
reactionary. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I call for the 
regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is nothing before the 
Senate. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a request 
for unanimous consent. I ask unanimous consent that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it stand adjourned until Monday 
next at 12 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

VALUATION OF RAILROAD PROPERTIES. 

Mr. McNARY. I ask unanimous consent to have printed as 
a Senate document a dissenting opinion of Judge Eastman, 
Interstate Commerce Commissioner, in the case of the San 
Pedro, Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Co., valuation docket 
No. 26. It deals with the very important subject of railroad 
valuation, and I think is so important that it ought to have a 
wider circulation than it has found in the reports of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1. o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
January 14, 1924, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate January 10, 1924. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Delos G. Smith, of Michigan, to be United States attorney for 

the eastern district of Michigan, vice Earl J. Davis, resigned. 
UNITED States MARSHALS. 

Joseph Fritsch, jr., of New York, to be United States marshal 
for the western district of New York, vice John D. Lynn, re- 
signed, effective January 16, 1924. 

Samuel L. Gross, of Texas, to be United States marshal for 
the northern district of Texas, vice A. R. Eldredge, resigned, 
effective February 1, 1924. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be major general. 

Brig. Gen. Fred Winchester Sladen, from January 19, 1924, 
vice Maj. Gen. Walter H. Gordon, who is to be retired from 
active service January 18, 1924. 

To be brigadier generals. 

Col. Samuel Dickerson Rockenbach, Infantry, from January 
11, 1924, vice Brig. Gen. William P. Burnham, who is to be re- 
tired from active service January 10, 1924. 

Col. Frank Parker, Infantry, vice Brig. Gen. Fred W. Sladen, 
nominated for appointment as major general, 

PoOSTMASTEES. 
ALABAMA. 

Frances R. Gresham to be postmaster at Autaugaville, Ala., 

in place of L. D. Hicks, resigned. 
CALIFORNIA. 


John J. Blaney to be postmaster at Weaverville, Calif., in 
place of J. J. Blaney. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
15, 1923. 

Orrin B. Camp to be postmaster at Engelmine, Calif., in 
place of E. J. Shrieve, resigned. 

FLORIDA. 

Rollin H. Naylor to be postmaster at Lakeland, Fla., in 
place of R. O. Cresap. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 5, 1922. 
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g IDAHO, 

Kenneth E. MeBride to be postmaster at Salmon, Idaho, in 
place of W. H. Shoup, removed. 

Elvira R. Denny to be postmaster at Leadore, Idaho, in 
place of F. H. Chase, resigned. 

ILLINOIS. 

George T. Schuler to be postmaster at Mounds, II., in place 

y J. E. Herman. Incumbent’s commission. expired August 29, 
923. 
_ Alcie Bacon to be postmaster at Buckner, III., in place of 
G. W. Doctorman, removed. 
IOWA. 

„ Mary J. Morse to be postmaster at Steamboat Rock, Iowa. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Nellie Hyde to be postmaster at Rowan, Iowa. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1923. i 

Alfred E. P. Gillette to be postmaster at Geneva, Iowa. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

Fred O. Canfield to be postmaster at Dunkerton, Iowa. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

Margaret Muncey to be postmaster at Jesup, Iowa, in place of 
J. N. Muncey. Incumbent’s commission expired August 29, 1922. 


KANSAS. 


Orlaff G. Mechem to be postmaster at Burlington, Kans., in 

place of L. W. Knight, deceased. 
KENTUCKY. 

May E. Wilson to be postmaster at Columbia, Ky., in place of 
N. T. Mercer. Incumbent's commission expired August 20, 1923. 
MINNESOTA, 

Arthur P. Olson to be postmaster at Excelsior, Minn., in place 
of G. P. Dickinson, removed. 

MISSOURI. 

Myrtle V. Duncan to be postmaster at Iberia, Mo., in place 
of Brose Dickerson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
23, 1924. 

William W. Shoop to be postmaster at Green City, Mo., in 
place of F. E. Watson, resigned. 

NEBRASKA. ; 

Russell Mooberry to be postmaster at Dorchester, Nebr., In 
place of Russell Mooberry. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Elmer V. Barger to be postmaster at Benkelman, Nebr., in 
lace of I. R. Darnell. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
1923. 

NEW JERSEY. 

George W. Schloendorn to be postmaster at Clementon, N. J., 

In place of S. A. Smyth, removed. 
NEW YORK. 

Menzo K. Husted to be postmaster at Woodhull, N. Y. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1923. 

J. Milton Hall to be postmaster at Branchport, N. Y. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1923. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Arthur Nelson to be postmaster at Courtenay, N. Dak., in 

place of F. A. Young, resigned. 
OHIO. 

Frank B. Pauly to be postmaster at Middletown, Ohio, in 
place of R. S. Clark, resigned. 

Harry H. Hover to be postmaster at Lakeview, Ohlo, in place 
of W. M. Shaw, removed. 

Hulda O. Schumacher to be postmaster at Glandorf, Ohio, in 
place of O. R. Gulker, resigned. 

OKLAHOMA. 


William G. Johnston to be postmaster at Oklahoma City, 


Okla., in place of Claude Weaver. Incumbent’s commissicn ex- 
pired August 29. 1923. 

Elace B. Lairmore to be postmaster at Dewar, Okla., in place 
of S. M. Hufstedier. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

Bernard H. Buchanan to be postmaster at Collinsville, Okla., 
in place of B. II. Buchanan, Incumbent’s commission expired 
November 8, 1023. 

OREGON. 

Nels C. Nielsen to be postmaster at Wendling, Oreg. Office 

became presidential July 1, 1923. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Florence S. Davis to be postmaster at Harmarville, Pa. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1923. 


Seth E. Sterner to be postmaster at Montgomery, Pa., in 
hg T. E. Grady. Incumbent's commission expired August 
TENNESSEE, 

John B. Waters to be postmaster at Sevierville, Tenn., in 
place of V. C. Stafford. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 23, 1924. 

Wilson G. Hogan to be postmaster at Rives, Tenn., in place 
of H. P. Cotten. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
TEXAS. 

Sadie M. Boulware to be postmaster at San Angelo, Tex., in 
errs P. N. Ions. Incumbent's commission expired September 

John A. Wear to be postmaster at Hereford, Tex., in place of 
D. N. Cox. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5, 1922. 

Eva M. Eckel to be postmaster at Hempstead, Tex., in place 
888 V. Urban. Incumbent's commission expired August 29, 

James R. Melvin to be postmaster at Gilmer, Tex., in place 
of V. E. Todd. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1923. 

William D. Hawthorn to be postmaster at Elkhart, Tex., in 
2 R. Q. Kennedy. Incumbent’s commission expired July 

John C. Flanagan to be postmaster at Crystal City, Tex,, in 
pee of K. W. Alger. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 


William A. Farek to be postmaster at Schulenburg, Tex., in 
place of H. A. Eck, resigned. 
John E. Noyes to be postmaster at Robstown, Tex., in place 
of A. A. Bost, resigned. 
UTAH. 


Joseph W. Johnson to be postmaster at Layton, Utah, in 
place of J. M. Whitesides, appointee, not commissioned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 10, 1924. 
REGISTER oF THE LAND OFFICE. 


ee A. Boyle to be register of the land office, Anchorage, 
aska. 
MEMBERS or THE RENT COMMISSION oF THE DISTRICT or Co- 
LUMBIA. | 

Oliver Metzerott. 

Thomas E. Peeney. 


William F. Gude. 
Richard S. Whaley. 
Mrs. Clara Sears Taylor. 
MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF CHARITIES. 
William T. Galliher. 
Kathryn Sellers. 
PosTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 
Ferris F. Kelly, San Juan Capistrano. 
Peder P. Hornsyld, Solvang. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Colvin V. Taylor, Clarksdale, 
Alfred F. Cook, Leakesville. 
Daisy G. Delmas, Moss Point. 
Mary E. Ratliff, Shaw. 
Bessie S. Williams, Tunica. 
Francis C. Hayden, Vaughan. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Richard T. Beak, Shrewsbury. 
=) OREGON, 
Lyle B. Chappell, North Bend. 
Josephine T. Stark, Sutherlin. 
Georgie B. Lappe, Valsetz. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Nettie Beatty, Beatty. 
Samuel A. Morrison, Delmont. 
George W. Larkins, Ford City. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Almira G. Blake, Ashaway. 
Mary V. Nichols, Bradford. 
Mary L. Greene, Davisville. 
George T. Lund, Greystone. 
Hartzell R. Birch, Kingston. 
Thatcher T. Bowler, Newport. 
Catherine M. Green, Portsmouth. 
Edwin S. Babcock, Saunderstown. 
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TEXAS. 

Henrietta Fricke, Brenham. 
WASHINGTON. 

Retta M. Richards, Finley. 

Charles A. Fiedler, Newport. 

Daniel L. Jackson, Port Gamble, 

Hugh M. Thompson, Selah. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 10, 1924. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Our Heavenly Father, whose being is without beginning and 
without end, and whose mercy is from everlasting to everlast- 
ing, whatever the needs of this day may be, impart to us Thy 
gracious presence. Inspire us with the loftiest conceptions of 
truth and right. Help us by faith and courage to hasten the 
dominion of Thy kingdom of peace and happiness. May it soon 
become coextensive with the being of man throughout the earth, 
Let love and contentment reign in all hearts to-day. In the 
name of Jesus. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 790. An act for the establishment of a Federal industrial in- 
stitution for women, and for other purposes; and 

S. 1199. An act authorizing the appointment of William 
Schuyler Woodruff as an Infantry officer, United States Army. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 790. An act for the establishment of a Federal industrial 
institution for women, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

S. 1199. An act authorizing the appointment of William 
Schuyler Woodruff as an Infantry officer, United States Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PERMISSION TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to make an insertion in the Recorp of a communica- 
tion from Hon. W. C. McChord, of Kentucky, a most eminent 
lawyer, relative to the adjustment of our foreign indebtedness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp for the pur- 
pose indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, under the leave 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp I will print the following: 


SPRINGFIELD, Ky., November 21, 1923. 
Hon. Ben Jonson, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


Dran Sm: When we fellows who live in the rural districts of our 
Representatives in Congress have nothing special to do, we are inclined 
to kill time by memorializing those in authority, especially our Con- 
gressmen, on national subjects about which we probably know nothing, 
or criticizing their action on some Important measure, not understand- 
Ing the conditions under which such action has been taken. 

I hope, however, that you will bear with me while I lay down some 
premises and ask your conclusions. My apology for doing so is that 
a citizen such as I, who has no voice in the affairs of the Nation, 
much less those of the world, can do nothing but think and deplore 
the drifting of world affairs, as it seems to me, into a chaotic condition. 

We lived through the World War, that terrible time when for months 
together we, who had sons in France following the flag, did not know 
whether they were living or dead. y 

When the war had worn itself out and our boys had returned home, 
we hoped that there would be no more armed conflicts; that there 
vould be created the League of Nations or some other such organiza- 
tion by which all international controversies would be adjusted with- 
out bloodshed. It seems, however, that because of petty jealousies 
incident to party politics in the United States American participation 
in such an organization can not be effected. Yet, since the armistice 


of 1918 world unrest and confusion have steadily increased, and “ the 
next gale that sweeps across the Atlantic may bring to our ears the 
clash of resounding arms,“ and into the struggle the United States 
will surely be drawn, as in 1917. 

There must be some way to prevent another calamity such as the 


World War. The appeal is going to the men in Congress from all 
parts of the Nation to do something to this end, 

It is admitted on all sides that the real cause of the world unrest 
is the inability of those in authority to devise a plan by which Ger- 
many can pay the indemnity which she justly owes and should be 
required to pay to the full extent of her ability without destruction of 
her national existence. 

How this may be done is the problem in which the people of the 
United States, and we might say all the civilized nations of the world, 
are vitally interested at this time, not only for the sake of their busi- 
ness or financial interests but also of preventing another world war 
as soon as the contending nations may be prepared to fight. 

Those who know anything about the subject of the controversy admit 
that Germany can not pay her debt in cash now or at any time in the 
near future and that the only way she can satisfy her creditor nations 
is by the issual of long-term bonds bearing such a rate of interest as 
will induce capital to seek them as investments. 

In response to this suggestion it may be said that no one would buy 
German bonds at any price; that they would be worth no more than the 
German mark in the markets of the world. This is true unless the Ger- 
man creditor nations and other nations will by some sort of system 
stabilize German credit. 

How this may be done without involving the other nations to a 
greater extent than they are now involved is the real problem. 

Let us assume, for the sake of submitting the proposition which I 
desire to suggest, that the total liability of Germany to her creditor 
nations is $30,000,000,000 and that of this sum she owes $10,000,000,000 
to France and an equal amount to England and the remaining $10,000,- 
000,000 to, say, three of the other principal nations of the world. 

Let us assume, again, that France owes the United States $5,000,- 
000,000 and that England owes us a like amount. And let us assume, 
which we may safely do, that neither France nor England can or will 
pay in full the debts they owe the United States, or any other nation, 
until France and England can collect what Germany owes them; and 
we ail know that Germany can never pay as long as the iron heel and 
mailed hand of France crush and throttle her. 

Now, suppose Germany should issue her bonds, payable to bearer or 
to her creditor nations, and deliver to France and England, $10,000,- 
000,000 of these bonds, due in, say, 50 or 100 years hence, bearing 
interest at the rate of 5 or 6 per cent or any rate that would attract 
investment in well-secured bonds. : 

That my suggestion may be understood fully, let us work out the 
proposed transaction between Germany, France, and the United States, 
which will apply to the other four principal nations which may become 
the owners of such German bonds. Have France transfer to the United 
States $5,000,000,000 of these bonds In payment of France's indebtedness 
to the United States, the bonds to be accepted by the United States with 
France's guaranty of the payment of principal and interest indorsed 
on or made part of the bonds. Thus the United States would have the 
joint obligation of France and Germany to pay the obligation of France 
to the United States. 

Let the United States likewise guarantee the payment of the prin- 
cipal and interest of these bonds and exchange them for Liberty bonds 
or sell them in the markets of the world and with the proceeds retire 
Liberty bonds or make use of the proceeds as may be deemed best. 

This method of liquidation between the United States and France 
would be applied in the same way in the payment of England's 
debt to the United States and other creditor and debtor nations, 
with the result that the United States would retire $10,000,000,000 
of its bonded debt, and France's and England's debt to the United 
States would be satisfied only when and as Germany complies with 
her obligations to the United States in the payment of the principal 
and interest on the bonds, the payment of which shall have been 
guaranteed and sold or held by the United States. 

But suppose Germany would pay only the interest on these bonds 
for a term, which she would at least do. Thus France, Engiand, 
and the United States would have benefited to the extent of such 
payments. 

Now, let us suppose that Germany would, at some indefinite 
time, repudiate the balance of her entire indebtedness. France and 
England would still owe the United States the unpaid part of their 
original indebtedness, by virtue of their guaranty of the German bonds. 

With the consummation of the proposition outlined, to say the least 
of it, the world would be given a time during which pending calami- 
ties would be averted, and rehabilitation of the devastated nations 
be undertaken with a hope of success. 

The results of the adoption of the plan outlined have another 
and a more optimistic angle from which they may be viewed. With 
the five principal nations of the world either holding or having 
guaranteed the payment of these German bonds, would not the moral 
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foree of the great German creditor nations ‘be sufficient to Induce, 
Germany to conduct her internal affairs, as well as her dealings 
with her neighboring States, in such a way as to enable her to 


comply with her obligations? 

In other words, would not such a combination of the material 
interests of these five principal creditor nations automatically -create 
a real league of nations without the complications which have grown 
out of the Versailles convention and ultimately lead to the estab- 
Ushment of an international court having jurisdiction to determine 
and settle all international controversies without war, for the real- 
ization of which all the Christian nations of the world and the 
individual citizens thereof are deyoutly praying? 

Again, let me suggest another aspect of the propesition outlined 
above. The tax-paying people of the United States are feeling the 
indirect effect of, and are complaining because the Government has 
issued the large amount it has of nontaxable securities. If, with 
the proceeds of the German bonds, these nontax-paying securities 
could be retired, the substituted German bonds would be subject 
to taxation and the difference between the interest on the German 
bonds and the retired Liberty bonds would be sufficient to pay 
taxes and leave the original investors in Liberty bonds the same rate 
of interest as was agreed to be paid on the original investment. 

It is believed by many thinking people that Franee has despaired 
of a league of nations or any organization that will protect her 
from Germany, when, in the future, the latter shall have gotten 
on her feet again, and Ensaud and the other allied nations have 
withdrawn thelr support fro France, and that as a matter of 
self-preservation she has determined to pursue a policy by which 
Germany will be crushed and rendered unable to come back. If so, 
and the United States fails to offer some practical solution of the 
problem, it is not hard to foretell what is in store for coming 
generations. 

I offer these suggestions for what they are worth. If in your 
Judgment they merit consideration, use them as you deem proper; 
if not, consign them to the wastebasket. 

Yours very truly, 
W. C. McCrorp, 


APPROPRIATIONS—INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5078) 
making appropriations for the Department of the Interior for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes; 
and pending that, I ask the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Carter] if he cares to enter into any agreement at this time 
as to limitation of time for general debate. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, from the requests I have on this 
side I judge we are going to have a very illuminating discus- 
sion in this general debate, and I think we ought to proceed 
with as much deliberation as possible. It will perhaps save 
uš time under the five-minute rule. I have requests for a little 
over five hours. 

Mr, CRAMTON. Would it be agreeable to the gentleman to 
agree then on 10 hours of general debate, with the understand- 
ing that if any of that time Is not used we can take up the 
bill? 

Mr. CARTER. That will be satisfactory, I think, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
the time for general debate upon this bill be limited to 10 
hours, 5 hours to be controlled by the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Carrer] and 5 hours by myself, with the under- 
standing if that time is not fully necessary that the bill may 
then be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to tke request of the 
gentleman from Michigan that the time for general debate be 
limited to 10 hours, one half to be controlled by himself and 
the other half by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Carrer]? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 


I think the time on general debate is liberal, but I want to 
ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramton] whether he 


is going to be liberal with us in the debate under the flve- 


minute rule? This bill seeks to appropriate $272,000,000, and 
the hearings embrace 1,073 pages, and we may not be able 
to reach the items we may have objection to under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman from Texas knows I am 
always liberal, and will continue to be so in the conduct of 
this bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Michigan is one of the 
most liberal men in Congress—on the prohibition question and 
otherwise. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I want to ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ‘Ceaacron] 


whether or not he seeks in this bill at this time to destroy 
about 20 land offices throughout the country? 
Mr. CRAMTON. To be exact, it seems to me the number 18 


24. [Laughter.] 


Mr. TILLMAN, And among the number is the one at Har- 
rison, Ark. ? 

Mr. CRAMTON, I regret to say that is the situation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the gentleman regrets that, why not 
oe out Harrison, Ark.? Representing that district, I regret 

also, 

Mr, CRAMTON. The House, I am sure, will be glad to hear 
from the gentleman on that matter, 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘Reserving the right to object further, the 
gentleman is still inclined to be liberal in the matter of 
time k 

Mr. CRAMTON. But not money. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But not money; yes. Then the gentleman 
will be kind enough to grant me sufficient time to make my 
wishes known in that respect? 

Mr. CRAMTON, I am sure my colleague, Mr. Carrer, will 
take care of the gentleman. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I understand Mr. Carrer’s time is about 
all taken up. 

Mr. CARTER. I should think, Mr. Speaker, that we would 
have considerable discussion around the land-office problem 
when we get to it under the five-minute rule. If the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Trax] desires to speak under general 
debate, I will undertake to take care of him the very best I 
can, although he did not speak to me until I had made this 
agreement. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That ‘is very indefinite. 

Mr. CARTER. I will do the very best I can, but I may 
have to curtail him a few moments. 

Mr. CRAMTON, The gentleman from Arkansas will not be 
cut out. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the Interior Department appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of H. R. 5078, the Interior Department appropriation bill, 
with Mr. TrLsoxn in the chair. 

The clerk reported the title of the bill. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
De MADDEN], such time as he may desire within my limita- 

on. 

Mr. BLANTON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Texas rise? 

Mr. BLANTON, To make a point of order. As one Member 
of the Congress I would like to hear the gentleman from Nli- 
nois [Mr. Mappen] all day and to-morrow also, but it is out 
of order:to yield him such time as he desires unless it is within 
the limitation of 10 hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be subject to the rule, of course. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think the gentleman from Texas did not 
hear my statement, “such time as he desires within my 
limitation.” 


CLASSIFICATION OF SALARIES OF CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES IN THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, this is the first appropriation bill reported in this ses- 
sion of Congress. Since the last appropriation bills were com- 
pleted there has been ‘enacted a classification law fixing the 
compensation of employees of the Government within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, The Committee on Appropriations, as the 
servant of the House, feels its responsibility in working out 
the problems affecting the Treasury under that act and has 
given a great deal of study as to how it shall meet the re- 
sponsibllities imposed upon it by the House under this and 
other acts. I think, therefore, it might be wise for me, as 
chairman of the committee, to give to the House such informa- 
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tion as might be of value, from the committee's standpoint, to 
enable every Member of the House to have as clear an under- 
standing as possible of what the situation is and what the 
policy of the Committee on Appropriations will be. 

I will undertake first to give an historical sketch of the 
practice in the past with respect to the compensation of Gov- 
ernment employees and what will happen under the so-called 
Lehllbach Act—the new classification act—and what the com- 
mittee has done to conserve the Treasury in connection with 
the execution or administration, as you may choose to put it, 
of this new law fixing compensation. 

The question of pay of civil employees of the Government, 
exclusive of postal employees, has always been a troublesome 
question in the past, both to Congress and the departments. 
There bas been no uniform policy of precedure in the depart- 
nents in previous years, except for statutory salaries—that Is, 
salaries fixed by specific law. Each head of department could 
make his own rates under general lump sums, and no two 
heads of departments in the Government have made the same 
rates for the same class of work, and so a system of discrimi- 
nation in favor of a certain class and against certain other 
classes has grown up in the Government until it has become a 
source not only of great annoyance but of great injustice, and 
a source of more or less trouble, and justly so. I never could 
understand any reason why two men or two women working 
side by side doing similar work and equally efficient should be 
paid different rates of compensation; but that has been so, and 
it would probably continue to be so unless some uniform sys- 
tem were adopted. My own thought is that in the long run 
the compensation act will work out uniformity of practice and 
work out a system of justice to those who are engaged in the 
service of the Government, which is something that has never 
existed before. 

The Government as an employer never had a pay policy 
toward all of its civil employees, outside of the postal and 
military and naval services, which could be called uniform or 
which proceeded upon a rational, well-defined basis. The re- 
cent war further upset the pay inconsistencies already existing 
in the Government. We were called upon during the war to 
bring in a large number of people from all sections of the Na- 
tion to perform the civil work of the Government during the 
war. Manifestly, it was impossible during that period to get 
people into the service for temporary employment on the pay 
schedules that existed before the war began, and so the ad- 
ministration then in power was compelled to take into the 
service the necessary employees and pay them what the con- 
ditions which existed then demanded, and the result was—and 
that result has continued up to this hour—that many of those 
who came into the service for the war period were paid a very 
much higher rate of compensation than those who had been in 
the service for many years before. 

They continued to be paid a much higher rate than those 
who had been in the service, and there appeared to be no at- 
tempt to remedy the injustice. The injustice never has been 
remedied, but it is hoped that when the full effect of the clas- 
sification act is felt the injustice heretofore existing will have 
been eliminated, and that uniformity of pay and uniformity of 
practice will prevail throughout every department of the Goy- 
ernment. 

The $240 additional compensation, which we paid as a bonus 
to the people in the Government service, was intended to 
equalize the pay to meet the conditions which were abnormal 
and under which the cost of living was much higher than it had 
been when the rates of pay were fixed. It was only a tem- 
porary expedient, however, to cover the increased cost of liv- 
ing. The bonus was the only general increase in compensation 
that was made for the civil employees, generally, outside of 
those in the Postal Service. 

In the Postal Service, where there are 325,000 Government 
employees, there was a reclassification of their compensation as 
of June 5, 1920, which added $115,000,000 to their annual pay 
roll and lifted the entrance pay of the clerks and carriers, as 


I recall, from $800 to $1,400, and lifted the maximum pay from | 


$1,200 to $1,800. ‘That rate of pay for the postal employees 
exists to-day. When the classification act of 1923 is put into 
operation the other employees of the Government, from my in- 
formation, will not be receiving more for the same kind of work 
than the postal employees have been receiving since June 5, 
1920. I believe I state the facts. I think all those who have 
been in the House for a good many years know that I had a 
great deal to do with working out the postal classification law. 

The pay of the commissioned personnel of the Army, Navy, 
Marines, the Coast Guard, the Coast and Geodetie Survey, and 
the Public Heatth Service, was adjusted, as you all recall, dur- 
ing the last Congress. First. it was in the form of temporary 


legislation and then finally enacted into permanent law. The 
readjustment under that pay act resulted in adding to the pay 
roll of these services which I have enumerated in the aggregate 
approximately $50,000,000: per annum. 

The matter of the adjustment of the pay of civil employees 
of the Government was not taken up for permanent legislation 
until the passage of the classification act of 1923, approved 
March 4 last. 

Here is the synopsis of the act. It specifies definite schedules 
and rates for the personnel in the District of Columbia. It 
does not apply to the field. There are 54,000 employees on the 
Government pay roll in the District affected by this act. There 
are one hundred and some odd thousand employees outside of 
the District whose salaries are not directly affected by this clas- 
Sification act. 

The act requires a classification to be made and submitted 
to Congress. The Personnel Classification Board has not 
finished this work and will probably not have it done for some 
time to come. My hope was that the field service classification 
and the District classification would be put into effect at the 
same time, for one set of employees is just as deserving as 
the other, but the board selected under the act found it physi- 
cally impossible to do the two things and have the law become 
effective as of the Ist of July. It is not hopeless. yet, but 
there is no positive certainty that between now and the tst 
of July the classification for the field service will be in such 
a situation that we can appropriate for it. In case it is not 
it will be necessary for the Congress to carry on the payment 
of the bonus which we have been paying since the middle 
of the war until the field classification can be made to apply. 

The act makes duties and responsibilities the basis of pay. 
This is the first time that has ever been done uniformly in 
the history of the Government. The pay has been fixed in a 
haphazard way, sometimes as a matter of favor by the head 
of the office and the character of the service to be performed 
has not had the consideration it deserved in fixing the com- 
pensation. After this the pay will be based wholly on effi- 
ciency rating and on the duties performed as these duties 
are specified by the act and interpreted by the board. 

The act divides the departmental activities into services 
and grades, and these are based on the duties and responsi- 
bility of the work. There are 5 services and an aggregate 
of 44 grades. 

The services and the grades under that are as follows: 


a. Professional and Scientific Service (seven grades) 

Grade 1. Seven pay rates, making six promotion steps, 1 of $60, 
1 of $80, and 4 of $100 each. 

Grades 2 and 8. Seven pay rates each, making 6 promotion steps 
of $100 each in each grade. 

Grade 4. Seven pay rates, 6 promotion steps of $200 each. 

Grade 5. Five pay rates, making 4 promotion steps of $200 each. 

Grade 6. Four pay rates, making 3 promotion steps of $500 each. 

Grade 7. One rate, $7,500, maximum. 

b. Subprofessional service (eight grades) 

Grades 1 to 5. Seven pay rates each, making six promotion steps of 
$60 each in each grade. s 

Grade 6. Seven pay rates, making six promotion steps, one of $60, 
one of $80, and four of $100 each. 

Grades 7 and 8, Seven pay rates each, making six promotion steps 
of $100 each in each grade. 

e. Clerical, administrative, and fiscal service (14 grades) 

Grades 1 to 4. Seven pay rates each, making six promotion steps 
of $60 each in each grade, 

Grade 5. Seven rates, making six promotion steps, one of $60, one 
of $80, and four of $100 each. 

Grades 6 to 10. Seven pay rates each, making six promotion steps 
of $100 each in each grade. 

Grade 11. Seven pay rates, making six promotion steps of $200 
each. 

Grade 12. Five pay rates, making four promotion steps of $200 
each. 

Grade 13. Four pay rates, making three promotion steps of $500 
each. 

Grade 14. One rate, $7,500 maximum. 

d. Custodial service (10 grades) 

Grade 1. Seven pay rates, making six promotion steps of $30 each. 

Grades 2 to 7. Seven pay rates each, making six promotion steps 
of $60 each in each grade. 

Grade 8. Seven rates, making six promotion steps, one of $60, one 
of $80, and four of $100. 

Grades 9 and 10. Seven pay rates each, making six promotion steps 
of $100 each in each grade. 

e. Clerical mechanical service (five grades) 

Grade 1. Forty-five to fifty cents per hour. 
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Grade 2. Fifty-five to sixty cents per hour. 

Grade 3. Sixty-five to seventy cents per hour, 

Grade 4. Eighty to ninety cents per hour, 

Grade 5. Seven pay rates, making six promotion steps of $100 
each. 


The assignments are made to the services and the grades by 
the Personnel Classification Board, which consists of the Di- 
rector of the Bureau of the Budget, or an alternate from that 
bureau designated by the director, a member of the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission, or an alternate selected by the commission, 
and the Chief of the United States Bureau of Efficiency or his 
alternate. The heads of the departments allocate all employees 
to the services and grades upon a basis of uniform procedure 
prescribed by the board. The allocations of the heads of de- 
purtments are reviewed by the board, revised by them If neces- 
sary, and upon the board’s approval become final. 

The Committee on Appropriations or the Congress can not 
reyise the administrative action of the board. The Congress 
ought not to listen to appeals. Action upon them lies before 
the Classification Board. Chaos is sure to follow if Congress 
opens up the question of appeals. I do not mean to say that 
appeals ought not to lie somewhere, because the allocation of 
the personnel in the Government to the various services under 
the act on the information which they have been able to ac- 
cumulate in the departments and in the board may not be 
exact and may not do exact justice to some work or individuals. 
Where any person has a grievance over his allocation, or the 
specifications of the employment which he is performing for 
the Government, or the pay under the allocation, he ought to 
have some place to go where he could get the difficulty adjudi- 
cated, and that place has been fixed in the law. The board 
itself has the power to listen to appeals. It may have done 
injustice in many cases in the work already performed. It 
is not to be expected that in a great work like this that every- 
thing would be perfect at once. There will be inaccuracies; 
there may be injustices; there may be wrong allocations made 
inadvertently. In all such cases there ought to be rectification 
of the difficulty, and so the board which has charge of this work 
is sitting, and the appeal may be had by any person to the 
board for a change in the decision already rendered. 

In making the appropriations for the various services of the 
Government the House and the Senate, of course, will make 
them upon the basis of the decisions already reached by the 
board, and it may be that in the review work some changes will 
have to be made between now and the Ist of July. So I sug- 
gest that we ought not to listen to appeals; that we ought to let 
these appeals go where they ought to go and where the law 
provides they shall go. 

In making initial assignments and allocations to services 
and grades, the act laid down the following rules: 


Sec. 6. That in determining the compensation to be established 
initially for the several employees the following rules shall govern : 

1. In computing the existing compensation of an employee, any 
bonus which the employee receives shall be included. 

2. If the employee is receiving compensation less than the minimum 
rate of the grade or class thereof in which his duties fall, the com- 
pensation shall be increased to that minimum rate. 

3. It the employee is receiving compensation within the range of 
salary prescribed for the appropriate grade at one of the rates fixed 
therein, no change shall be made in the existing compensation. 

4. If the employee is receiving compensation within the range of 
salary prescribed for the appropriate grade, but not at one of the 
rates tixed therein, the compensation shall be increased to the next 
higher rate. 

5. If the employee ts not a veteran of the Civil War, or a widow of 
Such veteran, and is receiving compensation in excess of the range of 
salary prescribed for the appropriate grade, the compensation shall be 
reduced to the rate within the grade nearest the present compensation, 


Procedure under the law after the original allocations have 
been made and in effect July 1, 1924, I shall also undertake to 
give. The law provides that all new appointments shall be 
made at the minimum rate of the appropriate grade or class. 
Changes from one grade to another must be approved by the 
classification board, because those changes mean change in work 
or responsibility or work and responsibility. The head of any 
department can not transfer employees from one grade to an- 
other without the approval of the board. The board is re- 
quired to review and revise a system of efficiency ratings 
which the department heads and the heads of bureaus are 
required to maintain, and promotion from one step to another 
within a grade is only permissible under the act upon the basis 
of the efficiency ratings, which must be kept according to the 
uniform system. Efficiency ratings must be maintained by the 


bureaus and departments under a system approved by the 
board, and the law on that subject is as follows: 


BEC, 9. That the board shall review and may revise uniform systems 
of efficiency rating established or to be established for the various 
grades or classes thereof, which shall set forth the degree of efficiency 
which shall constitute ground for (a) increase in the rate of compen- 
sation for employees who have not attained the maximum rate of the 
class to which their positions are allocated; (b) continuance at the 
existing rate of compensation without increase or decrease; (e) de- 
crease in the rate of compensation for employees who at the time are 
aboye the minimum rate for the class to which their positions are 
allocated; and (d) dismissal. 

The head of each department shall rate {n accordance with such 
systems the efficiency of cach employee under his control or direction. 
The current ratings for each grade or class thereof shall be open to 
inspection by the representatives of the board and by the employees of 
the department under conditions to be determined by the board after 
consultation with the department heads. 

Reductions in compensation and dismissals for inefficiency shall be 
made by heads of departments in all cases whenever the efficiency 
ratings warrant, as provided herein, subject to the approval of the 
board. 

The board may require that one copy of such current ratings shall 
be transmitted to and kept on file with the board. 


I come now to the subject of promotions, Promotion with- 
in grades from one salary rating to another rating within the 
Same grade are coyered by section 7, which is as follows: 


Sec, T. Increases in compensation shall be allowed upon the attain- 
ment and maintenance of the appropriate efficiency ratings to the 
next higher rate within the salary range of the grade: Provided, 
however, That in no case shall the compensation of any employee be 
increased unless Congress has appropriated money from which the 
increase may lawfully be paid, nor shall the rate for auy employre 
be increased beyond the maximum rate for the grade to which his 
position is allocated. Nothing herein contained shali be construed 
to prevent the promotion of an employee from one class to a vacant 
position in a higher class at any time in accordance with civil sery- 
ice rules, and when so promoted the employee shall receive compensa- 
tion according to the schedule established for the class to which 
he is promoted. 


That seems to be a salutary provision. 

Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. I will yield. 

Mr. STENGLE. I have noted for the last few moments the 
great emphasis that the gentleman is laying upon efficiency 
rating. I want to inquire as to whether or not efficiency rat- 
ing will be made by the immediate bureau chief or by the 
head of the department, and if it is made by them will ir be 
subject to review hy the Civil Service Commission? 

Mr. MADDEN. It will be subject to review and reyision 
by the board. 

Mr. STENGLE. Yes; but why not 

Mr. MADDEN. The law fixes that. I am simply stating 
what the law is. The law itself sets out what the board shall 
consist of, one member of the Civil Service Commission—— 

Mr. STENGLE. The gentleman is speaking of this pariteu— 
lar bill or existing law? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; of the classification law for which we 
are now about to make appropriations. This bill we are re- 
porting here, of course, Is only an incident to it. 

Mr. STENGLE. In passing from one grade or classification 
to another the promotion will not include the efficiency rat- 
ing? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; it must. If he goes out of one grade 
into another grade the board must approve, and if he goes from 
one rating to another rating within the grade the department 
then will make promotion to the next higher step without 
the board’s approval, 

Mr. STENGLE. Will not the danger the gentleman referred 
to a moment ago with reference to increased pay be found 
equal to the personal efficiency rating by some bureau chiefs? 

Mr. MADDEN. Well, I think not. I think when I get 
through I will be able to satisfy the gentleman that we tried 
to guard against that. Of course, there is the human element 
that enters into the question, 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. In that connection the gentleman 
Illinois has spoken of appeals to Congress? 

Mr. MADDEN. I meant for higher pay; that is all. 

Mr. BLANTON. Those appeals for higher pay and other 
appeals in reference to the Bureau of lfficiency—it so happens 
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that every time this efficiency chief of the Bureau of Efficiency, 
in his efforts to bring about efficiency, steps upon the toes of 
any of the individual employees of the Government then there 
is a concerted effort upon their part to appeal here and there to 
destroy the chief. What means has the gentleman to propose 
to protect the chief as we should protect the Comptroller Gen- 
eral, whom we created, in the exercise of his discretion? 

Mr. MADDEN, I think there is too much truth in what the 
gentleman says. 

Mr. BLANTON. I was hopeful the gentleman was going to 
suggest some means of protecting these individuals in the duties 
whieh we have placed upon them to perform. 

Mr. MADDEN, Well, I am going to try to see what I can 
suggest before I get through. I am simply outlining the his- 
torical scope here, and I have some suggestions to make a little 
later on. I think I know the case the gentleman refers to very 
well. Now, I have talked about the manner in which promo- 
tions may be made. It prohibits the employees in the grade 
from going up more than one rate at a time and from being 
increased beyond the maximum rate of his grade. It does not 
say how often these promotions may be made from one to 
another of the salary ratings within the grade, however. It 
does say that in no case shall the compensation be increased 
unless Congress has appropriated the money from which the 
increase may be lawfully paid. Here we find a restriction on 
the department chiefs that we will undertake to say we are 
paying some attention to. For, after all, I would like to have 
it understood by members of the committee who have not been 
here—and those who have been here before understand it— 
that the Committee on Appropriations is your servant, is the 
servant of the House, and as such servant is trying to conserve 
the Treasury of the United States. We try to speak for the 
taxpayer. There ought to be some place in the Government 
where he has a chance, and this will be his chance. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANTON. I was not criticizing the gentleman, because 
I have been following him. I believe he is sincerely. earnestly, 
conscientiously, and faithfully in favor of retrenchment, and I 
am following him all the time. 

Mr. MADDEN. I am sure the gentleman was not criticizing 
me, and I have no such thought in mind; I want to assure the 
gentleman of that. Now, the problem of the Committee on 
Appropriations is to appropriate in such a way as to carry out 
reasonably and fairly this new law. I believe that is the first 
and last obligation. We can not under any circumstances 
attempt to set the law aside. 

There is only one place that can be done, and it is here; it 
is for the gentlemen of the House and the Senate to decide 
whether the law should be as it is, and while it is as it is we 
will do the best we can as your servants to see that it is prop- 
erly executed. I think we have the obligation of safeguarding 
the appropriations against the abuse of too frequent promotions 
under the automatic promotion privilege within grades made 
discretionary with the administrative officers under certain 
conditions. That is what the gentleman talked to me about. 
I am going to get to the remedy. The problem is to prevent 
the natural tendency to work personnel up gradually so that 
everybody will eventually get to the top in each grade except 
a variable percentage affected by turnover. Of course, that 
ought not to be permitted; it must not be permitted. It is not 
honest. There is somebody else concerned about this besides 
those who are on the pay roll. And while I am in favor of 
doing justice to the men on the pay roll and the women, too, I 
am not in favor of making them the paramount consideration. I 
think the Government in all its aspects should be taken into 
account; that is, those who are on the pay roll and those who 
are not, and those who are not are, of course, in a very much 
greater number. The problem is to prevent the natural tend- 
ency to work the personnel gradually up in such a way that 
everybody will xet to the top. That ought not to be tolerated, 
and we may just as well say it here, so that the department 
heads will understand that that is the policy of the House, and 
it ought not to happen. Promotions ought never to happen 
after the classification is in force, except in the natural way; 
that is, promotions from one salary rating to another within 
the grade under the law. 

The duty of Congress and the special duty of the Committee 
on Appropriations, it seems to me. is to adopt a uniform policy 
in making all appropriations in all bills carrying the classifi- 
cation act into effect that will make the appplication of the 
law uniform in all the departments of the Government. The 
committee policy in this respect is written in a limitation which 
I expect, before I close, to present to the House for its informa- 
tion, and this limitation will be carried in every appropriation 


bill. It has been thoughtfully worked out. A great deal of 
time has been given to its consideration. : 

The object has been from the start to do justice not only to 
the Treasury of the United States but to the people who are 
employed by the United States, and it will result—the recom- 
mendation which we make will result—in eliminating from the 
appropriation acts specific appropriations for specific services, 
That is, statutory salaries can no longer exist with any degree 
of safety under the act. We shall be compelled to appropriate 
in lump sums. If we do not appropriate in lump sums we will 
not permit the new law to function fairly the first year. Lump 
sums I have always objected to in the past. I have objected to 
them because the heads of departments had unlimited power 
to fix any salaries they pleased. But the situation is entirely 
changed by this classification act. The department heads no 
longer will have that authority. Salaries are fixed, and must 
be paid in accordance with the new law. They will be uniform. 

Heretofore, less than 10 per cent of the civil personnel of 
the Government, both in and out of Washington, has been 
carried on the statutory rolls, and about 90 per cent upon lump- 
sum rolls, So the departure to lump-sum rolls is not so radical 
as it might at first appear. All lump sums will be safeguarded, 
therefore, better than heretofore, by the provisions of the clas- 
sification act. I would like to get this into the minds of the 
Members who are here, that the lump-sum appropriations will 
be guarded better than they have been guarded before, because 
payments of compensation will be guarded by the act, by the 
size of the sum or the amount appropriated, and by the lim- 
itations which we propose to put into the bill; and lastly, by 
the Personnel Classification Board being required under the 
law to approve changes from one grade to another, and by such 
limitations as Congress may see fit to place on lump sums, reg- 
ulating the number of persons who may be employed, or the 
number who may be allowed in the upper grades, where higher 
pay rates prevail. : 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; certainly. a 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Heretofore, under the system of appropria- 
tions we had a certain number for whom the appropriations 
were carried, and then we would have to have an additional 
lump-sum appropriation for the departments. Now under that 
lump-sum appropriation heretofore there was leeway given to 
the departments to employ help temporarily. Is that true? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Now, under your proposed scheme for 
fixing the lump-sum appropriation for a certain character 
of work in a certain department, there can be no additional 
clerks added to that number? 

Mr. MADDEN. That is exactly it, unless we provide an 
additional roll. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is not altogether the situation, as 
stated by the gentleman from Illinois, as to temporary employ- 
ments. For instance, we have in the Department of Justice 
now this situation, where one day one of the great assistant, 
Mr. Crim, resigns his position, and next day he is employed to 
do at a higher salary the very same work that he should be 
doing as such assistant. 

Mr. MADDEN. That can not exist under this system unless 
his duties are changed and the board approves. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then the gentleman has worked out a great 
plan for the benefit of the country. 

Mr. MADDEN. The committee has Imposed a restriction. 
Let me illustrate. Let me assume now that we have a par- 
ticular grude in the law department, the Department of Jus- 
tice, in which there are several salary ratings, steps 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, 6, and 7. The department chief is prohibited by the act and 
by the restrictions that we are proposing from promoting any- 
body in that grade more than one step at a time, and then he 
must restrict himself on all his personnel in that grade so he 
will not exceed the average of the rates set for the grade in 
the act. I think we have fairly covered the necessary protective 
features in the various appropriation bills. F 

Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there just a moment? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STENGLE. In the event the occupant or incumbent of 
the highest step in the grade should die or be promoted, who 
would be eligible under your plan to take the promotion? 

Mr. MADDEN. One in the same grade. 

Mr. STENGLE. Who would have the selection? 

Mr. MADDEN, The head of the department. 

Mr. STENGLE. At a rate fixed by the chief, or by whom? 
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Mr. MADDEN. The schedule of rates is fixed by law, and 
this schedule must be adhered to by the department chiefs or 
the bureau chiefs. 

Mr. STENGLE. Yes; but not automatically; there must be 
some judgment on the part of the chiefs. 

Mr. MADDEN. I realize that; but it is all subject to re- 
view by the board. 

Mr. STENGLE. And that board consists of those the gentle- 
man mentioned a moment ago, including the Chief of the Bureau 
of Efficiency. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; but as a board they are not attached to 
any of the departments. 

Mr. STENGLE. The reason I ask the gentleman from Hli- 
nois [Mr. Mappen] these questions 

Mr. MADDEN. That is what I am here for. 

Mr. STENGLE. Is for information. The gentleman will re- 
call, no doubt, that I have for five years had charge of that kind 
of work in the largest cities of this country, and that I know 
something about these weak spots. 

Mr, MADDEN. Of course, I know there are weak spots, 
and I do not attempt to defend them. I want the gentleman to 
realize that. Now, take, for example, a case like that to which 
the gentleman [Mr. Srenere] has just called my attention, 
where a death occurs. The estimates which have already 
been made restrict the amounts for personal services by cutting 
off, say, 2 or 3 per cent of the amount that would be required 
to pay all the salaries within the grade, on the theory that 
there will be lapses, and the law itself provides that no promo- 
tion can ve made by anybody unless the money is there with 
which to pay the cost of the promotion. So we have it tied up 
both ways. That is not done to do any injustice to anybody; on 
the contrary, it is done in order to see that justice is done to 
everybody. That is the purpose, and that is what we are 
attempting to do. 

Considerable study and thought has been given to the method 
to be pursued in making appropriations for salaries under the 
new law, and the general conclusion arrived at is that any 
method of appropriating for such salaries different from the one 
recommended in the bill would encounter difficulties during 
the first and experimental year of the law, and would not per- 
mit a fair and reasonable functioning of the law. The com- 
mittee has concluded, therefore, that it would be more advisable 
for the coming year to appropriate by the lump-sum method 
in paying the salaries fixed under the law, and to accompany 
that method of appropriating with a general limitation on the 
appropriations in the bill which will reasonably and fairly 
restrict the discretionary authority given under the law to ad- 
ministrative officers to make promotions from one salary rating 
to a higher salary rating within the respective grades. It is 
believed that this limitation does not change the terms of the 
classification act; in fact, I may say definitely that it does not; 
it dovetails in with the act and puts one more restriction around 
the expenditures. 

The exceptions to the application of the limitation found In 
the proviso attached—and that will be explained when I reach 
the limitation—are designed to prevent the limitation from 
changing the classification act; it is recommended as a fair 
limitation on the salary appropriations found in the bill. The 
purpose of the restriction is to prevent—and here is the crux 
of the whole thing—the average of the salaries of all persons 
found in any classification grade in any bureau or office from 
exceeding the average of the compensation rates specified for 
the grades. Do I make that clear? 

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 4 

Mr. STENGLE. Have you in those limitations made any 
provision for what is commonly known in that service as the 
“nigger in the woodpile?” 

Mr. MADDEN. I think we have covered everything that 
can be covered. We have met that propositica by limiting the 
amount that is to be paid for the service, and the law itself 
says that no promotion can be made beyond the limit of the 
appropriation set out in the bill for the service, and we have 
always made the appropriation less than the full limit of the 
cost if all persons were there continuous from one end of the 

ear to the other. We take into account the question of lapses 

y keeping out a certain fixed percentage, which we have as- 
certained by the practice of the past to be the cost. So I think 
we have safely guarded all this, as nearly as it is possible for 
human ingenuity to do it. Now the limitation we recommend 
does not mean that no person in that grade shall draw a salary 
greater than the average of the rates specified for the grade, 
but it does mean, in the distribution of personnel within the 
grade, that there may be personnel at the higher rates, personnel 
at the lower rates, and personnel at the middie rate, but that in 


averaging up the salaries of the personnel the general average 
shall not exceed the average rate for the grade. This will result 
in a uniform distribution in grades in bureaus throughout the 
departments generally. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Will you kindly continue the illustra- 
tion you started to make, You stated you would illustrate the 
principle of the average for the classification. 

Mr. MADDEN. I will do that a little later, or I can do it 
now just as well, if it pleases the gentleman. I think I might 
illustrate it with this paper. Here are the steps in the grades 
[indicating]. That is step 1, that is step 2, that is step 8, 
that is step 4, that is step 5, that is step 6, and that is step 7 
[indicating]. It just happens that there are that many steps 
on this paper; it was not intended to be used for this purpose, 
but I find there are seven steps on this paper. Now, we will 
take this grade with seven pay steps. The salary in this step 
[indicating] would be $1,200, and the salary in this step would 
be $1,260; then that step would be $60 higher, that step $60 
higher, and that step $60 still higher. So that in order not to 
exceed the average of the salaries in the grade in making the 
expenditures, they would have to keep the average expenditure 
at that step; that is, step 4, out of seven steps. That would 
involve so many people in all the steps, step 6, 5, 4, 8, 2 and 
1, instead of all being put in step 7, and in making our restric- 
tion we provide that the average of the salaries paid in 
any grade shall not exceed the average of rates for the grade. 
Do I make that clear? 

Mr. STENGLE. Not exactly. 

Mr. MADDEN. I will illustrate it in another way: We 
will say we have 10 men in step 1 drawing $1,000, and 10 
men in step 2 at another rate, and so on. Then we would 
take all of these sums and add them together and divide by 
the number of people and get the average, and then that aver- 
age could not be more than the average of the rates set out in 
the law for that grade. If you do not do this, here is what 
is going to happen: It will cost hundreds, yes, thousands and 
millions of dollars—that is, if we do not put on that restriction— 
because they will have them all in step 7 instead of in step 
6, step 5, and so on. 

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentlemen yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. STEN GLE. Let me inquire, if you please, if there hap- 
pened to be in that particular grade or that particular bracket, 
if you please 

Mr. MADDEN. Only one man 

Mr. STENGLE. No; a number of men, who, by reason of 
their service rating, were entitled to an equal opportunity for 
an increase in salary; in such a case what provision would you 
make in connection with the equality business to which you 
have just referred? 

Mr. MADDEN. The law itself provides for the salary; we 
do not fix the salaries, you know; we are only working out the 
problem of paying them and seeing that too much money is not 
paid to them and at the same time not too little. The law 
itself adjusts the compensation that can be paid. If the rat- 
ings which men and women in the departments have to-day 
are higher than the law fixes, those ratings can not be lowered; 
the law itself provides that they can not be lowered, but if 
the ratings are lower than the law provides they will go up 
gradually as vacancies occur in the different steps in the dif- 
ferent services, and the others will come down gradually to 
the average level as vacancies occur in the various activities. 
But we can not change the levels to-day; we simply have to 
take them and put them in as we find them in the record 
except where they are under the level of the law, and where 
they are under the level of the law this provision we recom- 
mend will allow them to go up gradually as funds permit, and 
the tendency under the new act and under the provision which 
I am outlining here will be to bring down those grades in 
which the average of pay is higher than the average of the 
grade, and bring up those that have an average of pay under 
the average of the grade rates. It will not all be worked 
out to-day or to-morrow, because it will take two or three years 
before it is finally worked out, but I think it is fair to say it 
will take time because you can not take a man by the scruff 
of the neck and throw him inte a place or out of a place 
without doing him injustice, and that is something we do not 
want to do. We want to protect his rights. 

Mr, STENGLE. Will the gentlemen yield there? 


Mr. MADDEN, Les, surely. 

Mr. STENGLE. The point I am trying to bring out, and it 
may be that because of my peculiar conyersation I am unable 
to make myself clear 
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Mr. MADDEN. Not at all. The gentleman is very easily 
understood, but perhaps I may not make myself understood. 

Mr. STENGLE. The point I want to make is this: There 
has been considerable emphasis laid on efficiency. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. STENGLE. Suppose there is a vacancy in what we 
call the within-grade promotions and that vacancy is at the 
top of that grade and there are three people in the subgrade 
within the grade below with identically the same efficiency 
rating. I want to know who selects from among those three in 
order to give the opportunity to rise provided for by our 
efficiency work. 

Mr. MADDEN, The gentleman is now asking me something 
I can not answer because I have nothing to do with that 
feature of it at all, and I could only imagine that the bareau 
chief would finally make the determination, if it was within 
the grade, and submit it to his chief. 

Mr. STENGLE. ‘Then I submit, what is the use of efliciency 
rating if the bureau chief is to do the selecting? 

Mr. MADDEN. You can not enact any law that will auto- 
matically operate on a mun's efficiency. Somebody must have 
the responsibility of doing that job, and you can not eliminate 
the human element. You can not do that by machinery. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. All we are trying to do is the best 
we can. 

Mr. BLANTON, The gentleman states the only means we 
have of forcing bureau chiefs to keep within this restriction 
is fixing the limit of appropriations, 

Mr. MADDEN. No; that will not be the only thing, as the 
gentleman will see when I get to the limitation which I will 
read to the committee. 

Mr. BLANTON I want to ask the gentleman what is going 
to be his policy in Congress, if he cares to give it—— 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON, With respect to deficiencies that these 
bureaus bring in from time to time before the gentleman's 
committee. 

Mr. MADDEN. They ean not create a deficiency for siulary 
compensation, 

Mr. BLANTON. But the gentleman knows they do fre- 
quently get around those provisions. 

Mr. MADDEN. Not for that purpose. They can not create 
a deficiency under this act and they do not come to us with 
deficiencies for these purposes, and I will say that if they 
should present a deficiency for this purpose it would not be 
allowed. I will say very frankly to the gentleman that they 
have already had notice of that. There must be a legitimate 
cause for a deficiency which the law has recognized before any 
recognition is given to such a deficiency by our committee. 
Of course, there are certain legitimate cases. For example, 
we have just passed out of a great war and we have a great 
many obligations to settle over in Europe. We have bills that 
were contracted over there during the war, and on account of 
some dispute that may have existed between the people who 
had the claims and the Government of the United States, 
final adjustment has not been made of a great many such 
bills, which I assume are legitimate bills, and therefore from 
time to time new settlements are coming in, and they come 
before us and consist of bills that have been pending for four 
or five years, and, of course, they are legitimate deficiencies 
and we can not refuse to recognize them when they are properly 
authenticated. . 

1 want to say that this classification has been a big task and 
has not been an easy one. The Classification Board has not 
always been harmonious in its work in trying to get an adjust- 
ment, but I think they haye done the very best they could. I 
have conferred with them a good many times, not with any 
view to shaping their course in any way but in an effort to 
get them to reach conclusions so that we might be able to put 
the classification act into force and do justice to those who are 
in the Government service. They finally worked out a plan. 
I do not suspect it is absolutely perfect. I do not think we can 
say anything is perfect. New conditions arise that necessitate 
changes from day to day, and that will be true in this case. 
There are 54,000 places that have been allocated within the 
District of Columbia under the new law. 

The statement was made when the conference report on the 
bill was under consideration in the last session of Congress 
that it would probably cost $2,000,000 above the existing base 
pay and the bonus at the time for the employees of the Govern- 
ment under the classification act. 

The increased cost over and above the existing compensation 
rate figures up about $3,200,000. That is closer than estimates 


usually come to facts. I am sorry it costs that much. I was 
rather hoping it would not cost any more than what we were pay- 
ing, but the law was passed by Congress and it is being put into 
effect by those who were charged with that responsibility. The 
pay rolls for the District employees, independent of the bonus, 
amount to about $79,500,000 a year; the bonus amounts to 
about $11,500,000, making a total of $91,000;000, and to this 
$91,000,000, the additional cost per annum within the District 
is about $3,200,000. 

The work is not perfect. I do not think anybody will claim 
perfection for it. It is not my work. It is the work of those who 
were charged by law with the responsibility. Appeals are 
pending and they are being acted upon and will continue to be 
acted upon and considered until July 1, when the new rates 
go into effect. It is now stated that the best estimate that can 
be made is that the appeals may result in about 2 per cent 
changes in the existing allocations. That is as near as the 
amount can be ascertained now. 

I regret that it was not possible to cut the increase of 
$3,200,000 down to $2,000,000 or not have any increase at all, 
but I think I may say a word for the information and perhaps 
the guidance of those who are not on the floor but are on the 
Government pay roll, and that is that the best that could be 
done has been done, and I advise those who are in the service 
to give the best measure of service to the Government they can 
for the compensation set out in the law; to ease their minds 
and to cease bickering—a good deal of that has been going on 
at different times—and to realize that we are all servants of 
the public, that we have a certain measure of patriotic obliga- 
tion which ought to impel us to do the best we can, with a 
sense of satisfaction, in performing the functions that are im- 
posed upon us in whatever position we occupy and in such a 
way as to make for a greater happiness throughout the Nation, 
instead of engendering bitterness and strife in an effort to get 
more from those who pay the bill and who themselves bear the 
grentes! burden. 

I will now undertake to tell you what this limitation is, 

Mr. JACOBSTEHIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. JACOBSTELN. Can you tell us how many of the 54,000 
will have their compensation reduced? 

Mr. MADDEN. There will not be any compensations re- 
duced. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. None at all? 

Mr. MADDEN. When I said there would not be any reduc- 
tions I perhaps should have said that there may be some in 
this way: Where a man finds himself in a grade and his pres- 
ent pay is above the maximum of the grade he must come down 
to the maximum of his grade. That is the law, found in sec- 
tion 6. 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. But as a general rule there will not be 
reductions for very many people? 

Mr. MADDEN. There will not be many reductions. In the 
long run, when this act is fully in effect, all the disparity that 
exists to-day should be set aside, and for the first time in the 
history of the Government uniformity should exist, as nearly 
as it is possible to have it. 

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. STENGLE. I think my friend from New York [Mr. 
JACOBSTEIN] was trying to discover what percentage of the 
many thousand employees located here in the District would 
be reduced in grade and in compensation at the same time. 

Mr. MADDEN. There will not be any of them. 

Mr. STENGLE. In laying out the plan I understood you to 
say there were three classes—one class that was down and 
would be lifted up, another class that was there when we got 
there and was held, and a third class that was beyond there and 
brought back. 

Mr. MADDEN. But he will not be brought down to-day. 
That would happen when the changes are made. 

Mr. STENGLE. But eventually they will be demoted in the 
simplest sense of the word? 

Mr. MADDEN. These people will not be demoted. The 
average pay where it is too high will come down as new per- 
sons come in at the minimum rate under the law. ‘There is 
only one way a man can be demoted, and that, is where he is 
above the maximum rate fixed in the law for his grade. 

Mr. STENGLE. That is the point I am raising—that at the 
present time, because of this new plan, some men who have 
for years been drawing salaries for some particular position 
above what is now determined as the grade line will be de- 
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moted to the extent of bringing them back to the grade line set 
up under this plan. 

Mr. MADDEN. It does not require the reduction on him. 
He will stay where he is. 

Mr. STENGLD. In other words, the murder will be de- 
ferred. 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman has not got that right; the 
gentleman must not put words into my mouth. I am glad to 
answer any question that the gentleman asks, but I must an- 
swer it in my Own way. 

Mr. STENGLE. I hope the gentleman will not misunderstand 
me. I am trying to get the facts. 

Mr. MADDEN. I think the gentleman is very clear, and I 
hope I am not so dull as not to understand him and tell the 
gentleman what I think. The provision I have been alluding to 
is as follows: : 

That in expending the appropriations or portions of the 
appropriations contained in this act—that is, in the bill that 
is pending here—for the payment for personal services in the 
District of Columbia in accordance with the classification act 
of 1923, the average of the salaries of the total number of 
persons under any classification grade In any bureau, office, or 
other appropriation unit shall not at any time exceed the 
average of the compensation rates specified for the grade by 
such act. 

Does the gentleman understand that? 

Mr. STENGLE. I do. 

Mr. MADDEN. Then it provides that this restriction shall 
not apply (1) to grades 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the clerical mechanical 
service. 

The reason that we do not apply it there is that that is a 
per hour serviee, and steps between the rates of pay are only 
6 or 10 cents an hour. So the salaries would probably be at 
either the maximum or minimum rate, and we eliminate that 
because it would be foolish to try to reach an average on so 
small a differential. 

It does not require the reduction of salaries of any person 
whose compensation is fixed July 1, 1924, in accordance with 
the rules of section 6 of the act, nor does it prevent the pay- 
ment of a salary under any grade at a rate higher than the 
maximum rate of the grade when such higher rate is per- 
mitted by the classification act of 1923 and is specifically au- 
thorized by other law. 

The provision that I have just read has been carefully 
thought out. It was submitted to the chairmen of each sub- 
committee of the Appropriations Committee by me, and after 
long consideration finally adopted. It was not the first thing 
adopted; it was adopted after many views had been expressed, 
and after that I submitted it to the entire membership of the 
committee every man of whom approved of it, and we fixed 
this as the permanent policy of the committee in all the bills 
submitted to the House during this session of Congress. If it 
is found at the end of the year that it is not stringent enough, 
or too stringent, it is easy to modify it, but I think the first 
year we ought to give the law a chance. We ought to be 
just to everybody and try to be fair with ourselves, to protect 
the Treasury to every legitimate extent we can, and have the 
country understand that there is somebody somewhere acting 
as their servant that is really looking out for their interest. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. DENISON. Will the genleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. DENISON. Putting into effect the classification act will 
not have the effect of changing any compensation fixed by a 
special statute? 

Mr. MADDEN. No; we can not do that, 

Mr. DENISON. Is there any penalty provided by law for 
the head of any bureau or department chief who has discre- 
tionary powers with reference to classification for willfully and 
corruptly abusing that power? 4 

Mr. MADDEN. Nothing but the criminal law. There is no 
penalty in the act itself. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. This bill provides appropriations 
for certain institutions? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; that are under the Interior Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Does it not apply to certain hos- 
pitals? 


Mr. MADDEN. It applies to certain institutions, hospitals, 
and others that are under the jurisdiction of the Interior De- 
partment. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. How do the appropriations for these 
schools and hospitals compare with like appropriations in 
preceding years? 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cram- 
TON] will have direct charge of the bill, and when we come to 
discuss that here he will be very glad to go into it. I would 
like to go into that, but I do not want to take up the time of 
the committee now. I am here only to make a general state- 
ment on this salary matter. I think the gentleman will find 
that the appropriations are less than they were. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Iam thinking specifically with ref- 
erence to the Howard University. 

Mr. MADDEN. The appropriation for the Howard Uni- 
versity is more than it was last year—quite a little more. 

at BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yie 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The only purpose I had in inter- 
rupting the gentleman from Illinois was that the other gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Dentson], not having refreshed his 
memory of the law, seemed to be under the impression that 
the departments did the classification work. 

Mr. MADDEN. ‘They do not do that. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The classification act provides a 
board consisting of a member from the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, one from the Bureau of the Budget, and another from 
the Bureau of Efficiency. 

Mr. DENISON. But the departments do have certain dis- 
eretions in promotions. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes; they will have. 

Mr. MADDEN, I do not know whether I answered my 
colleague correctly. I think he asked whether the law changed 
the statutory salaries, or permitted it. It changes all statutory 
salaries on positions affected by the law except those in certain 
grades named in the law which are above the maximum for the 
grade, 

Mr. DENISON. In other words, if Congress has heretofore 
fixed certain salaries which are above those fixed by these 
classifications, those will remain the same? 

Mr. MADDEN. In certain grades only. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON, I think the gentleman and his committee 
should be complimented for keeping the bill within the Budget, 
and at the head of the committee table the gentleman is perhaps 
able to say, “ You can go just so far and no further,” but is 
the gentleman going to be prepared upon the floor, where cuts 
have been made, to protect the bill? 

Mr. MADDEN. I hope so. 

Mr. BLANTON. Against onslaughts by combinations? 

Mr. MADDEN. I hope we will. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is what is going to come, and that is 
what the gentleman ought to look out for. 

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. LAZARO. According to the newspapers the Patent Office 
is complaining upon the ground that they have not a sufficient 
force. 

Mr. MADDEN. This bill provides an additional appropriation 
of $180,000, which łs mađe immediately available, for tħe pur- 
pose of bringing current the work of the Patent Office. 

Mr. LAZARO. The gentleman is aware that there are 
thousands and thousands of applications for patents filed which 
are vital to the interests of this country. 

Mr. MADDEN. We are sympathetic with the Patent Office, 
and we have done everything we could do to correct the situa- 
tion. 


PERMISSION TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Record by inserting therein 
some data with reference to the rates of taxation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanl- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner 
indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker; under the leave 
granted me to extend my remarks in the Recorn, I include 
the following: 
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tive table showing the total tan able dy a married person 


0 
fa thout dependents under the rates of the present law and under 


the ested rates of the Mellon and Democratic plans and the 
SAORA L and eee of reduction under the above plans. 


Dollars Percent-] Demo- 
Present Mellon edu 
5 age ro- cratic 
Income. jaw tax. plan tax. duction. | plan tax. 
en Ree ee a Tee E oer eRe reel Ce eee le 
fy Rees nS DA Race OS: 3 

3,000 $20 $15 — RESNE $20 66.06 
4,000 60 45 25. 00 $2 40 66.67 
5,000 100 75 25. 00 40 60 60.00 
r000 160 120 25.00 80 80 50.00 
7,000 250 180 2 00 120 130 52.00 
8,000 340 240 29. 41 160 180 52.94 
9,000 430 300 30.23 200 230 53. 49 
10,000 520 360 30.76 240 230 53.85 
11,000 620 430 19| 30.64 300 320 81.61 
12.000 720 500 20 30.55 360 360 50.00 
13.000 $30 580 20 30.12 430 400 48.19 
14,000 940 660 20 22.78 500 440 46. 81 
15,000 | 1, 060 750 310 | 29.24 580 480 45.28 
16,000} 1. 180 $40 340| 28 81 660 520 44.07 
17,000 | 1,310 040 370 2821 750 580 42.75 
18,000 1,440 | 1,040 400| 277 840 600 41.65 
10,0% 1,580 1,150 40 27 21 940 640 40.51 
2,000} 1,70 1,250 480 26.74] 1,040 680 39.83 
21,000 1, 80 1,380 500 22850 1,150 20 883 
22.0% 2,00 17500 540 28.47 1,260 7 38.24 
2.00 2.210 1,830 580| 26.24] 1,80 80 37 56 
24,000 2,30 1.700 620 26.05} 1,500 S80 36 97 
35,000 | 2,560! 1,900 660 25 71,630 930 36.33 
26,000} 2,70 2040 700 25.5%] 1,760 980} 35.77 
27,000} 2,930} 21190 20 25.5 1,900 1,00 35.12 
28,000 ][ 3,1 2340 780 250] 2,00 1080 34.61 
29,000} 3.80 2,500 820 2469] 2.190 1,130 34 04 
30,000] 3,50 2,660 $00} 24.3 2.30 1,180 33.52 
21,000 3,730] 2.80 900 21.12 2.50 1.280 32. 98 
32000} 3,940 3.000 940 2.85 2.600 1,230 32.49 
33. 0% 4,170} 3.180 9900 371 2.890 1,340 32.13 
34,000} 4,400 3,300 1,00 23.63] 3,000] 1/400 31.82 
35,000} 4,630} 3550| 1,080} 2.32| 3.180; 1,450 31.31 
50.000 4,880 3,740] 1,0 20| 3,300 1,500 30. 86 
$7,000] 5,100 3,940] 1,10 274] 3.50 1,550 30.39 
58.00 5,340 suoj 1,20 247 3,70 1,600 29. 96 
39,000} 5,50 4,340 1,20 92.36] 37940] 1,650 29.51 
40,000 550] 4.50 1,300) 22 4,10 1.700 29.10 
41.000 6,100] 4.750 1,30 2713 1.30 1,750 28. 68 
42.0% 6,209] 4,900 1,00 ol] 4.50 1,800 28.30 
4,0% 6,630] 5,170 1,40 202 4,70] 1.80 21.90 
44,000] 6,900] 5,380 1,520] 203] 5000 1,800 27.53 
45,000] 7,180 5,580 1,500] 214 5,230) 15950 27.15 
40.000 7460] 5,800 1.6000 225 5,40 2.000 26. 80 
47,000] 7,750 6,020 1,70 252 5,700 2050 26.45 
48,000] 8,00 6,240] 1,800 2.38 5,90 2100 28.11 
40.000 830 6,460 1,890 2258] 6,100 2150 2 77 
50,0% 8,60 6,690] 1.800 268] 6,40 2.200 25. 46 
51,000] 8,950} 6,900] 2.050 290 6,700] 2.250 25.13 
2.000) 9260| 712| 2.10 Bul 69%0| 2300 24.83 
53, 000 9) 580 7,350 2,230 2.27 7.250 2.350 24.53 
24.000 9.800 Z590] 282} 243] 750| 2400 21.21 
85,000] 10,20 7,810 220 265 770 2.450 23. 94 
56,000] 19,0 gaoj 252| 23.96] soo| 2500 23.67 
57,000 10,900 8,270 280 24.12) 8350 2550 23. 39 
58,000] 11,20 8,50 2740| 24.37 880 2600 23.13 
59,000] 11,500 870 280 24.59 940 25850 2.88 
50,000 11,940] 8980] 280 2.70 9,20 2700 261 
61,000] 12,300 9,20 3.00 25.08] 955| 2750 2.35 
62,000 12.630 9,450 3,200 25.28] 9,870 2.70 2 M 
63,000] 13,030} 9,700 3,30 3.55 10,200 2.880 21.71 
64,000 13,00 9.50 3.40 2582] 10,510] 2.890 2.34 
65,00 13.70% 10,100 3,580 28.05 10,80 2.800 20.97 
00,0% 14,10 10,40 3.70 28.27 11,20 2910 20, 55 
67,000 | 14,80 10,699] 3,880 26.53] 16m] 2930 20, 13 
68,000 | 14,90 10,910} 400| += 28.77] 11,80 2050 19.75 
69,000] 15,30 11, 10 4,10 27.05] 12,370 2970 19.30 
700% 15,70 11,40 4.500 27.31] 12,70 2950 19.00 
24.000 16,150) 11,700] 4,450] 27.55] 13,140} 3010 18. 64 
72.000 10, 500 800 4,600] 2.78 33,50 37030 18, 30 
73,000] 16,880 12.20 4,760} 28.03} 13,80 3050 17.98 
7400| 17,400) 12,480] 4,920] 228| 1430| 3,070 17.64 
75,0% 1780| 12.70 5,000! 28.55] 14,70 3,000 17.33 
76,000] 18,20 13,000 5,200] 281} 15,150] 3,110 17.03 
77,000} 18,700 13,270} 5430| 2.01] 15,570] 3,13 16.74 
2800 19,140] 13,540] 5,600} 2.20 15,900 3/150 16. 48 
79,000] 15,500 13,810 8 780| 29.50] 1642| 3,170 16.18 
80,000} ee ies 5,960; 20.74] 16,850] 3,190] 15.92 
81,0% | 20,500} 14,30 6,150] 2000| 17,0 3,210 15.65 
82,090 20, 960 14, 620 6,340 30. 25 17, 730 3,230 15, 41 
8.000 21,40 14,900 6,530] 30.47] 18,0 3,250 15.17 
84,000 2,900 15,180 6,720] 30.68] 18,60 3,270 14.80 
88,000 2,80 15,80 6,920] 0.92 19,00 8,200 14.70 
80.000 22,880 15,70 7,120] 315| 19,80 3,310 14.48 
87,000 2.30 16,00 7.330} 31.39] 20.00 3.330 11.20 
gs, 000 23, 840 16, 300 7, 540 31.63 20, 490 3,350 14.05 
sy;000 | 24,40 16,500| 7,750] 31.84] 20.870 3,370 13.85 
90,000} 24,80 10,80 7,90 22.04 4,0 3.300 14.65 
91,000] 25,350 17,170] 8180| 2.27 2,0 3410 13.45 
92.000 25,800 17,400 8400| 22.48 22.40 3,430 13.20 
4,000 | 25,80 17,750 8,60 3271] 22,930| 3,450 13.08 
94,000 | 26,900 0% soj 20 32.80 3,470 12.90 
95,000 27,430 18,340 9, 090 33. 14 23,930 3,500 12.76 
$6,000 27,960 18, 640 9,320 33.33 24,430 3,530 12.63 
87,000 | 28,500 18,940 9,50 33.54] 224,90 3.570 12.53 
$4,000 | 29,010 | 19,20 9,800 33.71] 25,0 3,60 12,43 
£9,000} 29,500 19,540] 10,050] „ 25,930) 3,660 12.37 
100, 000 30,140 19, 840 10,300 34.17 26, 430 3,710 | 12.31 


7 
APPROPRIATIONS—INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, in accordance with our cus- 
tom, in opening the hearings upon the bill, the head of the 
department, the Secretary of the Interior, came before our 
committee to make such general statement as he might desire 
to make with reference to the activities of the department and 
the various items in the bill. At that time the chairman of 
the subcommittee took occasion to say that those members of 
the subcommittee who have been in this work for the past 
two years had become greatly interested in it and impressed 
by the great part that this department played in the present 
and the future of the Nation. He further assured the Secre- 
tary that the work of the department is so largely of a con- 
structive nature, along lines of the greatest importance to the 
Nation’s welfare, that the committee, with its increasing 
familiarity with some of these problems, had found a constantly 
increasing interest in its work, and I then gave the Secretary 
the assurance of a real interest and sympathy upon the part 
of the subcommittee that was to conduct the hearings and pass 
upon the bill, and said at the same time that it must be re- 
membered that this committee endeavored always not to let 
its sympathy run away with its judgment, and that we would 
endeavor to be as harsh in our consideration of the bill as we 
could find excuse for, because “Whom the Lord loveth He 
chasteneth,“ and we hoped to express our love in a very 
tangible way. 

With further reference to the policy of the committee, the 
total of the estimates for the regular annual appropriations 
Submitted for consideration in connection with this bill is 
$272,069,331. In addition to the regular annual appropriations, 
the estimated permanent and indefinite appropriations for the 
fiscal year 1924 aggregate $27,243,269.06, making the total of 
the estimates for the Interior Department for the fiscal year 
1925, $299,312,600.06. A 

The permanent annual appropriations are those which occur 
automatically each year without annual action by Congress, and 
the amount which the committee considered in framing this 
bill is the aggregate of the estimates for the Interior Depart- 
ment customarily submitted for annual action by Congress. 
That sum, as heretofore stated, is $272,069.331. The total regu- 
lar annual appropriations for the Interior Department for the 
fiscal year 1924 amounted to $297.520,009, and the amount rec- 
ommended to be appropriated in this bill is $261,727,965. This 
sum, compared with the regular annual appropriations for 1924 
and the estimates for 1925, is as follows: It is $35,792,044 less 
than the total of the 1924 appropriations and $10,341,366 less 
than the amount requested in the estimates. 

The outstanding figures that contribute most largely to these 
differences are reductions below 1924 appropriations of $30,- 
500,000 for Army and Navy pensions, $2,304,000 for the Recla- 
mation Service, and $889,140 for the construction of the Alaska 
Railroad; and reductions below the 1925 Budget of $7,500,000 
for Army and Navy pensions. Those are the items that in the 
main cause the difference between the bill and the current ap- 
propriation. Other differences occur. Some are increases in 
items; many are reductions. These are discussed somewhat 
and are all set forth in the comparative statement found in the 
report. In the time that I may take now in this general dis- 
cussion I shall try to confine myself to certain outstanding fea- 
tures attendant upon the consideration of the bill, I desire, of 
course, to extend the fullest courtesy to every member of the 
Committee of the Whole. I hope, however, that members of 
the committee will, so far as possible. refrain from diverting 
me from the line of discussion that I want to give in order that 
I may economize time, and very generally, perhaps, I shall 
reach the points you desire. 

A great many matters that are not reached in this discussion 
will have full discussion, of course, under the five-minute rule. 
One of the outstanding problems cared for in this bill is the 
Indian problem. The appropriations for the Indian Service 
are carried in this bill. A few years ago the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Snyper], chairman of the legislative Committee 
on Indian Affairs, which committee has jurisdiction over all 
legislative matters affecting the Indians, introduced and secured 
the passage of a bill authorizing appropriations for certain ac- 
tivities of the Indian Service, and a classification of authorized 
expenditures is to be found in that authorization act. The 
committee in the preparation of this bill has very largely 
altered the formation of that part of the bill relating to In- 
dian items. We have, we think, greatly improved the form of 
the bill. We think it will commend itself to the House, be- 
cause it is in the direction of giving you greater information 
and very probably makes it more easy for you to criticize the 
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committee which framed the bill. But we must, of course, take 
the responsibility for our acts. Under the old form there was 

more or less of a geographical arrangement which on the face 
of it seemed to indicate the apportionment of expense by 

States. But as a matter of fact so much additional was car- 

ried in certain lump sums outside the geographical arrange- 
ment that there was not any real information given by that ar- 
rangement. If you desired to know how much was given in 
the bill for education, how much for irrigation, how much for 
medical relief, the bill was a hodgepodge, and it did not give the 
practical information which you would most desire. So in 
this rearrangement the committee has availed itself of the 
scientific, I may say, classification that was presented in the 

Snyder Act, as you will find in reading such headings as 

“Industrial assistance,” “Irrigation and drainage,” “ Educa- 

tion,” “ Relief of destitution and conservation of health,” “ Gen- 

eral support and civilization,” and so forth. I repeat, I hope 
this change will meet with the approval of the House. It in- 
volved much more labor on the part of your committee than 
you would very well realize. 

The outstanding features of the bill as to Indian matters I 
will call attention to as briefly as I can. Under the head of in- 
dustrial assistance the appropriation for the current year is 
$467,000; the Budget estimate was $462,000 for 1925. The bill 
before you carries $535,000, which is $63,000 above the current 
law and $68,000 above the Budget. This is due to increase prac- 
tically in one item, the item relating to “industry among the 
Indians” on page 24 of the bill. That item is one that has 
been carried for several years. It is a reimbursable item; it 
is used to furnish seed, tools, stock, and other animals to the 
Indians, the cost of such seed, stock, and so forth, to be reim- 
bursed to the Government later by the Indians. In the early 
days of that appropriation larger sums were carried and some 
expenditures for tribal herds were made which did not prove to 
be well administered, and in recent years the ifem has carried 
a prohibition against any part of that fund being used for the 
purchase of tribal herds. The item before you carries that limi- 
tation, but it does, however, permit the purchase of stock, and 
so forth, to be furnished to individual Indians. The notable 
thing about it is that out of the about $4,000,000 that has been 
used in that way over $3,000,000 has already been repaid to the 
Treasury. As I say, it is a reimbursable item that actually does 
reimburse. In addition, those who are most familiar with the 
Ind.an preblem, such as my very honored colleague, Mr. Car- 
TER, of Oklahoma, the Indian Commissioner, Mr. Burke, and 
others, indorse it as one of the most effective means of helping 
the Indian to help himself. 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. In a moment. So we have taken the liberty 
to go above the Budget figure in this matter to the extent of 


68,000. 

: Mr. ROACH, I wish to ask, for personal information and the 
information of members of the committee, whether the proposi- 
tion to which this appropriation is addressed, namely, the pur- 
pose of furnishing grain, stock, machinery, and so forth, to the 
Indians, has as a general rule proved profitable or not? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, without attempting at this time a 
general discussion on that item because, as I say, I want to 
keep this address within reasonable limits, the fact that three- 
fourths of the amount expended for this purpose, and some of 
which was not well administered in the expenditure, the fact 
that three millions, or three-quarters, has been repaid by the 
Indians themselves of this expenditure to encourage stock rais- 
ing, and so forth, among the Indians, shows that it has been 
attended with success. Now the gentleman’s question per- 
haps also involves the general subject of agricultural develop- 
ment, which in turn brings up the question of irrigation, an- 
other large item in the bill, and other expenditures. It brings 
also into play this proposition with which the gentleman is 
probably more familiar than I am. That is, that there are 
different tribes of Indians; there are Indians and Indians, 
There are Indians who for centuries have been agriculturists, 
and who continue to be so. There are those who in the old 
days were hunters and fishermen and warriors, and some of 
them have been rather slow to turn to agriculture. But I do 
not want to go too much in detail on that point now. 

Mr, ROACH. Just another question. I do not want to inter- 
rupt the gentleman unnecessarily. This appropriation carries 
an increase over the appropriation of last year? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. ROACH. That will be justified on the floor, I suppose. 
I want to know—— 

Mr. CRAMTON. I hope I have already justified it. 

Mr. ROACH. There is very little in the report to justify it, 
I will say to the gentleman right now. 
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Mr. CRAMTON, Yes. 

Mr. ROACE What other reason has the gentleman for 
giving medical relief and industrial assistance? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will come to that later. 

Mr. ROACH. I thought the gentleman was discussing that 
matter now. 

Mr. CRAMTON, No. I was discussing the matter of indus- 
trial assistance, and I intend to touch upon that other matter 
later, 

The next matter that is of importance is that of irrigation 
and drainage, an aggregate item to the extent of $2,223,950 for 
the current year from Treasury funds. The amount fixed in 
the Budget was $1,759,050, and the amount in the 1925 bill is 
$1,534,100. The bill before you is a decrease as to this of 
ae below the current law. It is $224,950 below the 

dget. 

Now, those changes are essentially because of these items: 
In the first place, with reference to the construction of a canal 
for the Gila River Reservation in Arizona, for which the 
appropriation and estimate was for $150,000 in each case, and 
where the bill recommends $250,000 instead. This action of 
the committee with reference to irrigation as compared with 
our action on this Gila River item for the Pima Indians and 
the item which I shall next discuss, for the Flathead, Fort Peck, 
and Blackfeet Indians in Montana, will illustrate what I tried 
to say a moment ago in answer to the question of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Roacu]. 

The Pima Indians were agriculturists for as far back as the 
memory of the white man recalls. In the old days they had 
water enough to cultivate their land. But last spring, when I 
visited them, I saw many, many fields that were fenced and 
had been fenced for a number of years and had been under 
cultivation that are now a barren waste, because the encroach- 
ments of the white men above them had taken away their water 
and they had insufficient water to cultivate their lands that 
they used to cultivate. 

Now there is a situation where industrious Indians desire to 
be self-supporting; Indians who believe in agriculture and who 
are skilled, you may say, in irrigation, but the changed situ- 
ation has deprived them of the water that is necessary for 
them. 

Now, so much for that general situation. There is pending 
what is known as the San Carlos irrigation project. It is a 
great project, rivaling in size and importance the Salt River 
project, the Roosevelt Dam, Ariz. The one was developed and 
the other awaits. Of course that would have its relation not 
only to these Indian lands but to many publie lands as well. 
There has been constructed what is known as the Ashurst- 
Hayden Dam, a diversion dam, and from that diversion dam a 
canal is under construction that is to bring the water from the 
diversion dam down through many lands in white ownership, 
and finally to the Pima Indians. But the Pima Indians are at 
the end of the trail, and they will be the last ones to get the 
benefit of that canal. The present project, as it exists to-day, 
will require about $700,000 to build, and at the rate of $150,000 
a year it will be five years before the Pimas can get water on 
those deserted fields. That seemed to the committee to be un- 
desirable if it could reasonably be prevented. Further we asked 
the Indian irrigation service and the Indian Bureau how much 
more money it will cost to build the project in annual con- 
struction units of $150,000 than it would with some enlarged 
construction units, and we found that, comparing the $150,000 
unit as heretofore with the $250,000 unit which the service re- 
quired, that was about the maximum that was desirable, and 
we found it would make a difference of $100,000 or more in the 
cost of that canal, and that seems to be based on experience 
and good judgment. Therefore the committee exercised what it 
thought to be its own best judgment in raising the item above 
the Budget figure. 

And I will say in reply to the suggestion of my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. Roach] that the committee feel that, having been 
in the field and having familiarized ourselves with the project 
and with the situation, we owe it to Congress to give our best 
judgment, based upon our own observation. 

Then come three items of irrigation where we propose de- 
creases. Those are in connection with the other kind of In- 
dians involved. These are projects in a country where it is 
somewhat in the shadowland between dry land and irrigation, 
When they have lots of rainfall in the wet years they feel they 
do not need irrigation, and then in the drier seasons they 
know they do need it. The Indians on these reservations have 
never been farmers and have not yet gotten to the point where 
they want to be, as a rule. They did not want the Irrigation 
district built, but the pressure of the whites, as I understand 
it—although I am not thoroughly versed in the history of these 
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items the pressure of these whites, as I understand it, has 
brought about the construction and a large degree of construc- 
tion as to these items. 

The first one is that of the Flathead Reservation. I should 
say, first, however, that there is a justification and a necessity 
sometimes in these irrigation projects of going forward with 
construction some considerable distance ahead of the demand 
of the Indians, because the time will come when those Indians 
must learn to farm, and that is the goal of their development ; 
but in the meantime there are water rights to be protected. If 
the Government should sit idly by and permit private interests 
and the whites to utilize the entire water resources, there would 
be nothing left for the Indian when he finally determined he 
wanted to use those water resources. So there are occasions 
when the Government is justified and when it becomes neces- 
sary to construct these irrigation works for the Indians in 
advance of the demands of the Indians. But in our cuts in 
these items we have made inquiry and have been unable to learn 
that. there is any question of that kind involved. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is there not this trouble connected with 
that situation? The gentlemen has spoken about the encroach- 
ments of the white man on the water privileges of Indians. 
Wherever you find Indians you find white people, and are not 
many of these demands coming from the white neighbors of 
Indians who want the water rights developed? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, I assume that the encroachments of 
the whites have been made by those who are the neighbors of 
the Indians, generally g. 

Mr. BLANTON. And in some cases these demands for water 
development are inspired by their white neighbors, who are 
equally benefited with the Indians when the United States Gov- 
ernment expends the money? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I would not say equally, because history 
shows that they get the long end of it in many cases. 

Mr. ROACH. . Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. ROACH. I recall that the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
Mappen] who preceded the gentleman stated that the gentle- 
man from Michigan was thoroughly familiar with all the de- 
tails of the bill and would discuss them. I want to know 
whether or not these large appropriations for irrigation are 
to be made for any tribe of Indians that has tribal funds? 

Mr. CRAMTON. No. All through the bill, wherever the In- 
dians have moneys of their own which can be used they are 
used, and all of these irrigation items are reimbursable, but 
when I can not say. 

The first item is that of the Flatheads. In the current year 
the appropriation for that project was $555,000, the Budget 
estimate for next year is $300,000, and the bill carries $50,000, 
which is $505,000 under the current law and $250,000 under 
the Budget estimate. That is due to a decision of the com- 
mittee to continue only operation and maintenance on the 
existing project and provide nothing for an extension or con- 
tinuation of construction of the project. I will insert in my 
remarks full details from the hearings in connection with 
these matters, but just now will merely touch the outstanding 
high Hghts. On this project, under the whole project when 
it is finally completed, there will be 228,400 acres irrigable; 
under works as now constructed there are 105,500 acres irri- 
gable; there are actually irrigated to-day, out of that 105,000 
acres only 80,811 acres, less than one-third of the total. Of that, 
2,000 acres are cultivated by Indians and 28,811 cultivated by 
the whites. ‘The operation and maintenance charges to June 
80 of last year amounted to $511,612. There has been collected 
from white water users—and you will notice that the white 
water users had fourteen-fifteenths of this land—$124,800 of the 
operation and maintenance cost, or about one-fourth; for 
fourteen-fifteenths of the land that received the water and was 
actually under irrigation they paid one-fourth of the operation 
and maintenance charges. 

I find this—and this is set forth in the hearings—that under 
the law of Montana a man may, in a dry year, take water from 
this project when water is available for irrigation, but that 
next year, if there is a pretty fair rainfall, he can say, “1 will 
dry farm this year.” In that event he does not use the water 
and he contributes nothing that year for the operation and 
maintenance charges. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; I yield to my friend from Montana. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. I beg to suggest to the gentleman 
that I know of no such law and I do not believe such a law 
exists. Evidently this project is not understood by the gen- 


tleman, and I do not think it is understood by the Indian 
Office, either. 

Mr. CRAMTON, That may be so. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. And I do not think it 1s quite 
understood by the gentlemen from the Reclamation Service 
who testified before the committee, because I do not think any 
of the gentleman from that service has seen the project. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I shall be glad—and I know the House 
will be—if the gentleman will discuss that item when it is 
reached. I can only yield now for a very direct question, 
because I know I am going to wear out my welcome with the 
House before I get through. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. I think the gentleman's assertion 
was that there was such a law in Montana. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I was about to read a statement with 
regard to that law. Of course, I am not as fully informed as 
to the laws of Montana as is my friend from Montana, but I 
was going to put it in and read it to you. There had been 
some statement made by the officials of the Reclamation Serv- 
ice and the Indian Service who appeared before us, and I 
made some inquiry about it. It is a project which is under 
the management of the Reclamation Service under the Director 
of the Indian Service. After some testimony had been given I 
made this statement in the hearings: 


Do I understand you then to say that under the law of Montana, 
if this project is constructed and canals and laterals are constructed 
that carry the water to varlous lands that John Jones, a white owner 
of land to which water has been brought, can next year say that he 
is going to pasture his land and does not want any water, let it flow 
by him and not contribute a nickel to the cost of operation and main- 
tenance? 


Then Mr. Beadle, who is the chief clerk of the Reclamation 
Service, and who had come before us in response to the request 
of the committee, in order that we might get the fullest possible 
information, said: 

Mr. Bantam. Yes, sir; under the present conditions, he can, 


Later I said this: 


Should it mot be the policy of the Indian Service or the Reclam- 
tion Service, or whoever is responsible for taking up a project like 
this, before they go to an expense of $5,000,000, to determine whether 
the people whose lands are to be benefited want the water? And if 
the law of the State is im the condition that you say the law of 
Montana is, should not these people be obliged to make a contract 
with the Government before we ever enter into these construction 
works? 

Mr. Buapzz. There is an obligation of that kind which does not 
come fully into play as yet, for the same reason as we gave for some of 
these other things, the incomplete state of the project. The law of 
Montana includes an act permitting the organization of irrigation 
districts as the laws of the other Western States do. Even with 
the incomplete project, if the lands could be organized as irrigation 
districts it would be possible for that district to compel the unwilling 
white owner within its boundaries to carry a share of the burden. 
I do not know whether the United States could now require that, 
except, of course, it could adopt the radical measure of withholding 
its appropriations for this project, or something of that sort. 


And that is what the committee proposes; that until those 
white landowners are willing to enter into a contract whit? 
will put the payment of the operation and maintenance charges 
upon their shoulders, instead of upon the Treasury of the 
United States, we will stop the construction of that project. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Permit me at this point to keep 
the record straight, and to suggest that the white man has not 
yet title to these lands. There is a contract now between the 
white man and the Government to pay those charges, but the 
Government is withholding the title to the land and it will 
not pass title to the land until a man pays those charges. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will ask the gentleman from Montana— 
who, of course, knows much more than I do about this project 
and about the laws of his State—whether it is not a fact that 
each year the man who is in possession of those lands and is 
tilling them exercises his option as to whether he will use the 
water that has been brought to his gate, and if he does he is 
supposed to contribute some portion—perhaps not the whole 
portion—toward the expense of operation and maintenance, 
but if he does not use the water then the water goes by his 
gate; he does not contribute a nickel toward the expense of 
operation and maintenance. Is not that the situation? 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. I think to a certain degree that is 
the situation, but it is charged against his property, and he 
never can get title to the property. 
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Mr. CRAMTON. It is not even charged against his prop- 
erty. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Perhaps not all of it. 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is the testimony of the department. 
Tt may be a thing that is easily corrected; and if so, I hope we 
will have the cooperation of the gentleman from Montana in 
correcting it. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Then, I understand it is the dis- 
position of the committee, so far as they can influence Congress, 
to simply cut off the continued progress of this proposition until 
some time 

Mr. CRAMTON. Until two things happen. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. I would like to know what they 
are. 

Mr CRAMTON. First, until the white owners of land are 
bound to pay and do pay their reasonable share of the operation 
and maintenance charges; and, second, until the Indian or 
the white settler comes in there in sufficient numbers to make 
necessary development of additional acreage. At present with 
water for 80,000 out of 105,000 acres it seems like we might 
pause in our further work of construction. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Is the gentleman sure water can 
be furnished for 105,000 acres? 

Mr, CRAMTON. Well, water can be furnished for a lot 
more than 30,000 acres, and when we get up near the danger 
line we will talk about it further. Of course, I realize this 
is all before the House. The committee can only bring in 
recommendations, and the recommendations of the committee 
is that this construction work should cease until there is 
some clear necessity for further expenditure and some business- 
like prospect of repayment. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Could the gentleman suggest to 
the House what the gentleman would do with the Government’s 
investment of $4,500,000 there now? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am going to hope that some time the 
Government will get some of it back, but I have not any 
immediate prospect to offer the House. I do not like to send 
a matter of $505,000 along with it as yet. Of course, I appre- 
ciate the gentleman from Montana and his State are interested 
in this project, but this committee can know neither friend 
nor foe. We must try to guard the Treasury. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. I am quite in accord with the 
gentleman with regard to guarding the Treasury. The trouble 
is Congress has dillydallied on the proposition for the last 
15 years instead of completing it. It would have been com- 
pleted long ago under a reasonable administration of affairs. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Of course, this committee is only re- 
sponsible for the last two or three years. I think we have 
been about two years too slow in taking this action. 

The following extracts from the hearings on this subject 
are of interest in this connection: 


Mr. Meritt. The construction, maintenance, and operations, Flat- 
head irrigation system, Montana: 


Tribe, Confederated Flathead_.--_--_ 2, 628 
Area) of: reservation. —- 21. nn enews 228, 408 
Irrigable under project 138, 500 
Under constructed work 105, 500 
Actually irrigated 30, 811 

_. Cultivated by Indians 2, 000 
A Cultivated by Whites 28. 811 
Number of Indians engaged 155 
Number of whites engaged (owuers)) 890 
Number of whites engaged (lessees)... 402 


Construction costs for fiscal ven $316, 100. 39 


Construction costs to June 30, 1923— - 4. 530, 671. 40 
Operation and maintenance charges for fiscal year 46, 505. 72 
Operation and maintenance charges to June 30, 1923. 511, 612. 26 
Maintenance charges collected from water 
„ tee SSRI SECS SE EEN Fae aon Whites 124, 800. 00 
Estimated additional cost to complete 1, 800, 000. 00 
Estimated cost per acre when completed 51. 50 
Average value of irrigable land per acre 100. 00 


Irrigation project started 1908. 

Work done by Bureau of Reclamation. 

Average annual precipitation, 16 inches. 

Source of water supply, various streams. 

Crops produced, alfalfa, grain, potatoes, and other vegetables. 

Market for products, local and general; good. 

Railroad through project. 

Mr. Cramton. Do I understand you then to say that under the law 
of Montana, if this project is constructed and canals and laterals are 
constructed that carry the water to various lands that John Jones, u 
white owner of land to which water has been brought, can next year 


say that he is going to pasture his land and does not want any water, 
let it flow by him and not contribute a nickel to the cost of operation 
and maintenance? 

Mr. BEADLE. Yes, sir; under the present conditions, he can. 

Mr. CANTON. Should it not be the policy of the Indian Service or 
the Reclamation Service, or whoever is responsible for taking up a 
project like this, before they go to an expense of $5,000,000, to de- 
termine whether the people whose lands are to be benefited want the 
water? And if the law of the State is in the condition that you say the 
law of Montana is, should not these people be obliged to make a con- 
Wie 2 5 the Government before we ever enter into these construction 
wor! 

Mr. BEADLE. There is an ‘obligation of that kind which does not 
come fully into play as yet, for the same reason as we gave for some 
of these other things, the incomplete state of the project. The law 
of Montana includes an act permitting the organization of irriga- 
tion districts as the laws of the other Western States do. Even with 
the incomplete project, if the lands could be organized as irrigation 
districts it would be possible for that district to compel the unwill- 
ing white owner within its boundaries to carry a share of the ~bur- 
den. I do not know whether the United States could now require that, 
except, of course, it could adopt the radical measure of withholding 
its appropriations for this project, or something of that sort. 

Mr. Cnaurox. That looks like a practical suggestion, Mr. Beadle, 

Mr. BEADLE. Questions of policy respecting all of these projects, 
of course, rest primarily with the Indian Service and not with the 
Bureau of Reclamation. 

Mr. Cramton. And perbaps primarily with Congress; some of the 
worst decisions of policy and responsibility come back to Congress. 
When they cut down the use of the water, it puts an unfair burden 
on those who do use the water. 


— 

Mr. Carter, You have got your capital expenses, your invest- 
ment cost, and everything during all of that period, just the same. 

Mr. Craton. This committee will not, I am satisfied from these 
gentlemen, stand for that kind of a game if we can help it. It is 
said, “ Many of the white landowners greatly desire extension of the 
canals and laterals so as to bring their land under irrigation, and 
have repeatedly urged larger annual appropriations with this end in 
view.” Are those the landowners who, when water is available to 
their lands, spasmodically fall to make use of it, and quite regularly 
fail to contribute the cost of maintenance and operation? Is that 
the class of white landowners that we are extending this project for? 
If you can not answer that question, what assurance have we that 
these white landowners who are greatly desiring extensions and who 
are repeatedly urging large appropriations, if we take the water to 
their lands, will in a businesslike way become responsible for the 
annual share of the operation and maintenance? Haye we any as- 
surance of that, can you say, Mr. Meritt? 

Mr. Meritr. We have not any more assurance that we will get 
maintenance and operation from them than we have from those that 
are already served. The situation is exactly the same. 

Mr. Cramton. It is further said, “The gravity water supply is 
not sufficient to take care of the lands to be reclaimed under this 
project.” 

What is the real situation as to that land? How large an acre- 
age actually has a fairly sufficient water supply at present? 

Mr. Bnapln. A little over 100,000 acres are under ditch and can all 
be served some water, but the storage is not sufficient to guarantee 
full supply for every acre every year. 

Mr. Cramton. This statement says, “At the present time adequate 
water supply is not available for the system.” You hold that there 
is an available water supply for 105,000 acres, but not for the com- 
plete project of 138,000 acres; is that it? 

Mr. Brapix. I think that is true in most years at least. It varies 
from year to year, and the program suggested certainly involves the 
construction of more storage works, and that is regarded as necessary 
to give an ample water supply for all of the years. There has been a 
year of shortage when the controlling element was the water available, 

Mr, Cramton. Here is the situation about storage, as I understand 
it. I do not west to prove anything, but I want to develop what the 
situation is. We have got enough water. We do not have to spend 
another nickel, so far as the 105,000 acres that now have water rights 
are concerned. Ordinarily about 5 years out of 6, or 9 out of 10, or 
at least 2 out of 3, there is enough water for these 105,000 acres, and 
in those years only about one-third of that 105,000 acres will use the 
water. But there comes a dry season once in three years, let us say, 
when the rains are limited and everybody passes up the dry farming 
and jumps in and wants water from the project at a time when there 
is the least water. Therefore there arises the necessity for storage in 
order to have a reserve for such an occasion. So we are to go on 
spending millions of dollars, not to take care of the year-by-year use 
but to take care of the emergency needs of those who do not appreciate 
the water at any other time, Is that the argument for this appro- 
priation? 
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Mr. BEADLE. Those elements all exist. I do not feel confident of 
the figures, but that picture is a true one, I think, and applies gen- 
erally to projects located in that zone, except additional expenditure 
is needed for storage for lands already under ditch and the use of 
water available is better than the figures indicate. 

Mr. Cnaurox. Will you please, Mr. Beadle, put in the record a 
definite statement of the law of Montana on this subject? 

Mr. Brapie, The State law does not go to that point, but if suitable 
Federal legislation were passed and the lands of this project were in- 
cluded in an irrigation district organized under the laws of Montana 
(secs, 7166-7264, Revised Codes, Mont., 1921), such district would 
have a taxing power under which all the lands of the district could be 
forced to make annual contributions on account of construction and 
operation and maintenance, without reference to the rainfall or the 
personal inclinations of the various landowners. 

Mr. Canter. Mr. Meritt, was this project initiated by the Indian 
Bureau? 

Mr. Muritt. No, sir. 

Mr, Carrer. Was it requested by the Indian Bureau? 

Mr, Mrnvrr. My recollection is that the project was initiated by 
Senator Dixon, of Montana, while he was a Member of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. Carrer. And did it have the approval of the Indian Bureau at 
that time? x 

Mr. Mrnrrr. A favorable report was made to Congress by the depart- 
ment on the project. 

Mr. Beanie. The Bureau of Reclamation, answering the question of 
the Indian Service, suggested an appropriation of $800,000 for the 
Flathead project for the fiscal year 1925. 

Mr. CramTon. What will be done with the $300,000 that is re- 
quested? Will it be used for canals or for a storage system? 

Mr. BEADLE. That figure was set by the Indian Service, and Mr. 
Meritt could better answer that. 

Mr. CRAMTONX. Well, the work will be done by the Reclamation 
Service? 

Mr. Beane, The practice is, when the appropriation becomes fixed, 
for the Indian Service to ask the Bureau of Reclamation to suggest a 
program for its approval or amendment. 

Mr. Cnaurox. But if $300,000 is given, will that be used for ennals 
and laterals or for storage? If you do not know, put it in the record, 
please. 

Mr. Bab. No program has been made by the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion: for the use of a $300,000 appropriation, but it should be used 
partly for storage and partly for canals. Of course it would be used 
partly for operation and maintenance. 

Mr. CramTon. Please put in the record a statement, after consul- 
tation between the Reclamation Service and the Indian Service, as 
to what program is intended under the $300,000 appropriation, if one 
is made. 

Mr. Bran. This information can not be furnished here but will be 
secured from the field— 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OP RECLAMATION, 
Washington, January 4, 1924 
Hon. L. C. Cramton, 
Chairman Committee on Interior Department Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dran Mr. CRAMTON: At the recent hearing on the Flathead proj- 
ect you asked that the Indian Service and the Bureau of Reclama- 
tien agree upon a program of expenditure for the fiscal year 1925, 
assuming that the appropriation would be $300,000. 

Accordingly the Bureau of Reclamation has suggested, and the 
Indian Service concurred in the following program: 

Completion of Tabor feed eanal . $75, 000 


Continned enlargement of Pablo feed eanal — 25,000 

Miscellaneous lateral extensions, Including system of 7.000 
Rr eke RODEI oN. e 182, 000 
Continued enlargement Moise Canal — eS 8, 000 
Structures for Revaix Creek laterals . 10,000 
Operation and maintenance--.------~-.------------_--. — 50, 000 
PIN ae TER E anak oe tbr ==- 300, 000 


Very truly yours, J. B. Bnapn, Chlef Clerk. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Unitrep STATES RECLAMATION SERVICÐ, 
January $, 1924. 


Hon. L. C. Cramron, 
Chairman Interior Department Appropriations Committes, 
House of Representatives, 
Mr Dran Ma. CRAMTON: At the recent hearing on the Blackfeet, 
Flathead, and Fort Peck projects you asked that figures be supplied 
ing water charges against the white and Indian water 
n this connection there are in use the following terms: 


later 
users. 


Water-rental charges: While a project is uncompleted and service 
Is partial it is operated on the rental basis, with a charge for water 
delivered that is intended to be a fair charge under the existing condi- 
tions but not necessarily equal to the cost. The Blackfeet, Flathead, 
and Fort Peck projects are all operated on this basis. 

Operation and maintenance charges: When a project is completed, 
construction charges per acre announced, and operation is on a basis 
intended to return its full cost annually, the announced charges for 
operation and maintenance are given this different name. In this 
technical sense there are no operation and maintenance charges on the 
Blackfeet, Flathead, and Fort Peck projects as yet. 

Operation and maintenance cost: This will vary somewhat from any 
charge, because the latter includes an element of estimate and may 
vary substantially in some cases, particularly as to rental charges. 

These technical terms are based largely on the reclamation extension 
act of August 13, 1914 (38 Stat. 686). 

Your request, I understood, went to the rental charges assessed and 
collected. For this we have the following figures to date: 


EB og 
88 88 83 


Very truly yours, 


J. B. BEADLE, 
Chief Clerk. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Is it true that the cut in the appropriation 
for the Blackfeet project is due to the belief of the committee 
that they are not developing along agricultural lines and are 
still in the class 

Mr. CRAMTON, As I recall it, so far as the Blackfeet proj- 
ect is concerned, I am advised they are making better progress 
than the other Indians in the use of their opportunities, It is 
my recollection there was practically nothing in the bill for new 
construction in that connection. The item, however, was under 
the management of the Reclamation Service, and that seemed 
to be very difficult. Without criticizing anyone, I will say that 
that arrangement increased the difficulties of the committee in 
getting information about the situation. It seemed to the com- 
mittee that that increased the difficulties of an economical 
policy being adopted by either the Indian Service or the Re- 
elamation Service. We have put a provision in the bill trans- 
ferring the management of operation and maintenance to the 
Indian Service, where, because they have men on the ground in 
connection with other work of the agency, they can secure 
greater economy of operation and maintenance. Then we made 
a cut in the item, but left an amount sufficient, as we under- 
stand it, In the judgment of the Indian Service, to cover the 
operation and maintenance under their charge. So we have 
really simply transferred the item with some resulting economy 
to the Government. That is the situation in the case of the 
Blackfeet project. 

Mr. LEAVITT. It is not the purpose of the committee then 
to take action on the ground that the Indians are not developing 
in agriculture? 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; I understand it is the best of any one 
of these three projects. ; 

Mr. LEAVITT. They have made remarkable progress in the 
last three years. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I understand so. x 

Mr. LEAVITT. And should be encouraged rather than dis- 
couraged. 

Mr. CRAMTON. And we have cut out no new construction, 
the gentleman will notice, but we have cut in two the cost of 
operation and maintenance, and that is In the interest of the 
Treasury and the Indians and everybody. 

The Fort Peck is the next item in the bill I want to dis- 
cuss: For the current year the appropriation was $60,000, 
the Budget estimate $60,000, and the bill provides for 820,000, 
so that we have made a cut of $40,000. There may have been 
a trifling amount of construction, but in the main this cut is in 
greater economy of operation and maintenance. 

Next is the Fort Peck item, the third of this trinity of cuts 
in Indian irrigation projects. For the current year the appro- 
propriation was $30,000 for operation and maintenance. The 
Budget estimate is $30,000, and we have cut that in two, making 
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it $15,000, with a saving of $15,000, and require the transfer 
of the management to the Indian Service, and we have their 
assurance, as we understand it, that they can operate and 
maintain it for $15,000. Let me now show you the importance 
of that. The Fort Peck project, under the final project, would 
consist of 152,000 acres; under present constructed work there 
are 23,115 acres; actually irrigated, 622 acres; cultivated by 
Indians, 406 acres; cultivated by whites, 216 acres; number of 
Indians engaged, 165, and so forth. Thirty thousand dollars 
a year for operation and maintenance with 600 acres of land 
under irrigation, $500 per acre per annum for operation and 
maintenance. Some $700 or $800 per capita for every Indian 
went into operation and maintenance. I suggested in the 
hearings that we might better give the money to the Indians 
and shut down the plant. That, of course, is not feasible, but 
we have cut the cost of operation and maintenance there down 
to the minimum. 
I quote the following on this from the hearings: 


Mr. Merirr. Maintenance and operation, Fort Peck irrigation sys- 
tem, Montana. 


Tribe, Fort Peck Sioux; populätlon = 2, 113 
Were onan esa acres. 722, 453 
Irrigable under proſecet -aame 483 152, 000 
Under constructed works E 23, 115 
Actually irrigated „ do... 622 
Cultivated by Indians 0 406 | 
Cultivated: by Whites 40 210 
Number of Indians engaged -- 168 
Number of whites engaged (lessees) _.__-_-------------~ 10 
Construction costs for fiscal year $8, 862. 22 
Construction costs to June 30, 1923— 2 798, 296. 93 
Operation and maintenance charges for fiscal year 12, 420. 15 
Operation and maintenance charges to June 30, 1923. 93, 303. 54 
Estimated additional cost to complete 5, 165, 000. 00 
Estimated cost per acre when completed 40, 00 
Average value of irrigable land per aer 50. 00 


Operation and maintenance charges are not collected from water 
users. 

Irrigation project started, 1908. 

Work done by Bureau of Reclamation. 

Average annual precipitation, 14 inches. 

Source of water supply, Missouri River and Big Muddy and Porcu- 


pine Creeks. 

Crops produced, alfalfa, grain, potatoes, and other vegetables. 

Market for products, local and general, fair. 

Railroad through project. 

Mr. Cramton. What is the reason that there is only 622 acres 
using this water out of 23,000? That is to say, about 14 per cent of 
the land that has water available is using it, and even as to that 13 
per cent the operation and maintenance charges are not finally paid 
back. 

POLICY IN REGARD TO THE OPERATION OF FORT PECK SYSTEM. 


Mr. BEADLE. Similar reasons to those on the Flathead, and the 
slowness of the Indians in using water anywhere. The Bureau of 
Reclamation has urged that this project be simply taken over in its 
present shape by the Indian Service and handled as it is by the Indian 
agent. 

NT. Cramton, Why should not that be done, Mr. Meritt? 

Mr. Mekrirr. It has been my personal view that that is exactly 
what should be done, and we have recommended it to the department. 


Now, as to the matter of education which the gentleman from 
Missouri referred to, the total items from the Treasury for 
education, there should be added to this a matter of two hun- 
dred and some odd thousand dollars for school buildings; but 
aside from that there is taken from the Treasury in this bill 
for distinct items devoted to Indian education $5,118,675. The 
Budget provides $5,229,000 and the bill carries $5,874,000, an 
increase above the current law of $255,825 and above the 
Budget $145,000, 

I take this opportunity to advert to the general policy that 
has actuated the subcommittee in its action on the Indian 
appropriations, and that is that wherever we can cut down 
the cost of administration, we cut it down; wherever we can 
cut down on general support and rationing, we cut that down. 

But we are believers in the importance of education and 
health work among the Indians, so in this bill while we make 
other cuts and economies we are giving amounts above the 
Budget both for education and medical relief. 

As to this matter of education, there is first an item for the 
support of the Indian schools that covers the day schools and 
the reservation boarding schools and the payment of tuition in 
the public schools so that Indians may attend the public schools. 
Incidentally, the committee agrees with the bureau that it is 
desirable wherever the possibility exists of encouraging the 


attendance of the Indian children at the public schools. That 
is very beneficial. These items will make possible a larger 
expenditure in that direction. For that item the appropriation 
for the current year was $1,799,500. The Budget is $2,000,000, 
and the present bill is $2,000,000, the same as the Budget. That 
is an increase of $200,500 for that item. 

Then there are numerous nonreservation boarding schools 
which you will find grouped together by name and location, 
and in each case you will find the item carries the appropria- 
tion for so many pupils, so much for maintenance, and a few 
items for repairs and for construction. 

The law fixes the maximum per capita cost, and the appro- 
priations are entirely below the maximum cost permitted by 
law. They run from $200 to $225 per capita, covering the 
board, medical attendance, clothing, and instruction for these 
pupils, 

These items used to worry me considerably as I thought of 
what we could give them for $200 a year. I visited a num- 
ber of the schools last spring and in the summer, and I was 


| delighted to find that even at that low cost they were being well 
taken care of and receiving a good education. That is made 


possible, in part, because in these items and largely throughout 
the bill the Indian Service is conducted on a very economical 
basis. For instance, In Albuquerque I saw a new gymnasium 
and assembly hall which we authorized a year ago for $42,500. 
It is a large gymnasium and a large assembly hall, accom- 
modating perhaps 1,200 pupils. They are well-built structures 
of brick, splendid structures, and if these two items had been 
built under the school system in the District of Columbia that 
would have cost over $200,000 or $250,000 at a minimum. In 
Albuquerque if they had been built for any private concern 
they would have cost two or three times what they cost the 
Indian Service. Why? Because they were using the older 
boys largely in the construction. After the brick walls were 
put up the carpenter work, the plumbing work, and the electric 
wiring were done by these boys. It is a splendid economy for 
the Government and a splendid training for the boys as well. 

Now, in reference to the Indian schools there is this fur- 
ther situation, as you will find from the hearings and the 
report. There was a time when it was difficult to get the 
Indian children in school. The time has come now when the 
Indian parents want the children in the schools, and there are 
more Indian children who want educational advantages than 
we have accommodations for in the Indian school system. So, 
throughout the nonreservation boarding-school items wherever 
it appeared that the capacity was greater than the current 
proportion for maintenance, we have increased the stated 
capacity in the bill and increased the maintenance appropria- 
tion to correspond, to permit the filling of every Indian non- 
reservation school to its full capacity. There have been two 
or three instances where the construction of some dormitories 
or sleeping porches or enlargement of dining rooms, and so 
forth, could be had by an expenditure of $25,000 or $30,000, and 
the capacity could be increased 25 or 50. We have included 
items of that kind even though it was above the Budget. 

But we have thrown the items into one general clause and 
have made it possible thereby, while increasing the various 
items to the extent of about $100,000 above the Budget, to con- 
fine the increase above the Budget in this item to $45,300. 

There is a third item of increase in connection with Indian 
education, and that is to fulfill our treaties with the Navajo 
Indians in the Southwest. We made a treaty with them to 
provide them with school facilities. They are a nomadie tribe, 
following their herds with the seasons from one part of the 
country to another, traveling many miles in the course of the 
seasons. It is, of course, entirely impossible to provide day 
schools for them and it is a matter of boarding schools. There 
are several thousand of those children as yet unprovided for, 
We appropriated $100,000 a year for several years. Last year 
we increased that to $200,000, not to maintain, but to provide 
new school facilities for those Navajo children. The Budget 
cut that amount this year to $100,000, but the committee have 
ventured to restore the current law, and the bill carries again 
$200,000 for the Navajos. 

I ceme now to relief of distress and conservation of health. 
This is a gratuity item that amounts to $410,000 the current 
year. There is provided in the Budget $445,376 and in the cur- 
rent bill before you $540,000. That is $130,000 above the cur- 
rent law and $94,624 above the Budget. It is also for the relief 
of distress, but primarily and chiefly for the conservation of 
health. Wherever I have gone on the Indian reservations or 
in the schools, I have been impressed by the utter meagerness 
of activities in that direction. I remember up at Keams 
Canon they had fitted up a hospital and there were available 
a number of beds. The hospital was lighted and heated. They 
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bad a doctor and a nurse, and they had the Navajos and the 
Hopi Indians all about them. They did not have enough money 
to maintain the beds in the institution that were waiting. So 
also in different cases your committee has been impressed with 
the lack of medical facilities. There is a great need expressed 
for the treatment of trachoma among the Indians, as well as 
tuberculosis. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, before our committee, 
expressed a desire that seemed well founded—that instead of 
having field matrons, I think they are called, he should be 
provided with people who are more or less trained as nurses. 
These field matrons are supposed to go about the reservation 
and care for Indians and advise them and assist them. They 
receive only about six or seven hundred dollars a year. Their 
capacity, of course, is somewhat limited. The Indian Office 
would like instead to put those who have more or less training 
us nurses into those positions, paying better salaries but get- 
ting a higher standard of service. That appealed to the com- 
mittee. It is not expressed in this Item, but it is possible under 
this increase for the Indian Service to take some steps along 
that line and to give more attention to the prevalence of 
trachoma and tuberculosis and other diseases among the In- 
dians. I hope this increase will meet the approval of the 
House. Nothing has impressed me more this year than at the 
Sacaton Agency, where I found the hospital was well filled. 
The Indian women are uniformly going there now for confine- 
ment cases. There is to be added for conservation of health, 
in addition to this item of $540,000, an item of $85,000 for simi- 
lar purposes in the item for general support and civilization. 

I come now to the items for general support and civilization. 
That is the catch-all language. That is the language under 
which is maintained the administration of the agencies. There 
is sometimes a large pay roll involved there. A large per- 
centage of it goes into salaries, but it must be remembered that 
that includes the salaries of those who are trying to teach the 
Indians bow to support themselves, instead of sending the 
money directly to them in rations, as was the old system. That 
item in the current law, a gratuity item, was $1,450,100. 

The Budget estimate was $1,399,130, and the bill before you 
carries $1,375,900. That ts $74,200 below the current law and 
$23,230 below the Budget. There would have been a greater 
reduction except that there is included an increase in Arizona 
to permit the construction of telephone lines to the railroads, in 
euch case to the agencies at Sells and at Keams Canyon, each 
of which is from 50 to 70 or 80 miles from any other com- 
munication. Of course, that construction, about $25,000, will 
repay itself in economies in a few years. 

The items of which I have spoken are gratuity items. There 
are, howeyer, from tribal funds of the Indians, for similar pur- 
poses, for general support and civilization, several items. The 
current year they amount to $1,862,800. The Budget estimate 
is $1,858,300, and the bill before you carries $1,873,300. That 
is an increase of $10,500 over the present law and of $15,000 
over the Budget. These are moneys taken out of the funds of 
the Indians, and the committee has accepted the Budget fig- 
ures for them, except in the one case of the Klamath Indians 
in Oregon, where the Budget was $110,000. Those Indians 
have or soon will have, out of their rich timberlands, abundant 
funds, and the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Stnnorr] has as- 
sured us of the need of greater expenditures. The committee 
also has the following wire from the Indians stressing their 
needs: 

JANUARY 8. 
Hon. N. J. SINNOTT, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 2 

Heartily indorse increase appropriation to one hundred twenty-five 
thousand to enable Government to better care for old and sick people 
of Indian tribe of Klamath Reservation, Oreg. 

SELDON E. Kirk, 
Chairman Tribal Council, Klamath Indians. 


The $110,000, therefore, was increased to $125,000, to be 
taken from the funds of the Indians. 

I come now to the item of annuities and per capita pay- 
ments. In that connection there were two items that were in 
the Budget that are not in the bill before you. Those were the 
per capita payments of perhaps $75 or $100 each to certain 
tribes of Indians in Minnesota. I shall not take time now 
to go into that further. I understand the matter has been 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs. The reason why 
those items were eliminated was that in each case the Indians 
have large funds of money in the Treasury, and they need the 
money now probably, and the per capita payments will take 
only a portion of the funds; but the committee remembered 
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that in each of those cases there exist treaties that were made 
in 1889 to the effect that those funds should not be distributed 
for 50 years, and that at the end of 50 years—and that time 
has not yet expired—a distribution should be made to those 
members of the tribes who should then be living. Of course, 
the Indians who are living to-day and who would share in the 
per capita payments might not be living at the end of the 50 
years, and it is also likely that there will be many living at the 
end of the 50-year period who are not living now. 


The committee feared that If, with the present state of the 


record, we were to make such payment to these Indians now 
that at the end of the 50-year period we would have a lawsuit 
on our hands from some of these Indians. Those that got the 
percentage payment now could not later complain, but those 
living at the end of the 50-year period that did not share in 
this payment would complain, and we might have to pay twice. 
So the committee have felt that until action is taken by these 
tribes that will be legally binding, so that the Government 
can never be called upon to pay the amount twice, this item 
should be deferred. 

Mr. KNUTSON, Will the gentleman now yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will. 

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman in his last sentence has an- 
swered what 1 desired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I hope so. 

Mr. HASTINGS. If the gentleman will yield further, with 
reference to the per capita payment to the Chippewas, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs reported out a bill this morning 
and, as I understand it, had language in the bill that would 
safeguard the Government in the way the gentleman has indi- 
cated. 


Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman will permit, the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Hastrnes] is considered one of the best 
lawyers in our State and, in my opinion, he is as well versed 
on Indian law as any living man. But has the gentleman 
examined the matter closely so as to be convinced that it will 
protect the Treasury against any future claim which these 
Indians might bring? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I thank my colleague for the compliment 
he has paid me, but I desire to say that I am not familiar with 
the law with reference to the Chippewas except that the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs came before the committee and I 
understood the measure had language there which would pro- 
tect the Government. I am not personally familiar with it. 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman will yield further, I will 
say that this feature of this matter was quite thoroughly con- 
sidered by the subcommittee, and the Indian Bureau upon our 
request prepared an amendment for the protection of the 
Treasury; but in the opinion of the gentleman in charge of 
this bill, and I concurred with him, that did not sufficiently 
protect the Government, and that is why the payment was left 
out of this bill. Now, the gentleman has stated the case very 
clearly. There was a treaty made in 1889 which provided 
that these funds should be paid out per capita at the end of 
50 years to all Indians then living. If it is paid to-day some of 
those to whom it is paid will die before the expiration of that 
time and others will be born. Those who are born will have a 
claim upon those funds, and those who die will have been paid 
funds belonging to others according to treaty previsions. Con- 
sequently the members of the tribe then living will be back 
upon Congress requesting and demanding the right to go into 
the court and adjudicate their claim to this money with the 
contention that the Government has unjustly paid money to 
Indians to which it did not belong and thereby diminished 
the share of those living at the time. 

There is no question about the right of Congress to use these 
funds as it sees fit. That has been decided in the Lone Wolf 
case and in the Cherokee Baby case. Congress has plenary 
power to handle tribal funds in the discretion of Congress; 
but that will not preclude those people from coming back after 
their funds have been paid ont and asking that they may go 
into court with a claim which will cause an expenditure from 
the Federal Treasury, and that is what the gentleman from 
Michigan and myself were trying to prevent when we left out 
the payment to the Chippewas. We agree that the money ought 
to be divided as quickly as possible, but that we should not 
do it until an agreement should be had from the business com- 
mittee of that tribe, or whoever the authorities are, modifying 
the agreement of 1889 so as to preclude any possibility of a 
claim coming up against the Government hereafter. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Would the chairman of the committee per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. CRAMTON. With pleasure I will yield. 
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Mr. KNUTSON, 


I desire to ask the gentleman from Okla- 
home if previous payments made to the Chippewas of Minne- 
sota were safeguarded in the manner he has indicated? 

Mr. CARTER. They were not. I made some protest about it, 
as the gentleman may recall. 


Mr. KNUTSON. That is my recollection. 

Mr. HASTINGS. If the gentleman will just allow me to say 
a word, I do not remember the particular language in which 
the amendment was offered and accepted to the bill which we 
ordered favorably reported this morning to the effect that this 
had to be accepted or ratified by the tribe before any payment 
was made. I do not know what the exact language was to that 
effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has con- 
sumed an hour. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I shall yield myself further time under the 
necessities of the case. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the gentleman con- 
tinuing? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman from Michigan will per- 
mit me, I will add this: I have such great faith in the legal 
judgment of our friend from Oklahoma that if he will examine 
carefully this treaty and this bill to see if it does protect the 
Treasury against any further claim of these people I shall be 
yery glad indeed to support the proposition, 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, if I may say one more 
word, probably particular attention was not invited to the law 
to which my colleague referred, namely, that there was a treaty 
of 1889 or an agreement 

Mr. CRAMTON. A treaty. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Such as we have stated here, and hence 
my particular attention was not invited to it this morning when 
we considered this matter, and I shall be very glad to give it 
further consideration. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will. 

Mr, BLANTON. The gentleman from Oklahoma intimated 
that we had a treaty with the Chippewa Tribe authorizing this 
payment and that that of itself would be a bar to the recovery 
against the United States 16 years hence, when the treaty of 
1889 will be out within the 50-year period. That would not bar 
them, I call the attention of the gentleman to the fact, for this 
reason; The members of that tribe in 1889 saw fit to protect 
their posterity 50 years hence, They could be children of that 
tribe that are born in the next 16 years, and to make a new 
treaty with the present membership of the tribe would interfere 
with the rights of those Indians dead and gone who actually 
made the treaty. 

Mr, CRAMTON. Will the gentleman from Texas now allow 
me to make a statement in my time? This item is not in the 
bill, An amendment will be offered, and then we can discuss it. 
I have exhausted the time that I hoped would be sufficient, 
and I have got to take more time. I do not want to trespass 
on the time of the House further than I have to. 

Mr. WEFALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. WEFALD, I want to remind members of the Indian 
Committee that there is also another bill pending, introduced 
with reference to the per capita payment to the Chippewa 
Indians. It is somewhat different in its language from the 
bill that you gentlemen have examined this morning. I will 
ask that that bill also be given consideration. 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is a matter, of course, pending in the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WEFALD. I ask the gentleman to excuse me for asking 
one question more. I am a new man and do not know how to 
proceed. But it is very important that that per capita pay- 
ment be allowed at this time, because I haye received petitions 
from the Indians up there asking that Congress do something 
along that line, because in this seyere winter weather they 
are sick, many of them, and some will die, no doubt, if they 
are not cared for. I ask that the bill introduced by me be 
considered, because the bill is drawn under the treaty of 1889. 

Mr. CARTER. I am not only extremely in favor of dividing 
those funds but also other funds belonging to Indians at the 
earliest possible moment, and I shall be glad to cast my vote 
to divide the funds of Indians who need the money. But the 
Federal Treasury should be protected against any claim that 
may come hereafter. 

Mr. WEFALD. But those Indians for whom I have intro- 
duced this claim in this bill say that the Government is safe- 
guarded under that treaty. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think I will take the opportunity, since 
we have been refreshed now by this period of relaxation, to 
say this: This particular item will illustrate how very val- 
uable to the House and to the subcommittee are the services 
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of the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Carrer], whose knowl- 
edge of the subject enables him to carry all these detalls in 
his mind, and he was able to call this particular treaty of 
1889 to the attention of the subcommittee. 

This is the third Interior bill on which I have worked with 
that gentleman, and I want to acknowledge now my great 
indebtedness to him for the assistance he has always given me 
on the bill as a whole and particularly as to Indian matters in 
it. There is no one in the country whose knowledge of the 
subject is equal to his, and my confidence in his integrity is 
equal to my confidence in his knowledge. [Applause.] And 
being from an Eastern State, handling this bill that so largely 
affects the West, my indebtedness has been very great, not only 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Carrer] but to the 
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH] as well. Each of them 
has rendered splendid service always, putting the interest of 
the Treasury and of the country ahead of any sectional or 
personal interest. And I am glad this year to have the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. Taytor] with us as well; and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Murry], an Basterner, a new 
recruit to the committee, and I are both indebted for instruction 
and training to the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Now, as to the Indian Bureau as a whole, the totals In some 
cases we have increased and in others we have reduced. The 
result is that the gratuity items, some of them reimbursable, 
but all of them being items that come from the Treasury, were 
for the current year $11,317,655. As estimated by the Budget 
Bureau, they were $11,001,496. In the bill before you they are 
$10,951,020, or $366,635 below the current law, and show a net 
reduction under the Budget of $50,476. The items payable 
from tribal funds amount to $2,406.600. In the current law 
they are $2,170,800 and in the Budget $2,185.800. In the bill 
before you they are $220,800 below the current law and $15,000 
above the Budget. 

Recently the Secretary of the Interior, in calling together the 
so-called Committee of One Hundred to study Indian problems, 
made an address at the opening of that session. Some publicity 
went out to the country concerning that, in which, as frequently 
happens from a hasty hearing or reading of an address, news- 
paper correspondents came to erroneous conclusions. One news- 
paper in Detroit published a dispatch which closed with this 
statement: 


The United States last year spent $42,072,114.05 on Indian work. 


The newspaper in Detroit which commented on that state- 
ment in an editorial repeated that misinformation in this state- 
ment: 


It seems that the Federal Government spent $42,072,114.05 in Indian 
work last year, and the Secretary believes it high time to let the In- 
dians take care of themselves. 


I think that does not properly represent the Secretary’s view- 
point—that the Indians should now take care of themselyes— 
and the last statement was not justified by the Secretary's 
statement, and it gives a wrong impression to the country, 

As I have already pointed out on this bill, the charge upon 
the Treasury is only about $11,000,000. I will put in the RECORD 
the following statement of expenditures for 1923 and 1924: 


Eependitures, 1923, for the Indian Service from Treasury appropriations. 
Regular appropriations _....----........-..___-... $10, 103, 582. 00 


Deficiencies and supplement als 064, 097. 89 
Civilization of Sioux (permanent and indefinite) _.__- 292, 105. 55 
Interest on trust funds (permanent and indefinite) 967, 195. 00 


ORR LOB ae erp a eee cae ene 


Estimated cxzpenditures, 1924, for the Indian Service from Treasury 
appropriations. 


Regular appropriationsss 22 2 $11, 087, 065. 00 


Civilization of the Sioux. 2 ~~~ ie 250, 000. 00 
Interest on trust funds — 1. 050, 000. 00 
Three! —:! . 12, 387, 065. 00 


Of course, to be added to the 1924 figures would be any defi- 
ciency items that we pass this winter. The other expenditures, 
amounting to about $30,000,000, is the money of the Indians 
themselves, and that amount is not the expenditure of money 
of the United States. 

Now, I may be permitted for a moment to take up a- discus- 
sion of the appropriations for the Pension Office. There is 
only one change there to which I wish to call your attention, 
and that is a reduction of $7,500,000 for the payment of Army 
and Navy pensions. The current appropriation was $253,009,- 
000, the Budget figure wus $230.000,000, and the bill before 
you carries $222,500,000 for that purpose. That is an item, of 


course, over which the Bureau of Pensions has no control; 
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they simply have to pay pensions in accordance with the laws 
that have been passed by Congress and in accordance with the 
rates contained in such laws. On the one hand, if we appro- 
priate too much, it can not be spent and it remains in the 
Treasury; on the other hand, if we appropriate too little, they 
can come in and get a deficiency, the pensions, in any event, 
being paid. On the one hand, the committee does not desire 
to knowingly create a necessity for a deficiency, but we do not 
care, on the other hand, to make an appropriation that we feel 
sure does not represent fairly well the real amount that will be 
necessary. 

Now, the peak in the payment of pensions, so far as existing 
laws are concerned, has been reached and passed. It took a 
long time after the Civil War to reach it, but it was reached, 
I may say, in the year 1923, the fiscal year. For the fiscal 
year 1924 we appropriated $253,000,000. The Pension Office 
estimate was $255,000,000. The estimate of the Pension Office 
at this time is, with the year half gone, that instead of spend- 
ing $253,000,000 they will not spend this year over $20,000,000. 
So, therefore, in our total appropriations for last year there 
was an item of $23,000,000 that was not necessary, as events 
have proved. 

Now, with that opinion of the bureau as to what will be ex- 

nded during the current year, and while we appropriated 

30,000,000, we feel that $280,000,000 will not be used this year, 
and we do not agree with the Pension Office that $230,000,000 
is necessary for 1925. We went into the matter carefully and 
with more detail than I care to go into with you at this time, 
und as a result of our investigations we felt perfectly safe in 
reducing the amount to the extent of $7,500,000, My personal 
opinion is, from such study as I can give the matter in my ama- 
teur way, that unless the laws should be changed the expendi- 
tures will likely not exceed $215,000,000 in 1925. But we have 
wanted to be safe, although we have not gone to the extreme 
degree of safety that the bureau did in their estimates. 

Now the Patent Office. The Patent Office has an intimate 
relation to the industrial life of the Nation. It is a department 
that is self-supporting, as the statement that I have put in the 
Recorp will show. To date in the Patent Office, balancing ex- 
penditures for that work with its revenues, there is a net sur- 
plus in the Treasury of $8,463,314.79 because of an excess of 
revenues over expenditures for that bureau. In other words, 
the man who makes an application for a patent pays all the 
expense of the Government in connection with its consideration, 
and the men who apply for patents are entitled to service, but 
they do not get that service. I will put in the Recorp the fol- 


lowing statement showing the tremendous increase in patent 


applications during the past three years: 
Applications for patents for inventions, 
Year ended June 30— 
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For instance, in 1919 the total applications for patents, in- 
cluding reissues, designs, trade-marks, labels, and prints, was 
75,657 ; in 1920 the total went up one-third, up to 102,940; in 
1921, 107,656; in 1922, 113,597; and in 1923, 102,188, At the 
close of the last fiscal year, ending June 30, there were 71,927 


applications awaiting action. In 1919, when that great in- 
crease began, there were only 17,735 awaiting action. 

Now, the Patent Committee of this House has authorized 
legislation for increasing salaries and increasing personnel for 
the Patent Office. This committee supplemented that last year 
by increasing somewhat the personnel, and yet the Patent 
Office is not up to date. There is a disposition on the part of 
patent lawyers, on the part of Members of Congress, and on 
the part of others to say, What is the matter with the Patent 
Office that they do not get up to date? Well, I have made 
some special study of the situation in these past two years. 
I have gone to the office; I have gone over these matters; I 
have read the reports of the commissioner, and I have become 
Satisfied—and I am sure the subcommittee is fully satisfied— 
that the present Commissioner of Patents is one of the most 
faithful and energetic officials anywhere in the Government. 
He has been trying most conscientiously to bring the work of 
that office up current; he has tried to bring it up current not 
only by using the increased appropriations and increased per- 
sonnel but also by reforming the methods of the office, by 
cutting out lost motion, red tape, and so forth. In the hear- 
ings and in the statements I may later put in the Recorp you 
will find details showing the reforms he has brought about. 
Still the work is not up current, I know that examiners and 
other men there have worked most conscientiously; they have 
worked overtime and they have worked holidays in a tre- 
mendous effort to catch up. If you should file an application 
for a patent to-day you would promptly get a receipt for the 
application; it would then remain in the average division for 
nine months before any further action would be taken. That is 
a serious delay and hampers industry. 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. ROACH. At the last session of Congress statements 
were made on the floor of the House in reference to the neces- 
sity of reorganizing the Patent Office in order to make it more 
workable and more efficient. Now, this appropriation contem- 
plates that, does it not? 

Mr. GRAMTON. I will say it simply contemplates a con- 
tinuation of the very efficient reorganization which is going on 
in the Patent Office under the efficient direction of the com- 
missioner, 

Mr. ROACH. And which is very necessary. 

Mr. CRAMTON. And I will explain what the committee pro- 
poses in a moment. As I say, it is about nine months before 
any further attention will be paid to your application, while 
the bureau feels such an application ought to be reached in 
15 days after it is filed. 

Now, with all the efforts they have made they have been 
able to reduce the number of waiting applications about 1,000 
a month. They are gaining 1,000 cases a month. But with 
67,000 cases awaiting action, which was the latest information 
I have, it would be over five years before they would catch 
up, if the volume of new business continued as at present. It 
is not fair to the country to have that long period of waiting, 
It is not fair to the Patent Office service, because they are 
going to receive unmerited criticism from those who are not 
in touch with the situation. So this subcommittee, to make the 
story as short as possible, went into the situation on its own 
initiative. Of course, the Patent Office is prohibited from mak- 
ing any requests above that of the Budget. But we took up 
the matter with the commissioner in an effort to reduce the 
delay and enable him to bring things up as quickly as possible, 
You can not go out and hire a big squad of patent examiners 
as you would a bunch of clerks, because you need men of train- 
ing, 

It takes time to organize them. So the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents plans that 100 additional examiners on a temporary roll 
would be needed. With them it would take some little time to 
get the force organized, and then it takes a little time to have 
them get used to their jobs and really turn out an efficient 
amount of werk; but if we would give him these 100 examiners 
and approximately $150,000 for the first year and continue it 
the second year with about $200,000, he hoped at the end of 
that time to have his work well up toward current. Of course, 
if there is another influx and an increased number of applica- 
tions brought about by greater speed in their disposition, it 
will take longer to catch up. He felt, further, that was about 
as large a new personnel as he could effectively handle in the 
situation. Therefore we have put in here an item for that 
personnel and we cut out sick leave and we cut out annual leave 
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for the temporary force in order to make it as economical as 
possible. ` 

In addition, they have about 2,000,000 copies of miscellaneous 
patents. They have the largest 10-cent store in the world, they 
say, down there. You can go in there and pay 10 cents and get 
a copy of any patent ever printed. It is a tremendous stock. 
In the old days, and now to some extent, they are filed in 
wooden file cases and poorly put away. When a bey would 
go in to get one of these patents he might get out two or three 
and not discever it until he left, and the theory was that these 
patents cost about 6 or 7 cents apiece to print and it would 
cost more to find the proper place and put the patent back than 
it would to print another one, and therefore they have let this 
stock of miscellaneous copies accumulate to the number of 
about 2,000,000. The present commissioner has experimented 
und has decided that for one-half cent or less, handling it in a 
big, systematic way, he can restore them and save printing 
bills in the future. The Budget recommended an item of $20,000 
for a temporary per diem force to put these things in order, 
and we have continued that. 

Then there was in the Budget an item of $10,000 for file cases, 
The commissioner has gradually been doing away with these 
old wooden file cases; which were undesirable and too cumber- 
some, but there still remain some of the wooden cases. It will 
give you some idea of the volume of their files when I say 
that the commissioner estimated that if those wooden file cases 
that he still has could be substituted by steel stacks, this would 
save 2,500: square feet of floor space in the bureau, and they 
need additional space. The Budget had recommended $30,000 
fur steel stacks, of which $10,000 would be available to clean 
up this old accumulation of wooden stacks. Forty thousand 
dollars was to be the total amount necessary to clean up the 
situation. The committee have put in the other $30,000 with 
the idea that the commissioner would be able to clean up that 
whole situation out of this appropriation. We hope that this 
action of the committee will meet with the approval of the 
House. I may say the eommissioner felt it was not very Im- 
portant that it be made immediately available because of the 
time that must elapse in conducting civil-service examinations, 
und so forth; but when the bill was reported to the full com- 
mittee, the full committee was so much in favor of the items 
we have inserted that they insisted the item be made imme- 
diately available, and so it is in the item before you. 

Mr. SMITH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON,. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH. You spoke of the employent of 100 additional 
examiners at a cost of $150,000 a year. 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; net per year. I am glad the gentle- 
man mentioned that. 

Mr. SMITH. You certainly propose to pay them more than 
that. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The salaries will run from $1,860 to 

3,000 under the classification act of 1923. Theré will be 
three principals at $3,800, 20 fourth assistants at $2,000, 20 at 
$1,920, and 57 at $1,860; but it will take a little time to get 
them in the service, and they will not all be employed for the 
full year, and that is the reason why the amount for the second 
year will be higher than the first year. Some would only be 
employed 10 months and others 11 months, and so on. 

Gentlemen, I come now to the subject of reclamation, an 
item that is of interest, particularly to our western country, 
and I am frank to say it is of great importance to the whole 
Nation. I ani not one of those who feels that the farmer in 
the East needs to worry about the development of additional 
areas in the West. I have, during my committee work in the 
last four years, visited nearly all of the Government reclama- 
tion projects, and visited some of them twice. My knowledge, 
of course, to a large extent, is superficial, because I have 
never lived on such a project or lived in the West; but I 
have given the subject the best study I could, and my opin- 
ions are definitely fixed that the reclamation policy of the 
Government, is a wise national policy and should be continued 
aud extended. [Applause.] I think there is nothing more im- 
portant in the future life of our Nation than to put an Ameri- 
can citizen on a piece of land that he himself owns and that he 
himself tills. They are to-day, and always will be, the back- 
bone of an American democracy. 

In addition to that, looking at it in a more immediately 
selfish way—I have used this illustration in the House before 
and 1 do not desire to dwell upon it—but I have been im- 
pressed as I have gone over these western projects, how 
much my farmers up in Michigan, and I represent a splendid 
agricultural district, are indebted to the development of the 
West through reclamation, because as I have gone over these 
projects I have seen that the men who are up on the project 


appreciate the supremacy of the Michigan automobile, and 
always I find, in the great majority, Michigan antomobiles 
are used. Because of the assistance these projects have 
given to the development of that great industry in Michigan, a 
better market has been provided for the farm products of my 
distriet. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Sununns! 
and the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Smirn] have in the past 
put in the Recorp very illuminating data on this subject. 
We of the East do not need to worry. 

As I went over the Imperial Valley last March, about 
the 15th of March, they were just then completing their skip- 
ments of head lettuce to eastern markets. They did not com- 
pete with my farmers in Michigan. They did not care who 
were growing head lettuce in the early part of March, and 
so it is that the narrow, selfish view, in the long run, is 
always the worst view and the losing view. I hope there is 
no question about my attitude on reclamation as a policy. 
There were some conditions, however, that this year made the 
committee feel the need of special care in proceeding with 
its work. 

I would like to say here that I have no animosity toward 
any man in the Government service and I have no occasion 
to defend any man at any time in the Government service. 
My obligation, as is the obligation of this whole subcommittee, 
is to do its duty the best way it knows how and bring the 
facts to this House, so that the House may act with as much 
intelligence as is possible, and therefore I want to present to 
you some facts pertaining to the situation affecting this great 
national policy. 

Let me say a word to my colleagues from this side of the 
Mississippi. Under the reclamation law under which these 
projects were built, a reclamation fund, a revolving fund, was 
created in the Treasury. From time to time money is appro- 
priated for that fund for the construction of reservoirs, canals, 
and other items necessary in an irrigation program. ‘The 
man who goes upon the land and who receives water from 
one of these projects is to pay back to the Government, under 
that law, the cost of construction, and thereafter the cost of 
operation and maintenance, and that money goes back into 
the reclamation fund to be used in developing other projects. 
He pays back that money for construction charges in 20 
annual payments, 30 per cent the first 10 years and 70 per 
eent the last 10, with no interest. In other words, he pays 
5 per cent interest for 20 years and then it is all wiped 
off the slate. Therefore it is important to the man on the 
land whether the construction costs are reasonable or whether 
unfair items are included. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; but I am going to ask to be diverted 
just as little as possible. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. You used the expression, 
“it would then all be wiped eff the slate.” You mean when 
they have made their 20 annual payments. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I mean 20 annual payments on the prin- 
cipal are made with no interest, which is just the same as If 
they paid interest of 5 per cent for 20 years and then the 
principal was forgiven. It ameunts to the same thing. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. But they have paid all that 
was ever charged up against them. 

Mr. CRAMHTON. Why, ef course, 20 annual payments with- 
ont interest are just the same as if they were paying 5 per cent 
interest, and at the end did not have to pay any of the prin- 
cipal. I just want to emphasize the fact that the original law 
was a fairly generous proposition, and there was a reason for it. 
It was an experiment. and there would be mistakes made, and 
it needed to be generous. My theory is, as the gentleman 
knows, because I have expressed it whenever I have appeared 
before a western audience—I have assured them of my belief 
in the policy, but I have also maintained on any occasion when 
I have spoken that now it ought to be treated as a business 
proposition, and nobody should expect another project to be 
developed unless they expect to pay back to the Treasury every 
penny that the project costs. {Applause.] There is no reason 
why the farmers in my State should be called upon to put 
money in the Treasury, with the burdens that are upon that 
Treasury now, in order to build a project in Washington, a 
splendid country, and not expect that those people, who are to 
live upon that land so developed and to have the beautiful 
homes I have seen out there In the gentleman’s own district, 
will pay back what the project cost. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will. 


Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The farmer in the gentle- 


man’s district will not put up one single dollar for this work. 
The fund is derived from the sale of public lands, 
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Mr. CRAMTON. I will make that clear. I will say what 
the gentleman has in mind. They do not under the present 
fund, but there is bill after bill in this Congress asking for an 
extension of this policy—for the Colorado River project, for 
the Columbia Basin project—that can not be built unless the 
Treasury of the United States is called upon to lend the benefit 
of its credit in the construction of these projects. I am not 
talking for the moment as to the projects heretofore constructed 
or now under construction. I am saying that the time has 
come when we are dealing with the beginning of new projects 
and should look upon it as a business proposition. 

In the hearings I made the following statement, in which I 
quoted in part the statement of Secretary Work before our 
subcommittee: 


The Appropriations Committee has felt the need of special care in 
proceeding with its work this year, so far as it had reference to recla- 
mation, because at a time when the demand is nation-wide for economy 
in public expenditures a very serious question has been raised as to 
the feasibility of reclamation as a national policy as exemplified by the 
results of 20 years’ experience under the reclamation act. 

Some of the criticism—and, in fact, the criticism that has come as 
to the result of this Federal experiment in reclamation—has come 
from yery high authority; in fact, from the Secretary of the Interior, 
who is the head of the department that has this work In charge. 
When the Secretary of the Interior appeared before this committee at 
the opening of the hearing he made statements as follows concerning 
reclamation, and those statements I will repeat. There are, briefly, 
two points in his statement on pages 47, 48, and 49 of the typewritten 
transcript of these hearings: . 

“The Reclamation Service was authorized by Congress about 22 years 
ago, and $20,000,000 was appropriated as a nucleus for a revolving 
fund; that is, the purpose being to build these reclamation projects in 
the arid regions. The records indicate that this revolving fund would 
revolve in 10 years; the money would be coming back into it and 
would be available for new projects. That is, it would carry itself. 
Twenty-one years of that service elapsed when I went in there and found 
that $181,000,000 had been spent and $45,000,000 had been returned. 
I found also by further analysis that the costs of projects were higher, 
I thought too much higher, than the estimate. 

„So this table that I speak of, a copy of which all of you have, shows 
that, taken by and large, that of the 28 projects that were started 3 
failed utterly and in others the actual cost was double the estimated 
cost and the irrigation acreage was one-half of the estimated acreage 
to be irrigated, and the difference between $181,000,000 and $45,000,000 
in 21 years in a fund that was supposed to revolve in 10 years, which 
had paid back less than 10 per cent, excited my curiosity, and the 
clamor that was coming from the different projects of the country, and 
the request for preferred payments, both of construction charges and 
operation and maintenancebcharges, indicated that the proposition as 
a whole was insolvent, and it was not possible for me to do this work 
with my bureau. 

“This bureau had created this condition through its director— 
allowed it to be created. It was not possible to do it. Thereupon I 
undertook to find out the facts, and we have been diligent in that. The 
Secretary of the bureau was Interested in that. It was not possible for 
me to make this reorganization with the force I had, so I put the 
Secretary's force to work on it, and I got some inspectors from the 
Post Office Department—borrowed them to reorganize it—and I got 
accountants from outside who worked over the books, with the idea of 
establishing a bookkeeping system that I could understand. From the 
annual reports we were not able to get a continuous, consecutive state- 
ment that would harmonize all of it. 

“This reorganization is well under way. The bureau is reorganized 
and is at work. The field force has not been seen yet, but soon will be. 

“That was the purpose of getting in this outside force to save Gov- 
ernment projects that were on the rocks. Only 1 of the 28 projects 
had paid up its annual assessments as they came due.” 

And in addition, on page 51, he says: 

“Assuming that these projects had been charged twice as much, the 
construction charges, for operation and maintenance charges, or both, 
should in equity be asked to pay; then there will have to be a read- 
justment. There will have to be some charged off." 

This committee, of course, as an appropriation committee, is not con- 
cerned about any other issues inyolved except this one as to the sol- 
vency of these projects, the success or failure of reclamation as a policy, 
but we are obliged to consider those issues because we are asked in 
this bill to approve appropriations for approximately $10,000,000 to 
continue to operate many of these projects and provide for a con- 
tinuance of construction work upon others, and in order to decide 
those questions fairly and with due regard to the wishes of the House, 
it seems necessary that we should have all available information as to 
those particular issues. 

Now, the fact-finding commission upon which the department will 
rely very greatly is at work, and, of course, its conclusions are not 
avallable. It has seemed to me that the best source of information 


open to the committee, in addition to the Reclamation Service that 
has been sitting here very kindly with us for two days, would be Mr. 
Arthur P. Davis, who was for many years connected with the sery- 
ice, and for a number of years at its head, and who has my fullest 
confidence as to his capacity and integrity, and who no doubt has 
right at hand a great deal af information bearing immediately upon 
the issues outlined, and I ventured myself to ask Mr. Davis to come 
before us. He comes before us on my initiative, and not upon his, 
although he has been very kind to respond to my invitation. We 
will be very glad to hear from you on the line of the particular in- 
quiries that I have suggested. 


The Secretary has emphasized that in his view the cost 
of construction has been too high, and as a necessary corol- 
lary if that is true large amounts ought to be wiped off the 
slate. 

I will say that this subcommittee at my suggestion—and 
I am willing to take the full responsibility—ventured to call 
before us, in addition to all the officials of the Reclamation” 
Service, Commissioner Davis, Engineer Weymouth, Field Com- 
missioner Cannon, and Chief Clerk Beadle to give us such 
information as they could. Your subcommittee desiring to know 
the facts in response to the statement as to whether reclama- 
tion is a failure or not ventured to call before it one other 
citizen, Arthur P. Davis, who for many years was in the serv- 
ice and for a number of years its director. 

I will make this one observation first: We understood that 
our committee is not a legislating committee, it is an appro- 
priating committee and always remembers that fact. I am not 
interested in any personality or any other issues except the 
one as to whether we ought to spend $10,000,000 next year for 
the further development of irrigation projects and for their 
operation and maintenance, 

Mr. KNUTSON. Does this bill carry an appropriation of 
$10,000,000 for this year? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Les; nearly that, for operation and mainte- 
nance and construction. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Did the gentleman take into consideration 
the great surplus of foodstuffs that the farmers have left on 
their hands? 

Mr. CRAMTON, I remember all the time the fact that if 
I want an Oregon or an Idaho apple and go to the market 
I have to pay 5 or 10 cents for one, and there are many 
people who can not afford that fruit. But at the same time— 
and the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Surrg] and the gentle- 
man from Washington will correct me if I am in error— 
I understand that this year on these reclamation projects 
in Idaho and Washington you could buy these same apples 
as low as $3 to $7 a ton on the trees, but the market was not 
high enough to pay for picking them. That will emphasize 
to the gentleman from Minnesota that the problem of marketing 
the fruit and products of the irrigation areas is the same as 
the problem of marketing the farm products of Michigan and 
Minnesota. ; 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The total appropriation in the bill for 
reclamation purposes is $9,946,000. I would like to inquire 
of the chairman of the subcommittee if that means that the 
cash is actually available out of that fund at the present time? 
i Mr. CRAMTON. Yes, I am going to take that up a little 
ater. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON, I will 

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman is speaking about the apples 
selling in Idaho for $7 a ton—I presume the solution lies in 
raising more apples. 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; but in some better marketing system, 
for a correction of a method so that, on the one hand, you 
will not have a population not able to buy, and, on the other 
hand, products without a market. [Applause.] 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. It is not the purpose to hold against the 
irrigation projects in such districts as eastern Montana, where 
no fruit can be raised, the price of apples in the East. 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; and I hope I have not offended any- 
body in Montana by reference to the price of apples. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Has the gentleman’s committee taken into 
consideration the situation of some projects in the West where 
the hardships of the settlers were caused by the failure to com- 
plete the projects through delay on the part of the Government? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I want to say that I hope I will not have 
to discuss every feature of the Reclamation Service. I appre- 
ciate all these problems, but in my time I can only discuss cer- 
tain policies which I think are incumbent on the committee, 
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Mr. LEAVITT. I will agree that the money which the 
Government has spent on these projects should be paid in full 
as quickly as possible. That is the Montana attitude on that, 
with the possible exception of one project that was built at 
the instigation of the Government. Has the committee con- 
sidered that it would be a business proposition to get those 
payments back in accordance with the ability of the people to 
pay, according to what they raise—— 

Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, my friend has been down before the 
fact-finding commission, and perhaps they can answer that 
question. That is what they have been working on. 

Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask the House to read the 
statement of the Secretary of the Interior to see what his 
summary is, and I am going to ask them to read the following 
summary of the testimony of Mr. Arthur P. Davis: 


Mr, ArtHur P. Davis. Mr. Chairman, the main question that I 
understand you are driving at is the question of the solvency of the 
Reclamation Service projects, either individually or as a whole. My 
judgment is that the majority of the projects are excellent invest- 
ments. I think we can show Information that will convince anyone 
that no similar sum of money which has been expended in public 
works, since my recollection at least, has produced greater or more 
lasting results than those invested in reclamation in the West. There 
is at present throughout the country—almost universal in agricultural 
regions—an agricultural depression. The Secretary refers there to the 
fact that of the 26 projects the Reclamation Service has undertaken, 
only one has paid up all that is due. Now, there are, I suppose, be- 
tween five and ten thousand counties in the United States, and I 
doubt if out of that number he can find one that has not some delin- 
quent taxpayer in it. I have never known of a case in flush times, or 
any other time, when a county has not had delinquent taxpayers. It 
is true some of these projects are badly behind with their payments, 
but to say that is true of all but one is not fair. 

* » > * - * * 

Regarding the general proposition of solvency or insolvency of these 
projects, I think the condition has very materially changed within the 
last year. 

Last year was the year of the greatest agricultural depression. The 
season closed is better. Agriculturally, as I understand the situation, 
it is better financially. The farmers are better off than they were 
about a year ago * . 

In a press notice released December 7. 1923, and also in a table 
filed in this hearing, Secretary Work lists in parallel columns the 
names of the various projects,“ the original estimated cost,” and 
the “net construction cost“ to June 30, 1923. The entire statement 
is based upon the assumption, which he uses throughout, that the 
original estimated cost is for the identical structures included in the 
column of “net construction costs.“ This is the fundamental error 
that runs all through this press notice. 

In the early days it was the assumption, announced in Congress and 
also by the President, that the purpose of the reclamation act was the 
construction only of such projects and features as were too expensive 
and difficult for private enterprise and only such parts of the project 
as had those characteristics. It was assumed and sometimes promised 
that the projects benefited by the construction of such large features 
as reservoirs and main canals would build their own canal systems 
and distribution systems. 

In many instances they already had these systems, which, however, 
required enlargement and extension to adapt them to the new condi- 
tions contemplated, but such enlargements and extensions were to be 
made by the water users themselves and in some cases this was made 
a specific requirement of the contract. At later dates additional 
reservoirs and additional units of the project were sometimes under- 
taken. It was found that the water users were unable or unwilling 
to carry out the extensions and enlargements expected of them or 
even to acquire title to the canal systems which were necessary for 
utilization of the water. Under these circumstances, the Government 
was requested to undertake large additional work, and did so with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interlor and sometimes on its 
own initiative. 

A parallel case would be that of a householder who should send 
to his dealer a list of articles upon which he desired estimates of 
cost. On recetying this estimate, he orders the goods and consumes 
them. The next week he orders other goods and the next week still 
others, all of which he proceeds to consume as received. When the 
bill arrives at the end of the month, including the charges for all 
of these items, he makes complaint because the bill exceeds the 


“ original estimate,“ which was for only a fraction of the goods he 
received, 

In the later years, with the approval of Congress, on a large num- 
ber of projects drainage works have been carried out which were 
neyer contemplated in the original estimates, and, in fact, can not be 
estimated for with any degree of accuracy in advance of the need for 
drainage which follows a period of irrigation. 


As time passed, however, the Reclamation Service learned that those 
upon the projects desiring to escape their payments were prone to 
resort to the same unfair comparison that Doctor Work has here used 
by speaking of the original estimates of the“ project * and the ulti- 
mate cost of the “project” as though they applied to the same works 
and the identical project, using this argument to prove waste and 
discredit the service and thus escape their payments. 

Partly for this reason the policy was adopted of requiring a new 
contract for each additional feature the Government was requested to 
undertake, so that in many cases the additional work is represented 
by separate, additional contracts, This statement would apply to 
more than half of our projects. Being represented by different con- 
tracts, therefore, it is impossible to confuse the new works so repre- 
sented with the original contract. 

In some cases, such as the Gunnison Tunnel and a few others, unex- 
pected difficulties were encountered which increased the time and the 
expense aboye what anyone had any right to expect, and this hag 
been made a subject of reproach to the service. 

In estimating the cost and in constructing this tunnel the Reclama- 
tion Service secured the services of such men as George Y. Wisner, 
W. H. Sanders, and John H. Quinton, all engineers of long experi- 
ence in tunnel and other work. Mr. Quinton, particularly, had built 
about 70 tunnels, haying just completed the great Third Street Tunnel 
in the city of Los Angeles, and he was placed in charge of this 
work before construction was started and remained in charge through- 
out. He had as principal assistant a younger man, also experienced 
in similar work, Mr. I. W. McConnell. whose record on the Gunnison 
Tunnel was such that he was offered larger pay repeatedly, but 
would not leave the work until the tunnel was built, and has since 
been constantly employed at much higher compensation than the Gov- 
ernment ever paid him. 

The difficulties were treacherous ground, large quantities of hot 
water, intense heat in the tunnel, and large volumes of explosive and 
deadly gases. These were not predicted by the geologist and could 
not be reasonably foreseen. They were successfully coped with but 
increased the cost and delayed the completion. 

As illustrating other experiences we may point out the Chatsworth 
Tunnel, in California, the cost of which was estimated and the con- 
struction prosecuted by perhaps the oldest and most experienced 
tunnel organization that ever existed in America, that of the Southern 
Pacific Railroad. Owing to similar unforeseen difficulties, mainly 
treacherous ground, this tunnel cost nearly three times the estimated 
cost, and many lives were lost in its prosecution. 


RECLAMATION COSTS MORE THAN AMOUNTS ESTIMATED. 


Aside from unexpected difficulties and the additional work under- 
taken, it is a fact that many of the works built by the Reclamation 
Service, especially in the earlier years, cost more than the estimated 
sum. This is especially true of estimates made within the first year 
or two of the existence of the service, before the organization was 
perfected and before the high standard of work which it has pursued 
had become standardized. Engineers experienced on western work 
were employed to make these estimates and in many cases made 
them on the basis of previous work which they had carried out and 
which were standard on private irrigation work in the West, but 
cheaply built with light wooden structures and light banks. These 
estimates had in some cases to be increased for this reason. 

The principal reason for the increase of actual costs over the esti- 
mated cost of Government structures, where this has occurred, has 
been due to the positive change in value of the dollar in which those 
costs are expressed. When estimates were made in 1902 they were 
necessarily made on the basis of the experience of the previous 
decade. A diagram showing index prices for the last 30 years shows 
that where average prices were quoted at 54 in 1895, the same were 
above 180 in 1920. This diagram pertains to the country as a whole, 
and to fit western conditions should be modified for a period from 
1906 to 1910. In 1906 the city of San Francisco was destroyed by 
fire, and this happened in the midst of a great boom in railroad con- 
struction, especially in the Northwest. The demands for the recon- 
struction of San Francisco and other western work so completely 
absorbed construction materials in the West as to greatly increase its 
cost and to compel the Reclamation Service to ship its cement from 
Chicago and other materials and labor largely from various eastern 
points. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad, which was carrying on construction 
work during this period, made careful estimates of the cost of work 
carried out by them in 1908 as compared with similar work con- 
structed in 1905, and their investigations showed that there had been 
an average increase in construction costs in those three years of 
about 75 per cent. 

This is in accordance with the experience of other railroads, of 
irrigation projects constructed under the Carey Act, and of various 
other operations during the same period. 

The accompanying diagram showing the per capita circulating me- 
dium and the average wholesale prices of commodities shows that from 


1924. 


1897 to 1920 the average prices of commodities rose from 54 to’ 186— 
that is, in those 23 years prices more than trebled—and that by 1916 
these prices had just about doubled. This was due to causes not as- 
certalnable by those who made estimates and can not properly be 
charged as an error of judgment, much less as incompetency. 


Net construction cost, Oct. 30, 1923. $148, 557, 275. 96 


Construction charges repaid——— -<== 16, 045, 846. 97 
Construction charges due and unpaid— 2. 156, 908. 71 
Net operation and maintenance 15, 897, 984. 27 
Net operation and maintenance repald—— 11, 675, 937. 09 
Net operation and maintenance due and unpaid 1, 895, 818. 94 
Total due and unpaid—— ara rey 4,052, 727. 65 


You may have some misapprehension, but let me remind you 
that the net construction cost of all of these projects until 
October 80 is $148,557,275 plus. Construction charges repaid 
amount ‘to $16,045,846. You will say that it is not coming 
back very fast; that it is not being reimbursed. The fact Is 
that it is not due. All there is on these projects to-day that 
is due and unpaid of construction costs is $2,156,908.71. The 
total operation and maintenance charges amount to $15,897,984, 
and the amount of operation and maintenance charges repaid 
are $11,675,937.09, and there is due and unpaid $1,895,818.94. 
The total out of $148,000,000 that is due and unpaid is 
$4,052,727. That is not sufficient justification for saying that 
reclamation is a failure and that most projects are bankrupt. 
The situation that has been emphasized by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Knutson] and by I think my friend 
from Montana [Mr. Leavirr], and which will be emphasized 
I think by all these gentlemen from the West, who know the 
situation, is that the man on a reclamation project farming 
has had the same difficulty these last two or three years of 
high costs of production and low prices for his products, hardly 
knowing. how to make both ends meet, as have had the farmers 
east of the Mississippi Valley, but that does not mean that 
for all the years to come agriculture in this country is going 
to be an avenue to bankruptcy. I hope in my State, I hope 
in Minnesota, in Washington, in Idaho, the time will come 
when the farmer, whether he be a dry farmer or an irrigating 
farmer, or an honest-to-God farmer in the old-fashioned way, 
such as we have in Michigan, will again find his business 
profitable. We are not discussing this great policy only from 
the viewpoint of some abnormal condition which has existed 
during the last year or two. Conditions are improving in 
respect to the facility of these men to make their paymonts for 
operation and maintenance, as well as construction, but two 
fears that I have in respect to the statements that have been 
made before our committee and elsewhere by the Secretary of 
the Interior are these: 

First, that you men from east of the Mississippi will get an 
unfair opinion of reclamation as a policy and deal with it in 
the future too niggardly. On the other hand, that the people in 
the West will get an unreasonable expectation of having their 
obligations to the Government wiped off the slate. I want to 
say now that it is going to be, I hope, a hard road for anyone 
to travel who tries to get through this Congress legislation to 
wipe off the slate obligations wholesale in connection with the 
construction costs of these projects. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Yes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Is there a single project where the people 
of that project are asking that their obligations to the Govern- 
ment be absolutely canceled at this time? 

Mr. CRAMTON. They are getting close to it. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. They are asking for deferment. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, no, I have a great deal of sympathy 
with the idea of deferment under some conditions. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I did not know that any project was ask- 
ing that their obligations be canceled. 

Mr. CORAMTON. They get pretty close to it, and with proper 
encouragement from Washington they are going to get worse 
every day. I sympathize with the gentleman from Texas and 
with the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Suuxukzs 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I want to state 

Mr. CRAMTON. I sympathize with you gentlemen who have 
to bear the brunt of these demands for the wiping off the slate 
of obligations, but I do not believe the Congress will ever wipe 
them off. However, you gentlemen have to bear the brunt of 
those attacks. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I will state to my friend that I am not 
in sympathy with that sentiment, if it exists, of cancelling these 
obligations, and that the project in my district is not asking 
that a single obligation be canceled at this time. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am glad to hear that. 

Mr. LEAVITT. And I say the same for Montana. 
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Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. And also for Washington. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, this is getting to be a splendid expe- 
rience meeting. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. So far as I know, there is no 
demand for a wiping off of the charges. There is a demand 
in some places, but not from my State, for deferment. The 
Yakima project in the State of Washington has repaid 94.5 per 
cent of construction and 99.47 of operation and maintenance. 
It is a successful project, and I think irrigation projects ought 
not to be put into one pot and all condemned because of the 
poorest projects. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Michigan yield to me in order that I may ask the gentleman 
from Washington a question? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Les. 

Mr. CARTER. What is the value of the land per acre on 
the Yakima project? 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. That depends upon the de- 
velopment. It runs all the way to $2,000 an acre. 

Mr. CARTER. Some has sold as high as $3,000 an acre, 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Possibly so. 

Mr. CARTER. Oh, yes; according to the records of the 
county of Yakima, That would make the cost for construction 
not excessive. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The cost is not excessive. 

Mr. CRAMTON. And if the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. Summers] will permit, I visited with him the Shamrock 
Cherry Orchard, if I remember the name correctly. Mr. Irish, 
the proprietor of that orchard, said that he was harvesting in 
this year of agricultural depression and fruit depression $1,5 
an acre from his cherry orchard. The cost of construction was 
not worrying him much. 

Mr. Chairman, I have thrown in these general suggestions 
because I have thought that there was occasion for it. In 
considering the particular bill before us the committee has felt 
some obligation to give special consideration to particular items, 
as I have stated. 

You understand the way the committee works. We do not 
have unlimited time for our investigation. We are not like the 
fact-finding commission that can take all winter and sum- 
mer for it. We have got to get our bill in the House. We 
try to study between times, but this committee tried con- 
scientiously to get at the facts In the time at their disposal 
with reference to the items in this bill. I think I now will get 
to the inquiry of my friend from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 
I will put in a detailed statment and epitomize it now. The 
estimate of the service is that on the Ist of July next. there 
will remain $4,000,000 unexpended in the reclamation fund, 
and that there will be some returns to the extent of $15,500,000 
in the next year for that fund, This comes from receipts 
from the sale of land, receipts from oil-lease royalties, con- 
struction, repayment operations, and so forth, which I will 
set forth in detail. That makes a total of $19,500,000, but 
their oil receipt estimates of a million dollars from that in 
connection with oil royalties would leave $18,500,000, They 
have got to repay a million dollars to the Treasury; in fact, 
the Treasury will just hang on to a million dollars as the 
repayment of a bond loan from the Treasury to the reclama- 
tion fund several years ago. The full statement is: 


RECLAMATION FUND RESOURCES. 
Reclamation fund fiscal year 1925. 


Probable unencumbered balance in fund July 1, 1924 $4, 000, 000 
Receipts from sale of public lands $815, 000 
Receipts from oil-lease royalties +7, 000, 000 
Receipts from power and potassium royalties_ 15, 000 
Construction repayments______.__---____._. 4, 000, 000 
Operation and maintenance repayments 2, 500, 000 
Rentals of irrigation water 250, 000 
A =. FOUUS SSN, an T SE AN 300, 000 
Miscellaneous returns 620, 000 

15, 500, 000 

YA) en RACE a i EN ee Se | eS 19, 500, 000 

Less: 

Repayment on bond loan 1, 000, 000 
r ne a a Resets Gir Ay 

` —— 11, 856, 000 

Carry over July 1. 1925-..-...-___--.____.____. 7, 644, 000 


The Budget has come to Congress with an estimate of 
$10,856,000 for operation and maintenance and new construc- 
tion, or a total of $11,856,000, as against $18,500.000. It was 


These estimates were made in August, 1923. Later information in- 
dicates a reduction of about $1,000,000 in receipts from oll royalties. 
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the estimate of the Reclamation Service in our hearings that 
there will still remain unexpended the incoming year, in ac- 
cordance with the expectation and figures as presented by the 
Budget, $6,644,000. Now, in connection with that I think it is 
desirable I put the facts of the situation before the House, so 
those from the West who are keenly interested in this problem 
may know pretty well what the situation is. The preliminary 
statement, the estimate that was made by the Interior Depart- 
ment in August to the Bureau of the Budget pertaining to 
reclamation, totaled $16,185,000. You find an itemization of 
that in the hearings. The Budget Bureau sent that total from 
the Interior Department back to that department. It was not 
only reclamation, but the entire Budget, because the total for 
the Interior Department was higher than the Bureau of the 
Budget felt it could approve. The Secretary of the Interior, 
or whoever in the department was in charge of these matters, 
then modified that Budget for the department to the extent of 
several million dollars. The Budget had not said to the de- 
partment where they must make a cut, but simply told them 
how much the cut must be. I am advised reliably that the 
Interior Department proceeded to make that cut first out of the 
Indian trust fund expenditures and secondly out of the reclama- 
tion fund, not out of the administrative items of the bill. The 
result was that when the Budget Bureau finally passed upon 
the department estimates there was in the Budget, what 
appears in the record as the final estimate of the Reclamation 
Service, $9,877,670 instead of $16,000,000 for the Reclamation 
Service. There was, however, some marked “ Secondary,” 
marked with an ‘S,” in the statement, amounting to $7,422,325, 
which they said they would like to have added if they could get 
it. But they had elected in the department to make their 
cut very largely out of the reclamation appropriation. The 
Budget Bureau told them they could have a million more than 
$9,877,000, so you get $10,856,000, of which I spoke as being the 
Budget figure. 

Now, all you western men are trying to figure out how you 
ean get in the reclamation appropriations the difference be- 
tween $10,856,000 and $18,500,000 and not have $7,000,000 left 
at the end of the next year. Now, I think it will be of interest 
to you if I give such information as I have about that. In the 
first place the Bureau of the Budget, I understand, did not 
pass upon the feasibility of any project with reference to recla- 
mation, but simply dealt with the totals. They would have 
given, if the department had made that cut elsewhere—they 
would have approved the total of $7,000,000 more for reclama- 
tion next year, subject to one limitation. They would not 
recommend the commencement of any new projects, but for the 
construction of projects under way, for operation and mainte- 
nance, they would have approved any total the Interior Depart- 
ment would have presented within the reasonable limits of the 
fund. Now, the position of the House, I think, ought to be very 
much the same. It seems to me a reasonable policy that this 
money—for a time we appropriated what was needed in the 
fund, and you men were accused of paper appropriations, and 
we stopped that two years ago, I think this money in the 
fund, to the extent we feel sure will be in the fund, might well 
be appropriated, but not to-day for the beginning of new 
projects for two reasons: First, while the department has 
more or less uncertainty as to their policy down there, uncer- 
tainty as to which projects are feasible and which are not, we 
ought not to encourage new projects—— 

Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Let me give you the second reason. The 
second reason is that there can be economy of construction 
secured if we permit larger construction units in the items 
under construction and not run them along for years in driblets. 

The idea is to hurry up the ones we have under way and finish 
them, and then start some new ones. 

Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield now? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Yes. 

Mr. COLTON. Are you appropriating in this bill only for 
approved projects and units? 

Mr, CRAMTON. That depends upon the question by whom 
approved, and when they have been approved. I will say, how- 
ever, that we are appropriating in this bill for nothing but what 
has been approved at some time by everybody, including the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Reclamation Bureau and the 
Budget Bureau; and that applies, as to approval this year, to 
every item except one, and that is the Baker project, which I 
will discuss later. That has been approved frequently by 
everybody, but this year the Reclamation Service has not 
favored us with a recommendation, pro or con, concerning it. 

Mr. COLTON. That applies to units as well as new projects? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am not sure as to the distinction which 
the gentleman makes. It applies to units as well. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman knows my attitude on this 
question, 

Mr, CRAMTON. Yes; he has hopes that we might start in 
Alabama, while I have no hope that we will start it as to 
Michigan. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, I am not discussing that phase of it now. 
I may do it later, perhaps. What are the functions of the 
Secretary and the so-called fact-finding commission. 

Mr, CRAMTON. That appears in the hearings, where his 
entire statements concerning it are given. I may summarize 
it in this way, and I hope without being unfair at all. The 
present Secretary came to the conclusion to which I have re- 
ferred, and he felt that there should be an investigation of 
all the projects and their conditions. He appointed a commis- 
sion—it was all appointed by the Secretary—composed of dis- 
tinguished men. They are now in Washington. I understand 
that they are to take up their sessions in Salt Lake City, Utah, 
about January 17. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What Inquiry are they to make? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I have put in the hearings the complete 
scope of the work as outlined by them. It is purely a de- 
partmental matter, for which the committee is not responsible, 
Our committee did not call the fact-finding commission before 
us. You will find it stated in the hearings by me to Commis- 
sioner Davis that inasmuch as they were at work, and prob- 
ably had no rounded-out conclusion, it would be only an em- 
barrassment for us to call them before us. It was stated, 
however, to Mr. Davis that if they had information that we 
ought to have we would be glad to have that information 
brought to us. 

Mr. SWING. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? ' 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. SWING. The expenses of the fact-finding commission 
are paid out of what fund? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Out of the reclamation fund. It is in the 
act. The only expense outside of traveling expenses is $25 
a day for each member for subsistence. 

Mr. BLANTON. The coal fact-finding commission cost us 
$260,000. What authority has the President to appoint a 
fact-finding commission which sits all over the United States 
at the expense of the people? 

Mr. CRAMTON. It is provided in the reclamation act. 

Mr. BLANTON. But Congress has not authorized any Sec- 
retary to send such a fact-finding commission all over the 
United States. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I have assumed that the reclamation acf, 
which was passed by Congress, did give the Secretary of 
the Interior full authority to take that action if he saw fit. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then the Secretary of any one of the other 
10 departments has the same authority? 

Mr. GRAMTON. No. The Secretary of the Interior is the 
only one who has to do with the expenditures of the recla- 
mation fund, and I am speaking entirely of the authority in 
the reclamation act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has expired. 
| Mr. CRAMTON, I yield myself more time, and if the gentle- 
men will let me proceed I will go as fast as I can. 

Now taking up the particular items of the bill, the policy 
of the committee was this: We are all uncertain, and I 
think there is uncertainty in the air, but after the pilgrimage 
of the fact-finding commission the report of that commission 
will come in due time, and then I think the atmosphere will 
be reasonably clear. Pending that, we have to act on our 
present information. We must provide for operation and 
maintenance of existing projects. We must provide for con- 
tinued construction where construction was under way, be- 
cause even-if the fact-finding commission and Congress should 
later conclude that part of the construction cost should be 
wiped off the slate, we would probably get off better by com- 
pleting such projects than by abandoning them partly con- 
structed. 

Perhaps some of the gentlemen from the West will look upon 
some items with a little jealousy, on the ground they are new 
construction. One of them is that in connection with the Yuma 
project in Arizona. There was an item of $250,000 proposed by 
the Reclamation Service, contained in the Budget, for construc- 
tion of a hydroelectric power plant at the syphon drop on the 
main channel of the Yuma Canal. There is the Yuma project, 


a public project, gravity flow, and there is the Yuma-Mesa 
project, which is a pumping project, which was built under a 
special act of Congress under special terms. The pumping 
project uses power brought over the longeyt trarsmission line 


1924. 
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in the world, and of course power is expensive. The Yuma 
project uses power for pumping of drainage, and that project 
and the Yuma-Mesa project are using power at very high rates, 
They say, in substance, “If you give us the $250,000 to build 
this power plant—they have got the dam and the power running 
to waste—we can utilize that power and save the cost of the 
plant in six years.” 

When we asked the representatives of the Reclamation Serv- 
ice just what they proposed as to the repayment of the cost to 
the Treasury—because we felt we should know how the money 
was going to get back to the Treasury—Mr. Weymouth said in 
substance that the construction cost would be repaid after the 
20-year period was finished. In an insert in the hearings they 
have suggested that the net return for power used by the Mesa 
was to be applied to the repayment of construction costs, and 
the gross returns from the sale of surplus power were to be 
applied to the reduction of operating costs until fully covered, 
then to repayment of construction costs. 

The committee have, however, concluded to put in what we 
think is a fair provision, and we provide that “no part of said 
sum of $250,000 shall be expended until a contract shall have 
been entered into between the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Yuma County Water Users’ Association, in the manner provided 
in section 4 of the reclamation extension act, approved August 
18, 1914.“ That is a provision as to the kind of action to be 
taken by the district “ wherein said association shall agree to 
repay the total cost of said power plant in 12 years.” We give 
them 12 years in which to repay it. We are assured by that 
provision that in 12 years the money comes back into the 
reclamation fund. 

Then there is the Boise project in Idaho, one of the great 
projects. We are completing this current year the Black 
Canyon Dam, which I was permitted to visit last June. There, 
again, a lot of power is running to waste. Eventually that is 
to be used for the Boise-Payette division of the Boise project 
in order to bring a large amount of land under irrigation, but 
it wili be some time before that will be possible. There is an 
item of $450,000 in the Budget approved by the Reclamation 
Service for the construction of a power plant at that dam. 
There is some reason for building it at this time, because our 
construction camp is there, our equipment is there, and prob- 
ably 20 per cent or 25 per cent can be saved by building it now 
rather than later, and eventually it will have to be built. But 
the immediate occasion for the consideration of this item now 
is for the purpose of furnishing water to the Gem irrigation 
district, a private irrigation district. That is a pumping proj- 
ect and has to pay a large price for its power. That project is 
almost bankrupt and about to lose its present supply of power. 
We asked the Reclamation Service, when they were before us 
in this case, what kind of a contract was to be made with these 
purchasers of power, with this private district, which is prac- 
tically an insolvent customer and heavily encumbered by liens, 
liens that are not worth anything now. In order to save any- 
thing from the wreckage, they will be glad to let the Govern- 
ment’s claim be substituted as a first lien; but if it is not done 
before we appropriate the money, it will never be done. So we 
have put a provision in the bill to this effect: 


And provided further, That no part of the money appropriated under 
this paragraph shall be expended for the development of electric power 
until the Secretary of the Interior shall have in hand contracts (1) for 
the purchase of all electric power developed in excess of that immedi- 
ately needed for the pumping of water on the lands irrigated under the 
Boise project at rates sufficient to include interest at 5 per cent per 
annum on the power development cost and to include all depreciation on 
the power plant, (2) to guarantee, with sufficient surety, monthly cash 
payments for power charges, if sold for purposes other than irrigation, 
and annual payments in advance if sold for irrigation purposes, and 
(3) to provide, with the agreement of all holders of existing liens, that 
the cost of such power shall constitute a first lien upon the lands or 
irrigation district for which the same has been purchased. 


Now, it may seem a little harsh to require payment in ad- 
vance for the power furnished to this more or less insolvent 
private irrigation district, in view of the fact that we also have 
a first lien provided for, but the trouble is that nobody out 
West ever expects the Government to foreclose a lien on any- 
thing, and the only way we can be assured of getting the money 
from that district is through the provision we have inserted, 
which is quite a customary provision. 

There is one other project that I have to speak of, the Mini- 
doka project, one of our big projects, but a project where there 
is a very unhealthy local sentiment with regard to their obliga- 
tions to the Government. It is a project where, I have been re- 
liably informed, if the farmers go to a bank and want to bor- 
row money they are asked what they want to do with the 


money; if they say they want to pay their obligations to the 
Government they are told they can not have it, but that their 
credit is good if they want it for something else; it is a project 
where directors of irrigation districts have gone among the peo- 
ple on the project and advised them not to pay the Government, 
However, I understand negotiations are under way for the cre- 
ation of a different situation there, with some prospects of re- 
sults. 

What I especially wanted to talk about is in connection with 
the so-called American Falls Reservoir. In 1919 there was a 
drought and several private irrigation districts were scared 
stiff about the danger of a crop loss from the unusually small 
amount of water. As a result of that they speedily got to- 
gether in a mass meeting and wanted the Government to build 
a dam at American Falls that would provide storage for the 
waters of Snake River. That meeting was held August 2, 
1919. Very soon applications followed for 530,000 acre-feet of 
water from such a reservoir, and 85 per cent of those appli- 
cants said they wanted the Reclamation Service to build the 
reservoir rather than anybody else. The Loard of engineers 
of the Reclamation Service, on April 10, 1920, reported a pos- 
sible storage capacity of 8,000,000 feet in such a reservoir, but 
that 1,300,000 acre-feet would be a safe and stable supply to 
cure for the district then under irrigation, but with threats 
of insufficient water, and that they could take care of 450,000 
acres of new land from such a reservoir. It was estimated by 
that board of engineers that if a reservoir were built with a 
capacity of 600,000 acre-feet it would cost $5,300,000, or an 
acre-foot cost of $8.83; that with a capacity of 1,500,000 acre- 
feet it would cost $8,600,000, or $5.75 per acre-foot; with a 
capacity of 3,000,000 acre-feet, which would be full capacity, 
it would cost $13,500,000, or $4.50 per acre-foot. Of course, the 
larger the capacity of the reservoir the less it would cost, and 
everybody concerned was interested to have as large an acreage 
as possible. 

As a result of that contracts were entered into in March, 
1920, for 335,170 acre-feet of water for private districts, in 
addition to whatever the Government would want for itself. 
The Government agreed to go ahead under those contracts 
provided the private irrigation districts would cooperate with 
the Government, not that they wanted to come in under the 
Reclamation Service, but that they would cooperate with the 
Government in building that reservoir, and would pay in ad- 
vance their fair share of the cost of constructing the reservoir 
as it went ahead; that is to say, if 1,000,000 acre-feet-of water 
were provided in the reservoir and the private districts had 
250,000 acre-feet, or one-fourth of its capacity, they would pay 
one-fourth of the construction cost as it went along in advance. 

Under that agreement the Government has gone ahead, and 
we have been making appropriations for two or three years 
for that work, and up to the end of this fiscal year the 
Government will have spent $2,275,000, while the private 
districts, instead of spending about one-half or one-third, which 
would have been their fair proportion, have only contributed 
$408,500. Now, of course, there are some reasons for that. 
Those districts got into financial dfficulties, so that last June 
a new contract was made with one enlarged or consolidated 
district. There are two or three smaller ones also that I 
am not going to take up now. I am speaking particularly 
of a contract made on the 15th of June last, with the Ameri- 
can Falls Reservoir district, of which one Mr. Shepherd is 
the president. That district succeeded a number of small 
districts that were in originally, and some lands that were not 
in originally. A new contract was made with that district 
and that is the contract I want to tell you about. Congress 
was given to understand that there was going to be a certain 
basis of contribution by these private districts, and on that 
understanding we have made our appropriations, and, as I 
have said, we have spent over $2,000,000. But this committee 
now learns that the private districts have not as yet contrib- 
uted their fair share, and that one new district is formed 
and given a contract that vitally changes the situation. The 
Secretary of the Interior approved that contract personally 
on the 15th of last June, as shown by the following: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., June 15, 1923, 
Hon. HUBERT Work, 
Secretary of the Interior, Washington, D. O. 

Sir: Herewith I am submitting a contract between the United States 
and the American Falls Reseryoir district, executed this day, and pro- 
viding for the purchase by the said district of 300,000 acre-feet of 
water in the proposed American Falls Reservoir. 

The said contract has been executed, signed, and sealed by the proper 
officers of the district and is now delivered with the express understand- 
ing that in the event your honor or other proper officer of the United 
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States fail, either by securing necessary legislation, condemnation, or 
otherwise, to secure the Indian lands essential to the construction of 
the said American Falls Reservoir, then and in that event all the obli- 
gations resting upon the district under the said contract shall be held 
for naught and regarded as fully discharged, and no demands shall be 
made upon the district under the said contract until the said Indian 
lands are secured and the district shall not be considered as being de- 
Unquent in any of the payments referred to in the said contract, and no 
penalties shall begin to attach until after the said lands have been se- 
cured and the district shall have been given notice of the availability 
of the said lands and shall have been allowed reasonable time thereafter 
in which to sell Its bonds, thus making it possible for the district to 
supply the funds derived from sale of said bonds to meet the obligations 
of the said contract. 

Kindly acknowledge receipt of the said contract and acceptance of the 
conditions herein contained. 


Yours respectfully, 
AMERICAN FALLS RESERVOIR DISTRICT, 
By R. E. SHEPHERD, 
President Board of Directora, 
Receipt of the said contract, under the foregoing conditions, is hereby 
acknowledged and accepted. 


Housert WORK. 


I hold, and the committee holds, that that change of contract 
is cause for Congress suspending further appropriations for 
that project until the terms are restored under which we com- 
menced to work. 

I will tell you what the changes are. My opinion is that the 
Secretary of the Interior had full authority under the law to 
make the contract about which I am going to speak, I rather 
hope, however, he did not know what was in the contract, 
although perhaps it is lese majesty to say that. But I will tell 
you what the changes are. I am not going to meution all of 
them, but the most essential changes in this contract which I 
hold in my hand. Accompanying the approval of the contract, 
which takes about 40 en pages—I think 37—there was 
a letter to the Secretary of the Interior from the president of 
the board of directors of the district, under date of June 15, 
above set forth, and which, summarized, was to this effect: In 
that reservoir district are to be a large amount of Indian lands 
overflowed when the reservoir is put in use. I have been over 
those Indian lands, and I think they have been appraised in 
fairness to the Indians, but the Government has not yet de- 
cided what it will do with the Indians’ lands. 

Of course, it will have to take them over, but whether they 
will pay the Indians for the lands or give them other lands has 
not been decided. That is a problem for the Indian Office and 
not for the Bureau of Reclamation. The letter from Judge 
Shepherd of June 15, to which I refer, provided that this con- 
tract should be approved, but there should be no obligation on 
the American Falls Reservoir district to make any payments; 
there should be no penalties, forfeitures, or payments required 
under this contract until the problem of these Indian lands was 
finally disposed of by Congress. From my point of view, that 
was just an excuse, and not a reason, because the Government 
has control of these Indian lands, and if we build a $10,000,000 
dam we will not stop the use of the reservoir for lack of those 
lands, and any time the Government wants to settle that ques- 
tion they can settle it, because they control the Indian lands, 
and Shepherd has no need to worry about that. I hope it will 
be settled speedily. 

We have eliminated the provision with reference to it from 
this bill because it is legislation and belongs to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, of which Mr. Snyper is chairman. It was 
only an excuse, but it was an excuse, in my view. If a decision 
as to the Indian lands should run along for three or four years— 
and the construction of the dam will take at least that long— 
then this letter exempted that district from paying a nickel 
until the question of the Indian lands was finally disposed of. 
In other words, they would save the interest on two or three 
million dollars for three or four or five years. But the Budget 
carried an item prepared by the Reclamation Service that pro- 
vided, as I have said, for disposition of the question of the 
Indian lands. Further, it carried an item to this effect: 

No part of the appropriation for the Minidoka project shall be ex- 
pended on said reservoir until the companies and districts which have 
contracted for cooperation with the United States in the construction 
of the reservoir shall have been paid or shall have deposited in the 
United States Treasury cash or Government securitles amounting to 
at least $1,500,000. í 


At first blush, it looked like the action of the committee had 
borne some fruit. I might say the committee was out in Ameri- 
can Falls in June and learned of this contract, and intimated 
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we would not recommend any more appropriations until the old 
conditions were restored, and it looked like this million and a 
half dollars was something tangible as a result of our visit to 
American Falls; but when you come to read the contract there 
is not anything to it at all. Here are the vital changes in the 
contract, I do not know much about the local conditions. I do 
not know enough about reclamation to say that I have found 
all the undesirable features of that June 15, 1923, contract, 
which I will refer to as the Shepard contract, but I have found 
some, and I am going to call them very briefly to your attention 
or possibly put in the Recorp the complete text to which I 
r. 

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH. The provision inserted in the bill originally, 
at the suggestion of the Department of the Interior, providing 
that no part of the appropriation should be spent until the irri- 
gation district paid in $1,500,000, would certainly have prece- 
2 over the contract on which there appears to be a limi- 
tation. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It is entirely in accord with the contract. 

Mr. SMITH. In other words, the Commissioner of Reclama- 
tion would not have any money to expend until it was con- 
tributed by this irrigation district, the Government having 
already appropriated and expended its proportion of construc- 
tion cost. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Just a minute and I will explain that. 

Mr. SMITH. There would not be any money to carry the 
work along until the money was put up by the American Falls 
district. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will explain that, and I know you will 
feel just the same as I do when I get through with my ex- 
planation. 


Under the original contract of 1920 it was eontemplated that 
the districts would contribute their share as we went along; 
in fact, pay it every 90 days in advance on a statement of 
estimates. Under this new contract it appears to give this 
Shepherd district 280,000 acre-feet of water, with a further pro- 
vision that any time in eight years after the approval of the 
contract they can have 20,000 acre-feet more. That is the first 
thing. We build the reservoir and they have eight years to 
decide whether they are going to take 20,000 additional acre- 
feet of water out of the reservoir. Of course, when they finally 
decide, they are to pay up and pay interest on their deferred 
dues; but they first have an opportunity to see whether every- 
thing is a success and everything is fixed their way as to this 
extra 20,000 acre-feet. So it appears that on all the construc- 
tion as it goes ahead they pay their share of 280,000 out of 
1,000,000 feet in the reservoir; that is, they are going to pay a 
little better than a quarter of it as it goes ahead, but let me 
show you how they have got the Government sewed up. 

The contract of 1920 was drawn by the Reclamation Service. 
My judgment is the contract of 1923 was drawn by the Ameri- 
can Falls Reservoir Co. Why? Because everything is their 
way. For instance, we give them 280,000 acre-feet of water. 
Then we give them at any time within eight years 20,000 acre- 
feet more. But that is only the beginning. That district has 
the Government tied up in perpetuity with obligations indefinite 
and unknown as to that district. I hold they are only a cus- 
tomer. They need water badly and are crazy to get it. They 
want the Government to build a reservoir and relieve their 
necessities, and when we have sold them 300,000 acre-feet of 
water and they pay for it that closes the transaction, but they 
insist on running the Government's policies for the next cen- 
tury. For instance, the contract provides that after the dam 
is built and the reservoir is in use some judge out in Idaho, 
who passes on these things, is to apportion the water among 
the lands of the American Falls district ; and if that judge holds 
that in order to “ fully and fairly meet the necessities of the 
apportionment” a greater amount of water is necessary, we 
have got to furnish it. Of course, they will pay, but it is an 
indefinite obligation. There are many other regions that want 
water from this reservoir. We can not commit ourselves as to 
our whole program until that judge in Idaho at some time 
decides whether Mr. Shepherd's district needs some more water 
or not to “ fairly and fully meet its requirements.” If it does, 
they have a first lien on that additional water. 

That is not all. We first build it, we will say, for 1,000,000 
acre-feet of water, with an estimated total possible of 3,000,000 
acre-feet. Ten years or 25 years later, with the development of 
that wonderful region and with its great possibilities for irri- 
gation, the Government concludes it will double the capacity 
and provide for 2,000,000 acre-feet of water. When we do, 
the contract says that this one customer we had back in 1923 


is entitled to its share of that additional water, to be used 
either on their existing lands or otherwise, so far as I can 
determine from the contract, 

And that is not all. We may increase the reservoir from 
1,000,000 to 2,000,000 acre-feet and 50 years later, with further 
development and with changed conditions the Government may 
conclude to increase it to 3,000,000, the full capacity, and still 
“Old Dull Care” is riding on Uncle Sam’s back, and says, 
“You have got to give the American Falls Reservoir district its 
proportion of this increased capacity.” Now, I do not know 
much about it—and I have asked one or two men who know 
more about it—but I can not learn that the Government ever 
gave any such lien on its future policy to any one private cus- 
tomer for water. 

There is an item in there also about appraisal of the Idaho 
Power Co. I want to say I esteem D. W. Davis, the Commis- 
sioner of Reclamation. I think he is a gentleman of capacity 
and integrity. This is not any criticism of him. There is, 
however, a provision in that contract that the Government will 
take over the property of the Idaho Power Co. subject to an ap- 
praisal by a certain man therein named, representing the Shep- 
herd company, and by the Commissioner of Reclamation, and 
if they can not agree they choose a third. Of course, the com- 
missioner of reclamation is a resident of American Falls, and 
it seems to me it would be extremely embarrassing to him to 
have that contract remain in its present terms. Furthermore, 
it eliminates the restriction on the winter use of water. What 
may be the local effect of that the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. 
Suru] will know better than I. It eliminates all compliance 
with section 2, I think, of the Warren Act. I do not know the 
effect of that. The gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Surra] will 
know better than I. I come now to the prize joker in the esti- 
mate. I do not know that anybody intended it that way, but 
this is what it does mean; the contract provides that payments 
that are made in advance by the private district, in the later 
adjustment, if it proves that payment made in advance was in 
excess of what was really due from the district the Government 
shall repay at the rate of 6 per cent as to that extra amount. 
If the amount paid is not sufficient then the private district 
shall pay 6 per cent on such amount as is lacking. 

We may assume that it may be two, three, four, or five years 
before that Indian land question is disposed of. And note 
that after it is disposed of the private district has a “ reason- 
able time thereafter” in which to sell its bonds. I do not 
know what would be “a reasonable time.” 

Now this reads: 


The said contract has been executed, signed, aud sealed by the proper 
officers of the dictrict, and is now delivered with the express 
understanding that in the event your honor or other proper officer 
of the United States fail, either by securing necessary legislation, 
condemnation, or otherwise, to secure the Indian lands essential to 
the construction of the said American Falls Reservoir, then and in 
that event all of the obligations resting upon the district under the 
said contract shall be held for naught and regarded as fully dis- 
charged, and no demands shall be made upon the district under the 
said contract until the said Indian lands are secured and the district 
shall not be considered as being delinquent in any of the payments 
referred to in the said contract, and no penalties shall begin to attach 
until after the said lands have been secured and the district shail 
have been given notice of the availability of the said lands and shall 
have been allowed reasonable time thereafter in which to sell its 
bonds, thus making it possible for the district to supply the funds 
derived from the sale of said bonds to meet the obligations of the 
said contract. 


Suppose that this bill should pass next Monday and imme- 
diately after Mr. Shepherd comes to the Treasury and deposits 
a million and a half dollars. What then is the situation? 
Judge Shepherd’s company will draw 6 per cent on a million 
and a half dollars until some time in the future when we dis- 
pose of the Indian lands. So that provision does not amount to 
shucks in the bill. 

What could the committee do about this? It was difficult 
for us to decide. I tried to work out a limitation like we did 
in the other cases; but here is a valid contract, and we can not 
see a way to work it out; and so we concluded to let the other 
fellows worry about it and see what they can work out. They 
have the situation in their own hands. Judge Shepherd and the 
Secretary of the Interior can abrogate the contract and restore 
the original plan any time they want to with modifications that 
changed conditions have made necessary. So we have put a 
limitation in the bill simply that no part of this appropriation 
shall be used for further construction of the American Falls 
Reservoir. 
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Now, when the bill comes up on the floor of the House my 
friend from Idaho may be able to offer a limitation that will 
protect the Government aud sweep away these entanglements 
that Judge Shepherd has fastened on the Government. Then 
the Committee of the Whole will be ready to consider the lim- 
itation and possibly a restoration of the item of six hundred 
and some odd thousand dollars that was stricken from the bill. 
If the letter I have quoted does not postpone all demands, 
then, as no payments have been made, the company has under 
the contract forfeited its right in the option of the Secretary. 

Now, there is one other item—the Newlands project—con- 
taining an item of $245,000 for beginning the Spanish Spring 
Reservoir. It is about a $7,000,000 proposition. The present 
project is having a lot of trouble. I asked the commissioner 
of reclamation, Mr. Davis, did he consider this proposed new 
extension as a feasible one. He said that the field commis- 
sioner, Mr. Cannon, had been out there, and he would answer 
the question. I asked Mr. Cannon this question. 

The existing project construction charges due and unpaid 
amount to $24,590, and the operation and maintenance charges 
unpaid 892,139. Let me ask you a question; first, Mr. Cannon, 
I suppose you have been on the Newlands project a number 
of times, Do you consider that the agricultural possibilities 
and the marketing facilities are such that the Government is - 
justified in attempting this new extension if it is going to 
cost the settler $100 an acre for his water-rights facilities? 
Mr. Cannon said, “Not at this time.“ Then I asked him, 
“You do not think it is feasible at this time?“ and he said 
“No sir.” And we struck it out. 

There is one item where we put something in that was not 
in the Budget—the Baker project in Oregon. I will read 
briefly in regard to that from my statement taking this up 
in the hearings: 


We will return, gentlemen, to one item that is not carried this 
year in the bill, the Baker project of Oregon. In taking up the 
consideration of that item, I think I should make this statement. 
I have heretofore said that it is not the policy of this committee to 
give consideration to appropriations for any new project in the 1923 
bill. I have, however, emphasized in the course of the hearings that 
Congress, in 1914, took from the Reclamation Service the authority 
to designate new projects and expressly reserved that authority to 
itself. : 

The procedure has been to make those designations through the 
appropriation bills for construction purposes. The Congress appro- 
priated in the 1923 bill $400,000 for the Baker project and in the 
1924 bill $500,000. The 1928 appropriation substantially lapsed, 
and I understand it is expected that the current appropriation sub- 
stantially will lapse, as they are not available beyond the year for 
which they are appropriated. 

As I have suggested this morning, Commissioner Davis, if, following 
the designation of a project by Congress, the Reclamation Service 
should secure new information which gives it reason to believe that 
the project Is not feasible, I think the service would do the right 
thing to defer action until Congress can be made acquainted with the 
facts, and then Congress may make the decision. 

It is te be remembered, however, the decision is for Congress and 
not for the Reclamation Service. The action of Congress for two 
successive years has been to designate the Baker project. No explana- 
tion bas come to Congress from the Reclamation Seryice as to its 
failure to proceed with the construction of the project as instructed 
by Congress, or its failure to ask from the Congress or the Budget 
a further express appropriation for the Baker project. The com- 
mittee owes it to Congress to investigate fully such a situation. 


That was the situation when we had up the item, and we 
went ahead and heard people from that locality and gave the 
matter much consideration. We investigated the past hear- 
ings, went into the question as fully as we could, and as a 
result there is carried in this bill a reappropriation, not a new 
item, of the 1924 item or whatever remains of the $500,000 
appropriation. Since that time we have had some information 
that the department was holding up its decision until it heard 
from the Agricultural Department. My information is that, 
more or less, the Agricultural Department has overruled the 
findings of the reclamation engineers as to certain engineering 
features of the project, but I suppose that will be discussed 
more when we reach that item in the bill. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Has the report of the Agricultural 
Department been given to the committee? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; after this bill was reported to the 
House. 


812 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


. JANUARY 10, 


Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Will the gentleman be kind enough 
to inform the committee what that report contains? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I gave the gentleman a statement that, in 
my judgment, the Department of Agriculture has overruled the 
board of engineers of the Reclamation Service as to a number 
of irrigation engineering problems; but the Interlor Depart- 
ment has not yet stated in thelr transmission of that informa- 
tion to Congress whether or not to-day or at all the Interior 
Department wants to term the Baker project as either feasible 
or nenfeasible; whether the Interior Department still supports 
its own board of engineers or accepts the verdict of the Agri- 
cultural Department. We will discuss that more when we 
reach that item, I suppose. 


Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I wondered if the gentleman would 


be kind enough to give us that report? Would the gentleman 
make it a part of his remarks? 

Mr. CRAMTON. It is a very voluminous report, but the 
gentleman will have full opportunity to examine it. It is on 
my desk. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. It is not as voluminous as that con- 
tract, I think, to which the gentleman: recently referred. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, I am not going to put that into the 
Nxconn, but I think I shall put in the language in it that I have 
challenged. I do not think I want to put that whole report in, 
but the gentleman has full liberty to examine it, as has any 
other Member of the House. 

Mr. COLTON. Do I undérstand the gentleman to take the 
position that an appropriation is tantamount to a direction 
to the Secretary of the Interior to proceed? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Without answering that specifically, be- 
cause it is not necessary under the circumstances of the case, 
when the Budget recommends an item and the President of 
the United States over his signature sends that Budget to the 
Congress and this Congress puts the item for the project in 
an appropriation bill, and the President signs that appro- 
priation bill, then the President has approved the item, and 
Congress has approved it and it is approved. [Applause] 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Does the President when he signs 
that pass upon the economic feasibility or practicability of the 
project? 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; I would not say that the President, 
when he sends in the Budget, which is 3 inches thick, of 
fine print, goes into the details of every item; but I was 
thinking of the technical question the gentleman from Utah 
[Mr. Coron] raised. The President has approved this. What 
he considered and did not consider I do not know. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Does the gentleman’s committee con- 
tend that there must not be a discretionary power vested 
somewhere as to the advisability of construction? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think I have set forth my theory very 
carefully in two places in the hearings as to that. In one of 
those places I have already read what I said, that I thought 
the Commissioner of Reclamation did his duty, when we made 
an appropriation and he had new information that Congress 
did not have, indicating that the project was not feasible, when 
he held up construction until he could put that new informa- 
tion before Congress; but that is not the situation that is now 
before us. 

I come now, Mr. Chairman, to the Bureau of Education. 
We gave them $110,000, about $17,000 above the Budget, to 
promote medical relief to the natives of Alaska, a very desir- 
able item. 

I shall put into the Recorp a summary that appears in the 
report of the action of the committee as to the items of the 
various bureaus, demonstrating that we have only increased 
the items of the Budget as to any bureau in two cases; one the 
Patent Office, for the reason stated, the other a small amount 
in the Bureau of Education, 
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Mr. Chairman, I have taken a lot of time. I do not think 
that I have ever since I have been a Member of the House taken 
up so much time on one occasion as I have upon this. How- 
ever, I have felt it incumbent as a matter of duty to the House 
‘and to the Committee on Appropriations to make this pres- 
entation in extenso. There are a number of new men sitting 
In Congress. This is the first great annual appropriation bill 
on which they are called upon to act. Let me remind them, 
and let me also remind those who have been in Congress longer, 
of a fact which commonly eseapes the consideration of business 
men and business organizations throughout the country who 
are flooding us day by day with a demand for a reduction of 
taxes. They seem to forget what ought not to be forgotten— 
that you can not continually increase appropriations and at the 
Same time reduce taxes. There must be an intimate connection 
between the amount of money that the Government spends, set 
forth in its appropriation bills, and the amount that it collects, 
set forth in its tax bills. I hope, however much you may ques- 
tion the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations, espe- 
clally the judgment of the subcommittee, and we are not in- 
fallible, nor do we claim to be so, that in so far as your best 
judgments will permit, you will grant us your cordial support 
In the consideration of this measure. I thank you. {Applause.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of West Virginia. Will the gentleman permit 
a question? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAYLOR of West Virginia. May I inquire concerning 
the appropriation for the Bureau of Mines as to how it com- 
pares with the estimates? 

Mr, CRAMTON. Well, generally speaking, there is some 
little increase. We gave an increase of $15,000 for a certain 
item to make possible a certain silver investigation, which will 
probably be discussed further, and there is a reduction of 
$23,000, which was with the consent of the head of the bureau, 
because of a development since the estimate was made up, and 
so the net appropriation for the bureau is under the Budget 
estimate. 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Somebody will throw me off the floor. 

Mr. ROACH. I simply want to ask this question, 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am perfectly willing to yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. ROACH. Can the gentleman inform the Members of the 
House what the salaries of the president, the vice president, 
and superintendent of the railway in Alaska are? This does 
not seem to be contained in the hearings. 

Mr. CRAMTON. There has been a reorganization of the 
Alaskan Railroad. The Alaska Engineering Commission is 
done away with and a railroad man has been sent up there as 
general manager at a salary of $6,500 a year. I know of no vice 
president, but this man is the general manager. 

Mr. ROACH. And the manager does not draw such a salary 
as usually presidents of railroads—— 

Mr. CRAMTON. There is a limitation in the law of $10,000, 
and he only draws $6,500. 

Mr. ROACH. Another thing: Are the increases in salaries 
of the several departments in this bill, which amount in the 
pr as to $816,115, entirely due to this classification act of 
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Mr. CRAMTON. The chairman of the full Committee on 
Appropriations [Mr. Mappen] covered very fully, and much 
better than I could do, the question of salaries, I will say in 
response to the gentleman’s question that in this bill—it may 
not be the case of the other bills—it fixes no salaries whatever. 
We are not a legislative committee. The salaries have been 
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fixed under the classification act of 1923 as worked out by the 
board created by that act, and the salaries paid from the sums 
carried in this bill will be those fixed by that act. The total of 
the salaries referred to is less than the Budget total, so that the 
adoption of this bill will require the various bureaus to absorb 
a part of the increase of salaries due to the classification act. 

Mr. ROACH. I do not want the gentleman to misunderstand 
me as to the amount recommended by the Bureau of the Budget 
to the Appropriation Committee. What I am referring to, if I 
have made my figures correctly, and I believe I have, is, there 
is an increase in salaries in this bill 

Mr. CRAMTON, I think the gentleman is wrong as to that. 

Mr. ROACH. Of $816,155 over the appropriations made—— 

Mr. CRAMTON. Has the gentleman included in his calcu- 
lation the amount allowed the Interior Department for pay- 
ment of the $240 bonus? If not, he would be very much in 
error, 

Mr. ROACH. I am just taking the gentleman's own report 
and accepting it. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will not pass on the gentleman’s figures, 
but if the gentleman will combine the salaries in the 1924 bill 
and the $240 bonus which was in a different bill he will find 
the total salary increase carried in this bill, because of the 
reclassification act, is only $200,000 or $300,000, and if I re- 
member, it is only 4 per cent of the total salaries of the de- 
partment. 

Mr, ROACH. In the appropriation bill of last year the 
amount of salary paid to each and every individual in the 
Interior Department was specifically mentioned. 

Mx. CRAMTON. No; the gentleman is very much in error. 

I «lo not believe 25 per cent 

Mr. ROACH. I have in my hand a copy of the act and I read 
the names of the persons receiving salaries and the amounts 
of salaries they are to receive. , 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is in some items. 

Mr, ROACH. In the office of the Secretary himself. 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is true. I thought the gentleman 
spoke of the whole bill; there are many—— 

Mr. ROACH. There are 57 in the Secretary's office. 

Mr. CRAMTON. ‘That is due in part to the transfer of 
$15,000 from the surveying item for services in the District of 
Columbia that bas been carried. there heretofore and now 
transferred to the Secretary's office, and other transfers which 
I can not enumerate.’ In addition to that the gentleman has 
probably overlooked the bonus item which was not earried in 
this bill last year. 

Mr. ROACH. One more question and T will close. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will yield to the gentleman, although I 
think I have trespassed much on the House. 

Mr. ROACH. I hope I am not trespassing on the patience 
of the House. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I feel that I am. 

Mr. ROACH. If the House feels that I am, I will sit down. 
The gentleman has made me forget the question I wanted to 
ask of him. {Laughter.] Oh, I do want to call this to the 
attention of the gentleman, that there are evidently numerous 
increases of salary to the officials ef the various bureaus of the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROACH. The question I asked of the gentleman and the 
information I desired was whether or not that was actually 
due to the reclassification act of 1923 or otherwise? 

Mr. CRAMTON. It is due absolutely to the reclassification 
act. ‘The committee has not fixed a single salary in this bill. 
We have accepted the salary fixed by the Reclassification Board 
under the reclassification act of 1923, as we are bound to do, 
because we are the servants of the House. 

Mr. ROACH. Then you have not raised a single salary? 

Mr, CRAMTON. The committee has not, but the reclassifica- 
tion act has. 1 

Mr. ROACH, I wanted to know if these raises were due to 
the reclassification act. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Absolutely. On page 1013 of the hearings 
you will find a list of all the salaries in the department as 
fixed by the Reclassification Board, but the total of those sal- 
aries is not appropriated, and they must absorb part of it by 
cutting down their pay roll. I thank the House for its patience. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is in the control of the gen- 


tleman from Michigan [Mr. CANTON] and the gentleman from | 


Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa Mr. 
Hutt] such time as he may desire. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask unani- 
mous consent for the insertion in the Recorp of a memoran- 
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dum by Mr. Merrill, secretary of the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, containing an offer for Muscle Shoals, with some remarks 
of my own, À 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recor» in the manner in- 
dicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr, ALMON, Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, 
the paper referred to is not an offer for Muscle Shoals. It is 
a communication from the Alabama Power Co. and eight other 
power companies, addressed to the Federal Power Commission. 
It is a matter of national interest. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will with- 
draw it if it is going to be objected to. 

Mr. ALMON. I do not intend te object, but I wanted to 
make a statement in connection with it. I will make my state- 
ment later on if it is not in order now. I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted 
to me to extend my remarks in the Rxconn, I include the fol- 
lowing: 

LEGISLATION—MUSCLE SHOALS, 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION, 
Washington, January 8, 1924. 
Hon. Harry E. HULL, 
House of Representatives. 


My Dran MR. HULL: Reference is made to your letter of November 
23, and my reply of November 24, concerning a request made to cer- 
tain southern power companies in the States surrounding Muscle 
Shoals to make a statement of the price they would be willing to pay 
for power which might be developed at the plant now being constructed 
by the United States. I am to-day in receipt of a reply, signed by 
ofticials of the— 

Columbus Electric Light & Power Co. 

Carolina Power & Light Co. 

Yadkin River Power Co. 

Asheville Power & Light Co. 

The North Carolina Electric Power Co. 

The Tennessee Electric Power Co, 

Memphis Power & Light Co. 

Alabama Power Co, 

Central Georgia Power Co. 

1 am transmitting the original to yor, together with a printed copy 
of the letter. 0 

Very truly yours, O. C. MERRILL, 
Ewecutive Secretary. 


Tun Tenyessre ELECTRIC Power Co., 
Chattanooga, Tenn., January 8, 1025. 
Hon. O. C. MERRILL, 
Executive Secretary Federal Power Commission, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dean Sin: We acknowledge receipt of your letter of November 24, 
1923. requesting the companies Joining in this letter to advise you con- 
cerning the price that could probably be secured for electric energy 
available on completion of Wilson Dam, Muscle Shoals, in July, 1925. 

In response the undersigned companies submit the following plan 
for utilizing the hydroelectric power at Muscle Shoals which would 
permit the use of a substantial part of the power for the production 
of fertilizer; would place the Muscle Shoals power under the protection 
and regulation of the Federal water power act; would enable the Gov- 
ernment to collect during the 50-year period approximately $100,000.000 
rental and still retain ownership of all its properties. 

The power transmission lines in the southeastern States of Tennessee, 
Georgia, Alabama, North and South Carolina are interconnected in a 
superpower system which permits of the interchange of power from 
one company to another, and thus an excess of water power at any 
point is made available to meet the public needs at any other point on 
the system. The Government steam plant in the Muscle Shoals district. 
for several years has been operated under temporary lease for the 
benefit of the entire superpower system, from which pewer is furnished 
for use in Alabama, Georgia, and in the Carolinas, an extreme distance 
of over 600 miles from Muscle Shoals. 

Government engineers have made several reports of the best method 
of utilizing the Muscle Shoals power. In the first report (1913) it was 
recommended that Congress undertake the power development in co- 
operation with a power company with the view of coordinating the 
widely varying water flow of the Tennessee River with water powers 
on other rivers in Alabama. (H. Doc. No. 20, 63d Cong., 2d sess.) The 


great variation iu water flow at Muscle Shoals would thus be equalized, 
and it was shown that the power produced by this plan would be at 
least twice the power produced at Muscle Shoals without such coordi- 
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nation. This recommendation was again made to Congress in 1916 
(II. Doc. No. 1262, 64th Cong.. Ist sess.), but action was suspended until 
it should be decided whether the Muscle Shoals power would be utilized 
for a nitrate plant. 

Again, in 1921 it was recommended in a report by Government en- 
gineers, submitted through the Chief of Engineers to the Secretary of 
War, that the best method of utilizing this power in the interest of the 
public of the South was to coordinate it with the southern superpower 
system, thereby enabling the companies to supplement the Muscle Shoals 
power by building storage developments on various streams and steam 
plants in the coal fields, the recommendation being as follows: 

“144. The best economy and reliability can not be secured by any one 
development, whether it is hydropower by flow of stream or by storage 
or steam power, but will be obtained by a suitable combination of these 
different sources and by the interconnection of the systems supplied by 
them. Muscle Shoals has been selected by the Government as a fayor- 
able location for the production of cheap power. The proposed design 
will furnish 100,000 kilowatts of prime power and 200,000 kilowatts of 
second-class power in an average year. The steam plant of 60,000 kilo- 
watts which the Government has installed at Muscle Shoals is capable 
of converting a portion of the second-class power into prime power. 
But this combination with a steam plant at Muscle Shoals, regardless 
of whatever economy may result, can not be, broadly speaking, as favor- 
able for all interests, either the Government interests or private inter- 
ests, as a combination of the Muscle Shoals steam and hydro powers 
with an interconnected group of public-utility systems as described In 
this report. To segregate the Muscle Shoals power facilities from the 
other systems of the country Is contrary to the policy recommended and 
strongly advocated, that is, of interconnecting all of the efficient going 
power systems and jointly operating them for maximum economy, The 
same principle which works for Increased economy by interconnecting 
the public-utility power systems of the Southern States applies to a 
further interconnection including the Muscle Shoals plants; and in the 
interest of cheap and reliable power the law should be changed and the 
interconnection and joint operation of all of the developed powers should 
be provided for.“ (The Power Situation During the War, pp. 264-265.) 

Large storage reservoirs are now in existence and others are planned 
or under construction in Tennessee, Georgia, Alabama, and the Caro- 
linas, all of which will be connected with this superpower system. 
These developments, together with steam plants in the coal fields, will 
permit of the use from year to year of increasing amounts of the 
secondary power at Musele Shoals. 

The entire Muscle Shoals power can be absorbed in the South within 
a period of not exceeding 10 years from the completion of the project. 
This would involve its transmission to power-consuming centers, includ- 
ing the adjacent and intermediate territory of Memphis, Chattanooga, 
Knoxville, and Nashville in the State of Tennessee; various commu- 
nities in Georgia and in the Carolinas, extending as far eastward as 
Wilmington; Birmingham and Montgomery and other sections of Ala- 
bama; and with a further extension of the superpower system can be 
made available in the Mobile and New Orleans districts and in the State 
of Mississippi and portions of Florida, including the port city of Pen- 
sacola. 

To carry out this plan, one or more of the undersigned would be 
prepared to submit a proposal which would contemplate the organiza- 
tion of a company to lease the plant for a term of 50 years under the 
terms of the Federal water power act, and wonld agree to pay a rental 
to the Government sufficient to meet all interest charges on expenditures 
on the project to the time of its completion, including the $17,000,000 
expended during and just after the war. This total expenditure, we 
understand, will be approximately $45,000,000 on the assumption that 
the Government Instails eight generating units in the hydroplant, to 
which should be added $4,500,000, the present value of the Govern- 
ment steam plant at Muscle Shoals, making u total of approximately 
$50,000,000 as the basis for interest charges. This interest return, 
therefore, taken at the Government rate of 4 per cent amounts to 
approximately $2,000,000 per annum, which the licensee would be pre- 
pared to pay. It the Government installs additional power units be- 
yond eight, the return to the Government should be increased accord- 
ingly. If the Government desires to sell the steam plant mentioned, 
one or more of the undersigned would be prepared to purchase the 
same at $4,500,000 on terms satisfactory to the Government. The 
rental for the first six years should be at the rate of $300,000 per 
annum; for the next four years $1,500,000 per annum, increasing the 
following year to the maximum rental. 

During the first few years of the lease it would be necessary for the 
power companies to expend not less than $10,000,000 in new lines, addi- 
tional units, and other equipment necessary to transmit and deliver 
the power to various parts of the South. In addition, the licensee would 
assume all the obligations of the Federal water power act, would relieve 
the Government of the expense of providing additional power units in 
excess of eight and the responsibility of operating and maintaining 
the power plant throughout the lease period, all of which would be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 10, 


assumed by the licensee.. The licensee would also supply the necessary 
Power to operate the Government locks without expense to the Govern- 
ment, the latter to operate the locks. 

The license should provide that whenever the safety of the United 
States demands, the United States would have the right, as more fully 
provided in the Federal water power act, to take over and operate the 
project covered by the license for the purpose of manufacturing nitrates, 
explosives, or munitions of war, or for any other purpose involving the 
safety of the United States, for such length of time as should appear 
to the President necessary for such purposes. 

After completion of the necessary transmission lines connecting Mus- 
cle Shoals with the distribution system of the South, such as the plan 
outlined contemplates, practically the entire power resources of the 
Southern States would thus become available to the Government when- 
ever the national safety required. 

The project covered by the license would be subject to recapture 
by the Government at any time during the license period or at the 
end of 50 years, under the terms of the Federal water power act. 

In case the Government desires to sell the entire hydroelectric 
power plant at a fixed sum, as suggested in the Message of the 
President to Congress, we beg to say that one or more of the under- 
signed will be prepared to submit such a plan of purchase, the works 
so purchased to be operated under the Federal water power act. 

Under the plan proposed ample provision would be made for the 
supply of electric energy for the manufacture of fertilizer at Muscle 
Shoals, such energy to be supplied at actual cost to the licensee. 

We recognize that navigation of the Tennessee River is an im- 
portant element in this general program and, therefore, Dam No. 3 
in the Muscle Shoals. section of the river and additional dams fur- 
ther up the river, should, within a reasonable time, be constructed. 
If this power is introduced into public service, the power demands 
of the zone surrounding the Muscle Shoals district will increase so 
rapidly that the additional power from this source can be placed in 
public service. within a reasonable time, and those interested in that 
project are prepared to go forward, either as a purchaser of the power 
from the Government under the Federal water power act, the de- 
velopments to be financed by the Government, or to finance the projects 
and construct the same under the Federal water power act, suitable 
recognition to be given the navigation features involved in this project. 

There is a large demand in the South for power and it is continually 
increasing, and we suggest that if the Government desires to pro- 
ceed along the lines suggested in this letter, it should be done as 
quickly as possible so as to coordinate the development at Muscle 
Shoals with other large developments which’ are either under way 
or Will shortly go forward in various parts of the South, 

Yours very truly, 
COLUMBUS ELECTRIC & Power Co., 
Harry H. Hun, Vice President. 
CAROLINA Power & LIGHT Co., 
By E. W. Hitt, Vice President, 
YADKIN RIVER Power Co., 
RAT MOND H. Sutru, Vice President. 
ASHEVILLE Power & Lionar Co., 
Wu. DARBEE, Vice President. 
THE NORTH CAROLINA ELECTRICAL POWER Co,, 
FRANK SILLIMAN, Jr., President. 
THE TENNESSEE ELECTRIC POWER Co., 
C, M. CLarkK, Chairman, 
MEMPHIS Power & Ligut Co., 
T. H. Turwiter, President. 
ALABAMA Powen Co., 
THomas W. Martin, President. 
CENTRAL GEORGIA POWER Co., 
By L. A. Maaraw, Vice President. 

Referring to the above offer, Mr. Hut, made the following state- 
ment: 

“The outline of a proposed tender to the Government for the utiliza- 
tion of the power at Muscle Shoals, as made by a group of southern 
power companies in response to an inquiry by the Federal Power 
Commission initiated at my request, is the most practical solution yet 
advanced for one of the most troublesome problems with which Congress 
has had to deal. 

“Not only does the proposed offer provide for a payment to the Goy- 
ernment of approximately $100,000,000 during the 50-year period of the 
lease, as provided under the Federal water power act, but the interest of 
the farmer in the potentialities of cheap fertilizer production at Muscle 
Shoals is thoroughly protected by the reservation of a large block of 
power provided under the plan, for such arrangements as Congress 
may desire to make, for manufacture of fertilizer in connection with 
the nitrate plants. The power not so utilized is thus made available 
to industry throughout the entire South, from the Carolinas to Loulsi- 
ana, under the protection and regulation of our established national 
water-power policy, 
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“Any fair comparison of the terms of the proposed plan with the 
Ford offer on Muscle Shoals must serve to show the utter imadequacy 
of the latter, either from the standpoint of public benefit or of a re- 
turn to the Government on its $107,000,000 war-time investment there. 
Indeed, from almost any standpoint the Ford offer must now appear of 
doubtful possible benefit. 

“The plan now proposed would enable the Government to realize 
an adequate return on its investment and at the same time retain 
nitrate plant No. 2 as a stand-by for war, the only assurance it now 
has for nitrates for explosives In event the national safety required. 
The Government would retain also other very valuable properties, all 
of which under the Ford offer would be deeded to the Ford corporation 
for $1,500,000 when eredit is given for proceeds of the Gorgas sale as 
proposed, although it now appears the Government can realize $4,500,000 
for the Sheffield steam plant alone. The Government has sold the 
Gorgas plant for about $3,500,000, so it will be able to realize $8,000,000 
for only two units of the Muscle Shoals properties. Yet Mr. Ford 
would pay only about $1,500,000 for the entire Muscle Shoals plants, 
which cost originally $107,000,000, 

“In another respect it enables the Government to recover and secure 
a return on $17,000,000 invested in the power dam during the war, on 
which Mr. Ford would pay no return, and the $17,000,000 would become 
a total loss, í 

“It should be pointed out that there is nothing In this plan which 
would debar Mr. Ford from carrying out his often expressed desire of 
doing something for the farmers by the manufacture of fertilizer at 
Muscle Shoals. The nitrate plants are still available to him, with the 
necessary power, on whatever terms Congress may decide. I want the 
Government to encourage him or anyone else and afford every oppor- 
tunity and assistance in the solution of this most pressing problem 
with the farmer. 

“But if Mr. Ford is to engage in the fertilizer business, employing 
the resources of the Government, it should be under the same guaranties 
that would be expected or asked of any other man. As chairman of 
thé House committee which visited Muscle Shoals last year, and a 
member of the Military Affairs Committee, which has handled all 
legislation haying to do with nitrate production for war purposes and 
for fertilizer since the passage of the national defense act in 1916, 1 
have given time and study to this important problem. 

“In any disposition of Muscle Shoals I regard these conditions as 
fundamental; First, the maintenance of the plants as preparedness 


against war; second, their utilization, so far as practical, in time of 


pece for the production of fertilizer; and third, the distribution of the 
power not so used to the public under regulations which will insure an 
adequate return on the investment in the power development. 

“Last year I prepared a resolution which if adopted would secure 
these results. I shall reintroduce it to conform to conditions that now 
exist and will urge its adoption. I belleve it will solve this whole 
question to the satisfaction of everyone who desires that the Govern- 
ment and the public secure the greatest benefit from the enormous 
investment of public funds at Muscle Shoals. 

“No one knows whether Mr. Ford still desires Muscle Shoals. 1 
endeavored, without success, to ascertain in what manner he is willing 
to modify his offer to meet the new conditions. If he desires to make 
fertilizer for the farmer, the resolution I shall propose would enable 
him to lease the nitrate plants on most favorable terms and to secure 
power for that purpose at an extremely low cost. The power that he 
may desire for his own operations can be had on the same basis as 
any other industrial user, The Government would thus retain owner- 
ship in extremely valuable properties upon which it can certainly 
recoup a very large amount of its war investment, which is not pos- 
sible under the Ford offer.” 


Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks by inserting in the Recorp some correspond- 
ence I have had with the Secretary of the Treasury in regard 
to the various estimates of the cost of adjusted compensation, 
and a statement which includes a letter of mine to him, a 
letter from the Secretary to me, a statement of my own in 
regard to his reply, and pertinent tables. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD as 
indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr, BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chair- 
man, may I ask the gentleman whether that has any bearing 
on the conference that is to take place to-night? 

Mr. ANDREW. Not so far as I know. But it has consid- 
erable bearing on the general question, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted to me 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp I include the following: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


815 


(Correspondence between Representative ANDREW and Secretary of the 
Treasury Mellon concerning variations in the Treasury estimates of 
the cost of adjusted compensation, and concerning the possibility of 
reducing taxes by $320,000,000 and at the same time paying ad- 
justed compensation out of surplus revenues.) 

1, 


LETTER ADDRESSED TO THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY BY REPRE- 
SENTATIVE A. PIATT ANDREW, OF MASSACHUSETTS. 


DECEMBER 10. 1923. 

Dran Mn. SECRETARY: In your letter of November 10 to the acting 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means you state that the 
fiscal years 1922 and 1923 have each closed with a surplus of about 
§$310,000,000,” and you recommend a net reduetion of taxes amounting 
to $323,000,000, but, you add, “a soldiers’ bonus would postpone tax 
reduction not for one but for many years to come. It would mean an 
increase rather than a decrease in taxes.” This would seem to mean 
that, according to your calculation, the expenditures involved in ad- 
justed compensation would amount to more than $323,000,000 annu- 
ally, which is contrary to every published official estimate that I have 
seen. 

In the tables prepared by the Treasury Department for the Finance 
Committee report upon the adjusted compensation bill (the bill which 
passed the House and Senate, and was vetoed by the President in 
1922) the expenditures for the first three years were estimated as 
follows: 

(1) If all veterans adopted the insurance-certificate plan, the costs 
would be— 


Wiret (yeas ioe oe a ASE —— $17, 687, 852 
Second year St EIU ES ree E Qe S 
cn Dh Seer SS EA a Be a Pe R 29, 267, 949 


“The average cost of adjusted compensation for the first three years 
on this basis (about $26,000,000) would be two hundred and nincty- 
seven millions less than your recommended reduction in taxes. 

(2) “If all veterans chose the farm and home aid and land settle- 
ment plan (whieh no one believes more than 25 per cent would do) 
the costs would be— 


ccc hc peed N E 


“The average cost for the first three years on this basis (about 
$176,000,000) would be $147,000,000 less than your recommended re- 
duction in taxes. 

(3) “If 75 per cent of the veterans adopted the insurance certifi- 
cate plan, 221 per cent farm, home, and land settlement aid, and 
24 per cent vocational training, which was considered the most likely 
exercise of options, the costs would be— 


CCC ——. —— — tee — $77, 440, 889 
Second year . 1 ˙·¹⁰¹ , EA, 
A/ A aaa bees ee NR SOO, ee 


“The average cost for the first three years on this most probable 
basis (about $81,000,000) would be $242,000,000 less than your recom- 
mended reduction in taxes.” 

The above three groups of estimates were prepared by the Gov- 
ernment actuary of your department, and, although they have ap- 
peared in public documents for a year and a half, they have never, 
so far as I am informed, been questioned In any of the committee 
hearings before which Treasury officials appeared or in subsequent 
Treasury reports. 

In the President's message of September 10, 1922 (when the ad- 
justed compensation bill was vetoed on the ground that we were 
“face to face with a great emergency” in that “the latest budget 
figures for the current fiscal year show an estimated deficit of more 
than $650,000,000," an estimate which happily proved to be nearly 
a billion dollars in error), the cost of adjusted compensation was 
figured approximately as follows: 


BB Ey Ne RRS na IES eS ye aia Stirs E $145, 000, 000 
Second: Fear. ee oa O00, O00 
r e eee 


“The average expense for the first three years on the President's 
calculation, the basis of which was not stated (about $161,000,000), 
would be $162,000,000 less than your recommended reduction in 
taxes.” 

During the fourth year, according to all estimates, the expense 
involved would be higher than in preceding or succeeding years, 
because of the taking over by the Government of unpaid loans made 
by the banks. Including this exceptional year, the four year aver- 
ages would be as follows: 


(1) Exclusively certificate plan about $116, 000, 000 
(2) Exclusively farm and home aid plan about 222, 000, 000 
(8) Probable option plan about 153, 000, 000 


(4) Veto message estimate % about 199, 000, 000 
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Eyen the highest of these enlarged estimates which take into ac- 
count the exceptional fourth year, averages over $100,000,000 
less than the sum by which, according to your statement, taxes may 
le reduced. 

Under these circumstances, I should be very grateful if you would 
be kind enough to let me know (1) whether, and if so, in what re- 
spects you consider these estimates made by your department and by 
the President were in error, and (2) upon what basis of calculating 
the cost your statement that “a soldiers’ bonus would mean an in- 
crease rather than a decrease in taxes” is founded. 

Very truly yours, 
A. Piart ANDREW. 

Hon. ANDREW W. MELLON, 

Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. O. 


II. 


or THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY TO REPRESENTATIVE 
A. MATT ANDREW. 


THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, December 18, 1923, 


My DEAR CONGRESSMAN: I have your letter of December 10, 1923, in 
which you submit as the cost of a bonus three tables which appeared 
in the report of April 20, 1922, from Senator MeCumber, of the Com- 
mittee on Finance of the Senate. A fair representation should, of 
course, include the fourth year, when the Government is required to 
take over its burden which under the bill is placed for three years 
upon the banks of the country. These figures are not estimates of the 
Treasury Department. The Government actuary, at the request of Sena- 
tor McCumber, did the mechanical work of calculating the cost based 
upon the assumptions given him for that purpose by Senator McCumber, 
The bill in the form submitted never passed the Congress, and, there- 
fore, no necessity for correction of or comment upon the tables arose. 
The figures you quote from the veto message of President Harding were 
made by the Government actuary based upon the same assumptions as 
those given him by Senator McCumber applied to the bill in the form it 
was submitted to the President. In his message President Harding said: 

“The Treasury estimates, based on what seems the most likely 
exercise of the options, figures the direct cost at approximately 
$145,000,000 for 1923, §225,000,000 for 1924, $114,000,000 for 1925, 
$12,000,000 for 1926, making a total of $795,000,000 for the first 
four years of its operation and a total cost in excess of $4,000,000,000, 
No estimate of the large indirect cost cver has been made. ‘The cer- 
tificate plan sets up no reserve against the ultimate liability. The 
plan avoids any considerable direct outlay by the Government during 
the earlier years of the bill's proposed operations, but the loans on 
the certificates would be floated on the credit of the Nation. This is 
borrowing on the Nation's credit just as truly as though the loans were 
made by direct Government borrowing, and involves a dangerous abuse 
of public credit. Moreover, the certificate plan of payment is little 
Jess than certified inability of the Government to pay, and inyites a 
practice in sacrificial barter which I can not sanction. 

“It is worth remembering that the public credit is founded on the 
popular belief in the defensibility of public expenditure as well as the 
Government's ability to pay. Loans come from every rank in life, 
aud our heavy tax burdens reach, directly or Indirectly, every element 
in our citizenship. To add one-sixth of the total sum of our public 
debt for a distribution among less than 5,000,000 ont of 110,000,000, 
whether inspired by grateful sentiment or political expediency, would 
undermine the confidence on which our credit is builded and establish 
the precedent of distributing public funds whenever the proposal and 
the numbers affected make it seem politically appealing to do so.“ 

In order that I may answer your question, the Treasury Department 
has considered the soldiers“ bonus bill in the form in which it was 
vetoed by President Harding. Taking up each of the three options, 
the total direct cost tf 100 per cent of those entitled to the benefits 
of the bonus accept farm and home aid, would be $2,068,662,903, and 
the average cost for the first four years would be $475,000,000 a year, 
If 100 per cent should take the vocational training aid, the total cost 
would be $2,815,022,451, of which $1,300,000,000 would be in the first 
year and $1,000,000,000 in the second year. If 100 per cent should 
chose the certificate plan, the total direct cost (including an estimate 
of $23,000,000 a year for the first 20 years for administration), would 
be $5,400,526,444, and the average for the first four years would be 
about $225,000,000 a year. Senator McCumber assumed that 75 per 
cent would take the certificate plan, 224 per cent the farm loan and 
home ald plan, and 22 per cent the vocational training plan. He also 
ussumed that a certain amount would be borrowed on the certificates. 
With the passage of almost two years since the original assump- 
tions were made, it is believed that a more probable estimate now is 
that there would be 90 per cent who should choose the certificate plan, 
9 per cent the farm toan and home sid plan, and 1 per cent vocational 
training. Since the obvious purpose of the bill is to permit borrowing, 
it is clear that greater recourse would be had by the certificate holders 
to this privilege. Account has algo been taken of the savings to the 
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Government by probable failure on the part of at least 100,000 men 


to receive or redeem their certificates. Based on these estimates, the 

total direct cost of the bonus would be $5,085,833,687, and an average 

for the first four years of over $250,000,000 a year. A table is attached 
showing the amounts to be paid each year. 

It has been tue policy of the United States to make preparation to 
meet large principal payments coming due at a period in the future 
by use of a sinking fund, and no other policy is sound. The twentieth y 
year of the bonus would see requirements of nearly $3,000,000,000. 
If this sound policy be continued, it is estimated that with some bor- 
rowing by the Government during the fourth and fifth years, 21 pay- 
ments of $211,476,857 each from 1924 to 1944, both inclusive, if paid 
annually, would meet the cost of the bonus up to 1944, leaving u 
balance of about $650,000,000 coming duc in the later years to be met 
by new legislation. 

Your letter of December 10, 1923, calls attention to a statement 
appearing in my letter of November 10 to Mr. GREEN, to the effect 
that “A soldiers’ bonus would postpone tax reduction, not for one, but 
for many years to come. It would mean an increase rather than a 
decrease in taxes.” 

This is well justified. You must add to the direct cost of $250,- 
000,000 a year for the first four years of the bonus and the average 
of $211,000,000 per year for the first 20 years the enormous indirect 
cost to the Government. The bill gives the right in the first three 
years to borrow from the banks of the country, and that this right 
would be exercised by the great majority of the certificate holders none 
denies. The consequent demand for credit would raise the interest 
rates which the Government, as well as the general public, will haye to 
pay on borrowed money. At the same time the mere passage of the 
bill would depress the price of Government bonds and increase thelr 
basis of return. In such a money market the Government would have 
to take care of the $8,000,000,000 or its securities which mature 
within the next five years, and to do so would, of course, have to meet 
the higher rate of interest. The continuing cost of an increase in 
interest rates on such a volume of refunding would be very large. The 
Government, like every other person in the United States, would also 
have to conduct its business at greatly increased expense, due to the 
higher price level generally which would inevitably follow the credit 
expansion and decreased production brought on by the bonus law. 
Soon the disturbance to business by this and other factors would reduce 
the income of the people and thus the Government's revenue, so that 
any estimated surplus would no longer exist and recourse would have 
to be had to additional taxes. : 

It must be obyious to any impartial mind that a new obligation of 
the United States made in time of peace to pay over $5,000,000,000, 
of which $1,000,000,000 comes in the first four years, and an average 
drain on the Treasury for 20 years of $211,000,000 a year, which is 
one-fifth of the total pre-war cost of government, can not be under- 
taken without serious economic consequences. If such a commitment 
is made, any reduction of Federal taxes upon a comprehensive plan 
will probably not be seen in this generation. 

Very truly yours, 
A. W. MELLON, 
Secrelury of the Treasury. 
Hon, A. PLATT ANDREW, 
House of Representatives. 
III. 

STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE A, PIATT ANDREW OF MASSACHUSETTS 
CONCERNING THE EFFECT OF THE SO-CALLED SOLDIERS’ BONUS UPON 
TAX REDUCTION, 

For the past month the whole country has rejoiced in the prospect 
of lower taxes. So far as I know everybody favors tax reduction 
in every locality, in every occupation, and regardless of party. This 
is as true of Congress as it is of the public at large. 

The idea bas been widely circulated, however, that taxes can 
not be lifted, or at any rate, to anything like the amount proposed 
if the so-called soldiers’ bonus is to be paid. There has developed 
a very highly organized effort to persuade the public of this and to 
enlist their opposition to adjusted compensation upon this basis. 
It is to this vital phase of the subject that I want to direct attention. 

I have no serious contention with those who oppose adjusted com- 
pensation on the general ground that it was the privilege of youth 
to serve the country and that the veterans can have no greater 
reward than the proud memory of thelr service in the war. My 
own personal conviction is that the country treated its veterans with 
little generosity when they returned. It treated them far less 
generously than Canada did her veterans. It compensated far less 
liberally those whose youth and strength and industrial opportunities 
had been drafted than those who had contracted to furnish shells 
and steel and aluminum. It left them at a manifest disadvantage 
as compared with the majority of men of the same age who had 
remained during the war in civil life. The desire to offer them 
something more substantial than the banquets and speeches with 
which they had been welcomed home was very widely felt in the 
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years immediately following the war. It was quickly espoused by 
both political parties, in Whose platforms it was virtually pledged 
four years ago. It was registered in the vote of an overwhelming 
majority of both Houses of Congress. President Harding repeatedly 
indorsed the idea and volced bis hope that the time would come 
when such a “bestowal of gratitude” could be made. The years, 
however, have gone by, and, like a much overdue doctor's bill for 
services warmly appreciated when rendered, the fulfillment of the 
pledge has now become annoying to many people and is resented 
by them. They would rather break faith with their erstwhile de- 
feuders than pay the debt which a short while ago was so widely 
recognized by the public and those in authority. All that is easily 
understood. It is the way of the world. : 
What I resent, because It seems disingenuous, is the contention that 
adjusted compensation must not be paid because the country can not 
afford it. The argument has taken first one form, then another, First, 
it was said that the adjustment must be postponed because the Liberty 
bonds were 12 or 15 points below par. Then when they rose to par it 
was said that we must walt until payment began to be made upon the 
foreign loans. Then when England had agreed to pay one hundred and 
sixty millions or more annually for the next 62 years, other financial 
reasons were marshaled out. President Harding was induced to veto 
the bill in September, 1922, on the basis of astoundingly erroneous 
calculations, He was told, as he stated in his yeto message, that the 
country was face to face with a great emergency in that It was con- 
fronted with a deficit of $650,000,000. Yet, as a matter of fact, in 
that fiscal year we paid off six hundred and thirteen millions of the 
Government debt, more than two hundred and eleven millions in excess 
of all legal requirements, and still the Treasury ended the fiscal year 
with a balance to its credit of $370,000,000. The Treasury estimate 


of its balance sheet for 1923, which the President had been led to- 


quote against the so-called bonus, was more than twelye hundred 
million dollars in error, Today the surplus can no longer be over- 
looked or disguised and the argument on the basis of a deficit is no 
longer possible. So we are told that adjusted compensation can not be 
paid if taxes are reduced. I bave looked into the figures with con- 
siderable care and am convinced that this statement is quite as base- 
less as that given to President Harding in 1922. 

It is not vital to this contention that the successive estimates of the 
cost of adjusted compensation prepared in the Treasury have grown 
larger and larger during the past three years. A comparison of the 
Treasury's calculations shows surprising inconsistencies, even when the 
basis of calculation is quite unchanged. To cite only two of many 
instances shown by comparing the estimates made by the ‘Treasury 
Actuary for the Senate Finance Committee report of June 8, 1922, and 
those presented by the Secretary of the Treasury in his letter of De- 
cember 18, 1923. The matters under consideration are identical in 
both cases and the bases of calculation are the same, yet the figures 
coutained in the Secretary's letter of a month ago are double those 
made by the Treasury Actuary in June, 1922. 

(1) Estimated average of cost of adjusted compensation for the 
first four years, assuming that all (100 per cent) veterans chose the 
farm-and-home aid plan— 

Treasury estimate in MeCumber report, June 8. 1922 $222, 000, 000 
Treasury estimate in Secretary's letter, December 18, 
475, 000, 000 

(2) Estimated average cost of adjusted compensation for the first 
four years, assuming that all (100 per cent) veteráns chose the in- 
surance-certificate plan— 

Treasury estimate in McCumber report, June 8, 1922 $114, 000, 000 
Treasury estimate in Secretary's letter, December 18, 
225, 000, 000 

As over 100,000 veterans had died in the period intervening De- 
tween the two sets of estimates, one would naturally have expected 
the later estimates to be smaller than the former, But in both cases 
they were twice ss large, The editor of the World's Work, a vigor- 
ous opponent of adjusted compensation, says in the January number 
of that review thet the Treasury's experts upon bonus calculations 
were either bad guessers or they had deliberately misled the public.” 
But even taking the estimates of cost contained in the Secretary's 
most recent letter, the tables in the last Treasury report indicate 
that taxes can be repealed and lowered to the full extent recommended 
by him, and the Government debt can be reduced to the full extent 
provided by law; yet, nevertheless, every obligation of adjusted com- 
pensation from the beginning to the end can be met without further 
borrowing and without other taxation. 

Here are the figures: We had a balance in the Treasury last June 
of approximately $2706,000,000, and, according to the Secretary's re- 
port, we shall probably accumulate during the present fiscal year a 
surplus of about $330,000,000. In other words, after reducing the 
debt by all of the requirements of the sinking fund and other pro- 
visions of law, we can, according to the Secretary’s estimates, have 
at the end of the present fiscal year, before any adjusted-compensa- 
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tion payments are scheduled to begin, a balance of at least $700,000,000, 
or nearly twice as much as the Secretary estimates that adjusted com- 
pensation will cost for the following three years, or untill June 30, 
1927, namely, $364,000,000. 

Compensation payments under the pending bill will begin in the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, when, as the Secretary proposes and 
most Members of the House and Senate sincerely desire, taxes will be 
reduced by no less than $320,000,000. Assuming, then, that taxes are 
going to be reduced in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, by the 
whole amount that the Secretary proposes, namely, $320,000,000 per 
year—the excess of present revenues over present expenditures—it 
must not be forgotten that according to the President's budget mes- 
sage a reduction in Government expenditures of fully $260,000,000 is 
contemplated. If this economy is realized and the remaining sources 
of revenue average approximately the same—and the Secretary even 
says that the most important tax reduction which he recommends will 
actually Increase revenues in that “the revenue from the reduced 
surtax rates will soon equal or exceed what would accrne at the 
present rates”—in the fiscal year 1925, when adjusted-compensation 
Payments are to start, nearly a billion dollars should be available out 
of which adjusted compensation can be paid, notwithstanding the very 
Substantial repeal and reduction of taxes. According to the Secre- 
tary's most recent estimates of the cost of adjusted compensation, 
vastly higher though they are than the estimates made by the Treasury 
Actuary for the Senate Committee on Finance, the cost for the first 
year will be $161,000,000—NSenate report, $77,000,000—and for the 
first four years $1,000,000,000—Senate report, $612,000,000. The 
Treasury, therefore, according to the best information available, should 
already have on hand in the fiscal year 1925 a sufficient sum to cover 
even the Secretary's highest estimate of adjusted compensation cost, not 
only for that year but also for the three succeeding years. In a word, 
the ‘Treasury can have on hand in 1925 a sufficient balance to meet all 
compensation perments up to June 30, 1928. 

For the following 15 years, according tho Secretary’s calculations, 
adjusted compensation will cost on the average only about $45,000,000 
yearly. If the balance between revenues and expenditures continues 
the same, which is quite possible even if the tax reduction of this 
year is followed by further tax reduction in years to come, when the 
remaining taxes become more fruitful, not only can these payments be 
easily met out of the Government's surplus income but the estimated 
heavier payment of the twentieth year to meet maturing insurance will 
be much more than amply covered by the accumulation of such income. 

Congress, in my Judgment, can safely reduce taxes at the present 
time to the amount proposed, with reasonable assurance that the 
Government's ordinary expenses can be met, the national debt reduced 
as provided by law, and the long-overdue obligation to the veterans 
provided for without resort either to new taxes or new loans. Happily 
we are not obliged to choose between tax reduction and adjusted com- 
pensation. We can meet the universal desire to see taxes lowered to 
the full measure that the Secretary of the Treasury has proposed 
without in any way repudiating our pledge to the soldiers. 

IV 
TREASURY ACTUARY’S ESTIMATES OF COST OF ADJUSTED COMPENSATION FOR SENATE 
FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT OF JUNE 8, 1922. 


APPENDIX A. 


Cost to Government on basis of 76 per cent certificate — 224 Jarm, home, and land 
settlement aid, and 2} per cent vocational training, after deducting e cash payments 
of $16,000,006, 

Calendar year. ba sha Total, 
$13, 265, 889 $77, 440, 889 
19, 927,729 92) 177,729 
21, 950, 962 73, 100, 962 
250, 229, $8 870, 229, 885 
61.212. 215 148, 982, 215 
43 137, 564, 284 
92,170, 417 
36, 372, 946 
25, 468, 117 
21,955, 771 
* 18, 503, 421 
Se 18, 788, 137 
. 19; 136, 157 
AO A 19, 488, 087 
PSR S 27, 405, 210 
FAK 27, 854, 752 
7 28, 409, 290 
o 5 — 
22S CeT EA RTA S — 104,498,263 


655, 991, 670 
, 708, 917, 811 


Total to 1943. 
1943 to 19666. 
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APPENDIX B. 
Tctal payments under certificate plan. 
[Basis of 100 per cent choosing this plan.] 
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APPENDIX C. 
Vocational training. 
[Basis of 100 per cont choosing this plan.] 


Farm and home aid and land settlement aii. 
[Basis of 100 per cent choosing this plan. 
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SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY’S ESTIMATES IN HIS LETTER OF 
DECEMBER 18, 1923. 


1, 833, 000, 000 


Extimated annual direct cost of the bonus to the Government, 90 
per cent choosing the certificate plan, 9 per cent the farm and home 
aid plan, and 1 per cent vocational training, upon basis of going 
into force Jancary 1, 192}. 


$65, 229, 002 2 $161, 729, 002 
56, $36,378 111, 336,378 
56, 495, 781 92, 676, 005 
639, O45, 153 661, 545, 183 
124 312, 372 133, 312, 372 
34, 580, 257 40, 759, 918 
120, 342, 607 342, 607 
84. 714, 548 $4, 714, 543 
58, 085, 381 5S, 085, 381 
5S, 563,589 |... ......000c|-0 55, 563, 580 
50, 042, 904 EEA EE 50, 012, 904 
50, 621, 846 A E 30, 621, 846 
42, 20080 42, 260, 565 
S 43, 056, 472 
52, 904, 407 52, 904, 407 
26, 965, 985 26, 965, 985 
ID 10, 120, 404 
127 491, 319 AEE OA 1—24 491,319 
846, 370 1 —87, $46,370 
151,492,206 |. —151, 492; 208 
2, S85, 786, 816 Enr 2, 885, 786, S16 


138, 179,661 | 23, 180, 224 | 4, 441, 003, 487 
644, 830, 200 


186,179, 661 | 23,180, 224 


1 Excess of receipts over payments. K 
Includes $16,000,000 paid in cash to veterans whose bonus is $50 or less. 


No allowance is made for cost of admimstering farm and home or vocational train 
ing plans, which would be $3,000,000 a year as a minimum for some six years. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time, and will be glad to be advised how much it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserves 48 minutes. The 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Carrer] is recognized. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Five hours on a side’ were allowed in the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. The debate began at 10 minutes 
past 12. Four hours and twelve minutes have been used. 
Forty-eight minutes are reserved by the gentleman. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan has himself used 3 hours and 10 minutes, 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, there is a widespread interest 
in the conditions under which the farmers of the country are 
laboring and in the problems that confront them. Many theories 
have been advanced concerning the proper remedies to be ap- 
plied, but it is gratifying that there have been also certain very 
practical results accomplished. I have here a letter with 
reference to the distribution of seasonable farm labor, and it 
is very illuminating in this regard. I think that the information 
contained in it should be available for the Members of this 
House. It is brief. It is written by Mr. Francis I. Jones, of 
the Employment Service of the Department of Labor, and is 
addressed to the Secretary of Labor. I ask unanimous consent 
that I may include it in my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing a letter 
as indicated. y 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. I will say to the gentleman 
that I think I have received a copy of it. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will say to the gentleman that a few Mem- 
bers may have seen it, but it has not been distributed generally 
to the Members. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the letter referred to: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
UNITED STATES EMPLOYMENT BERVICE, 
Washington, December 8, 1923. 
Hon. James J. Davis, 
Secretary of Labor, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. SECRETARY: I have the honor to submit herewith re- 
port of the work done by the Farm Labor Bureau of this service from 
Jannary 1, 1923, to November 30. 1923, Inclusive. I am sure it will 
interest you to know that in the demands for help, opportunities for 
service fulfilled, and the number of laborers handled, the Farm Labor 
Bureau so far this year has surpassed the records of previous years. 

The activities of the Farm Labor Bureau have been extended over a 
far greater area than in other years. The 1923 work was carried on 
in one-third of the States of the Union, but these States embraced 
fully one-half of the actual area of the United States. The scope of 
the work included the handling of a number of the major farm crops, 
The total number of men recruited and distributed for seasonal farm 
Inbor this year by the bureau was 161,083. This is practically 50 
per cent greater work than has been performed by the Farm Labor 
Bureau in any previous year of its history. The establishing of a 
permanent service at Forth Worth, Tex., in May of this year, proved 
of inestimable value to the agricultural interests of the State, and 
particularly to the cotton sections. This office alone supplied to the 
cotton fields 41,279 men—a distinct accomplishment, 

Viewed in the light of work performed, the expenditure of the bureau 
was extremely low, not exceeding $30,000. If the continuous insistent 
demands made upon this service by all the agricultural sections of the 
country are to be met it will be necessary that additional funds be 
appropriated in order to provide for the extension and development 
of the Farm Labor Bureau. In order to bring tne Farm Labor Bureau 
up to where it can perform the maximum amount of service to the 
country an appropriation of $80,000 should be made for this particular 
activity of this service. 

The Farm Labor Bureau bas not been able to meet all requirements 
for help that have been made upon it. To some sections from which 
very urgent calls for service came the bureau was forced to turn a 
deaf ear. In some of the agricultural territory entered it was able to 
render only limited aid because funds would not permit the making 
of a thorough preliminary survey or provide an adequate organization 
of field men to recruit, direct, and distribute equitably the necessary 
supply of labor and also afford the necessary publicity. However, in 


vast territories the Farm Labor Bureau was able to furnish full service 
by putting a complete organization in the field, maintaining adequate 
temporary offices at strategic points, thus recruiting sufficient help, 
directing it to proper distribution points, and then moying it in an 
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orderly manner so as to meet the individual community needs. In all 
districts where service was rendered the bureau received full coopera- 
tion from the State labor commissioners, who are also the Federal 
directors of this service, the public employment services of the several 
States (to which this service makes financial contribution), as well as 
from the county extension agents, the chambers of commerce, bankers 
and business organizations, and the individual farmers. 

The central office of the Farm Labor Bureau is located at Kansas 
City, Mo. While this office is the headquarters of the Farm Labor 
Bureau, it placed 2,359 farm laborers at general monthly and yearly 
work. The branch service at Sioux City, Iowa, directed 1,724 general 
farm hands to work in this territory, The Fort Worth (Tex.) office 
during the first five months of its existence located 607 men on farms 
for monthly and yearly labor. The locating of general farm hands on 
the farms of the country is a highly important work, but in the main 
such service Bust be performed by the regular State and Federal 
public employment services, which more nearly cover the field. 
The Farm Labor Bureau office can serve only the territory directly 
tributary to its permanent office with this class of labor, It is there- 
fore considered to no extent in the program of this service. 

The essential work of the Farm Labor Bureau is, and properly should 
be, the handling of seasonal farm laborers. It is of primary importance, 
because not only the well-being of the farmers but the welfare and 
business prosperity of the entire country demand that proper care be 
taken of important crops. Securing and directing of seasonal laborers 
can not be done successfully by the farmers themselves. Since it 
involves the employment of a vast army of laborers covering many 
States, it becomes an interstate affair, and therefore can be handled 
most effectively only by a Federal agency. The successful handling of 
seasonal labor calls for an organization that specializes in recruiting 
large numbers of men, that understands how to distribute these men in 
proper numbers at the right time and to the exact places where needed 
with the least possible lost motion. This is the real function and 
work of the Farm Labor Bureau. 

In order to handle seasonal labor successfully, the Labor Bureau 
must know acreages and crop conditions. Its preliminary work must 
be thorough and accurate, for upon the facts, figures, and general in- 
formation secured, depends the success of the activities of the bureau. 
This year the seasonal labor activities of the bureau covered a period 
of about nine months, beginning in April and continuing throughout 
December, with the intensive period from June 1 to November 15. 

Early in the spring the berry picking industry in Texas and the 
Ozark districts of Arkansas and Missourl makes Its appea! for help. 
About June 1 the wheat harvest begins in Texas, and as the grain 
ripens, the work progresses northward through Oklahoma, Kansas, 
Missouri, Nebraska, Iowa, South Dakota, Minnesota, North Dakota, 
Montana, Washington, Idaho, and through Oregon and Colorado to a 
slight extent. Temporary offices in charge of one or more special 
agents of the bureau for the recruiting, directing, and distributing 
of seasonal labor were maintained for periods ranging from two to six 
weeks at important points from Corpus Christi, Tex., to Spokane, 
Wash. The field offices, which numbered more than 50, were as 
follows: 

Amarillo, Dallas, Waco, Wichita Falls, San Antonio, Corpus Christi, 
Waxahachie, and Plainview, Tex.; Enid, Okla.; Fort Smith and 
Texarkana, Ark.; St. Louis and Kansas City, Mo.; Welling- 
ton, Kiowa, Pratt, Hutchinson, Great Bend, Salina, and Colby, Kans. ; 
Omaha, Lincoln, McCook, Nebraska City, Hastings, and Grand Island, 


Nebr.; Des Moines and Sioux City, Iowa; Sioux Falls, Huron, 
Redfield, Watertown, and Aberdeen, S. Dak.; Minneapolis and 
Moorhead, Minn.; Oakes, Fargo, Jamestown, Grand Forks, Devils 


Lake, Minot, New Rockford, Bismarck, and Williston, N. Dak. ; 
Bainville and Great Falls. Mont.; Spokane, Yakima, and Walla Walla, 
Wash.; Pocatello, Idaho, and Pendleton, Oreg. 

The two farm crops that have made the greatest demand upon the 
Farm Labor Bureau are wheat (with the closely accompanying crops 
of rye and oats) and cotton. Wheat and cotton require distinctly 
different classes of seasonal labor. Two independent bodies of men, 
each running into many thousands, must be recruited and distributed 
to meet labor demands which reach almost across the country, 

Many things enter into the handling of harvest labor, such as 
labor shortages, high transportation rates, low wages, floods, droughts, 
hailstorms, ete. During the year under review, for a period of at 
least two weeks, heavy floods delayed the harvest in the big wheat 
sections of northern Oklahoma and south-central Kansas, which added 
additional responsibility to the Farm Labor Bureau, as the work had 
to be done with great rapidity. However, I am glad to state that 
the harvest moved forward with smoothness and dispatch, and the 
largest area ever covered by this service was cared for, and no grain 
was lost. 

Cotton picking started in the extreme southern counties of the 
Rio Grande Valley of Texas about July 1, and will continue in the 
Plains and Panhandle sections, with favorable weather conditions, until 
about the close of December. The cotton-picking season is in progress 
from four and one-half to five months. 


In order to provide service, for the inland territory, special funds 
were allotted to the Sopkane office. By reason of the excellent work 
performed by this office the agricultural interests of Washington, 
Oregon, and Idaho are asking that a permanent farm labor burean 
be established at Spokane, and I would recommend that an office be 


established there. With your approval I propose, if funds are avail- 
able, to establish several additional farm labor bureaus for next sea- 
son's work, There should be a farm labor bureau opened in Mis- 
sissippi at the most strategic point, which would probably be Jackson ; 
also at Denver, Colo.; and in order to give service to Colorado, New 
Mexico, Arizona, and Wyoming an office should also be located in 
Utah. The strategic point in Utah, in my opinion, is Salt Lake City. 
This would take care of the needs of Nevada and southern Idaho. 
Respectfully, 
Francis I. Jones, Director General. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. STEVENSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is 
recognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Mr. Chairman, there is a great deal of 
criticism at the present day of the courts. It has reached the 
point where a number of measures are proposed in Congress to 
practically destroy the power of the Supreme Court of the 
United States to preserve the rights of minorities by declaring 
the unconstitutionality of acts passed by Congress and by the 
various States, even though they are flagrantly unconstitutional. 

Wheneyer that power is taken away from the courts, then the 
rights of minorities will be gone absolutely, and they will be 
subject only to the caprice of the political majority which con- 
trols any political subdivision, The constitutional right of this 
country will be unknown, because it will be subverted by the 
action of any legislative body that concludes to do as it pleases, 
regardiess of the fundamental laws. 

It is needless to say that coming from the South, which is 
usually in the minority, that sentiment finds no harbor in our 
country But the very fact that that agitation exists indicates 
that there is down beneath the surface a distrust arising in 
the minds of the people for the courts of this country, because 
the things which crop out here are but the reflection of things 
that are being entertained in the districts from whence we come, 

And why are they losing their confidence in the courts? I 
want to call your attention to a few things that are going on 
just now in order to give you some intimation of why. I read 
in the Evening Star of December 18 the following: 


Senator Hannzzb. Republican, Oklahoma, called at the White House 
to-day for the purpose, he said, of “ advising the administration against 
Making any more mistakes” in the matter of selecting an addjtional 
Federal judge in Oklahoma. 

The Oklahoma judgeship controversy has assumed importance be- 
cause of the effect which political leaders expect it will have on the 
preference of the Oklahoma delegation to the Republican National 
Convention. 


I read an editorial in another paper, which says: 


Senator HARRELD, of Oklahoma, notifies the President that unless 
his man, Meserve, is put on the bench the Oklahoma delegation to 
the Republican National Convention will be anti-Coolidge. 

The Republican national committeeman from Florida issues a simi- 
lar ultimatum. He has the delegation from that State in his vest 
pocket, but is willing to trade it for a judge who will serve for life 
and wield almost unlimited power over the liberty and property of 
citizens. ~ 


Down in South Carolina we had a vacancy which was filled 
by transferring a man from the western district, 150 miles 
away, into the eastern district, to hold court there. For just 
a minute, let us look at the circumstances and at the inevi- 
fable conclusion we must make from the circumstances existing 
there. The chairman of the alleged Republican Party in South 
Carolina, who is recognized and who carries the delegation to 
the national convention, had been appointed marshal of the 
western district twice by President Harding and twice had 
failed of confirmation before a committee made up of a major- 
ity of Republicans in the confirming body. He failed; why? 
Because it was shown that in the very court in which be was 
to be an official he had been convicted of embezzlement of United 
States funds from the post office when he was postmaster, and 
had paid his penalty; because it was shown that he had 
sold post offices all over South Carolina at the rate of from 
$150 to $2,000 apiece; because it was shown that he had a 
man appointed postmaster in the city of Orangeburg, one of 
the first-class offices in the State, and had authorized him 
to represent him in distributing the other post offices; and 
that man had written to an applicant for a post office, a lady in 
an adjoining town, and offered to guarantee her the oftice tor 
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$500; but instead of coming across she turned over the letter, 
and that postmaster was rejected by a Republican committee 
in the confirming body. 

Ah, yes, gentlemen, this man who had been appointed mar- 
shal and who carried the vote of South Carolina to the Re- 
publican convention was rejected a second time and then 
appointed to a recess appointment; then when President 
Harding died and a new President came in he found that 
situation confronting him, which meant another rejection in 
the confirming body. Well, what did he do? He called in Mr. 
Slemp, who knows South Carolina politics of the Republican 
order; they called in Mr. Tolbert, and they called in Mr. Cock- 
ran, district attorney in the western district, and against whom 
I have nothing to say, except that he is a party to this trans- 
action. They put the transaction through in one day. Mr. 
Tolbert resigned his position as marshal, held under a recess 
appointment, and another man, who is a friend of his, was 
appointed in his place; Mr. Cockran resigned as district at- 
torney and Mr. Tolbert's nephew, a man utterly innocent of 
any knowledge of the law, was appointed district attorney in 
liis place to prosecute the blockaders, the bootleggers, and 
crooks down in that district, and Ir. Cockran was appointed 
judge in the eastern district. They had everything all right, 
with the agreement that Joe Tolbert, the man who had been 
rejected twice over yonder, was to be made the clerk of the 
court of the eastern district of South Carolina, thereby im- 
porting both a judge and a clerk from the western to the 
eastern district. > 

What happened? Immediately they had succeeded in tying 
the chairman of the State of South Carolina to the car wheel 
of the President; they had put him where the Senate would 
never shoot at him, and he bragged about it. He came up here 
to the Republican National Committee two or three weeks ago 
and he gave out the statement that he was to be made clerk of 
that court, and having him tied hand and foot to the car wheel 
of the President, they then increased his vote in the national 
convention from 4 to 11. That is trading a judicial position 
for votes all right. 

Mr. Slemp has just been on a trip to Florida, and I have no 
doubt he went there with the intention of getting the vote of 
that State from the fellow who is said to carry it in his vest 
pocket, and we find that in Oklahoma an attempt is being made 
to have the same trade carried out. 

Now, what is the result and what will the people of South 
Carolina in the eastern district say? What will they say about 
having a man as clerk who will fill the jury box from which 
names will be drawn to try cases in which the Southern Railway 
and the Atlantic Coast Line Railway, two great foreign cor- 
porations, may be litigating with them? What will they say 
about having a man to fill the jury box with names of men who 
will pass on their cases, who himself has been convicted of 
theft in the same court? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPEVENSON. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman to whom you 
refer is Mr. Tolbert? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Joseph W. Tolbert; yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He is now clerk of the court? 

Mr. STEVENSON. He is to be. He has announced he is to 
be appointed, and it has not been denied by Mr. Cockran, but, 
fortunately, Mr. Cockran has not yet been confirmed at the 
other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And is that the man? 

Mr. STEVENSON, Tolbert, who is from South Carolina; 


yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And you say he was convicted 
for the embezzlement of public funds? 

Mr. STEVENSON. For embezzling funds of the Post Office 
Department of the United States when he was postmaster at 
Ninety Six, S. C., as the records on file over yonder at the 
other end of the Capitol will show. 

Now, gentlemen, that is the situation and that is what is 
destroying the confidence of the people of this country in the 
eourt. And when a man is haled into the court of the eastern 
district of South Carolina to be tried by a jury, and the names 
of the jurymen are put in the box by this man, who himself 
has been convicted of embezzlement, and who has been selling 
post offices and patronage to such an extent that a Republican 
committee would not stomach him, what Is he going to say 
about getting a square deal in that court? It may be that 
men will get a square deal in that court, but how are you going 
to convince them that they will get an honest and square 
deal when large corporations litigating on the other side have 
money with which to pay; because a man who will sell a post 
office will sell a jury; do you not know that? [Applause]. 


Oh, he said he was collecting this money for a campaign fund. 
Well, maybe so. I heard a story when I was a boy about a 
Sailor who had been in the war and had had experience in get- 
ting prizes that were taken by the Navy and was asked by 
somebody, “Jim, how did they divide the prize money that 
you boys got when you captured a ship?” He said, “ Why, it 
was about like this, Cap. They sifted it through a ladder, and 
what went through the officers got and what stuck we got,” 
and that is about the way with the campaign fund which he 
collected by selling offices. Now, that is the man who will make 
up the jury in the Federal courts of the eastern district of 
South Carolina if that disreputable trade stands. Oh, you may 
say they did not have anybody over in the eastern district. 

The very gentieman who was appointed was backing most 
vigorously another man, a man who, if appointed, would have 
been satisfactory to every citizen of South Carolina, and no man 
would have made any criticism of him. He was backing this 
other man to the limit, and they told him, “No; for the good 
of the party you must do this.” He had to explain it to his 
friends, and he explained it as being one of the most em- 
barrassing things that ever happened in his life. He did not 
want to leave the western district, but they put it up to him 
that for the good of the party he, and he alone, could take it. 
Why? For the good of the party. For the good of the adminis- 
tration that is seeking the renomination of a candidate for 
President, and for no other good. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. When the gentleman says, For the 
good of the party,” how much of a party have they down there 
in South Carolina? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, it is so small you would not have 
to have much more than a meal sifter. It would not do to 
sift it through a ladder because you would lose it all, and the 
part that Joe Tolbert represents is simply the dummy, dark 
part of it. They have some good, respectable Republicans down 
there, but they can not stay in the same crowd with him, and 
the result is he is recognized because the crowd that is with him 
is always right in his vest pocket, and the other fellows will 
not be carried there. That is the reason the decent Republicans 
down there are ostracized absolutely by their party. I hate to 
say these things about the situation going on [laughter], but 
it is about time that the people of this country should wake up 
and put their foot down upon this debauchery and destruction 
of the courts in the minds of our people. If you do not do it, 
anarchy is the only legitimate result. Mr. Slemp has been 
down in Florida to get that vote. I guarantee they have it but- 
toned up everywhere. 

This compaign for the Presidency on the Republican side 
reminds me of a little saying that Josh Billings got off when 
I was a boy. He said, “ From the rising of the sun until the 
setting thereof you will find a Yankee vociferous to argue 
and persuasive to swop.” Now, the man from the Pacific 
const, known as “Roaring Hi,” is vociferous in argument; 
there is no doubt about that, but when it comes to the gentle- 
man in the White House, who is from New England, he is 
good on trading, and he is trading in the very best way, to 
get lined up a lot of delegates that do not represent anything, 
and will do exactly whatever a few men say. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. m the argument you are presenting now 
apply to the Democrats 

Mr. STEVENSON. Or South Carolina? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If the gentleman would come down and 
participate in a primary election there, he would find out 
whether anything like that could get by down there or not. 
We hold primary elections down there and settle our issues 
among the white folks, and there are 180,000 white folks who 
vote in the primaries, and they generally settle these ques- 
tions, and a man who undertakes to go in and make trades like 
that generally gets what Paddy gave the drum, and he is 
generally left at home. 

Now, gentlemen, this is no laughing matter. It may be a 
serious matter to some people. If this kind of a trade, a 
frame-up, to move a citizen 150 miles from one district to an- 
other and make him a judge over people that he is not a citi- 
zen with, in order to put a fellow in office for the life of that 
judge—hbecause there is no termination to the office except 
the will of the judge—a man who can frame the juries, who 
can draw the juries, who is most nearly associated with them, 
whose word will go with a great many of them on every issue; 
a man that everybody knows can be bought; a man who has 
bought and sold, as he has, appointments to post offices; if you 
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are going to give him this right, forsooth, because he has a 
little power to take some dummy, dusky delegates to a national 
convention; if you are going to give him the right to frame 
the juries for the white and colored people both who litigate 
in that court, then you are going to destroy the very founda- 
tion of the courts by destroying the confidence of the people in 
them; and I say it is time we take notice of such a situation, 
and to-day I have introduced a bill that adds to the qualifica- 
tions of a district judge that he shall, when appointed, be a 
qualified elector of the district for which he is appointed. I 
hope this House will take it up and pass it. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. How will the gentleman get a Republi- 
can judge in his territory? 

Mr. STEVENSON. We have a better Republican lawyer in 
that territory than the man appointed, but he would not ap- 
point Joe Tolbert clerk, and therefore he could not possibly get 
the job. Mr, Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Carolina 
yields back two minutes. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. JEFFERS]. 

Mr. JEFTERS. Mr. Chairman, on January 8 it was my 
privilege to have the floor for a few minutes when I en- 
deavored to make some remarks concerning the delay in the 
creation of a new committee to handle legislation affecting war 
veterans. At the conclusion of my remarks my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. Bece] took the floor, and at the end of his speech 
he took occasion to make the following reference to what I 
had said: 


My good friend from Alabama [Mr. Jurrens] says that of course the 
committee on soldiers could be created ina day. Surely it could. Then 
he went on to make a speech about the relief of disabled soldiers. 
There is not a man in the House who will not fight at any time for 
the relief of the disabled soldier if a disabled soldier needs it, but to 
my knowledge there is not a disabled soldier who is suffering because 
of a failure on the part of the legislative body to preseribe a remedy. 


I was very glad that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brad! 
confirmed my contention that the proposed new committee 
could have been created a month ago. Now at this time I 
wish to address myself to that part of the statement made 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bece] wherein he stated 
“but to my knowledge there is not a disabled soldier who is 
suffering because of a failure on the part of the legislative 
body to prescribe a remedy.” 

It is my desire now to point ont that there are thousands of 
seriously disabled veterans who are suffering every minute of 
their lives and who are now waiting legislative action by Congress 
in order that they may have some relief, at least by hospitali- 
zation and in certain classes of cases by both hospitalization 
and compensation, While they are waiting many of them are 
dying. Any Member of Congress who is keeping in close touch 
with the cases of disabled ex-service men that have come to 
the attention of his office knows that this is true. 

Furthermore, I will give you evidence to prove that this 
condition exists, and not only to prove that the condition exists 
but to show that legislative action to correct the condition is 
needed right now; and to show, furthermore, that each day’s 
delay about the formation of this new committee, so that it 
could get down to work in order to remedy the situation at the 
earliest possible moment, is, in fact, another day of defeating 
the idea of “ priority for the disabled.” 

In the first place, I can refer you to the chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce for confirma- 
tion of the statement that consideration of legislation of this 
character stands suspended pending the creation of this new 
committee which has been promised. I am not blaming the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce for that, be- 
cause, under the circumstances, it is but natural that they 
should view the matter in that light, but I refer to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and to their natural 
attitude on the matter under the circumstances simply to show 
that needed legislation of this character is at this moment 
hanging fire in this Congress and will continue to hang fire, 
and stands suspended until such time as the new committee, 
which the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce knows has been promised, is created. 

Now, I will very briefly outline the character of some of the 
badly needed legislation which has already been referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. It is unde- 
niable that legislation of the character expressed in these bills, 
or at least in some of these bills, deserves and should have con- 
sideration without delay. Some of these bills were introduced 
the day the House wus organized—December 5, 19238—and 
others on different dates since that time. 


H. R. 2824, introduced by Mr. Muran; H. R. 3678, by Mr. 
Orormp; H. R. 8929, by Mr. TILLMAN; H. R. 3934, by Mr. 
Worrr. These bills have reference to the hospitalization of 
disabled war veterans who are in need of hospitalization, 


whether the compensability of the disability with which the 


veteran is suffering has been established or not. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has 
been especially requested to give quick consideration to legis- 
lation of this nature, but for reasons which haye already been 
mentioned that committee naturally sees fit to leave this fot 
the new committee which has been promised. I do not under- 
take to say that any of the above-mentioned bills ought to be 
passed in their present form, but I do say that the propose 
new committee, which will handle legislation of this character, 
should have been organized so that it could have been at work 
studying this question at least a month ago, 

It is a well-known fact that the Director of the Veterans’ 
Bureau has been on record for some time as. being in favor 
of legislation to enable him to hospitalize these suffering vet- 
erans, but he can not do this job by regulation. The situation 
requires action by Congress, Under date of January 4 the 
Director of the Veterans’ Bureau sent a letter to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, with which letter he 
transmitted a list of recommendations which he had previously 
suggested to the President of the United States. 

The very first one of these recommendations from the Di- 
rector of the Veterans’ Bureau, now in the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, is that, in the 
discretion of the Director of the Veterans’ Bureau, hospitaliza- 
tion be authorized for all honorably discharged veterans of 
any war in need of hospitalization wherever facilities are avail- 
able and sufficient therefor. And reasons for this recommenda- 
tion are given by the Director of the Veterans’ Bureau to the 
committee. This recommendation from the Director of the 
Veterans’ Bureau is in line with the idea of bills which have 
been introduced by Members of Congress which are waiting 
for consideration, If we had the committee working now, it 
could at this time be giving consideration to this class of legis- 
lation which is so sadly needed, and they could have been giv- 
ing consideration to it soon after this Congress was organized 
had the committee been created without delay. 

This legislation would permit this ald to be given immedi- 
ately while these poor stricken service people need it, rather 
than having to cause them to wait, as at present, pending the 
determination of the compensability of the claimant’s case. 

I hold in my hand a letter concerning the case of one poor 
fellow. This letter is from the Veterans’ Bureau, dated June 
28, 1923, and it informed me that nothing could be done under 
the law for this fellow, because the claimant was not able to 
submit evidence to show that he had active tuberculosis within 
36 months after discharge. Evidence had been submitted to 
show that he had active tuberculosis within practically 38 
months after discharge, but that was 2 months over the limit 
under the provisions of Subdivision II, section 302, of the war 
risk act, as amended. Now, then, cases of this kind could be 
hospitalized by the Veterans’ Bureau if we had a provision in 
the law to that effect, and legislation to that end is one class of 
legislation that is hanging fire. There are thousands of such 
cases in the United States waiting for congressional action. 

Furthermore, in connection with eases of this particular 
nature, the committee ought now to be considering a proper 
modification of this law regarding an extension of time con- 
cerning the presumption of service connection in active tuber- 
culosis eases of this kind, That is another class of legislation 
which is desperately needed in a great many cases. In this 
case to which I have just referred it is already too late, be- 
cause this poor fellow was in terrible shape when the letter 
referred to was written, and some time during this last summer 
he passed on to his final reward. And so delays regarding this 
needed legislation no longer affect him, but there are many of 
his comrades who saw service with him for us who are still 
hanging on, suffering every day, and waiting for remedial legis- 
lation, 

I hold in my hand another letter from the Veterans’ Bureau 
concerning a similar case. I personally saw this poor fellow 
when I was down in the district this past summer. He is in 
awfully bad shape, and ought to be connected with the service, 
but, pending the establishment of service connection and com- 
pensability of his claim, he ought to at least have the benefit of 
hospitalization by the United States Veterans’ Bureau. 

The representatives of the Veterans’ Bureau find out in the 
field many such cases, and I believe it is the profound convic- 
tion of all who have had any connection or contact with these 
service men that they should be promptly taken to the Veterans’ 
Bureau hospitals for treatment of their disabilities without 
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being subjected to the awful and sometimes deadly delay of try- 
ing to establish their service connection. I personally know of 
many such cases. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Beca] stated that to his 
knowledge “there is not a disabled soldier who is suffering be- 
cause of a failure on the part of the legislative body to pre- 
scribe a remedy.” I would not be afraid to wager the gentle- 
man that there are many such cases desperately in need of 
remedial legislation in his own home State of Ohio. That state- 
ment Indicates a really pitiable ignorance on the part of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brod] regarding this terribly de- 
plorable existing condition. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JEFFERS. Certainly. ` 

Mr. BLANTON. What makes it more serious is that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brae] is the spokesman 
of his party, and shows that attitude here. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Yes. Perhaps he is. I want to mention that 
many of these poor boys live far out in the country where they 
are in no position to take care of themselves or to be taken care 
of, and some of them are in no position to pay traveling ex- 
penses and go to some old soldiers’ home and present them- 
selves there, with their discharge, and stand the possible chance 
of being taken in at the old soldiers’ home. Furthermore, the 
old soldiers’ homes are not suitable places to take care of these 
patients, and could not possibly take care of the numbers of 
them anyway, and one of the things that the Director of the 
Veterans’ Bureau needs legislation now for is that he may be 
enabled to take out of unsuitable places such boys as are in un- 
suitable places and institutions and place them in regular 
Veterans’ Bureau hospitals. Legislation is sorely needed right 
along this line, and the point is that it is not only needed but 
in many cases it is desperately needed right now, notwithstand- 
ing the statement made here on the floor of this House a couple 
of days ago by Mr. Brad, that to his knowledge there is not 
a disabled soldier“ who is suffering because of a lack of remedial 
legislative action. I personally know of many sad cases, and I 
know that other gentlemen here know of many other sad cases, 
too. It is undeniable that there are thousands of cases waiting 
for congressional action for their needed relief. 

Another class of legislation which is needed and which 
affects disabled war veterans is an act to authorize the pay- 
ment of traveling expenses for Spanish War veterans as well 
as others granted hospital treatment. At the present time a 
Spanish War veteran may be entitled under the law to hos- 
pitalization, but without any provision for the payment of his 
railroad fare to reach the hospital; and many of these poor 
fellows are in such circumstances and they live so far from the 
hospital that it is a hardship on them and even an impossi- 
bility in some cases for them to furnish the traveling expenses 
for themselves. Bills providing such traveling expenses for 
Spanish-American War veterans haye been introduced—one 
by Mr. Wurzpacu, for example, and one by Mr. Huppieston— 
and they are all hanging fire, all action suspended, waiting for 
the formation of the new committee. Many sadly disabled 
veterans would be benefited under that law. 

I may say that the Director of the Veterans’ Bureau included 
that recommendation also in the list of recommendations which 
he has already submitted to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. Progress on legislation along these lines is 
absolutely blocked at this time to the detriment of a great 
many disabled war veterans. 

There are before the committee bills providing certain amend- 
ments to sections 300, 801, 302, 401, 402, 404, 408, and other 
sections of the war risk insurance act. Some of these proposed 
amendments refer to the matter of allowing ex-service people 
to revive their insurance. This is very important, and a recom- 
mendation along this line is also included in the list of recom- 
mendations from the Director of the Veterans’ Bureau, and this 
legislation would affect the welfare of thousands of disabled sol- 
diers, as well as thousands of able bodied, and as well also 
the welfare of their dependents. More than a score of bills are 
now already before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, besides 17 pages of recommendations from the Di- 
rector of the Veterans’ Bureau, all waiting for consideration, 
but denied consideration until this new committee is formed. 

Now, gentlemen of the House, let us hope that those in charge 
of the program in this House now will delay no longer about 
the formation of this committee to take up legislation of this 
character without further delay. [Applause.] 


Let me read, in conclusion, a letter dated January 9, 1924, 
from the national commander of the Disabled American Veter- 
ans of the World War. This letter is self-explanatory, and 
points out the urgent necessity of needed legislation, especially 
affecting our disabled ex-service people; 


DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS OF THR WORLD WAR, 
Washington, January 9, 1924. 
Hon. LAMAR Jerrers, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My DEAR Mn. Jnrrers: I desire to express my appreciation of your 
activity in attempting to further the cause of priority for legislation 
for the relief of the disabled, which has been the subject of a vigorous 
campaign by the disabled American veterans. We are deeply con- 
vinced that the people in general, and the former service men in 
particular, feel that first consideration should be given to those 
stricken in the national defense. 

While there are a number of modifications and regulations by the 
United States Veterans’ Bureau that are desirable, it is utterly im- 
perative that certain legislation be enacted if the justice which the 
people intend is to be meted out to the disabled. While it is not 
necessary to enumerate at this time each of these points, I would 
call attention to the fact that legislation is necessary if we are to 
have a veterans’ affairs committee to give proper consideration and 
make proper recommendations on the many measures that we have 
in view. This can not be accomplished by regulations, For in- 
stance, President Coolidge is in support of our plea that the hos- 
pitals be opened to the men of all wars, and to accomplish this Congress 
must act. 

It is urgently necessary for the completion of the permanent hos- 
pital building program which will require enactment by Congress. Re- 
tirement privileges are now extended to disabled officers of the 
Regular Army, Navy, and marines, and the naval and marine emer- 
gency officers, but is barred from the permanently disabled emergency 
officers of the Army. This discrimination against the volunteers, who, 
after all, bore the brunt of battle, must be eliminated through con- 
gressional action. 

The presuniption of traceability in tubercular and neuropsychiatric 
cases as diseases incident to service Is distinetly limited by law. If 
this period is to be extended, Congress must pass the measure. 

I merely call your attention to these as some of the outstanding 
points that will require the action of Congress, regardless of any 
effort on the part of the United States Veterans’ Bureau to deal with 
this vast problem. 

Cordially yours, 
JAMES A, MCFARLAND, National Commander. 


Mr. CARTER, Mr. Chairman, I yield seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UrsHaw]. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, 
out of a sense of loyalty to that constitutional righteousness 
“which exalteth a nation” I want to call attention of this 
House to two Washington conventions, one meeting this week 
and another that is soon to come. The vanguard of that con- 
vention that has so long battled for a stainless and a sober na- 
tion is now in session in the ballroom of the Raleigh Hotel 
daily and nightly and is what is called the Workers’ Conference 
of the Anti-Saloon League of America. 

Beginning Saturday and embracing the 16th of January, 
which is evermore a second Fourth of July in America’s moral 
emancipation, and which this year is to be the quadrennial 
celebration of our victory in the passage of the eighteenth 
amendment, some of the notable men and women of America 
will speak. I want to direct the thought of men who love 
sober patriotism to the presence especially of one man at that 
convention. I looked to-day upon the noble, venerable face of 
Ohio's “grand old man,” whose hair is white in the dawn of 
that morning that awaits him up yonder “where the stars 
dazzle and the angels sing.” It is the face of Dr. Howard H. 
Russell, of America, father and founder of the Anti-Saloon 
League, Seven years a practicing lawyer in Ohio, then feeling 
the call of God to the ministry, he went to Oberlin University 
to prepare himself for the ministry in the Congregational 
Church. 

He had seen the hurtful division of the forces of temperance 
and righteousness, how temperance Republicans and dry Demo- 
crats were at cross purposes because of partisan prejudice; 
how Protestants and Catholics, Jews and Gentiles, all claiming 
to love sobriety, were not getting anywhere because of the 
lack of a workable and working organization, when there came 
into his heart and thought the vision that we needed in this 
country an organization which should bring together all these 
seattered forces who would say, “ One thought binds us to- 
gether; those who love the American home better than they 
love the American saloon are invited to shake hands and march 
in solid phalanx against the common foe.” It was this compact 
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organization which wiped out the lines of political and creedal 
cleavage that finally outlawed the liquor traffic after nearly 
80 years of its own consecrated unselfish endeavor, building on 
the solid foundation of the basic work of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union and many other societies whose moral 
suusions had been wholesome, but whose sacred sentiments the 
organized liquor forces had kept from being enacted into law. 

Allow me to urge that all my colleagues, regardless of your 

rsonal attitude toward these ideals, shall attend these meet- 
fase whenever possible, You will get information as well as 
inspiration from some of the greatest moral leaders of the 
Nation. A great banquet is to be held at the Raleigh Hotel to- 
morrow night, when these outstanding statesmen leaders with 
many law-enforcement friends from the rank and file will hold 
their high and holy tryst of altruistic fellowship. Holy? Yes. 
Altruistic? Yes. For they consult for the integrity of the Con- 
stitution, and the surest and swiftest triumph of our loftiest 
national ideals. And then suppose you attend that “wet con- 
glomeration” and see with your own eyes the difference be- 
tween the spirit that animates the sober “drys” and the wan- 
ton “wets.” This so-called convention of “liberals” is being 
called very soon under the auspices of the Association Against 
the Prohibition Movement. I hold a letter from thelr head- 
quarters in my hand. f 

It is “boozy with booze.” I learn through a caller at their 
headquarters that there are to be about 300 plates at the ban- 
quet, which is to be the peak of their convention; that 100 
tickets are to be sent among the society leaders of Washington 
by a certain wet Congressman, whose absence prevents my 


calling his name; that another hundred are to. be reserved 


for out-of-town friends; that 25 of them are to be offered for 
sale; and that 75 of them are to be distributed among such 


Members of Congress as wish to attend that convention to 


discuss the best possible way of undermining the Constitution 
of the United States and nullifying the present duly enacted 
enforcement law. If anybody doubts that this statement is 
well grounded, I hold in my hand a letter from the organization, 
written to a prominent member of the press gallery. Anyone 
can see it who wants to. It declares on the letterhead, “ Beer 
and light wines now, but no saloons ever,” and yet I have in 
my possession another statement by them, sent to me, if you 
please, inviting me to join the association [laughter], reveal- 
ing the fact that they propose to repeal the eighteenth amend- 
ment and go back to the old-fashioned doctrine of State rights 
concerning the liquor traffic. They know that a number of 
States in this Union, if they were to have the privilege of 
State rights in handling the liquor traffic, would wipe out the 
law and legalize saloons again. We had to apply a national 
remedy to a national evil, and they know that the debauching 
saloon would be brought back. Think of their inconsistency! 
They say here, “no saloons ever,” and yet they say in this other 
statement, Give us your financial support and we will go 
back to the good old times.” 

This organization has published the scathing indictment that 
the Anti-Saloon League ought to go out of business, because 
prohibition, they say, is an accomplished fact. ‘Talking to 
“wets” and appealing for funds, they hold out the promise of 
repeal, but talking to the “drys” or about the “ drys,” they say 
it is in the Constitution, and that there is no reason for this 
organization to collect the money from the American people 
Just to keep themselves in a job. Yet I have here their money- 
raising appeal, and they confess that they have 400,000 who 
have paid $1 each to join, and they are asking in that paragraph 
right there [holding up letter] that this gentleman from the press 
gallery shall send his check for $50 for a sustaining life mem- 
bership. Count up, if you please. That means that they are 
trying to raise, confessedly, $20,000,000 with which to dynamite 
the Constitution and defy the flag that we love so well—the flag 
that has been made stainless in the eyes of the world. I urge 
that you attend each convention and see which crowd you want 
to be counted with. [Applause.] 

RINGING LETTERS OF INDORSEMENT. 


Before the curtain falls on this week’s “wet” and “dry” 
history in this House, I feel that justice to the cause and the 
friends of prohibition enforcement compels me to incorporate 
here a few of the letters, picked at random, from the many 
that have come from every section of the country since my New 
Year speech on “ The majesty of the law and national sobriety.” 
But before these general letters are given I think I will be 
pardoned for inserting one letter which answers the utterly 
irrelevant tangent of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HILL] 
concerning the volunteer publicity given that address through 
the generous enterprise of an unselfish friend of the cause. 
It is an old favorite way in which the friends of legal “ wet- 


ness” side-step the main issue. Unable to attack the consti- 
tutionality of the eighteenth amendment, they try to becloud the 
main issue by the childish introduction of irrelevant per- 
sonalities, 

A LETTER OF EOLLICKING GOOD HUMOR. 


The following breezy and all-too-generous letter illustrates 
the case in point and answers the personal fling made by the 
gentleman from Maryland in his speech on last Monday: 

JANUARY T, 1923. 
Hon, WILLIAM D. UPSHAW, 

Member of the House of Represontatives from Georgia, 
Washington, D. C. 
“My Dran CONGRESSMAN :-Permit me to congratulate you upon your 

splendid effort on the floor of Congress last Thursday, when you ad- 
dressed your colleagues on the subject “The majesty of the law and 
national sobriety.” Written and spoken accounts have been indeed 
numerous and laudatory. The country recognizes in you one of the 
most forceful speakers of Congress, and what is far more important, a 
champion of the people in their fight for national decency and the 
enforcement of law. 

I think you will recall that several months ago I wrote you a letter 
stating my full confidence in you and your work, and you replied in a 
very happy way, writing the letter in longhand while aboard the train. 
Some time later I enjoyed the privilege of publishing in a nationally 
known religious magazine, The Lookout, with 130,000 circulation, an 
article concerning you and your inspiring work for righteousness. I 
received fine letters in reply from yourself and from the eflitor of the 
magazine as well. Well, that “sorter” began the thing, I guess, and 
since that time I have become sort of an “Upshaw fan,” ready and 
willing at any time to lend my tongue or pen to the cause of law 
enforcement and national decency, to which you are devoting your 
splendid ability, 


+ * * * * 

I regretted to learn Saturday that Representative HILL of Maryland 
expected to-day (Monday) to make a speech in Congress alleging that 
you had “ nominated yourself for the Vice Presidency,” in face of the 
fact that the Associated Press and many metropolitan papers have car- 
ried the nomination first made in Boston. In order to clear the mind 
of the “wet” Congressman from Maryland, therefore, I this morning 
called him on the phone and stated to him very briefly that I was 
entirely responsible for the publicity incident to your address. If, there- 
fore, he still persists in making his intended remarks, he does it in the 
face of the facts to the contrary, plainly and clearly stated to him, and 
indicates again the pathetic hopelessness of his cause when he must 
resort to such shallowness to divert the mind of the people from your 
unassailable logic. Just before the holidays Congressman Hit, was 
guilty of a similar rather cheap method of evading or attempting to 
becloud the issue when he attacked your right to sit in Congress be- 
cause only so many out of so many of your constituents had voted for 
you. Your address of last Thursday certainly silenced that particular 
gun of that particular HILL and made the “damp” Representative of 
Maryland look like a mighty ineffective piece of congressional machin- 
ery. If this is an illustration of Mr. HILL's logic and arguments for a 
dying cause, he might as well quit, For he only gives you one chance 
after another to put him to shame and to convert to the cause of 
national decency those few who still have not seen the light. 

But suppose you had personally issued the publicity in question and 
admitted that many of your friends want you to be Vice President of 
these United States? What of it? Is that any crime? Mr. HILL 
will have a long road to travel if he intends to attack every one who 
throws his hat into the national political arena. He would have to 
attack also his “damp” friend from Alabama, Senator UNDERWOOD, 
who has voluntarily and, according to Mr. His argument in your 
case, ruthlessly thrown his hat for the Presidency into the political 
ring; and also his friend Al Smith, of New York, reported to incline 
toward dampness, who has permitted his friends to speak in the same 
awful fashion. And Hi JonNson, who has not been entirely bashful 
or modestly retiring about admitting that he wants to be President. 
And some other good folks in both parties who aspire to further 
honors. There is nothing criminal in being mentioned by friends and 
the papers or in actually running for office. It has been done by 
members of the best families since the well-known Hector was a small 
purp. But apparently it is horrible for Mr. HILL to contemplate your 
engaging in the great American game, because, forsooth, you are a foe 
to the indecency of booze. 

But all that is beside the point. As a matter of fact, you did not 
commit this awful crime. Your humble undersigned servant can not 
tell a Me; he did it with his little typewriter. Modestly do I affirm 
that I conceived and executed the whole horrible business. Mr. HILL. 
has been told that fact. It is hardly to be presumed that he will be 
so unfalr as yet to make the statements referred to, in the face of the 
facts which have been stated to him plainly. 

But don't be too hard on poor Mr. HILL, Congressman UPSHAW. 
Remember he represents a rapidly dying cause. He has no real facts 


824 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 10, 


or arguments to advance and must of necessity resort to attacks 
against those who stand for law and right and common decency, But 


that sort of thing doesn’t fool anybody. It won’t win a vote that is 
not “wet.” The booze business is over. The incident is safely closed 
so far as the American Nation is concerned. 

Just let me say in closing that wheneyer my tongue or pen or trusty 
Remington can serve the cause of law enforcement and national de- 
cency in any way I want to be counted in. I will spend time and 
effort and money in helping in this great fight. 

America will never go back to the beer or liquor saloon, of course, 
but just the same nothing should be left undone to compel the enforce- 
ment of one of the wisest laws ever written into the statutes of our 
beloved country. And if Mr. HILL and a few wet newspapers object 
too strenuously to a multitude of your friends talking about BILE Ur- 
SHAW for the nomination to the Vice Presidency at the coming Demo- 
cratic convention, then, by the Great Horn Spoon,” we'll move the 
thing up a notch and propose you for a still higher honor. 

Permit me to remain, as always, 

Very respectfully and sincerely, 


REXFORD L. HOLMES. 


FROM THE PACIFIC COAST. 
HAMILTON, WASH., January 5, 1923. 
Hon. Representative UPSHAW : 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dran Sin: I wish to again congratulate you on your patriotic 
stand in regard to law enforcement with special application to prohi- 
bition in your most recent attack on Congressmen and diplomats who 
persist in “winking at“ the eighteenth amendment. 

It is some satisfaction to know that we have a few men in Congress 
who are “onto” this practice among the “high-ups” and have the 
“guts” to take a respeetable and patriotic stand and demand atten- 
tion and action. We out here believe you have the right and correct 
idea as to where to begin at this law-enforcement campaign, It stands 
to reason that we will not get the appointment of “true blve ” patri- 
otic Federal enforcement agents as long as those degenerates have the 
appointing of these agents, (I understand, of course, that they do not 
haye the literal power of appointment, but they name them, which 
amounts to one and the same thing.) 

Prohibition is going to win, no doubt about that, for the poorest and 
“everyday” citizen is at heart in favor of it and will stand for it 
with his vote as long as he lives. The laboring man has come to under- 
stand that alcohol is his enemy and will do more to wreck his own 
life and possibilities and rob his family than could the murderer or 
the common bank robber. 

We are with you and Representative BLANTON, of Texas, Mr. UPSHAW, 
and want you to know we appreciate what you are trying to do, whether 
you get immediate results or not, Your efforts will tell; it helps us 
to keep up courage and remember that great reforms do come slowly 
and really need to do so. But it is a shame to think of the lives this 
sort of “looseness” is costing annually; and think of the expense! 
Think of the expense and how ridiculous the whole thing right now, 
when they pretend to be “ hunting” a means by which to reduce taxa- 
tion. What a farce; what hypocrisy! e gods!” 

If this may add a little to your courage and cause I am more than 
paid for the little effort, for it “sorter” relieves my conscience of a 
feeling that we do not fully appreciate the efforts of a number of you 
men Who are carrying the brunt of the battle and do not express what 
appreciation we do have as we should. Why shouldn't we “shout” 
our feeling to the world as the other interests do? 


Yours very truly, D. C. Henry. 


INDORSES SIGNING THE PLEDGE. 
CLBYELAND, OHIO, January 8, 1924. 
Hon. WILLIAM D. UpsHaw, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 


Dear Mn. UpsHaw: The evening that I heard your stirring lecture 
entitled “Americanism on the job” at the Euclid Avenue Baptist 
Church last November the writer became deeply interested in all you 
say and do for * * that “righteousness that exalteth a nation.“ 

+ è I would like to have a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of yesterday's proceedings of the House, or that portion of it con- 
taining your debate with Representative HILL of Maryland, of which 
your signing of the total-abstinence pledge and “ calling his hand” was 
the central and inspiring incident of the debate. 

In passing I want to say * * * that your act of signing that 
pledge, thus setting an example to your fellow Congressmen, is and 
will be to you your crowning and greatest monument, that will shine 
brighter and brighter as the days lengthen into years, worthy of a 
place in the diadem of the Republic. 

In conclusion, wishing more strength to your strong right arm in 
the “ fight of the right against the wrong,“ I am, 

Yours respectfully, 
Evucene E. DIEHL, 
£155 East Highty-fifth Street, Suite 1, Cleveland, Ohio. 


ANOTHER FROM BALTIMORE. 
BALTIMORE, MD., January d, 192}. 
Hon. W. D. UPSHAW, 
Washington, D. O. 

DEAR Sm: I wish to congratulate you on your fearless and faithful 
leadership in the cause of sobriety and all-around good citizenship, 
Your most recent address in the House of Representatives establishes 
you beyond question as the uncompromising champion of orthodox 
prohibition doctrine. 

Familiar as you are with the ways of the wayward “wets,” you 
need not be surprised or dismayed by their well-known methods of 
abuse and misrepresentation. We love you for the enemies you have 
made. 

From the many expressions of praise and approval heard, I am 
convinced that you have not only endeared yourself to your thousands 
of constituents, whom you so splendidly represent, but even in “ boozy " 
Baltimore your friends and admirers are legion. 

May God continue to bless you and use you in the great work to 
which you have dedicated your all, 

Respectfully yours, 
W. F. WILLIAMS, 


FROM THR HOME OF THE TRIBUNR. 


SUNDAY, JANUARY 6, 1924. 
Hon, WILLIAu D. UPSHAW. 

Dear Sin: The writer has been a reader of the Chicago Tribune 54 
years, or since I was 16 years old; but since the paper has allowed 
the editor to take the position he has against the prohibition law I am 
certainly disgusted with the paper. There was a time when I thought 
“the world’s greatest newspaper” was the Chicago Tribune, but now 
I think the Tribune the most un-American paper printed in the United 
States. And when I read your slam at the Tribune while eating my 
breakfast I said to my wife, Good; there is certainly one good Ameri- 
can Representative in Congress, and his name is WILLIAM D. UPSHAW, 
of Georgia.” 

Go to it, your honor, and you will have the support of all good, 
honest American citizens. I only wish there were more like you, that 
is, not afraid to show which side of the fence they are on. 

Very truly yours, 
Frank R. Coon, 
910 La Fayette Parkway, Chicago, 


[Telegram.] 


BARTLESVILLE, OKLA., January 9, 1924. 
Representative UpsHaw, of Georgia, 
Washington, D. 0.: 


In behalf of the Wichita (Kans.) Camp of Gideons, I wish to con- 
gratulate you on your fight for a real dry Congress and Senate. We 
need more men like you who really represent the law-abiding people of 
this country. May God bless you and sustain you in this fight. 

J. A. Hurst, President. 
JANUARY 4, 1924. 

Let me thank you most warmly for your speech insisting that the 
dry law be enforced in Washington. Very brave words were they, as 
wired all over the country. Millions of us are ready to second your 
demand. For the whole world it is “dry or die.” 

Europe, besotted with drink, can never recover until its folks be- 
come sober, 

Amen! Repeat your speech, day by day, much as Mr. Roosevelt did 
as the youngest legislator at Albany, until he won the day for a 
righteous cause. Such men must be the pathfinders for the world in 
this direction. 

Rey. W. S. STEELÐ, 
Thirty-first and Lawrence, Denver, Colo. 


FROM HISTORIC MASSACHUSETTS. 


ATHOL, Mass., January 4, 1924. 
Hon. WILLIAM D. UPSHAW, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 

Dear Sm: It was with complete approbation that I read in the Bos- 
ton Herald this morning the announcement of your program, and I 
also hope it means your bill, which you propounded before the honor- 
able House . There is not the slightest need of our longer 
tolerating this cancerous and lecherous mass within the Republic. 
There is no excuse for its being, and it is entirely within the natural 
rights of the Republic to employ its Army and Navy to protect it 
against foreign or domestic smugglers of any goods whatsoever. The 
great mass of people are clean, honorable, sober, industrious, law- 
abiding, and law respecting. If we can not have law-respecting law- 
makers and law dispensers then it is time that we clean house, and 
clean it right. I for one am with you for a proper cleaning up, even 
if it does not last long. 


1924. 


We suffer to-day from the nasty, filthy, abhorent affront of a dirty- 
mouthed press of two and three years ago when they talked with as 
much sense and decency against the eighteenth amendment as would a 
flock of German geese! 

More power to your arm, more strength to your voice, more fiber to 
your wonderous moral courage, more numbers who are glad and proud 
of your good old southern blood, purity, and leadership. 

Lead on, we will follow and swell the ranks until the cause is won, 

Sincerely, 


Dr. Fay MCFADDEN. 


A CLASSIC FROM IOWA, 


SHELDON, Iowa, January 5, 1924. 
Representative UPSHAW, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Ursnaw: The writer read with great interest all the 
press dispatches said of you in relation to eighteenth amendment, 
Volstead, and the $50,000 booze cache of an insignificant foreign 
legation through an attaché yesterday. 

In all that reports you as purposing that a searching inquiry shall 
be made and if Cabinet members are emeshed, or legationists, what's 
the odds—expose the former and hand the latter his hat—in this, the 
writer sends you his hallelujah of approval and encouragement. 

Accepting the press dispatches of the “code list“ of patrons, the 
source of supply, etc., one who can and does tolerate such conditions is 
not a safe man for any but criminals, and I doubt whether such a 
one would be faithful to such pals—the consideration for betrayal of 
his duty and a citizen would also predicate a consideration for be- 
trayal of his pals. 

To construe the immunities of foreign countries in their legation 
premises is not to establish, permit, or wink at harems and oriental 
brothels in which some of them delight as cultural civilization. It is 
not to permit the Turk to massacre the Armenian, sooth that is his 
natural and native pastime. It is not to tolerate Attilas and the Kal- 
muckers of his delight to ride their nomad pace. It is not to nurture a 
characteristic orientalism, to sell anything for a price, even 30 pieces of 
silver. It is not to tolerate for one moment a legation or person 
established upon the possibilities of material advantage by auctioning 
American Constitution, laws, and institutions from a booze block in 
a legation storage. 

If there are men in Congress who are howsoever remotely con- 
nected with this thing, or whomsoever it may be, in responsible posi- 
tion, the people at home want to know it. By chance a skunk hole has 
been disclosed, the occupant must be dislodged and the premises fumi- 
gated and made sanitary. 

In all of this relation I am with you; and I dare beard any lion in 
his den who is a despoiler like one of these inferred in the alleged 
400 list. This is fundamental in patriotism, in common honesty, and 
decency, and there are thousands and tens of thousands whom Saul 
did not slay, nor can he. Stand by your guns, my dear sir; neither be 
laughed or scorned out of it. You are on Minute Man duty, others 
will follow you as fast they hear from home. None can or will justify 
or pass over a Judas. 

Very obediently, G. T. WELLMAN 


START IN RIGHT DIRECTION. 


New ENGLAND MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE Co., 
Greenwood, S. C., January 4, 1924. 
Congressman UPSHAW, 
Washington, D. O. 


Dran Sm: This is to commend you on your effort to have a clean- 
ing up of our high officials and foreign representatives as regards 
their violation of the Volstead Act. It is a shame and outrage that 
those in high authority are so flagrantly disregarding and violating 
this law. Any man who is not doing his best to help make na- 
tional prohibition a success is not half worthy of any position of 
honor and trust, but should be put down and out at once. 

Corrupt ungodly “statesmen” is what is impending the rightful 
progress of this Nation. We are sorely in need of real high-class, 
constructive, Christian statesmen. 

Push your measure with all your might, and if you do not succeed 
you will make a start in the right direction. 

Yours truly, 
P. B. YARBROUGH. 


From the Editor of The Manufacturers Record. 
BALTIMORE (Editor's winter office, Daytona, Fia.), 
January 7, 1925. 
Hon. W. D. UPSHAW, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mx Dran MR. UrsHaw: I want to congratulate you upon the very 
complete answer you have made to the liquor interests of the country, 
and especially to some of the liquor people in Congress, in the address 
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which you made on January 3 and which I had the pleasure of reading 
in full last night, I trust that every detail of the plans which you 
outlined may eventually be carried out to the saving of this country 
from destruction by disobedience to law and especially by the influence 
of the liquor interests and of the men who claim to have some position 
in the world but who are breaking down the welfare of this country by 
violation of law. I inclose a copy of an address which I recently made 
before the Baptists’ Association of Maryland, which may possibly inter- 
est you, and I am asking my office to send you a copy of a publication 
entitled “ The Prohibition Question Viewed from the Economic and 
Moral Standpoint,” which we published last year. It contains the over- 
whelming testimonies of hundreds of leading business men of the United 
States as to the value of prohibition, In last week's issue of the 
Manufacturers Record, which I presume you get regularly, you will find 
an editorial based on an article which appeared in the January issue of 
the Century. 

I recently wrote to Attorney General Daugherty, making some sug- 
gestions in regard to the adequate punishment of criminal lawbreakers 
and bootleggers. This letter will be published in an early issue of the 
Manufacturers Record, and I will ask my office as soon as it is ready 
for publication to send you an advance proof. There are some sugges- 
tions in it which, if they could be put into effect, would materlally help 
to break up the bootlegging industry. 

Very truly yours, 


RIcHAnůU H. EDMONDS. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. ALMoN]. 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, you have heard in recent years 
much about Muscle Shoals. What is it and what are we going 
to do with it? While Muscle Shoals is located on the Ten- 
nessee River in northern Alabama, in the district which I hava 
the honor to represent, still it is not a local development. It 
belongs to the people of the Nation. When completed, it will 
be one of the greatest achievements of the American people. 
I do not except the Panama Canal, and I do not mean that as 
any criticism of the Panama Canal, for I consider it one of 
the really big things which the American people have done. 
The water-power dam at Muscle Shoals, known as the Wilson 
Dam, will be completed in about 18 months from now and will 
be the largest dam in the world, containing more cubic yards 
of material than any dam which has ever been constructed in 
any country. If a wise disposition of Muscle Shoals is made 
by Congress, and it is developed and utilized as Congress in- 
tended that it should be when it was authorized, it will be a 
real blessing to the American people—nation-wide in its scope 
and influence. [Applause.] We have been discussing Muscle 
Shoals and what we would do with it ever since the World 
War ended. The American people are now demanding action 
on our part. It is of such vital national importance that 
President Coolidge in his recent message to Congress called 
special uttention to it and urged that it be sold and operated 
by private capital for the manufacture of fertilizer for the 
benefit of agriculture, with the right to retake it for war pur- 
poses in the event of war. It is very evident that the great 
masses of the American people are in favor of acceptance by 
Congress of the offer made by Henry Ford, and I believe that 
this Congress at a very early date will respond to the senti- 
ment of the American people by accepting the Ford offer. 
[Applause. ] 

Since it has become apparent that the Ford offer will be 
accepted by this Congress, the selfish interests which will be 
affected by the acceptance of the Ford offer have again be- 
come very diligent in preparing and submitting offers for 
Muscle Shoals—evidently not because they want Muscle Shoals, 
because they declined to make an offer when invited before the 
Ford offer was made and said Muscle Shoals should be junked, 
but for the purpose, as my friend and colleague from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Quin] would say, “As a smoke screen” to delay 
and if possible defeat the Ford offer. The efforts of the Ala- 
bama Power Co. and its associates are evidently no more than 
their latest effort to complete and perpetuate their water- 
power monopoly. 

Much publicity has been given by the press during the last 
day or two about what was said to be a new offer for Muscle 
Shoals and the public has been led to believe that this offer 
has been made to Congress, but it developed to-day that it 
was nothing more than a letter addressed to the Federal Power 
Commission by the Alabama Power Co. and eight other power 
companies, in which a plan was suggested by which they would 
be prepared to negotiate with the Government for the power 
at the Wilson Dam when it was completed, and suggested that 
the Government might get Mr. Ford or some one else to take 
a part of the power from them and operate the fertilizer plant. 
I did not object to the unanimous-consent request made by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] to have this communication 
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inserted in the Recorn, for I was more than glad that the 
Congress and the country might know of the latest effort made 
by the Alabama Power Co. and its associates to complete and 
perpetuate their water-power monopoly and defeat the offer 
of Henry Ford. From my knowledge of the sentiment of this 
House, I feel very confident that it will not give favorable 
consideration to any disposition of Muscle Shoals that does 
not provide that the nitrate plant shall be used continuously 
to its maximum capacity in the manufacture of fertilizer dur- 
ing peace times and kept in readiness, in an up-to-date running 
condition, for the manufacture of explosives by the United 
States Government in the event of war. The new plan sug- 
gested by the Alabama Power Co. and its associates does not 
do this, and is no better than the offer made by the Alabama 
Power Co. two years ago, which did not receive the support of 
a single Member of the congressional committee to which it 
was referred. The offer of Henry Ford for Muscle Shoals, 
made two and a half years ago, is the only one which meets 
the two essential fundamentals; that is, that the nitrate plant 
be preserved for national-defense purposes in the event of war 
and for the manufacture of fertilizer in times of peace. The 
development at Muscle Shoals was by authority of the nitrate 
section, No. 124, in the national defense act of 1916, which ex- 
pressly required that it be used in war times for the manu- 
facture of explosives and in peace times for the manufacture 
of fertilizer. 

President Coolidge, in his recent message to Congress, recom- 
mended that the deyelopment known as Muscle Shoals be sold 
subject to the right to retake In time of war, and that it be 
operated in peace times for the manufacture of nitrates for 
the benefit of agriculture. He also said: 


While the price for which it is sold is an important element, still 
there is another consideration even more compelling; that is, a cheaper 
and better fertilizer for the farmers and, if this object is accomplished, 
the amount of money received for the property is not a primary or 
major consideration. 


We hear and read much these days about doing something 
for the farmer. Congress has passed some very beneficial and 
helpful laws, especially by furnishing the farmers more and 
better credit facilities, and while this is all very proper still 
we should render them such assistance as we can as will enable 
them to make a fair and reasonable profit and enable them to 
pay the debts which they have already created. One of the im- 
perative and pressing needs of the farmers in almost every part 
of the country is a cheaper and better grade of fertilizer, and 
the necessity for this increases each year by reason of the 
fertility of the soil heing depleted by continued cultivation. 
The present price of fertilizer is prohibitive when you consider 
the prices received by the farmer for their crops. They are 
almost entirely dependent on Chilean nitrates for nitrogen, 
the principal ingredient of all fertilizer, as the nitrate from the 
by-product coke oven and slaughterhouses amount to a small 
part of nitrogen necessary to supply the demands of agricul- 
ture. With the cheap water power at Muscle Shoals taking the 
nitrogen from the air by the fixation of atmospheric nitrogen 
process, the phosphate and potash, the other two ingredients 
of fertilizer in close proximity and in inexhaustible quantities, 
it is evident to anyone who will familiarize himself with the 
subject that if Ford's offer for Muscle Shoals is accepted by 
Congress he can and will make fertilizer at Muscle Shoals of 
a far better quality at one-half the present price of fertilizer 
and destroy the Fertilizer Trust. This, no doubt, accounts for 
the opposition of all the fertilizer interests in this country to 
the Ford offer. They first claimed that Ford could not make 
fertilizer at Muscle Shoals, and when this was disproved they 
then claimed that even if he could make fertilizer there he 
could not make enough to amount to anything. If they were 
sincere in these positions and their business would not be 
affected by the operation of the Muscle Shoals plant by the 
Ford Go., the country would be interested to know why they 
were opposed to it. I believe that it would be conceded and 
admitted by those who know and understand the fertilizer busi- 
ness that if the Ford offer is accepted and he manufactures 
40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen annually at Muscle Shoals, to which 
he binds himself, his estate, and the corporation which he 
agrees to organize and begin operation with a $10,000,000 paid- 
in capital stock, that the prices fixed by the Ford Co. for this 
fertilizer would fix and control the price of all the fertilizer 
used in the United States. No one knows this better than the 
manufacturers of fertilizer, and this explains their opposition 
to the Ford offer. The 40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen is the 


equivalent of about 2,500,000 tons of Chilean nitrate. The 
farmers of the United States are spending at the rate of 
$300,000,000 a year for fertilizer, and a reduction of one-half 


means a saving to the farmers of $150,000,000 annually. Our 
farmers pay the Chilean Government $11.80 a ton as an export 
duty on Chilean nitrate which, according to the Department of 
Commerce, amounted to $11,239,384 for the fiscal year 1923 on 
897,000 long tons of nitrate of soda. So Mr. Ford’s guaranty 
to make 40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen is the equivalent of 
$200,000,000 for Muscle Shoals, because the American farmers 
are paying Chile interest at the rate of 5} per cent on 
$200,000,000. 

Besides, the cost of maintenance at Muscle Shoals since the 
war ended amounts to $7,975,000, after deducting amounts of 
rents collected from lease of steam power plant. They claim 
that there is not a Fertilizer Trust, but everybody knows that 
all of the fertilizer manufacturers have the same price on the 
various grades of fertilizer. So the effect is the same, whether 
there is an actual trust or not. 

This plan submitted by the nine water-power companies to 
the Federal Power Commission and not to Congress has been 
widely advertised as an offer of a hundred million dollars for 
Muscle Shoals, but on investigation it is found to be not an offer 
but only a suggestion that these power companies could arrange 
to take the power from one dam, No. 2, known as the Wilson 
Dam, when completed, so as to pay the Goyernment 4 per cent 
on the cost of its construction. This is evidently another 
effort on their part to delay the consideration of the Ford 
offer and to prevent its acceptance by Congress, because they 
said before Ford made his offer that they did not want it and 
that Muscle Shoals should be junked and so advised the Chief 
of Engineers of the War Department, who invited them by 
order of the Secretary of War to make an offer. 

Their plan has been heralded abroad as better than the Ford 
offer, when, as a matter of fact, Ford would pay the Govern- 
ment in 50 years $150,526,800 and these power companies would 
pay only $87,800,000, a difference of $42,726,800. 

Besides, when the price of fertilizer is reduced one-half, it 
will amount to a saving to the farmers of $150,000,000, as the 
average expenditure by the farmer for fertilizer in recent 
years has amounted to about $300,000,000 annually. This 
means that the farmers have lost $150,000,000 per year for the 
last five years while the plant has remained idle. 

In addition to the saving on fertilizer, the expense of main- 
tenance of the plants, the money return to the United States 
Government under the Ford offer is as follows: 


Interest on cost of completing Dam No. 2: 


First 6 years, at $200,000__________ , 200, 000 
94 years, at 4 per cent on $84,000,000_ 127, 840, 000 

Interest on cost of Dam No. 3: SER eee) 
First 3 years, at $160,000__..-______ 480, 000 
94 years, at 4 per cent on $25,000,000_ 94, 000, 000 

Maintenance fund: sn 900 
On Dam No. 2, 100 years, at $35,000. 8, 500, 000 


On Dam No. 8, 97 years, at $20,000_. 1, 940, 000 


— 5. 440, 001 
Amortization fund: According to statement of Secretary 2 
of War, this fund invested at 4 per cent (for 94 years 
at Dam No. 2 and 97 years at Dam No. 8) would 
S ET A SRS GN N EE LS DS 49, 0T1, 935 
TOAN eea a E BOK) SPT E a OR eae i 278, 031, 935 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 


Mr. ALMON. I will. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I simply want to say to the gentle- 
man, as one of the members of the Committee on Military 
Affairs who went on the inspection trip, that I feel exactly as 
he does, that that marvelous project, as a water-power project 
and nitrogen project for our national defense, should be main- 
tained under some condition, and properly maintained, but 
personally I am against the Henry Ford offer. I would rather 
see the Government do it. I want to say to the gentleman 
that he has in his district a project vital to the national de- 
fense of the Nation as well as to the farming industry of this 
country. 

Mr. ALMON. If my good and genial friend from Maryland 
[Mr. Hix] really favors Government operation at Muscle 
Shoals, I suspect that he is almost alone, for I do not believe 
that there are many Members of this House that will agree 
with him. Let us see what Government operation at Muscle 
Shoals means in dollars and cents and in results and benefit 
to the public, especially to the farmers. Up to the 30th day of 
June, 1922, the Government had spent at Muscle Shoals 
$107,337,710, including $17,000,000 which had been spent on the 
Wilson Dam. In the first place the Wilson Dam will have to 
be completed at an estimated cost of $25,000,000 and Dam No. 3 
un additional $25,000,000. Besides this it would be necessary 
to appropriate approximately these additional sums 
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1. Auxiliary or reserve water supply to stabilize the flow 
of the Tennessee River that a uniform amount of 


power would be available the year around $20, 000, 000 
2. For remodeling nitrate plant No. 1_.---------------- 000, 
3. For remodeling nitrate plant No. 222 10, 000, 000 
4. For a phosphoric acid plant to meet the demand for 
a TTT — 15. 000, 000 
5. Operating fund 10, 000, 000 
r rk a ee es 59, 000, 000 


making additional appropriation necessary amounting to 
$109,000,000, while, if the Ford offer is accepted, only $50,000,000 
additional will be necessary, making a difference of $59,000,000. 
The $107,387,710 represents Government construction costs dur- 
ing war times. While under the Ford offer the Government is 
freed of any expense in connection with the dams, locks, power 
houses, and machinery, and receives 4 per cent on the construc- 
tion costs in finishing the Wilson Dam and the building of 
Dam No. 3, and establish a sinking fund by the semiannual 
payment of $23,373, which sum, if compounded at 4 per cent 
semiannually, will amount to $49,071,935 at the end of the lease, 
‘and if compounded at 4} per cent interest will amount at the 
end of the lease to $58,570,003. 

It should also be borne in mind that at the end of the lease 
period, under the provisions of the Ford offer, the dam, power 
houses, and equipment become the absolute property of the 
Government. We should also remember that throughout this 
lease period the farmers will be getting the benefit of cheaper 
fertilizer and the Government will have at all times an up-to- 
date running plant for the manufacture of explosives and other 
war materials in readiness in the event of war. 

In addition to all this, from our knowledge and observation 
of the cost of Government operation, we could hardly expect 
to secure a cheaper fertilizer without a subsidy by Congress. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The dam is being built now. 

Mr. ALMON. Yes; work was resumed on the dam October 1, 
1922, and it is expected that it will be completed by the ist of 
July, 1925, or soon thereafter. There are about 4,000 men at 
work on the dam at this time. But if provision is not made 
for the building of the other dam and the operation of the 
nitrate plant for the manufacture of fertilizer, the farmer will 
receive no benefit from the development. Besides if the nitrate 
plant remains in a stand-by condition, it will rust out with 
the very best care and become obsolete and of no value as 
a war plant. The fixation of atmospheric nitrogen is a 
comparatively new art and is being improved on from time 
to time, and in order for this plant to be an up-to-date 
going concern in the event it is needed for war purposes it 
must be kept in operation for the manufacture of fertilizers in 
peace times. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 
me for just an observation? 

Mr. ALMON. Yes. 

Mr. SNYDER. I sympathize with the gentleman’s viewpoint. 
I believe that Henry Ford has made the best offer that any- 
body has made, and I would like to see him get it from the 
business standpoint. But I do not see anything in Mr. Ford’s 
proposition where he has agreed to give to the American farmer 
any cheaper fertilizer than the American farmer has ever had 
heretofore. The gentleman from Alabama also has not indi- 
cated anything that points out that he agrees to do it, and there 
is nothing in Mr. Henry Ford's plan that points out that he 
agrees to do it. 

Mr. ALMON. My friend and colleague from New York [Mr. 
Snyper] evidently failed to hear what I have already stated on 
this subject. Mr. Ford expressly agrees and binds himself, his 
estate, and the corporation which he proposes to organize with a 
paid-in capital of $10,000,000, to produce at Muscle Shoals 
40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen annually during the entire period 
of 100 years. This is the equivalent of about 2,500,000 tons of 
Chilean nitrate, the amount ordinarily Imported to this coun- 
try annually. He also agrees that the maximum net profit in 
the sale of it to the farmers shall not exceed 8 per cent of the 
fair actual annual cost of production, and agrees to permit 
the inspection of the books of his company by a board nomi- 
nated by the leading farm organizations of the country, ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States and confirmed by 
the Senate, to see that no greater charge is made and to direct 
a proper distribution of the fertilizer among the different 
parts of the United States. I have no doubt but that this is 
the first offer of this kind that has ever been made by any 
corporation. 

Mr. Ford submitted his offer more than two years ago. The 
Military Committee of the House after long and extensive hear- 
ings reported a bill at the last session of Congress providing 
for a substantial acceptance of the Ford offer, but we were 


unable, for reasons unnecessary to state at this time, to have 
it considered and voted on at the last session of Congress. I 
hope and have reason to believe that this committee will at a 
very early date report to the House a bill providing for the 
acceptance of Mr. Ford's offer; and if so, we are assured that 
it will be considered without delay. When this is done I am 
prepared to believe that my handsome young friend from 
Maryland, Colonel Hur, will on further consideration, remem- 
bering all that he saw, learned, and experienced on his delight- 
ful trip to Muscle Shoals in April, 1922, decide to support 
and vote for the Ford offer and join the ranks of the great 
majority and make it 100 per cent for Henry Ford. [Ap- 
plause.] - 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. ALĮmoxN] has again expired. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Cramron] is recognized. 

Mr. CRAMTON, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Titson, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 5078, the 
Interior Department appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


EXTENSION OF GENERAL DEBATE. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
there be a further extension of the time for general debate. 
I regret that I myself have used so much of the time that was 
allotted to this side, because I find I can not keep the promises 
I have made to others, and the other day being Saturday it may 
be a good conclusion of the week to have a fuller discussion 
of the bill and other matters. I ask unanimous consent, there- 
fore, that the time for general debate upon this bill be extended 
four hours, two hours to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Carrer] and two hours by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAM- 
TON] asks unanimous consent that the time for general debate 
on this bill be extended four hours, two hours to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER] and two hours 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cranmron]. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNELL. I presume it is the intention of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Crasrron] to conclude general debate on 
this bill Saturday? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. ‘That would make 14 hours all told? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Fourteen hours all told, with seven hours 
on each side. 

Mr. CARTER. May I ask how much time has been con- 
sumed? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I have information that I have only 48 
minutes remaining, but I have promised considerably more time 
than that. 

Mr. TILSON. I think, as Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, I can inform the gen- 
tleman that a little over five hours’ time has been consumed; 
something like flye hours and seven or eight minutes have been 


used. 

The SPEAKER. Five hours and fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CARTER. I have no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I presume that 
means, the extension being granted, the bill will not be read 
for amendment to any considerable extent on Saturday. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Not to any considerable extent. I had 
hoped we could commence the reading, but not progress very 
far with it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And on Monday, of course, 
the question of the rules will arise. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I assume that would have precedence, al- 
though I have no information about it. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SNELL] would know. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. So the bill could not be read 
until Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a unanimous- 
consent request. The Committee on Rules expects to report on 
Monday, and on behalf of every member of the committee I 
ask unanimous consent that the rules of the Sixty-seventh Con- 
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gress, as amended, shall be in force during the. consideration 
and adoption of that report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
' gentleman, from New York [Mr. SNETL I? 
There was no objection. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE— MARYLAND. 


Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to address the House for half a minute on the subject of 
an additional judge for the district of Maryland. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for half a minute, Is there 
objection? : 

Mr. CRAMTON: Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
which I do not intend to do, of course, in the case of my friend 
from Maryland, I note his request has to do with a desire on 
his part to have an additional Federal judge in Maryland. I 
want to say to the gentleman that in view of his recent plea 
in this House against any Federal enforcement of laws in Mary- 
land and a recent inaugural message of the Governor of Mary- 
land protesting against any Federal activities in Maryland, I 
hope that this new judge, if granted, will tend to enlighten 
sentiment in Maryland and is really a sign in itself of a new 
departure in sentiment in Maryland. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
the gentleman from Michigan ought to give the gentleman from 
Maryland a right to a change of heart. It may be that the 
gentleman from Georgia has converted him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARTER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
let me ask the gentleman from Maryland if he has any assur- 
ance he would get a judge appointed in case this provision was 
made, We had an additional judge created for the State of 
Oklahoma, and it has now been more than a year, and although 
the docket is behind, we can not get the judge appointed. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman that 
while I have no assurance I have a hope, because I know this 
is the type of bill which will have behind it all those who stand 
for even special law enforcement. 

Mr. CARTER. But, with our dockets. congested in the Fed- 
eral courts, we also had hope, but we found that was a vain 
delusion. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Is the gentleman asking con- 
sideration of the bill now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is asking permission to ad- 
dress the House for half a minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp with this brief state- 
ment and a copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman mean he asks to haye 
a copy of the bill printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. It is a very brief bill with a short 
statement connected with it. 

Mr. SNELL. Is not that an unusual proposition—to have a 
bill again printed in the Recogp? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is a very unusual 
situation when Maryland asks for any further provision for 
the enforcement of law. 

Mr. SNELL. I think that is going too far, Mr. Speaker, and 
I shall have to object. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The reason I ask that is because 
I wish to send copies of it to the members of the Baltimore bar 
wan haye presented a resolution asking for this additional 

judge. 

Mr.. BLANTON. The gentleman gets so little, let him get 
that much. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. It is only 10 lines, and I would 
like to achieve something, as the gentleman from Texas says. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The Bar Association of Baltimore 
City within the last few weeks has passed strong resolutions 
calling attention to the congestion of the dockets in the United 
States District Court for Maryland and, declaring the necessity 
for an additional Federal judge for the enormously increased 
Federal judicial work in the district of Maryland. I have 


therefore reintroduced the bill which I offered in the Honse of 
Representatives on November 22, 1921. At that time the 
need for an additional judge in Maryland was very great. 
To-day it is three times as great. The following is a list of 
cases which were pending on June 30, 1921, in the District of 
Maryland: é 


District of Maryland, (population 1920, 
1,449,010). 


1921 


ool * | 


~ 
* 
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Conditions are much worse to-day. They are much worse 
because of the huge increase in tlie business of the United 
States courts, a large part of whose business is taken up with 
ordinary police court work under the Volstead Act. On Decem- 
ber 10, 1921, I called attention of the House of Representatives 
to the fact that the Judiciary Committee’s report concerning a 


bill for additional judges states that “Criminal business in 
United States district courts has increased over 800 per cent 
since 1912, a large proportion of the increase during the past 
two years in criminal business is due, in the judgment of offi- 
cials of the Department of Justice, to the enactment of the 
national prohibition act.” 

It makes no difference what sort of cases are pending in the 
United States courts. Whatever they are they should be 
promptly tried. and in spite of this enormous increase Maryland 
has one judge only, the same number as she has had since long 
before 1912. 

I shall ask for immediate consideration of this bill by the 
Judiciary Committee and shall certainly expect the support of 
all ardent prohibitionists for its passage, since they must stand 
for proper law enforcement, 

The following is the bill to which I refer: 


A bill (H. R. 5083) to create an additional Judge in the district of 
Maryland. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint an additional judge of the district court 
of the United States for the district of Maryland, who shall reside in 
said. district, and whose compensation, duties, and Powers shall be the 
same as now provided by law for the judge of said district. 

Sec, 2. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, a message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the House of Repre- 
sentatives by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, 


LA TRIBUNA, OF MANAGUA (S: DOC, No. 18). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the. Committee on 
Foreign Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report respecting a claim against the 
United States on account of damage done by United States 
Marines on February 6, 1921, to the property of Mr. Salvador 
Buitrago Diaz, owner of the newspaper La Tribuna, of Mana- 
gua, Nicaragua, with a request that the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy, as indicated therein, be adopted and 
that the Congress authorize the appropriation of the sum neces- 
nop to pay the indemnity suggested by the Secretary of the 

avy. 

I recommend that, in order to effect a settlement of this claim 
in accordance with the recommendation of the Secretary of 
State, the Congress, as an act of grace and: without reference 
to the legal liability of the United States in the premises, 
authorize an appropriation in the sum of $1,500. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe WEITE House, January 10, 1924. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 11, 1924, at 12’o’clock noon. 
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EXECUTIVE: COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

271. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report of papers that are no longer useful in the transaction: 
of current business or valuable for historical or other purposes; 
to the Committee on. Disposition of Useless Executive Papers: 

272: A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers; report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Hereford: Inlet, N. J.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

278; A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
m letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Mattaponi River, Va., from Walkerton to Ay- 
lett ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

274. A letter from the Secretary’ of War, transmitting, with 
a: letter from: the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Bayou St. John, La.; to the Committee om 
Rivers and Harbors, 

278. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report om preliminary 
examination of Saginaw River, Mich., and entrance: thereto, 
with a view to securing a channel depth of 21 feet with suit- 
able width; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

276. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a- 
draft of proposed legislation “to increase the statutory limit 
of cost! for repairs: and changes: hereafter made to capital ships 
of the Navy“; to the Committee om Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS, OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIIL. 

Mr. PARKER: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R..4796. A bill to extend the time of the Hudson 
River Connecting: Railroad Corporation for the completion of 
its bridge across the Hudson River, in the State of New York; 
without amendment (Rept. No; 25). Referred to the House | 
Calendar. 

Mr. BURTNESS: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 
merce. S. 1367. An act granting the consent of Congress: to 
the State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge | 
across the Missouri River between Brule County and Lyman: | 
County, S. Dak.; without amendment (Rept. No. 26). Re- 
ferred, to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTNESS: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. S. 1308. Am act granting the consent of Congress. to 
the State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge 
across: the Missouri River between Valworth County and Cor- 
son County, S. Dak.; without amendment (Rept. No. 27). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SNYIMER: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 2883. 
A bill to validate certain allotments: of land made to Indians 
on the Lae Courte Oreille Indian Reservation in Wisconsin; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 28).. Referred to the Com- 
mittee- of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. HOWARD. of Oklahoma: Committee on Indian Affairs, 
H. R. 1629. A bill authorizing the removal of the restrictions 
from 40 acres of the allotment of Isaac Jack, a Seneca Indian, | 
and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 24). 
Referred. to the Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
fiom. the consideration of the following bills, which were re- | 
ferred as follows: | 

The bili (H. R. 4472) for the purchase of land adjoining | 
Fort Bliss, Tex. ; Committee on. Military. Affairs. discharged, and | 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. 4907) providing for the transfer in fee simple 
of the Fort Missoula, Mont., timber reserve to the State of 
Montana Forest School; Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The letter from the acting chairman of the Federal Trade 
Commission, transmitting report of the Federal Trade Com- 
mission on the radio, industry: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


PUBLIC: BILLS;, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 5100) to tax the 
net income on municipal’ and State securities hereafter issued 
and to permit the State taxation of Federal securities hereafter 
issued; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 5191) 
regulating the pay of Reserve and National Guard officers when 
called to active duty; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KVALE: A bill (H. R. 5192) supplemental to the na- 
tlonal prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: A bill (Hi R. 5193) to 
amend seetion 14 of the act entitled “An act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States,“ as 
approved July 1, 1898, as amended; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM! of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5194) to 
amend the Judicial Code by adding a new section, to be num- 
bered 274D ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5195) to provide for the establishment of 
a probation system in the United States courts, except in the: 
District of Columbia; fo the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 5196) granting the con- 
sent of Congress to the construction of a bridge across the: Rio 
Grande River; to the Committee: on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKS of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5197) to amend 
section 71 of the Judicial Code, as amended; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia (by request): A bill (H. R. 
5198) to amend sections 5, 6, and 7 of the act of Congress mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal. year ending June 
30, 1903, approved July 1. 1902, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5109) to provide for the closing of a por- 
tion of Massachusetts Avenue NW., in the District of Columbia. 
and. for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5200) to provide for the widening: of 
Nichols Avenue between Good Hope Road and S Street SE.; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEVENSON.: A bill (H. R. 5201) to amend section 
1. chapter 1, title 1, of the Judicial Code; to the Committee om 
the Judiciary.. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 5202) to remove the time limi- 
tation for filing an application for compensation, vocational, 
training, hospitalization, and dental treatment by a disabled 
veteran of the World War; to the Committee on Interstate and. 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 5203) to authorize the accept- 
ance of title to forest lands in the State of Florida and to create 
national forests therefrom, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a, bill. (H. R. 5204) to anthorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to adjust disputes or claims by settlers, entrymen, se- 


| lectors, grantees, and patentees of the United States against the 


United States.and betaveen each other, arising. from. incomplete 
or faulty surveys in township 28 south, ranges 26 and 27 east, 
Tallahassee meridian, Polk County, in the State of Florida, and. 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 5205) for the apportionment. 
of Representatives in Congress amongst the several States under 
the Fourteenth Census; to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 5206) granting pensions 
to nurses of. soldiers’ homes; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 5207) to bring about the more 
effective coordination of Government purchases, to establish 
the bureau of supply, and: for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. t 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 5208) to amend the act 
of Congress approved August 11, 1923 (38 Stat. 109), in so far 
as it applies to the Federal building at Newark, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5209) to authorize an ap- 
propriation to enable the Direetor of the United States Vet- 
erans’ Bureau to provide for the construction of additional hos- 
pital facilities and to provide medical, surgical, and hospital 
services and supplies for persons who served in the World War, 
the Spanish-American War, the Philippine insurrection, and the 


Boxer rebellion, and are patients of the United States Vet- 
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erans’ Bureau; to the Committee on Publle Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 5210) to vest title to school 
lands in the State in which the lands are situated, if a proceed- 
ing is not instituted before the Department of the Interior 
within 12 years after the State is admitted to the Union, or 
within 12 years after the survey of the school-land sections 
was approved, to determine whether such lands were of known 
mineral character; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5211) to provide for the applicability to 
certain classes of persons of the provisions of Articles III and 
IV of the war risk insurance act, as amended; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 5212) to provide for a monthly 
maintenance allowance for all rural carriers on either horse- 
drawn or motor routes in the Postal Service; to the Committee 
on the Post Offices and Post Roads. t 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 5213) to provide a site and 
public building at Eustis, Fla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWLING: A bill (H. R. 5214) for the erection of a 
publie post-office building at Prattville, Autauga County, Ala., 
and appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5215) for the erection of a public post- 
office building at Roanoke, Randolph County, Ala., and appro- 
priating money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 5216) for the erection of a public post- 
office building at Lanett, Chambers County, Ala., and appro- 
priating money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 5217) for the erection of a public post- 
office building at Alexander City, Tallapoosa County, Ala., and 
appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5218) granting the consent 
of Congress to authorize the Pittsburgh Coal Land & Railroad 
Co. to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy 
River at or near Nolan, in Mingo County, W. Va., to the Ken- 
tucky side, in Pike County, Ky.; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5219) to authorize the Norfolk & Western 
Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of the 
Big Sandy River at or near a point about 14 miles west of 
Williamson, Mingo County, W. Va., and near the mouth of 
Turkey Creek, Pike County, Ky.; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5220) to authorize the 
acquisition of a site and the erection thereon of a Federal build- 
ing at La Grange, Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 5221) to enlarge and ex- 
tend the post-office building at Gloversville, N. V.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOYLAN;: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 133) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOLFF: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 134) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States for 
war referendum; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia (by request): Joint resoln- 
tion (H. J. Res. 185) authorizing the transfer to the jurisdiction 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of a cer- 
tain portion of the Anacostia Park for tree nursery purposes; 
to the Commttee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 136) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Resolution (H. Res. 142) amending 
Rule XXIV, section 8, of the Rules of the House; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. F 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Resolution (H. Res. 143) 
amending clause 5 of Rule XXI of the Rules of the House; 
to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: A bill (H. R. 5222) for the relief of 
Thomas Mabary, or Mebri; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 5223) granting an increase 
8 pension to William F. Rogers; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 5224) for the relief of 
Dent, Alleroft & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Richard Evans 
& Sons Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CULLEN: A bill (H. R. 5226) granting a pension 
to Alice M. Fowler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAVROT: A bill (II. R. 5227) for the relief of 
Charles L. Galloway; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FREDERICKS: A bill (H. R. 5228) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward Francis O'Toole; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5229) granting a pension to John R. 
Garstang; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5230) for the 
Pde! of the heirs of Frank Boddeker; to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. GLATFELTER: A bill (H. R. 5231) granting a 
pension to Susan Bentz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5232) granting an increase of pension 
to Minnie L. Crowl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5233) granting an increase of pension 
to Elizabeth Lewelsberger; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENWOOD: A bill (H. R. 5234) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Gosport, State of 
Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KINDRED: A bill (H. R. 5235) for the relief of 
Harlan Bergen; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOWREY: A bill (H. R. 5236) for the relief of 
Mrs. M. J. Adams; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5237) granting 
a pension to Alice R. Rennick; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5238) granting an increase of pension 
to Samantha Lee Draper; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MORGAN; A bill (H. R. 5239) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucy A. Willard; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 2 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 5240) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza A. Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5241) granting a pension to Bulah Marie 
Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5242) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Sterling; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 5248) grantirf® an increase 
of pension to Eunice Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 5244) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5245) grant- 
ing an increase of Pension to Amelia Allen; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5246) granting a pension to Lucy A. King; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEGER: A bill (H. R. 5247) granting an increase of 
pension to Alice J, Stoddard; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: A bill (H. R. 5248) granting a pension 
to Susan DeLaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5249) granting a pension to Laura A. 
Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5250) for the 
relief of Philip V. Sullivan; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5251) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie Wolbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5252) 
granting a pension to Leander Alexander; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5253) granting a pension to Emma W. 
Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5254) granting a pension to Mabel Kyger; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 5255) granting a pension to 
Minnie Emerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgin: A bill (H. R. 5256) granting an 
increase of pension to Walter C. Thompson; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
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By Mr. WOODRUFF: A bin (H. R. 5257) for the relief of 
Alonzo ©. Shekell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YATES: A bill (H. R. 5258) conferring upon William 
A. Kirby the rank of major, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 3 

498. By the SREAKER (by request): Petition of Jos. G. 
Fitzsimmons, president of the Carolinas Auto Supply House, 
Charlotte, N. C., favoring tax reduction and opposing a soldiers 
bonus; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

499, Also, petition of Philippine Legislature, independence 
mission to the United States, urging the Congress of the United 
States to recognize the independence of the Philippine Islands; 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

500. By Mr. ALLEN: Papers accompanying House bill 5104, 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. Rodeheaver; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

501. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of Myrle E. Bliss and 
three other citizens of R. F. D. No. 7, Schenectady, N. X., in- 
dorsing the so-called Mellon pian of tax revision; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

502. Also, petition of Woman's Republican Club (Inc.), of 
New York City, urging the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House to give to the Green bill paramount eonsideration over 
all other legislation, and to report said bill favorably to the 
House at the earliest moment; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

503. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of the Brooklyn Chamber of 
Commerce, indorsing President Coolidge’s recommendations for 
authority to appoint a commission empowered to deal with 
whatever emergency situation that might arise in the coal in- 
dustry, to aid conciliation and voluntary arbitration when col- 
lective bargaining fails and to control distribution to prevent 
profiteering and insure constant supply of this vital necessity; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

504. By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of the Union League Club, 
of Chicago, Henry S. Whipple, of Rockford, and sundry other 
citizens of Illinois, favoring the plan of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

505. Also, petition ef the Illinois State Federation of Labor, 
for relief of postal employees, betterment of conditions of their 
employment, for a seniority law that will be fair and just, for 
amendment of the retirement law by eliminating the proviso 
as to maximum compensation, and for increase of salaries; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

506. By Mr. KINDRED: Petition of board of supervisors of 
Essex County, N. Y., favoring the erection of a bridge across the 
narrows of Lake Champlain, between Crown Point, in the 
State of New York, and Chimney Point, in the State of Ver- 
mont; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

507. Also, petition of the American Association for the Recog- 
nition of the Irish Republic, asking Congress to demand the 
release of all republican prisoners in Ireland; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

508. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Indiana, Pa., favering lower taxes and a more simple, efficient, 
and economical Government; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

509. By Mr. YATES: Petition of B. A. Eckhart, of Chicago, 
III., urging that the terrible burden of taxes be removed and 
therefore urging that the tax proposal by Secretary Mellon be 
adopted; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

510, Also, petition of J. J. Bullington, department of Illinois 
of the American Legion, urging support of adjusted compensa- 
tion bill, and stating 75,000 Illinois service men are anxious for 
its passage; to the Commitee on Ways and Means. 

511. Also, petition ef American Legion at Harrisburg, II., 
favoring the bonus; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

512. Also, petition of C. F. Hodgson, secretary of the Weaver 
Manufacturing Co., of Springfield, III., favoring the Kelly- 
Stevens bill and the Merritt bill; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

513. By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Community Club of Kensal, 
N. Dak., urging the passage of House bill 4159; also of the 
Rotary Club of Valley City, N. Dak., urging the passage of 
House bill 4159; also of Hon. Wesley C. McDowell and 23 
other citizens of Marion, N. Dak., urging the passage of House 
bill 4159; of Farm Bureau of Wells County, N. Dak., favoring 
the passage of House bill 4159; and the board of county com- 
missioners of Wells County, N. Dak., urging the passage of 
House bill 4159; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 11, 1924. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. . 
The Chaplain, Rey. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Our Father, we bless Thee that Thy arms are so safe and 
so merciful to rest in; may we eyer love and live in Thee. 
Strengthen every moral purpose of our beings; vitalize every 
spiritual fiber of our breasts, that we may resist all tempta- 
tion, and with firm and steadfast conviction follow Thy holy 
precepts. Help us to exemplify all those virtues that make for 
godly character in individual and in state. Enrich our minds; 
direct our ways that we may in all things do our whole duty. 
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
- EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Record by inserting an interview, with 
some comments upon it, in the Evening Star under date of 
December 31, 1923, with the Hon. Mr. Garner, a Member of 
Congress from the State of Texas. I have submitted this to 
Mr. Garner, according to the amenities of the floor, and it is 
satisfactory to him that I do this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IIlinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting 
therein an interview in the Evening Star with Mr, GARNER of 
Texas. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted me by the 
House, I here insert an interview by the Hon. Joh F. GARNER. 
an honorable Member of the House, lately given by him to the 
Washington Evening Star and printed in that paper on the 
81st day of December, 1923. It will probably be referred to by 
many Members of the House during the coming debate of the 
so-called Mellon plan of tax adjustment, and indeed it pictures 
vividly what is taking place here now in the legislative field, and 
depicts the wonderful power of the fascisti bloc in and out 
of Congress, and I shall, with permission of the House, refer to 
it more at length under some remarks which I hope to make 
under the title of “The American house of overiords.” 


CHARGES CONSPIRACY or Rich TO GAIN Tax Buu PASSAGE—REPRESEN- 
TATIVE GARNER SAYS ORGANIZED PROPAGANDA IS BEHIND MEASURE 
WHICH Favors Bie INTERESTS AND IGNORES SMALI INCOME EARNER. 


Charging that a “huge organized conspiracy of predatory interests“ 
is endeavoring by nation-wide propaganda to coerce Senators and Repre- 
sentatives to support the Mellon tax legislation before all of its pro- 
visions are made known, Representative Jonn Garner, of Texas, rank- 
ing Democrat on the Ways and Means Committee, issued a formal state- 
ment of warning last night. 


Representative Garner, according to the statement given out by the 
Democratic National Committee, spoke with autherity for the minority 
membership of the Ways and Means Committee, which has been con- 
sidering the proposed tax measure for several weeks. 

Plain and conelustye evidence of this conspiracy, Representative 
Garner says, is found in the wording of telegrams and letters being 
received by Senators and Representatives in Congress, which are in 
identical language, showing that they emanate from one source, although 
coming from various sections of the country. This is a form often 
employed by these predatory interests to influence the unsuspecting 
public and to bulldoze, intimidate, and coerce Representatives. 


COME BEFORE BILL PUBLISHED, 


“In this case the propaganda emanating from this organized con- 
spiracy attempts to coerce Senators and Representatives to support 
the Mellon tax bill before they have had the opportunity to see the 
bill or to study and to understand its provisions. It is plainly evi- 
dent also that the constituents of the Senators and Representatives 
who signed these messages could not have known ali of the provisions 
of the Mellon tax bill, because ‘most of the messages were received 
before the bill was made public. : 

“The unconscionable instigators of this conspiracy have not only 
sought in this way to browbeat and coerce Congress, together with 
the implied threat contained in these identical-form messages, but 
they have attempted, and in a large measure apparently succeeded in 
the attempt, te mislead the public by keeping secret some of the most 
objectionable provisions of the Mellon tax bill while they were attempt- 
ing to have the bill generally indorsed by the public before its pro- 
visions could be made known. Only through the insistence of Demo- 
cratic leaders has the bill been made pubNc in all its provistons, so 
that the people for the first time know now what the bill contains. 
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„The discovery that the Mellon tax bill falls to give millions of 
farmers, tradesmen, and small business men generally the relief they 
were told they would get by the Mellon bill propagandists has fully 
justified the attitude of Democratic and western Republican con- 
gressional leaders in refusing to accept the measure in advance and 
without the opportunity to scrutinize its provisions. Many of those 
who eriticized these leaders are now, in the face of the disclosures 
of the Mellon bill's inadequacy and inequities, urging its amendment 
to Include these millions of taxpayers in Its alleged benefit. 


SEEK TO AMEND BILL, 


“Even representatives of the Coolidge administration on the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House, who heralded Mr. Mellon's pro- 
posal as perfect and incapable of improvement, are also busy in efforts 
to puteh up the bill to save themselves from the wrath of the millions 
of farmers, tradesmen, and small business men against whom the 
Mellon bill made such unjust discrimination, while Secretary Mellon, 
on the other hand, was framing his plan for cutting in half the taxes 
cf the yery biggest individual and corporate taxpayers. 

The inequity in some of the provisions of the Mellon tax bill will 
be thoroughly demonstrated and, if possible, corrected when the Demo- 
erats have an opportunity to discuss the bill and offer amendments 
or a substitute measure. Democrats in Congress can be depended 
upon to act favorably upon every sound provision of the Mellon plan, 
but they will not be coerced into accepting its unjust and discrimina- 
tory provisions by any cooked-up propaganda. 2 

“Secretary Mellon is the highest-placed representative of the spe- 
cial interests this country has ever known, and among all previous 
attempts to intimidate and coerce Congress there has been none on 
such a huge scale to compel public Indorsement of a bill before all of 
its provisions were made known as the present conspiracy, or any in 
which the methods were bolder or more deceptive. 

“The effect of this self-exposure of this conspiracy should be not 
only to check its operations but to warn the Congress and the pablic 
against the method used and to ultimately secure tax revision upon 
an equitable basis and not for the major benefit of that class from 
which the conspiracy emanated.” 


Mr. LINEBERGER, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp an article now in booklet form, 
of which I am the author, entitled“ The Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Service of the United States: The Activities and Needs 
for Reorganization and Improvement of the Nation’s Foreign 
Service.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent to extend lhis remarks in the Recorp in the man- 
ner indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted me to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following: 


THE DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE or THE UNITED STATES—THE 
ACTIVITIES AND NEEDS FOR REORGANIZATION AND IMPROYDMENT OF 
THE NATION’S FOREIGN SERVICE. 

(By Representative W. F. Lixepercer, of California, former member 

House Forelgn Affairs Committee.) 
The foreign service of our Government needs to be reorganized and 
improved.” (President Calvin Coolidge.) 


VIEWS OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE CONCERNING THE FOREIGN SERVICE. 


In every part of the earth the diplomatic and consular officers of 
the United States are watching every turn of events in their relation 
to the general policies of this Government. They report every source 
of international irritation; they note the signals of economic and 
political unrest, of international rivalries, prejudices, subversive ten- 
dencies, and discriminatory policies. They aid the Government not 
merely in settling disputes but in removing or limiting the causes of 
possible controversy. 

Every American should feel ashamed that any country in the world 
should have a better diplomatic organization than the United States. 
This is not a matter simply of national pride; it is a matter of 
national © security. 

The truth is that our foreign service is undermanned and underpaid. 

You can not bave an efficient foreign service without having trained 
men, and you can not keep men without an adequate system for their 
selection and maintenance; and you can not keep men who have been 
properly selected and trained and are invaluable to their country unless 
you offer reasonable opportunities for promotion. (Charles Evans 
Hughes.) ; 

FOREWORD. 

In this volume is contained a comprehensive analysis of the organi- 
zation and administration of the Diplomatic and Consular Service of 
the United States under the limitations imposed upon the Department 
of State by existing law. ‘The conclusion is reached that there is need 
for complete reorganization, unification, and coordination of these 
services if this Government is to maintain its proper position and 
dignity abroad among the great nations of the earth, 


At the end of the World War the United States suddenly accumu- 
lated many new and great international interests; its Diplomatic and 
Consular Service assumed a new Importance. American business inter- 
ests found new avenues of commerce and trade opened up to them in 
all parts of the world. To the Department of State logically were their 
inquiries for assistance directed, with the result that new and involved 
duties became a part of the hitherto already arduous work of the officers 
of the Diplomatic and Consular Service. 

Compensation and prospects insufficient to secure and hold men of 
ability other than those of independent means have hampered the de- 
velopment of the foreign service. Our ambassadors, ministers, secre- 
tarles, and consuls have been and are to-day handicapped in their work 
by the meager salaries allowed them in comparison with those paid the 
representatives of other countries, Trained and adequate staffs of 
recognized ability are indispensable to the Government, and the officers 
of the foreign service should by all means be assured that conspicuous 
ability and fidelity will be appropriately recognized and rewarded by 
their Government, The future of the foreign service is in the hands 
of Congress, 

J. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Since the World War the United States Government has assumed a 
new position among the family of nations of the world. Its inter- 
course with foreign countries is to-day unavoidably more active and 
constant than ever before, The suddenly accumulated new interests 
and responsibilities imposed naturally greater pressure upon the De- 
partment of State, particularly as this department is charged directly 
with the maintenance of peace and the extension of friendship with 
foreign countries. 

Many new international interests were at once established, new pos- 
sibilities for participation In foreign affairs were visloned by American 
business men, new openings for trade and commerce made manifest. 
Business organizations turned to the Department of State with varied 
demands for information with regard to new avenues for foreign-trade 
development, as well as for aid in the extension of that international 
commerce which became immediately a new field for American business. 
This demand called logically for greater activity, greater initiative, 
greater effort on the part of the State Department, 

American business men infrequently come into direct contact with 
the officials or the representatives of the Department of State and few 
possibly have realized how the forces of this department are ever at 
work to promote the financial, industrial, economic, and commercial 
interests of the country as well as Its political position among the 
nations of the world. A certain apathy, therefore, seemingly has ex- 
isted regarding the form of organization of the department; of its 
personnel ; of the remuneration given men charged with most important 
missions, The officers of the Department of State are, indeed, the out- 
posts of the Nation—its first line of offense and defense—but they are 
inspired and controlled in all their acts only by the methods of peace. 

A brief outline of the history of the department, its functions, and 
the important duties of its officers, from the Secretary down, will enable 
n better understanding of that department of the Government which, 
through its Diplomatic and Consular Services, is charged directly by 
law with the conduct of the foreign affairs of the United States. 

During the early history of our Government the Secretary of State 
was entitled, much after the manner of most European Governments, 
the “ Secretary of Foreign Affairs.” This was in the year 1781, the 
birth of what was called the Department of Foreign Affairs. It oceu- 
pied as its offices two rooms, one for the Secretary and one for his 
deputy and clerks. The office rent for the first year was itemized as 
$200, 

In the present year of 1928 the Department of State is housed in the 
imposing building companioning the White House, where 604 members 
of the home office under the Assistant Secretaries labor as the hands 
and eyes and counsellors of the Secretary of State, upon whose shoul- 
ders the burden of its great responsibility ultimately rests. And in 
the field of foreign service, acting as representatives to gather informa- 
tion and to carry out policies in all foreign countries, the personnel is 
listed as 3.447. Though for many years now it bas borne the familiar 
title of the Department of State, it is peculiarly the Department of 
Foreign Affairs, as it was entitled by those who first conceived it. 

Immediately after the Spanish War, when the labors of the State 
Department became more intensive and more extensive, the home work 
was distributed according to certain so-called politico-geographical divi- 
sions. For instance, there was primarily established as then of great- 
est moment as an example and standard for subsequent divisions the 
Far Eastern Division. Were were grouped together experts who, through 
experience in ‘the Diplomatic Service or the Consular Service, were 
familiar with the living conditions, the political and trade conditions 
of Japan and China, the great people that made up the Far East. All 
correspondence that dealt in any way with these countries was directed 
to this group of Far East experts. The value of such organization led 


immediately to the establishment of other divisions along these politico- 
geographical lines, and to-day the organization of the department in- 
cludes six such divisions, as follows: Division of Far Eastern Affairs, 
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Division of Latin American Affairs, Division of West European Af- 
fairs, Division of Near Eastern Affairs, Division of Mexican Affairs, and 
Division of Eastern European Affairs. Such organizations with ex- 
perts In every corner of the world have made the home service branch 
of the State Department immeasurably more effective in its dealings 
with world problems, as these divisions are charged with the general 
supervision of our relations, diplomatic and consular, political and eco- 
nomic, with the countries falling within their respective fields. 

The commissioned officers of the Department of State are, of course, 
the Secretary of State, the Undersecretary, three Assistant Secretaries, 
and the solicitor; and, too, there are trained men at the heads of vari- 
ous important bureaus and divisions that have to do with the general 
conduct of the department's multifarious duties, 


The Secretary of State is charged, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, with the duties appertaining to correspondence with the public 
ministers and the consuls of the United States and with the representa- 
tives of foreign powers accredited to the United States. He is re- 
garded as the first in rank among the members of the Cabinet. He is 
also the custodian of the treaties made with foreign States, and of the 
laws of the United States. He grants and issues passports, and 
exequaturs to foreign consuls in the United States are issued through 
his office. He publishes the laws and resolutions of Congress, amend- 
ments to the Constitution, and proclamations declaring the admission 
of new States into the Union. 

The Undersecretary of State is the principal assistant of the Secretary 
of State in the discharge of his various functions, aiding in the formu- 
lation and execution of the foreign policies of the Government, in the 
reception of representatives of foreign governments, etc. In matters 
which do not require the personal attention of the Secretary of State 
he acts for the Secretary of State, and in the absence of the Secretary 
of State he becomes the Acting Secretary of State. The Undersecretary 
of State is charged with the general direction of the work of the De- 
partment of State and of the foreign service. 

The Assistant Secretary of State has charge of all matters pertaining 
to foreign trade, and supervises the office of the economic adviser. 
He has supervision over the work of the Division of Far Eastern Affairs, 
the Division of Near Eastern Affairs, and the Division of Eastern Euro- 
pean Affairs. He is the chairman of the board of examiners for the 
Consular Service, and in the absence of the Secretary of State and the 
Undersecretary of State he becomes the Acting Secretary of State. 

The Second Assistant Secretary of State has direct supervision over 
the Division of Passport Control and the visé office. He makes deci- 
sions in citizenship and other cases involving complex questions of 
law and policy. He is consulted by the officers of the department upon 
matters of diplomatic procedure and general questions of international 
law and policy, particularly when involving the traditional practice of 
the Department of State. 


The Third Assistant Secretary of State is charged with the admin- 
istration of the Diplomatic Service, the administration of the depart- 
ment, administrative matters concerning international conferences and 
commissions, and with matters pertaining to ceremonial and protocol. 
He has supervision over the work of the Diplomatic Bureau, the office 
of the chief clerk, the bureau of appointments, the bureau of accounts, 
and the bureau of indexes and archives. He is charged with the 
presentation to the President of ambassadors and ministers of foreign 
countries newly. accredited to the United States; he is chairman of the 
board of examiners for the Diplomatic Service. 

There is the Solicitor of the State Department, whose rank is high 
and whose responsibilities are great. The office of the solicitor treats 
with matters dealing with legal relations of our own Government with 
foreign states, involving international law in all its complications 
and ramifications. There, too, are treaties composed and international 
conventions and agreements, from which the work of this particular 
office grades down to the questions of claims of individual American 
citizens against foreign governments or the e~ecution of wills and the 
administration of private property in foreign lands. Expatriation 
and extradition cases are here also executed. In this division alone 
more than 20 trained assistant solicitors and law clerks are constantly 
employed on work which requires the most painstaking attention and 
care, 

Then, too, there is an economic adviser, whose function it is to 
advise with the Secretary of State on the broad questions of inter- 
national trade and related subjects, embracing loans to foreign gov- 
ernments, tariffs, commercial treaties, and with such questions as those 
dealing with the study of oil resources in all parts of the world, etc. 

The Diplomatic Bureau maintains the records of the personnel of the 
United States Diplomatic Service and of the embassies and legations 
accredited to the United States. It also falls to this bureau to arrange 
for the free entry of the official and personal effects of these repre- 
sentatives of other governments and of those of diplomatic officers of 
the United States as they pass to and fro in the course of their duties 
in all parts of the world. 
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The Consular Bureau is one of the important units of the depart- 
ment. It has charge of all the records of the personnel of the Consular 
Service and has supervision of the administration of the whole Consular 
Service, with its 411 offices and stations. It keeps constantly in touch 
with the personnel, numbering nearly 3,000. The duties of the director 
also involve the censoring, grading, and approval of commercial and 
economic reports; distribution of commercial and economic reports to 
the Department of Commerce and other Government agencies, He, too, 
is the budget officer of the department and is charged with the 
preparation of all estimates of appropriations for the department. 

Detail of a surprising nature is involved in the varied activities 
through which the foreign affairs of our country are administered, 
particularly at home. Take the office which issues passports. During 
the tourist season as many as a thousand a day are issued, and during 
the year 1922 nearly 150,000 passports were issued. Associated with 
this office is the visé office, which deals with the important question of 
granting visés on foreign passports, which means that upon this office 
rests the responsibility of determining whether foreigners desiring to 
enter the United States are or are not objectionable from the view- 
point of safety to our institutions and Government. 

The division of political information, the division of current informa- 
tion, the bureau of appointments, and the bureau of accounts are all 
functioning with definite objectives in view. The bulk of the important 
information that flows into the department from its agents scattered 
throughout the world flows out again through yarious channels. The 
consular trade reports to the Secretary of State, many of them filled 
with information of real importance to business houses and leaders of 
industry in this country, describe opportunities for the extension of 
American trade and commerce in foreign countries. These reports are 
sent to the Department of Commerce for publication, and approxi- 
mately 2,000 copies each month are printed and utilized by the im- 
portant business concerns of the country. To the Treasury Department 
goes all the information supplied to the State Department by its rep- 
resentatives abroad concerning financial matters and, too, data relating 
to outbreaks of contagious diseases in foreign lands which may ulti- 
mately necessitate the United States Public Health Service taking 
steps to prevent the introduction of these diseases into the United 
States. 

There is also constant interchange of information between the State 
Department and the Department of Justice concerning matters of 
extradition; with the Department of Agriculture relating to foreign 
crops, soils, climate, plant and animal diseases; with the Department 
of Labor concerning immigration, as consular officers are obliged to visé 
the passports of every immigrant bound for the United States; with 
the War and Navy Departments relating to confidential matters having 
to do with political conditions abroad. At the request of the Secretary 
of State naval vessels always are ready to drop anchor in a foreign 
port for such purposes as may be indicated. 

g II. 
THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE. 


So functions the home office, with a personnel of 600. Corre- 
sponding to the home service is the foreign service of 3,447, who in 
some capacity or another are representatives of America in foreign 
lands—the field representatives, so to speak, through whom the De- 
partment of State acquires the knowledge upon which to found its 
decisions and its policies, and through whom, too, its mandates are 
executed abroad. As is generally known, this foreign service em- 
braces those attached to the Diplomatic Service and those engaged in 
the Consular Service. 

The diplomatic officers are accredited directly to the foreign na- 
tional governments, the consular officers to municipalities or districts. 
One speaks, namely, of the ambassador to Great Britain, while it is 
the consul general at London, a city, which distinguishes that rep- 
resentative, and this terminology is universal when reference is made 
to diplomatic officers or to consular officers. Although the labors 
ef the two branches of the foreign service are distinct, it will be 
seen from a consideration of the activities of each that there are 
many questions in which both divisions necessarily are interested, 
and that in all there is need for closest cooperation. Yet the consuls 
deal directly with the municipal authorities of the locality to which 
they are assigned, while the diplomatic officers deal only with the 
officers of the general government. 

The personnel of the Diplomatic Service numbers in all 629, in- 
cluding ambassadors, ministers, secretaries, and clerks, These rep- 
resentatives of the Government of the United States are distributed 
in 51 countries in which we maintain diplomatic missions. It is the 
task of these men in diplomacy to keep in closest touch with every 
phase of the national life of the country where they reside and to 
keep the State Department informed with regard to all national 
questions of finance, commerce, arts, sciences, agriculture, mining, 
tariff, taxation, population, laws, and judicial statistics of that 
country. Particularly are they to keep well informed and observe 
and understand and interpret the intricacies of the national policies, 
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as these may have bearing upon the policies of our own Government. 
And, too, they are to convey to the foreign government a clear 
exposition of the mind and attitude of America upon all subjects 
in which our Government is interested. Out of this comes also the 
duty of standing up for the rights of the citizens of the United 
States as a whole and for any individual American citizen. 

In the year just passed, of 1923, 15 of the 51 diplomatic missions 
of this Government rendered the following outstanding types and 
extent of service to American commercial interests: In 126 distinct 
cases, involving millions of dollars, they have been able to protect 
these interests by preventing discriminations against them. In 81 
cases they have removed restrictions on American commerce. In 70 
cases they have given ald in settlement of claims and debts of 
American citizens against foreign governments, In 49 cases they 
have rendered assistance to representatives of American concerns in 
obtaining for them equal treatment with nationals of other govern- 
ments in submitting proposals and being awarded contracts. And 
in 88 cases they have given general assistance and advice to American 
business firms in connection with financial and commercial matters, 
Also, these same missions rendered innumerable other services of im- 
portance, 

An example of direct results to our shipping interests through 
diplomatie action will be of interest to those who follow the de- 
velopment of America’s foreign trade through the instrumentality of 
the Diplomatic Service. During the past few years so-called “ emi- 
grant licenses,” 1. e., permission to transport emigrants, have been 
obtained by American steamship companies from a number of Euro- 
pean countries. The Department of State, through its diplomatic 
representatives in Europe, has been of real assistance to American 
shipping companies in obtaining these licenses. Prior to the war the 
emigrant business from Europe was handled largely by foreign lines, 
and the new American companies’ encountered formidable opposition 
in their attempt to compete for a fair part of this trade. 

Another example of successful diplomacy is the application of the 
open-door principle. American diplomats and consuls in far-away re- 
gions are zealously guarding the principle of equal opportunity for 
American trade, and when this principle is challenged these officers 
immediately advise the State Department, and the diplomatic officer 
accredited to the government concerned registers America’s official pro- 
test and takes the necessary steps to assure the American company its 
full rights. 

In another instance a certain foreign nation was about to execute a 
forced loan which would have sequestered about $17,000,000. The 
efforts of the American legation prevented this sequestration, Again 
in another instance of a South American country the legation per- 
suaded the officials of that country that mail matter sbould be carried 
by American vessels over a many-stop voyage, and thus established a 
contact with that country which is far-reaching and fundamental. In 
another country import duties on the packing of American automobiles 
were reduced from 80 to 10 per cent. And further still, bank deposits 
that had been already sequestered by a foreign government were re- 
leased and returned to their American owners. 


III. 
THR CONSULAR SERVICE. 


These isolated and typical cases are mentioned merely to show the 
practical work which our embassies and legations abroad are doing in 
the direct interest of America and American institutions. And they 
are Dut small, indeed, compared to the greater questions of protecting 
the rights of America to participate in the opening up of new fields of 
industry, in the inclusion of her business firms on an equitable basis 
with nationals of other countries, in the influence of the tarif laws ot 
foreign countries, and in general by keeping the American Government 
at peace with all the world. 

Turning now to that ether branch of the foreign service of the State 
Department, the one named and known as the Consular Service, we 
find in it a personnel of 2,818, of whom 55 are consuls general, 317 
are consuls, 135 are vice consuls of career, 87 are consular agents, 14 
are interpreters, 2 are student interpreters, 11 are consular assistants, 
2.197 are clerks and other employees. While the work of the dipio- 
matie officers deals, as explained, with the national foreign govern- 


ments, the work of the consular officers is, as previously detailed, only’ 


with municipalities. But in addition to this distinction there is an- 
other; the work of the diplomatic officers is in a measure political, that 
of the consul is business and commercial. Not one pound of goods can 
leave a foreign country for the United States, nor can a ship clear port, 
nor any passenger depart, without the knowledge, consent, and official 
action of the consul of the place. Such definite functions give the 
consul a very Intimate understanding of the commercial condition and 
standing of bis particular post. Out of this knowledge which the con- 
suls possess there has developed, and as its value is becoming more 
acknowledged, will continue to develop, a position as adviser to Ameri- 
can business concerns with respect to trade at their post or station. 

It is not the purpose of the Government that the consul should serve 
as the sales agent of any one firm, yet there is work for him to do in 
furnishing information to business men regarding the legal and trade 


conditions under which they may operate by pointing out opportunities 
for trade expansion in prospect, in bridging over difficulties, or in 
smoothing out rough contacts that may have arisen. It may be known 
to a consul, for instance, that a local firm is in the market for a cer 
tain type of gasoline engine. He very likely will under such condi- 
tions seek to interest the forelgn customer in purchasing an engine 
from an American business firm, or he may adyise the home office 
at Washington of the opportunity opening up for American engines, 
As a matter of fact, one consul did accomplish the sale of 53 gasoline 
engines and encouraged negotiations for an agency on a basis of a 
minimum sale yearly of 500 such engines. In another instance a 
thoroughly representative consul persuaded the customs authorities to 
change the classification of a certain motor chassis so that it would 
be subject only to the duty imposed on motor trucks. A contract for 
the building of tramways and eletric power plant was awarded to an 
American firm through the efforts of the American consul of the 
locality; an agency for drugs and sundries was established at another 
foreign center; engineering work was awarded to an American firm 
involving $425,000; something like 7,000 cases of Pacific coast apples 
were guided to another foreign destination in a trade award. All of 
these accomplishments are but typical cases of the enormous labor of 
the consular officers in every corner of the world in stimulating Amer- 
ican business enterprise and American trade. 

For the year 1923, for Instance, the Consular Service sent out more 
than a million letters, received 904,601. The consular invoices were 
806.817. Their replies to trade inquiries numbered 55,502. They 
gave 89,459. bills of health. They handled 1,037 estates. They gave 
service in 75,309 cases of protection and welfare; and so on through 
thelr multifarious and daily routine transactions. 

Despite all this work of the Department of State in its home service, 
or home office, as it is more frequently referred to, and in its Diplo- 
matic and Consular Services abroad, the expense entailed is exceed- 
ingly small. The expenditures of the State Department proper, or 
rather the home office, for 1923 was $1,096,824, the Diplomatic Serv- 
ice cost $2,360,469, and the Consular Service $4,987,208, the total cost 
being $8,435,501.51. Such are the disbursements, but the receipts 
almost balance the expenses. The consular fees were, for the year 
1923, $6,805,579.30, the passport fees were $1,144,862.63, and mis- 
cellaneous fees were $31,124, making the total receipts equal $7,981,- 
566.61. Thus the net cost of maintaining the seryice of the entire 
Department of State at home and abroad for 1923, despite its tre- 
m.adous activities and their almost incalculable value, was only 
$453,934.90. 8 ` 

IV; 


NEW RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE FOREIGN SERVICH. 


Such in brief is an outline of the organization at present of the 
State Department at home and abroad. The work is increasing with 
every day, and will grow more and more as the influence of America 
in foreign countries becomes more potent and her foreign commerce ex- 
pands more and more. And the responsibilities of the Diplomatic and 
Consular Service are truly to-day greater than ever before, and greater 
also is the interest of American business men in the successful handling 
of our foreign affairs, politically, economically, and commercially. If 
this Government is to handle effectively foreign affairs, pressing for 
attention, the Government must have an adequate staff of trained and 
businesslike American diplomats and consuls, with sufficient incentive 
to make a career of the foreign service. 

The salaries paid to officers in the Diplomatic Service are admittedly 
inadequate as compared with those paid the diplomatic officers of other 
nations. Compensations and prospects insufficient to secure and hold 
men of ability other than those of independent means have hampered 
the development of the Diplomatie Service. From ambassadors and 
ministers down through the lowest grades of secretaries, America’s 
diplomatie representatives abroad are underpaid when the importance 
and dignity of their posts are taken into consideration. The duties of 
secretaries are particularly arduous and exacting and the salaries 
allowed them are far below what they might command for the services 
if employed by private business concerns. 

A secretary of the highest grade now receives n maximum salary of 
$4,000. Generally this grade and salary has been reached only after 
many years of diligent application in the service. Such a prospect is 
not attractive to desirable men who do not possess independent means. 
Some of the ablest men in the service have made and are making 
serious personal sacrifices in order to continue in the Diplomatic Service 
of the Government. Also at present in the Consular Service it is 
difficult to retain men because of tempting offers constantly made them 
to go into the service of private business concerns. 

These two services, the Diplomatic and Consular, by laws that are 
antiquated and out of date, have been separated into water-tight com- 
partments, when they should be, in fact, one service, or at least so 
coordinated that their officers might be interchangeable. 

There is pressing need for greater flexibility between the two branches 
of what Is, in truth, one foreign service. No matter how well equipped 
for diplomatic work a consular officer may be, under the present law the 
Government is not able to use that officer officially for such work even 
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in an emergency, nor may it assign an admirably qualified diplomatic 
secretary to an important consular post. No less an authority than 
Secretary of State Hughes has characterized this state of affairs as bor- 
dering on the ridiculous. Benefits of economy and efficiency would 
accrue from a system of combined administration which would assure 
an ¢fficient coordination of these two services of the Department of 
State. 

A fact that is of interest to those who have followed the develop- 
ment of the Diplomatie Service is that although there is provision for 
the retirement of men in the Army and Navy and in the civil service 
generally of the United States Government there are no retirement pro- 
visions for men in the diplomatic and consular branches. This is so 
despite the fact that the Consular Service as long ago as 1906 was 
placed upon a merit basis, and also in 1909 the diplomatic secretaries 
were placed upon a nonpolitical basis providing for appointment after 
competitive examination and promotions for reasons of merit and 
efficiency. Forbidden by law to engage in business or other gainful 
occupations, these men in the foreign service have no means of building 
up reserves for old age, and living abroad, as they do, in all kinds of 
climates, which makes the heaviest demands on their physical powers, 
they are cut off from opportunities in the United States which other- 
wise might be open to them when they reach an age when retirement 
from active service might be contemplated. Then, too, other countries 
have a well-established practice of providing men in their foreign 
service with representation allowances, which are somewhat similar to 
the allowances made their foreign representatives by important busi- 
ness interests of this country. Our foreign service officers are not now 
reimbursed for most actual expenditures incurred at their foreign 
posts on strictly official business. 


V. 
PROPOSED REMEDIAL LEGISLATION. 


Adequate support and encouragement for the diplomatic and con- 
sular officers of the United States would seem a proper policy and a 
sound business principle. Representative Joun Jacon Rocers of Massa- 
chusetts, majority member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the 
House of Representatives, before the adjournment of the Sixty-seventh 
Congress introduced a bill designed to strengthen and improve the 
Diplomatic and Consular Service by remedying the chief defects which 
now seem apparent. This bill passed the House, but was not considered 
by the Senate before adjournment. It has been reintroduced by Mr. 
Rocers in the present session, It is designated as House bill 17, and 
provides for the reorganization and reclassification of diplomatic secre- 
taries and consuls in such a manner as to give the United States Gov- 
ernment a flexible service and to accord to career men in the Diplo- 
matic Service salaries comparable to those paid to consuls of corre- 
sponding grades. 

The general purpose of this bill has the indorsement of President 
Coolidge, Secretary Hughes, and other high officials of the State De- 
partment, the Chamber of Commerce of the United States, and other 
large business interests of the country, as well as the approval of the 
late President Harding at the time of its introduction in the House 
more than a year ago. 

Briefly, the principal object of the proposed legislation is to reorganize 
the foreign service. In the words of President Coolidge in his message 
to Congress, December 6, 1923, The foreign service of the United 
States needs: to be reorganized and improved.“ 

The four most Important provisions of the bill are: 

1. The adoption of a new and uniform salary scale with a view to 
broadening the field of selection by eliminating the necessity for private 
incomes and permitting the relative merits of candidates to be adjudged 
on the basis of ability alone, 

2. The amalgamation of the diplomatic and consular branches into a 
single foreign service on an interchangeable basis. This would relieve 
the limitations of the present consular career and effectually coordinate 
the political and the economic branches of the service. 

3. The granting of representation allowances, which would lessen 
the demands on the private fortunes of ambassadors and ministers and 
render it practicable to promote a greater number of trained officers 
to those positions. 

4. The extension of the civil service retirement act, with appropriate 
modifications, to the foreign service. This has become necessary for 
maintaining the desired standard of effciency under the merit system. 

The meaning of “representation allowances," which the Rogers bill 
proposes to grant American diplomats in lieu of the “ post allowances,” 
which were a sort of bonus granted during the war to cover emergency 
expenses, is an allowance which has its origin in the practice of foreign 
governments, notably the British. It may cover furniture and fur- 
nishings for the official residence and the rent of the officer’s residence. 
It may cover entertainment. It may cover au allowance for receptions 
on the annual Fourth of July celebrations given by our officers abroad. 
It may cover the expenses of official entertainments given to the officers 
and commanders of our fleets when they visit foreign ports. It may 
cover yarious outlays which the head of a mission or a consulate makes 
in properly representing his Government. Moreover, it is to be accounted 


for in precisely the manner in which expenditures are usually ac- 
counted for, so that it is known what has been done with the money 
and usually the exact benefit derived from the outlay. 

The post allowance,” on the other hand, was used by the British 
and French and by this Government during the war and immediately 
after the war to coyer that Increase in expenditures arising out of 
the fluctuations in foreign exchange, the sudden rise in the cost of living, 
and for other purposes, It was a sort of war bonus, such as we had in 
the United States for the classified civilian employees, and was given 
in addition to their regular compensation, and hence was a personal 
bonus for the officer. 

The proposed legislation would combine the Diplomatic and Consular 
Services into the“ Foreign service of the United States,“ thus creating 
a single service on a reasonably interchangeable basis; it would grade 
all persons appointed to the service below the rank of ambassador and 
minister at fixed salaries; it would provide means for the transfer, 
under the merit system, of those in the subordinate positions to posts 
of the highest honor and responsibility. In short, this legislation would 
broaden the scope of the Diplomatic and Consular Services in such a 
manner that it would open up an avenue for a “ career" for those who 
have been found fitted by training and temperament for what will 
eventually become in America, as it now practically is in Europe among 
the older nations, the “ profession of diplomacy.” 

It has been estimated that the benefits which the Rogers bill proposes, 
including increases in salaries, the provision for retirement annuities, 
and representation allowances, will entail an initial increase over present 
expenditures of the State Department not to exceed $375,000, As- the 
Department of State is the one department of the Government that 
comes nearest to paying its way, because of the consular, shipping, and 
passport fees it ccllects, this added expense to the Government is trivial 
when compared with the benefits that naturally would accrue to the 
American people, 

VI. 
WHAT FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS PAY THEIR DIPLOMATIC OFFICERS. 


Another phase of America's diplomatic position among nations con- 
cerns the desirability, even the necessity, for the purchase by the 
United States of suitable homes for its diplomatic representatives 
abroad. While the matter of official residences is not touched upon in 
the particular Rogers bill under discussion, it is still one that inter- 
ests all Americans when it is considered that dignified homes are sup- 
plied the ambassadors and ministers of other nations in foreign capl- 
tals, and, too, when it is considered further that salarles paid Ameri- 
can diplomatic officers are universally smaller than those paid by for- 
eign Governments to their diplomatic representatives. In this con- 
nection the following tables will be of interest to those concerned in 
the future development of this Government's foreign service: 


Comparative statement showing salaries of ambassadors and ministers 
at important posts. 
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Though this Government maintains consular offices in 410 cities of 
67 countries, the United States ewns but four consulate buildings. 
These are at Amoy, China; Shanghai, China; Seoul, Chosen; Tahiti, 
Society Islands, The consulate at Yokohama was destroyed recently 
by earthquake. 

Only six embassy buildings are owned by this Government—those at 
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil; Santiago, Chile; Habana, Cuba; London, Eng- 
land; Mexico City, Mexico; Constantinople, Turkey; while the embassy 
building at Tokio, Japan, was recently destroyed, also by earthquake. 
Legation buildings owned by the United States Government number but 
six and are Jocated at Peking, China; San Jose, Costa Rica; Tangier, 
Morecco; Panama, Republic of Panama; San Salvador, Republic of El 
Salvador; and at Bangkok, Siam. 

It is important that our foreign service be composed of eager, ambi- 
tious, alert, efficient, satisfied representatives, where every post is one 
of high honor and far-reaching responsibility, This condition, how- 
ever, can only be attained by the translation of public interest and 
support into a series of well-considered, nonpartisan, and constructive 
legislation measures which public opinion now demands and of which 
the bill hereinbefore referred to is only the first step. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for change of reference of the bills H. R. 1136, 1137, and 1139, 
private bills, from the Committee on Pensions to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 75. An act for the relief of the Cleveland State Bank, of 
Cleveland, Miss. ; 

S. 129. An act for the relief of the William D. Mullen Co.; 

S. 214. An act for the relief of the Old National Bank of Mar- 
prais: Martinsburg, W. Va.; 

S. 602. An act to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the Arkansas River between the cities of Little 
Rock and Argenta, Ark.; 

S. 625. An act to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the White River at or near Batesville, Ark. ; 

S. 733. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Hudson River at Poughkeepsie, 
N. I.; and 

S. 1376. An act to provide for the equitable distribution of 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Territories 
of the United States and to the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the President pro tempore 
had appointed Mr. Oppre and Mr. Drar members of the joint 
select committee on the part of the Senate as provided for in 
the act of February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of March 2, 
1895, entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the disposi- 
tion of useless papers in the executive departments” for the 
disposition of useless papers in the Post Office Department. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 75. An act for the relief of the Cleveland State Bank, of 
Cleveland, Miss.; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 129. An act for the relief of the William D. Mullen Co.; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 214. An act for the relief of the Old National Bank of 
Martinsburg, Martinsburg, W. Va.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

S. 602. An act to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the Arkansas River between the cities of Little 
Rock and Argenta, Ark.; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

S. 625. An act to extend the time for the construction of a 
bridge across the White River at or near Batesville, Ark.; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 733. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Hudson River at Poughkeepsie, 
N. Y.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1376. An act to provide for the equitable distribution of 
captured war devices and trophies to the States and Terri- 
tories of the United States and to the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


THE LATE EDWARD LARUE HAMILTON. 


Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for five minutes in eulogy of the late 
Edward L. Hamilton, of Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Speaker, on Friday morning, November 
2, 1923, Edward Larue Hamilton, of Niles, Mich., entered into 
eternal rest. For 24 years and until his voluntary retirement 
in 1921 he served with distinguished ability as a Member of 
this body. 

The unusual length of this service and the high rank he at- 
tained as a Member of the House makes it fitting that a tribute 
to his memory shall be spoken within this Hall where his public 
career centered, and from this forum where he spoke always 
with interest and often with eloquence. 

Mr. Hamilton entered Congress in 1897. But two Members 
of the present House were here when he came—Speaker GILLETT 
and Representative Coorrr of Wisconsin—and but one, Represen- 
tative BUTLER of Pennsylvania, entered with him. He brought 
to his new work a brilliant and well-trained mind and a remark- 
able power of application. These with his genial manner and 
nodest bearing opened the way to a noteworthy career as a legis- 
lator and to an enduring place in the affection and esteem of his 
colleagues. 

In the matter of committee assignments, that are such im- 
portant factors in shaping careers in this House, Mr. Hamilton 
fared well. He served 4 years on Elections No. 1, 12 years on 


1924. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


837 


Territories, 8 years on Insular Affairs, and 10 years on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. During his eight years chairman- 
ship of the Committee on Territories, Oklahoma, New Mexico, 
and Arizona were admitted to the Union, and his was a large 
part in shaping the legislation that added these last three stars 
to the flag. The Philippines, Hawaii, and Alaska will- forever 
bear the marks of his constructive statesmanship in legislation 
relating to them. He closed his congressional career on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, achieving the position of ranking 
member, Here, as on every other committee, his service was of 
the highest order. 

On the floor of the House his work was distinctive. His 
speeches were prepared with the greatest care and always com- 
manded the closest attention. His style was sententious and 
epigrammatic, his diction perfect, and his turns of expression 
dazzling and unique. His nation-wide reputation as an orator 
was shown in the great demand for his services during cam- 
paigns and upon great civic and anniversary occasions. His 
discussions of the current political questions were outstanding 
in their clearness and force and rank among the best of his 
time. 

The relations between Mr. Hamilton and the district he 
represented for almost a quarter of a century were ideal. Every 
interest of his constituents was carefully safeguarded and indi- 
vidual matters were given prompt, capable, and courteous at- 
tention. The district in turn took great pride in his fine aecom- 
plishments and in the increasing honors that came to him with 
the passing of the years. 

The personal attributes and characteristics of Mr. Hamilton 
endeared him to all with whom he was associated and gained 
and held for him a wide circle of very close personal friends. 
His home life was ideal and his community relationships very 
close and mutually helpful. 

As a man, a citizen, and a distinguished and capable public 
servant, Edward Larue Hamilton attained an ideal that few 
can realize, and such a life is worthy of the tribute which it is 
my privilege to pay and which, by the courtesy of the House, 
is to have a permanent place in the Reconp. 


APPROPRIATIONS—INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 5078) making appropriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other 
purposes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the Interior Department appropriation bill, with 
Mr. Truson in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BLACK]. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, before I begin speak- 
ing on the subject which I have in mind to discuss, I will ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Rrconb. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, since the convening 
of this session of Congress we have had in the House and the 
Senate several addresses upon the Russian situation and the 
soviet form of government. Some of these addresses have been 
very informing in character and comprehensive in scope, and 
we have listened to them with a great deal of interest. For 
a change to-day, in the 45 minutes which have been allotted to 
me in this general debate, I want to say something about the 
Government of the United States and the liberties which we 
enjoy under its Constitution. 

I heard the lamented Speaker Champ Clark say upon one 
occasion that the very essence of our American form of gov- 
ernment is found in two documents—the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence and the Constitution of the United States. Of course, 
there was nothing new in that statement, and yet coming as 
it did from a man of his long experience in public life and 
his unquestioned ability, it made a lasting impression upon me. 
Upon one occasion a lawyer came to the Savior and said, 
“ Master, which is the greatest commandment in the law?” 
and Jesus answered and said, “ Thou shalt love the Lord thy 
God with all thy heart and with all thy soul and with all thy 
mind. This is the first and greatest commandment, and the 
second is like unto it, Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself, 
and upon these two,” He said, “hang all of the law and the 


prophets.” Does anyone dispute it? Take out of the Bible, 
that great book which we all revere, these two commandments 
and that which clusters around them, and there would be little 
left in the book. The whole life of Jesus and His wonderful 
teachings were based upon these two commandments, and it 
was them which He had in mind when He said, “I came not 
to destroy the law, but to fulfill it.” Likewise upon the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence rest our whole system of laws and structure of gov- 
ernment. 

If ever in an evil hour, either through motives of indifference 
or consideration of expediency, we cast them aside, then our 
whole system of laws and structure of government will be 
imperiled. [Applause.] 

The Constitution was the logical outgrowth of the Declara- 
tion of Independence and was the means adopted to preserye 
the liberties which our forefathers had achieved at such great 
sacrifice. It was not the Constitution which gave us our liber- 
ties. Its purpose was to safeguard and preserve them. 

HISTORY OF THE MAKING OF THE CONSTITUTION, 


It will be profitable to-day if we spend a moment in review- 
ing some of the historical facts connected with the making of 
the Constitution and its subsequent ratification. Most of us 
are of course familiar with the fact that during the Revolu- 
tionary War the only National Government which our fathers 
had was the Continental Congress. It was a revolutionary 
bedy and not a representative assembly in the true sense of the 
word, and it was soon realized that there was need for a more 
compact union between the thirteen Colonies to preserve them 
against foreign aggression. Accordingly the Continental Con- 
gress of 1777 adopted the Articles of Confederation and Per- 
petual Union. The purpose was good, but the means were inef- 
fectual, Under this system of confederation the Colonies re- 
tained their separate entity and practically sovereign powers. 
They made no provisions for a President, and although Con- 
gress was established it was given no authority to enforce its 
legislative acts and no means by which the respective States 
could be compelled to contribute to the national welfare. The 
new Republic was a nation in name only and powerless to 
function as one separate and distinct power. Under the Ar- 
ticles of Confederation the Colonies conducted their affairs as 
they pleased. They issued debased currency, put obstacles in 
the way of interstate commerce, and passed laws hampering 
the collection of debts due to nonresidents. It did not take 
long for the statesmen of those days to realize that a strong 
union must be formed and a more compact government or- 
ganized in order that the new Nation might guarantee to Its 
citizens the largest amount of personal liberty compatible with 
a proper observance of law and order. 

To this end delegates from all the Colonies excepting Rhode 
Island met in Philadelphia on May 14, 1787, to revise the 
Articles of Confederation and to report their recommendations 
back to Congress, which would in turn submit them to the 
States, There were 59 delegates in this Constitutional Con- 
vention and its members included the foremost men of the 
country. George Washington was its president, and Alexander 
Hamilton, James Madison, and Benjamin Franklin were among 
its prominent delegates. Thomas Jefferson was not a member 
of the convention, being at that time our minister to France. 

Wher these men of large vision and broad statesmanship 
began to. study the great problems which confronted them they 
came to the conclusion that they would not undertake to review 
the old Articles of Confederation but would write a new con- 
stitution for a nation. They further determined that they 
would neither submit the results to Congress nor to the legisla- 
tures of the several States, but only directly to the people. 
They sat in secret session for five months, and the result of 
their great labor is our present Constitution. It established on 
an enduring basis a representative form of government in which 
the principle was recognized as fundamental; that governments 
derived all their just powers from the consent of the governed. 

There are those who have said that the delegates to the Con- 
stitutions! Convention were made up of aristocrats who were 
more bent in protecting property rights than they were in pro- 
tecting human rights. I read an article not long ago in one of 
the leading Texas newspapers, written by Mr. George Clifton 
Edwards, in which he criticized the Constitution and said that 
it was the product of a body of men who were more devoted to 
their own selfish interests than they were to the interests of 
the public welfare. Now, Mr. Edwards is a socialist, as of 
course he has a right to be, but when he goes to the extent of 
saying that the Constitutional Convention was made up of men 
who were more devoted to their own seliish interests than they 
were devoted to the public interests he goes contrary to the 
liberal, intelligent thought of the world, not contrary, of course, 
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to the opinion of the Alexander Berkmans and Emma Goldmans 
and the Leon Trotskies and Nicolai Lenins and their Bolshevik 
following. It is not constitutional government they want. They 
want either the dictatorship of the proletariat or the unre- 
strained lawlessness of anarchy. 

We do not expect approval of radicals of their type. It 
would be no credit to us if we had it. But it should be the 
source of a great deal of satisfaction to know that the intel- 
ligent, liberal thought of the world is united in pronouncing 
our system of government, with its three separate, distinct 
branches, the executive, the legislative, and the judicial, as 
one of the best ever devised for the self-government of an intel- 
ligent and liberty-loving people. Contrary to the prophecy of 
the crities of our Government, who said at the time the Consti- 
tution was adopted that the new Republic would not last very 
long, the struggling young Republic of Revolutionary days has 
grown to be the strong man among the nations of the world. 
Although the United States occupies but a small part of the 
total land area of the world, yet it produces 24 per cent of the 
world’s supply of wheat, 60 per cent of the world’s supply of 
cotton, 75 per cent of the world’s supply of corn, 40 per cent of 
the world’s supply of iron and steel, 27 per cent of the world’s 
supply of cattle, 20 per cent of the world’s supply of gold, 40 
per cent of the world’s supply of silver, 52 per cent of the 
world’s supply of coal, 60 per cent of all the copper produced 
in the world, and 85 per cent of all the automobiles in the 
world—in fact, I saw a few days ago that in 1923 we produced 
90 per cent of all the automobiles produced in the world. I 
make this statement without the fear of successful contradic- 
tion, that nowhere else in the world are wages so high and 
living conditions as good as in the United States of America. 
[Applause.] Some time ago Mr. Frank Hodges, secretary of 
the British Federation of Miners, made a visit to the United 
States, and upon his return to Great Britain he wrote an 
article for publication in the United Mine Workers Journal of 
America, published at Indianapolis, Ind., which appeared in the 
issue of December 15 of that journal, and it is a very interest- 
ing article, and among other things Mr. Hodges said: 


Prosperity abounds in the United States as compared with Europe. 
The standards of living among the workers is the highest I have ever 
seen, 


Now, of course, conditions are far from being perfect, as 
indeed they will be under any system of government ever 
devised by man. 

And the good things which we as a nation and people enjoy 
should not dampen our ardor or coal our zeal for the attain- 
ment of better things. Our effort should be to constantly im- 
prove conditions, But while giving full force and effect to that 
statement, the fact remains that in average per capita wealth, 
in wages and living conditions, the United States of America 
leads the world; and that is our answer to Leon Trotski and his 
Bolslieviki following, who denounce the Government of the 
United States as the “damned capitalistic government.” [Ap- 
plause.] There has been a reason for this remarkable growth 
and development of the United States, and that reason is found 
in the fact that our people, the average citizens, have enjoyed 
the largest amount of personal freedom compatible with a due 
respect for law and order. These liberties have been enjoyed 
under the limitations and guaranties of a written Constitution. 
The whole essence of the Constitution is involved in that part 
of it which says that no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, 
or property without due process of law. That is within itself 
the highest end and purpose of government. Any government 
which does not guarantee and secure to its citizens protection 
of their lives, liberty, and property is either too weak to be 
called a government or else is the tyranny of despotism, and 
in either event Is intolerable to freedom. 

PERSONAL LIBERTY. 


Personal liberty must always be enjoyed with due respect to 
the luw of the land and with regard for the rights of others, 
No citizen has a right to pick out certain laws and say, These 
I will obey,” and then pick out certain other laws and say, 
“These I will not obey.” I do not contend that every law 

assed by a legislative assembly is a good law, but if it is a bad 
aw the only proper way to get rid of it is by its orderly re- 
peal. The Republic could not survive if we allowed the citizen 
to constitute himself a sort of a “ plucking board ” and pick out 
the laws that suit him and say, These I will obey,” and then 
pick out certain ether laws that do not suit him and say, 
“These I will not obey.” ‘[Applause.] That would not be gov- 
ernment; it would be just plain anarchy instead. During the 
World War a captain was instructing a colored soldier how to 
go over the top the next morning, and he said, “Sam, when 
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you go over the top in the morning do not go straight ahead; 
take a zigzag course, and the sharpshooters won't get you.” 
The next day the captain came across Sam in the hospital all 
shot to pieces, and said, “ Sam, it must be that you didn't do 
what I told you.” “Yes, I did, Cap'n,” replied Sam, “ but the 
trouble was that I zagged when I should have zigged and I 
zigged when I should have zagged.” [Laughter and applause.] 

That is the trouble with the citizen who thinks that he has 
the right to pick out the laws which suit him and say “ These 
J will obey,” and then pick out certain laws that do not suit 
him and say, These I will not obey.” He will find himself 
“zagging when he should zig and zigging when he should zag.” 
We have some sections in the United States where there seems 
to be a large element of population who seems to think they 
ean openly defy our prohibition laws and violate them at will. 
Those who seek to defy our prohibition laws must be given to 
understand that the American people have spoken out clearly 
and distinctly upon this question. [Applause.] Forty-six of 
the 48 States of the Union adopted the eighteenth amendment 
in the regular constitutional way, and it is now just as much a 
part of the Federal Constitution as the original document that 
was adopted in 1787. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. In just a moment. And regardless of 
what a man’s opinion was when the amendment was pending 
for adoption, and, of course, every man had the perfect right 
to his own opinion, but regardless of what that opinion was, 
now that the amendment has become part of the organic law, 
it is the duty of every good citizen to stand squarely behind it 
and lend his support to its enforcement. [Applause.] 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I recognize that everybody ought to obey 
the law, but the law is so inequitable that you can manufacture 
cider in the country, and when my colleague [Mr. H] wished 
to manufacture a little wine in the city his cellar is sealed; 
he is prohibited. He is dragged into the United States district 
court with an injunction. And all the while thousands of 
people throughout the whole country are manufacturing cider 
with considerably more alcohol than he ever had in his wine. 
[Applause.] Will the gentleman answer that question? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I know that there are violations of 
the prohibition law, as there are violations of every law in the 
land. But the appeal that I make to both of the gentlemen 
from Maryland [Mr. Lintrarcust and Mr. HI] is that now 
that the people have adopted the eighteenth amendment, let 
them get behind the Government and assist in its orderly en- 
forcement. They ought to be willing to do that. 

Mr, BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas, Certainly. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does not my colleague from Texas believe 
that the Constitution requires a Congressman from Baltimore 
to obey it just as it does an ordinary citizen of our land? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if be includes the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments in his 
desire for enforcement, and whether he considers the case of 
our colleague from Georgia [Mr. UrpsHAw], who sits in 2.75 
suffrage? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will answer the gentleman frankly. 
The fourteenth and fifteenth amendments have been construed 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in several important 
decisions. I do not know of any law in force in Texas which 
violates those amendments. If the gentleman from Maryland 
knows of any, I would be glad for him to point them out. 
[Applause.] We are told in the Bible that when David's 
child was sick, he lay upon the ground and fasted, but that 
wien the child died, he arose, washed, and anointed himself, 
and went about the discharge of his kingly duties. Now, when 
the legalized liquor traffic was sick, making its last fight for 
existence, there was some excuse for my friend from Maryland 
to lie upon the ground and fast; but now that the child is 
dead—for the legalized liquor traffic is as dead as human 


slavery |[applause]—the gentleman from Maryland ought to 
arise, anoint himself, and forget about it. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 


Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am wondering if my colleague 
from Texas is advising me to follow the course of Noah, when 
he got off a dry ship. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Well, the gentleman would do well to 
follow the advice that I have given him. 
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RELIGIOUS LIBERTY. 


Another one of our highly prized rights under the Constitu- 
tion is the right of religious liberty, the right of a man to 
worship God or not, according to the dictates of his own con- 
science. Upon one occasion a prominent American statesman 
from the State of my friend Srracall of Alabama, I believe, 
Dr. J. L. M. Curry—was he not from the gentleman's State? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Was taking dinner in the city of 
London with the celebrated English statesman, John Bright, 
and during the course of the after-dinner conversation Mr. 
Bright asked him this question: “ What notable contribution 
has your America made to the science of government?” And 
Doctor Curry replied, “ The doctrine of religious liberty.” And 
Mr. Bright, after a moment’s reflection, made this noteworthy 
reply: That was indeed a notable contribution.” 

Thomas Jefferson wrote his own epitaph in the following 
language: 

Here was buried Thomas Jefferson, author of the American Dec- 
laration of Independence, of the statute of Virginia for religious 
liberty, and father of the University of Virginia. 


Three great outstanding achievements of his career—author 
of the Declaration of Independence, writer of the Virginia 
statute for religious liberty, and father of the University of 
Virginia. 

There must never be the slightest semblance of union be- 
tween church and state. [Applause.] Each has its own proper 
sphere in which to labor, and neither must ever be permitted to 


_interfere with the rightful prerogatives of the other. 


On May, 16, 1920, I had the privilege of hearing Dr. George 
W. Truett, pastor of the First Baptist Church of Dallas, Tex., 
preach a great sermon from the east steps of the National 
Capitol, Washington, D. C., on the subject of “ Baptists and 
religious liberty.” The sermon was preached in connection 
with the Southern Baptist Convention, which was being held in 
Washington at that time, and at the request of the Baptist 
Churches of Washington. In that sermon, among other things, 
he said: 


Baptists have one consistent record concerning liberty throughout all 
their long and eventful history, They have never been a party to 
oppression of conscience. They have forever been the unwavering 
champions of liberty, both religious and civil. Their contention now 
is, and has been, and please God, must ever be, that it is the natural 
and indefeasible right of every human being to worship God or not 
according to the dictates of his own conscience and as long as he does 
not infringe upon the rights of others; he is to be held accountable 
alone to God for all bis religious beliefs and practices, Our contention 
ig not for mere toleration but for absolute liberty. There is a wide 
difference between toleration and iiberty. Toleration implies that 
somebody falsely claims the right to tolerate. Toleration is a con- 
cession, while liberty is a right. ‘Toleration is a matter of expediency, 
while liberty is a matter of principle. Toleration is a gift from man, 
while liberty is a gift from God. 

It is the consistent and insistent contention of our Baptist people, 
always and everywhere, that religion must be forever voluntary and un- 
coerced, and that it is not the prerogative of any power, whether civil 
or ecclesiastical, to compel men to.conform to any religious creed or 
form of worship or to pay taxes for the support of a religious organiza- 
tion to which they do not belong and in whose creed they do not be- 
lieve. 

God wants free worshippers and no other kind. 


In the words which I have just quoted Doctor Truett sets 
forth clearly and ably the true American doctrine of religious 
liberty—the kind which Dr. J. L. M. Curry told John Bright 
America had contributed to the world's science of government; 
the kind which we living Americans must preserve inviolable to 
the generations which are to follow us. 

While I hold firmly to these principles of complete liberty 
of action to every individual to determine for himself what 
church he will join or whether he will join any at all, still, 
as a citizen, I urge the utmost reverence and devotion to all 
that is good in the family life, the church life, and the state. 

Of course no thinking man would say but there are many 
things in the home life, the church life, and the state which 
can be much improved, The human race has always struggled 
onward and upward toward its ideals and is yet far from 
the attainment of a perfect goal. The home can no doubt 
much improve the sacredness of its altars. The churches can 
no doubt increase their usefulness a thousandfold, and the Gov- 
ernment under which we live can be made more serviceable to 
the people. To be sure, none of these institutions is perfect 


and I would not hold them free from criticism where criticism | 


is due, but their improvement will not come at the hands of 

the man who hurls the cynic’s brand and laughs at virtue and 

honor and God, but will be the product of the citizen who is 

in thorough sympathy and accord with the best that can be 

found in our American institutions, both civil and religious. 
INDUSTRIAL LIBERTY. 

Now I want to discuss also the subject of industrial liberty 
under the Constitution. We hear a great deal said in these 
days about the conflict between capital and labor. Some cap- 
tains of industry say that organized labor is despotic and un- 
reasonable in its demands, and some of the labor leaders say 
that capital is arbitrary and tyrannical; and if we were to 
judge both of them by certain specific things which have hap- 
pened in the past, we might conclude that both are right in 
their estimate of each other. But I do not take the view that 
there is necessarily any conflict between the rights of capital 
and the rights of labor when they are viewed in their larger 
and better aspects. [Applause.] Capital, when honestly and 
usefully employed, is entitled to a reasonable return if it can 
earn it; not guaranteed by the Government. Do not under- 
stand me to favor the Government guaranteeing any return to 
private enterprise. 

But when honestly and usefully employed, it is entitled to 
earn a reasonable return if it can make it. Mind you, I put 
the emphasis on “honestly and usefully employed.” That 
excludes fictitious capitalization of industry and watered stock 
in any business. The American people and industry itself 
should be interested in the State and National Governments 
making every effort to drive out dishonest capitalization of 
industry wherever it occurs. [Applause.] Then capital on its 
part must recognize that labor is not a commodity, to be bought 
and sold as chattels, but is a divine creative force, a human 
element, that is entitled to and must receive the utmost con- 
sideration at the hands of human society. [Applause.] It is 
these basic truths which we must accept with confidence and 
good will as a basis for industrial peace. I am happy to believe 
that we are making notable progress albeit it may not be as 
rapid as we would like to see. Some one may say, “ Your 
views are too general upon the question.” Very well; I will 
make them more specific. I believe in the unquestioned right 
of labor to organize and bargain collectively, and, in order that 
it may effectively exercise that right, to select its own repre- 
sentatives. 

Labor may make a mistake in the selection of its representa- 
tives, as indeed it has done in the past, but that does not alter 
the principle that labor has the right to select its own repre- 
sentatives, It is a right which is necessary to the freedom of 
contract and should not be whittled down or destroyed. I 
condemn unreservedly any effort to do so. While I believe in 
the unquestioned right of labor and capital to organize and 
bargain collectively and to select representatives of their own 
choosing, I do not believe that either has the right or should 
be permitted to win any of its demands by methods of in- 
timidation, force, or violence. [Applause.] All that is arbi- 
trary or coercive, either in the ranks of labor or the ranks of 
capital, must be thrown into the discard, and those who seek 
to employ them will only prepare the ruin of their own organi- 
zations. 

FARM ORGANIZATION. 

Of course, in discussing this subject of freedom of organization 
and freedom of contract, it goes without saying that I believe 
in the complete right of farmers to organize and bargain collec- 
tively by selling their farm products through cooperative market- 
ing agencies. I believe that every man who has given any 
thought at all to the subject will admit that the most hopeful 
outlook, the most optimistic prospect for the settlement of a 
great many of our difficult problems of marketing will be found 
through the operation of cooperative farm marketing organizi- 
tions. [Applause.] I had much rather risk the farmers them- 
selves working through cooperative marketing organizations, 
under wise and constructive leadership, solving marketing difli- 
culties, than to risk setting up some kind of Government bureau 
to buy and sell farm products such as is provided in the Norris- 
Sinclair bill. [Applause.] We already have enough Govern- 
ment bureaus and enough Government employees without passing 
laws to provide for more. [Applanuse.] I told my constituents 
when I was at home last summer that I was going to stand firmly. 
against the creation of new Government boards and bureaus, 
and I intend to keep that promise. 

There came to my desk last night an article written by Hon. 
George B. Terrell, commissioner of agriculture for the State 
of Texas, in which he discusses this proposal to set up a Gov- 
ernment bureau to buy and sell farm products, While the article 
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is too long for me to read, I do want to read one paragraph 
which I think is especially applicable to the Norris-Sinclair 
bill. He says: 


I want the prices of farm products fixed by the producers through 
thelr marketing associations and not fixed by the Government or the 
speculators. If the thinking people who believe in democratic princi- 
ples and the press, the great molder of public opinion, don't cry out 
against this paternalistic plan, it may be foisted upon us before wo 
realize what is being done. 


Mr. LINEBERGER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Just a moment and then I will. 

I want to read upon this same proposition of Government 
price fixing a statement from another man, one who is very 
prominent and yery influential in American public life. Let 
me read it to you: 

It is much easier for industry to believe Congressmen when they 
promise a law that will fix everything than it is to get to work within 
the industry to do the necessary fixing. It is just so with the 
farmers. I have no doubt that thousands of farmers would believe 
the last good word had been spoken if Congress in the next session 
were to enact a law fixing the price of wheat at say $2.50 a bushel, 
or whatever the price fixers think necessary, The organizing of farmers 
g0 that they may have an effective voice in determining the terms and 
conditions upon which the product of their toil shall be put upon the 
market is a long, hard task. That task requires years to accomplish, 
while a law can be passed in a few weeks if everything goes well. The 
difference is that one way is fundamentally right and the other is not. 


í dare say that some Members who advocate the Norris- 
Sinclair bill and who have heard what I have read are saying 
in their minds, “ It comes from the United States Chamber of 
Commerce or some business organization,” but not so. It was 
written a few weeks ago by the Hon. Samuel Gompers, president 
of the American Federation of Labor. The man who has done 
more to advance the organized labor movement in the United 
States than any other man in it. Now, I am not impugning for 
a single moment the motives of those who are advocating the 
passage of the Norris-Sinclair bill. Iam simply emphasizing my 
opposition to turning over so much power to this board of three 
members which the bill seeks to establish, I am against it, 
and I believe it is my duty to frankly state so. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. Will the gentleman yield now? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas, Yes. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. I am largely in accord with what the 
gentleman says, and I am very much interested in the very able 
argument he has made here in developing this subject, but I 
want to ask him this question: If labor and capital have the 
right to organize and to have their representatives on these 
boards which fix the prices of labor, and if the cooperative 
societies shall have the same right, who will represent the public 
on the other side in order that the cooperative societies may not 
dominate the situation? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The gentleman misunderstands the 
whole trend of my argument. I am opposed to the setting up of 
these Government boards and bureaus which are to undertake 
to set the prices of farm products. I think that can best be 
done by the farmers themselves, either individually or through 
their cooperative marketing associations. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. I agree with the gentleman, but these 
cooperative organizations are not Government agencies, but 
agencies set up by the farmers themselves. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. If the gentleman will permit 

Mr. LINEBERGER. I should like to have your answer. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I think I did answer it, but I will 
answer it more at length if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. Who will represent the consumer? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Of course, if such a board is set up 
as a Government agency, I think the general public ought 
to be represented upon it. I do not wish to evade the gentle- 
man’s question in any sense; but I again reiterate I am op- 
posed to Government price fixing in peace times. I do not 
believe it would be good for the farmers or the country. 

Mr, SHALLENBERGER,. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes, 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The gentleman will not contend 
that the Norris-Sinclair bill is in any sense a price-fixing bill, 
but that it only attempts to set up a Government board to 
purchase the products and operate in the markets. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Well, if my good friend from Ne- 
braska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] will permit, In the limited time 
I have, I can not go into a detailed discussion of all the pro- 
visions of the Norris-Sinclair bill, but certainly if it has any 
purpose at all the purpose of it is to fix the prices of farm 
products, and that certainly would be the result of it if it were 


a functioning Government corporation. That is what the 
Grain Corporation did during the period of the war. The 
price named by the Grain Corporation was the price paid to 
the wheat growers. 

Now, gentlemen, I must conclude my remarks, and in doing 
so I just want to say this word: If we are to encourage co- 
operative marketing and avoid putting the Government into 
the buying and selling of farm products, the cooperative or- 
ganizations must be afforded an adequate credit reservoir to 
which they can resort for financing their marketing opera- 
tions. It takes a great deal of money to move the basic farm 
products, such as wheat, cotton, and corn, into and through 
the channels of commerce. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LINEBERGER, I ask that the gentleman be given five 
minutes additional. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Three minutes will be sufficient. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I ask that the gentleman's time 
be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time is in the control of gentlemen 
on either side. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
tional minutes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that I 
will take up the additional five minutes, but what I was about 
to say was this: These cooperative marketing organizations, if 
they are to be successful, must be able to finance their business 
operations at rates as reasonable and moderate as those which 
are enjoyed by other large industries of the country, such as 
the railroads, the steel industry, and other lines of business. 
At the last session of Congress we passed the intermediate 
credits act which sets up 12 intermediate credit banks with a 
capital stock of $5,000,000 each, or a total capitalization of 
60,000 000. These banks have the right to sell their bonds and 
debentures to the public in 10 times the amount of their capital 
stock. This bill not only provided for the intermediate credits 
bank system, but it amended the Federal reserve act so as to 
permit loans upon agricultural and livestock paper having a 
maturity of nine months instead of six months, as under the 
old law. These intermediate credit banks are already in oper- 
ation, and according to the last statement I saw they had loaned 
about $32,000,000, $25,000,000 of which was to cooperative farm 
organizations. There is ane in each of the 12 Federal farm- 
loan districts. It is yet too early to say just what the volume 
of business of these banks will be, but if it turns out this system 
does not meet the needs of the cooperative organizations for 
an adequate credit reservoir, then it is the duty of Congress to 
take up the subject and provide whatever additional legislation 
is necessary. 

For my own self, I will say that I have great confidence that 
the intermediate credit banks will be a success. 

When the farm loan act was first enacted I remember quite 
well that there were those who laughed at it and said it would 
do the farmers no good, yet we know that it has loaned millions 
of dollars to farmers at lower rates of interest than they could 
possibly have procured elsewhere and has saved many of them 
from foreclosures on their homes. It is one of the wisest and 
most constructive laws that Congress ever passed, 

I hope that the intermediate credit banks will prove of simi- 
lar benefit. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Now will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. What does the gentleman from 
Texas say to the proposition that the Government has alreudy 
established a bureau here—the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—which fixes the price that the railroads shall receive for 
their product; that we have a bureau, the Tariff Commission, 
which at any rate seeks to control the price that the manufac- 
turers shall receive for their products; that we have an immi- 
gration law and an immigration department to protect, to a 
certain extent, the labor question for the labor interests of the 
country, and why does the gentleman now object to a bureau 
which seeks at least to give the farmer a better market, not a 
fixed price but simply an enlarged and better market for farm 
products in this country? I will say to the gentleman I do not 
believe the interests of agriculture are going to be advanced by 
increasing our ability to borrow more money. What agriculture 
needs to recover and stop the constant failures and bankruptcy 
proceedings that are sweeping all over the richest agricultural 
portion of America is a better price for the products we have, 
which will enable us to pay the debts we have already made, 
and not ability to create further debts. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. That is quite true, and I am willing 
to help in every way that I can in efforts which I think 


I yield the gentleman five addi- 
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will be really helpful. I do not put the interests of agriculture 
secondary to any interest in the United States, but I do not be- 
Heve that a Government corporation with three members on 
the board to decide what the price of wheat and other farm 
products should be would be any guaranty to the farmer that 
in the long run the situation would be improved. The gentle- 
man from Nebraska must recognize that the railroads of the 
country ure public utilities, They are natural monopolies, and 
the purpose of regulation is not to raise rates but the whole 
theory of it is to prevent discriminations, to make uniform 
rates, and to prevent the railroads, by reason of their monopoly, 
from taking advantage of the public. The gentleman must 
also realize that the very moment you treat an industry as a 
publie utility in the legal sense—and we do not mean by that 
term that a public utility is of any more necessity to the people 
than some other industry—we simply mean that it is a 
monopoly in character and therefore must be regulated. The 
very minute you make an industry a publie utility it is bound 
to lead ultimately to regulating everything connected with the 
industry. For example, it means saying to a railroad how 
many miles of track it can build and when it can built it and 
where it can build it, how much it can charge for its services, 
and many other things which I could mention if I had the 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. And if you put farming upon the 
same basis, the Government bureau chief will have to decide 
how many acres of wheat or cotton or corn the farmer shall 
plant and where he shall plant it and when he shall plant it 
and what he shall receive for it. That kind of business might 
work all right in Russia, but it will not work in free America. 
It does not fit in with our Constitution and system of govern- 
ment, i 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman take a couple more 
minutes to answer a question? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. No; I have concluded. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Ku] is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend and revise my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Kine asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his re- 
marks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

“here was no objection. 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, 
1 was glad to note that yesterday the chairman of this sub- 
committee occupied a great portion of his time in a discussion 
of the items carried in this bill regarding the Indian Bureau. 
I consider that those items are the most important in this bill 
for several reasons, but especially for the fundamental prin- 
ciple involved. I want to congratulate the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Cramton], chairman of the snbcommittee, and 
the members of the subcommittee for getting considerable de- 
tailed information in the hearings. There is information there 
which we have sought to secure in the past and could not se- 
cure, Some necessary information is not there, and I want to 
point out later some of the items upon which we should have 
full information. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Brack] has just made a 
speech on Americanism in which he said we should not estab- 
lish any more governmental bureaus. 

There is one bureau that should have been abolished 25 years 
ago, and it would have been better for everybody concerned 
had it been done. That is the Bureau of Indian Affairs. What 
is this preblem of Indian affairs which demands appropria- 
tions in this bill of $15,000,000? Why, it is a problem dealing 
with less than 200,000 human beings, who were here originally, 
the original Americans, born and bred here under the sky of 
America, 

There is an organization of 5.482 employees to deal with 
these original Americans. This means an expense, but I am 
not considering expense alone, because I would be glad to 
vote to transfer this $13,000,000 to any other organization 
which means service for free Americans. While I will vote 
for millions for service for the American people, I am opposed 
to spending one cent for servitude on the part of human beings, 
and that is the principle underlying this system. 

I want to read a statement from the report of the Indian 
Commissioner for 1889, 35 years ago, when this bureau was 
said to be at about the stage of dissolution, after 50 years of 
existence. 

ere is what the commissioner said in 1889: 


I have a few simple, well-defined, and strongly 
victions— 
First. The anomalous position heretofore occupied by the Indians 


cherished con- 


in this country can not much longer be maintained. The reservation 
system belongs to a “vanishing state of things and must soon cease 
to exist. 8 

Second. The logic of events demands the absorption of the Indians 
into our national life, not as Indians but as American citizens. 


That was Commissioner Morgan 35 years ago this good 
year, but the “yanishing state of things” has not been ap- 
parent. When that report was made the bureau was expending 
$6,000,000, while to-day it is expending $13,000,000, after all 
our efforts of economy. When that report was written there 
were less than 2,000 in the entire service, and to-day there are 
5.482 on the pay roll of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KELLY. I am glad to yield to my old chairman. 

Mr. SNYDER. About a year ago the gentleman made a 
speech on the floor, in which he said the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs was employing 18,000 men. How does he account for 
the cutting down? 

Mr. KELLY. The gentleman from New York is mistaken. 
I did not make any such statement. The gentleman from New 
York himself made a statement on the floor that there were 
6,000 regular employees and also 12,000 part-time employees; 
and I so stated. 

Mr. SNYDER. I simply wanted to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLY. Well, the gentleman has made no correction, 

Mr. HASTINGS, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KELLY. I will; but I want to go on and lay the basis 
for my analysis of this bureau. I have only a short time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Has the gentleman considered that in 1889 
there had been two Indian allotments made to individual In- 
dians and at that time the Indians were eld upon the reser- 
vations, and that nearly all of our activities looking to the 
individualization of the Indian lands have been made since 
that time? 

Mr. KELLY. I understand what the gentleman means. I 
have taken that into consideration and so did the commis- 
sioner in 1889, which was two years after the Dawes Act for 
individualizing the Indians. The Indian problem then did not 
comprise any more Indians than it does to-day. There has 
been no real increase in the number, but all the time the bureau 
has been doubling expenses, and employees have been multi- 
plied. Just compare this bureau with the other departments 
of the Government, I went to the Department of State and 
got figures there. In the entire Department of State there are 
to-day 3,929 employees, In the Indian Bureau there are 5,482. 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KELLY. Yes. 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not want to disturb the gentleman, but 
I want the House to understand that this is an entirely dif- 
ferent proposition than that of the Department of State. The 
Bureau of Indian Affairs has 80 hospitals, 200 day schools, 96 
boarding schools within the reservations, and 15 or 20 outside. 
In the burean alone, the bureau he is talking about, there are 
less than 250 employees. 

Mr. KELLY. Yes; and the State Department has 269 offices 
in the world-wide Diplomatic and Consular Service, This 
Indian Bureau is dealing with less than 200,000 Indians, and 
has an employee on the pay roll for every eight families. 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not deny but that there are too many; 
I think there are. : 

Mr, KELLY. I will put into the Recorp for the information 
of the House some excerpts from a speech made by my friend 
the chairman in 1920, but I wish to go ahead with my remarks 
now. 

Now, in the entire State Department, dealing with every 
kind of world-wide activitly, there are 3,929 employees. I 
went to the Department of Labor, which has a Cabinet official 
and an organization dealing with 110,000,000 people. with 
broad powers. How many employees do you think there are 
in the entire Department of Labor? There are 2.744 in the 
field force and in the department here combined—tess than 
alt the number in the Bureau of Indian Affairs. This de- 
partment has a Bureau of Immigration, dealing with 500,000 
aliens every year. There is a Bureau of Naturalization, which 
hes made citizens out of 15,000,000 and more aliens during the 
time this Bureau of Indian Affairs has been dealing with the 
American Indians generation after generation. The Depart- 
ment of Labor has a Bureau of Children’s Affairs and a 
Woman’s Bureau. The littl Farm Labor Bureau placed 
160,000 seasonal farm laborers last year. That is more than 
the entire task of the Indian Bureau. 
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Mr. Chairman, my objection is not principally to the number 
of employees. For three congressional terms I have studied 
the Indian problem, and every new fact revealed has con- 
firmed my conviction that our treatment of the American In- 
dians is the sorriest tale that has ever been written in the his- 
tory of this Republic. Nor do I refer to the old days of brutal 
dispossession of the native inhabitants; I refer to the present 
situation of the Indians, shackled by a despotic system, gagged 
by unjust power, blindfolded by enforced ignorance, while over 
them stands a bureaucracy intent only upon its own perpetua- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, the most un-American organization under the 
flag is the Indian Bureau. It is a denial of every fundamental 
principle proclaimed by this Republic. Its methods and its 
purposes are as completely out of tune with those of America 
as the doctrine of the divine right of kings to rule. Its exist- 
ence to-day, 90 years after its establishment, is the most dis- 
graceful fuct in all the record of American annals. 

What is the American ideal? It is the development of the 
individual through liberty so that he may promote the common 
good of the Nation. Our fundamental belief is that all men 
are equally entitled to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi- 
ness und that such equality of opportunity will best promote 
American civilization. 

The Indian Bureau system is built upon the denial of this 
fundamental Americanism. It rests upon the principle of the 
superman. It insists that it is better fitted to guard the life, 
liberty, and pursuit of happiness of the Indian than he himself. 
It justifies its policy of throttling the Indian and compelling 
him to bow to its bureaucratic will by declaring that our 
Ameriean civilization will be advanced by such sacrifice of indi- 
viduals. 

The bureanuizing of the American Indians is in reality the 
same principle as the Prussianizing of Alsace and Lorraine. 
The bureau assumes its superiority to the Indians as did the 
Prussians to the Alsatians. It is but a short step from this 
claim of superiority to the proposition that there is an obliga- 
tion upon the superior to rule the inferior for his own good. 
Whatever else may be said of this doctrine; it is not American. 

The Declaration of Independence is a clarion cry that all 
men, red men as well as white men, have a God-given right to 
live their own lives free from the domination of arbitrary 
power. The Constitution is bottomed on the principle that 
every man is more competent to govern himself than anyone 
else is to govern him. 

You have but to read the history of the birth of the Ameri- 
can Nation to learn that the indictment of the Colonies was 
that Americans were not governed for their own benefit but 
for the benefit of their British governors. It is just as true 
to-day that under the present system the Indians are not gov- 
erned for their own benefit but for the benefit of their bureau 
governors. 

Every page of history shows the crimes of the abuse of 
power. No man or set of men in the world is good enough to 
have arbitrary power. The most shameful thing in the long 
history of the American Congress is its ignorance and indiffer- 
ence, which permitted the slow but sure building up of bureau- 
cracy with absolute power over the liberties and the lives, the 
possessions, and the pursuits of more than a quarter million 
human beings, the original Americans. 


RESPONSIBILITY OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. Chairman, there is one right which is everywhere re- 
garded as fundamental and absolute. It is the right of self- 
defense. But it is more than a right; it is a sacred obligation 
to defend those who are dependent upon us for protection when 
they are attacked. No man has a right to permit his own chil- 
dren to be robbed or assaulted with impunity when he has 
power to defend them. 

What, then, shall we say of Congress, upon whom the Amer- 
ican Indians are absolutely dependent? Shall it permit its 
own creature, the Indian Bureau, to rob these wards of the 
Government of every human right? If it does, it will be as 
shamefully recreant to duty as the man who would look on 
indifferently while his own children are cruelly mistreated and 
beaten by a hired man. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one form of government which has 
never had a defender among political philosophers. That is 
bureaucracy—a government by appointed officeholders. ‘There 
have been those to acclaim the advantages of monarchy and 
aristocracy and democracy, but they have scorned bureaucracy 
as an illegitimate, not entitled to a place among legitimate 
governments. 

The Century Dictionary states that 


The principle of bureaucracy tends to official interference in many 
of the properly private affairs of life and to the inefficient and ob- 
structive performance of duty through minute subdivision of functions, 
inflexible formality, and pride of place. 


Bagehot, the great English writer on constitutional govern- 
ment, declared that— 


A bureaucracy is sure to think that its duty is to angment official 
power, official business, or official numbers, rather than to leave free 
the energies of mankind. 


Now, you can not have a real bureaucratic government of a 
free people. It is always where there is least liberty, as in 
Russia during the Czurs, that you find the successful passion 
for power which characterizes bureaucracy. 

Bureaucracy must have a subject class, with possession of 
sufficient property to make profitable their government by a 
ruling class. The one agency of the United States Government 
which can properly be termed a bureaucracy is the Indian 
Bureau. It is a system of 5,400 appointed officeholders con- 
trolling the destinies of many thousands of subject Indians, 
who own property worth more than a billion dollars. 

Steward Edward White, the noted author who knows the 
Indian question at first hand, has summed up the situation in 
clear-cut fashion: 


The trouble is a bureaucracy with all its inevitable hidebound red 
tape and ossified craniums, It simply can not be done that way. 
You can not place the physical, mental, moral, and financial—oh, espe- 
cially fnancial—affairs of any segregated body of human souls in the 
complete control of any group of men without the check of an effec- 
tive public opinion, or votes, or the ability to hit back, and not run 
against disaster, The Indians have none of these things, especially 
votes. It would mean disaster, I repeat, even though the controlling 
body of men were all wise, high-minded, and altruistic. — 

The Indian Bureau is none of these things. I say this in full 
knowledge of the fact that many of the personnel are devoted men 
doing the best they can. The best must be ineffective under this 
system; and no one knows that better than themselves. As for wis- 
dom, high-mindedness, and altruism I refer you to published records, 
No people has been more plundered, more mishandled, more often the 
victims of petty red tape, wild-eyed theory, and complete practical 
inefliciency than the Indian; nor has any policy ever been defended 
by more childish reasoning. 


INSIDIOUS GROWTH OF BUREAD. 


Mr. Chairman, one of the chief characteristics of bureaucracy 
is its insidious growth, concealed under the cloak of high 
motives and good intentions. 

The Indian Bureau fits into this characteristic like a hand 
into a glove. 

Of course, there are high sounding arguments made in be- 
half of the bureau rule of Indians. The road to hell is 
paved with good intentions, not bad intentions. The funda- 
mental argument is that the Indians are helpless children, 
incompetent to care for themselves, and would perish were they 
to be freed of the benevolent guardianship of a loving, pater- 
nal bureau. 

Of these same Indians in the early days of the Nation, 
Bancroft, the historian said: 


They hold the bonds of brotherhood so dear that a brother commonly 
pays the debts of a deceased brother and assumes his revenge and 
his perils. There are no beggars among them and no fatherless chil- 
dren unprovided for, 


If 90 years of bureau guardianship has transferred them 
into creatures who have lost all sense of brotherhood and com- 
mon responsibility, so that they would now prey upon each 
other to a common ruin, the blame should be placed upon the 
system of guardianship. 

But, leaving that aside and admitting that the Indians are 
and have been wards of the Government with the Indian 
Bureau representing the Government as guardian, there are 
certain things to be observed. 

First, it is an axiom that an executor or administrator of 
an estate shall not be appointed guardian of a minor interested. 
The Pennsylvania law of 1832 is: 


No executor or administrator of an estate shall be admitted or 
appointed by the orphans’ court having an interest in the estate un- 
der the care of such administrator or administratrix. 


There is a sound reason for such legislation. It is tempting 
human nature too greatly to permit the same man to handle 
the property and at the same time control the person of any 
incompetent person. Also the man who has a personal inter- 
est in an estate belonging to another should not be permitted 
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to administer the estate because of the temptation to use it for 
his own advantage, 

The Indian Bureau is an agency of government. At the same 
time it is a system made up of individual human beings with 
the same passions and appetites and desires as other human 
beings. They have control of the persons of their wards and 
can make the rules and regulations which direct their actions 
and their lives. At the same time these same guardians have 
control over the estate of their wards amounting to 
$1,000,000,000, 

Lawmakers and courts have been earnest in protecting minors 
from unworthy guardians. The candidate for guardianship who 
is a notorious spendthrift and who has wasted assets must be 
refused by the courts. Could any court approve the appoint- 
ment of a guardian who admittedly wasted funds as did the 
Indian Bureau when it spent more than $1,000,000 for an irriga- 
tion system on the Blackfeet Reservation where there is a frost 
every month? 

The courts have held that guardians must be removed when 
they neglected the ward's education or kept him in a filthy con- 
dition. Could any court approve the appointment of a guardian 
who kept one out of every four of his wards out of school en- 
tirely and many families in tents and houses without floors, 
and that after 90 years of guardianship? 

The courts have held that a guardian should be dismissed if 
he fails to file an inventory of his ward’s estate and an account 
of his stewardship. Would any American court approve the 
vague and meaningless reports given out by the Indian Bureau 
as a record of the actions of a real guardian? 

The courts have held that a guardian shall be removed when 
the ward is employed in domestic tasks unsuitable to its age 


and condition. Would any American court approve a system of | 


guardianship which dooms 26,999 Indians to lace making, wild- 
rice gathering; basket making, beadwork, blanket weaving, fish- 
ing. wood cutting, and similar pursuits? That is the proud boast 
of the Indian Bureau in the last report giving such figures. Yet 
the average daily pay for such work was 19 cents. 

The fact is that the bureau system runs counter to everything 


we know of human nature. The bureau has power to control | 


the lives and activities of its wards, and also to spend their 
money in irresponsible fashion, Such power would make 
scoundrels out of saints, and there are few saints who apply for 
jobs in the Indian Service. 

But under the cloak of splendid devotion to the welfare of the 


Indians, their health, and education, their morals and their | 


safety, the bureau has grown like a mushroom, 

When the Indian Affairs Committee of the House was con- 
ducting its investigation of the Indian Bureau in the Sixty-sixth 
Congress there was an interesting item discussed on page 351 of 
the report. 

Mr. Elston asked Mr. E. B. Meritt, Assistant Commissioner, 
the question: 


By reason of the elasticity of some of these general appropriations 
would you say that the bureau has authority to institute new activities 


and create new functions and corresponding new positions without | 


authorization from Congress? 
Mr. Meritt replied: > 


We can create new positions on the Indian reservations without 
authority from Congress. 


Chairman Snyper then interjected an illuminating question: 


Isn't that one of the invisible reasons for the 6,000 employees here 
without Congress being advised that they were being worked into the 
service? 


To this Assistant Commissioner Meritt replied: 


The growth of the service has been gradual, and the appropriations 
for the service have gradually increased, and as the activitics of the 
service in the field increase the bureau would come to Congress and ask 
for increased appropriations. 


Yes the growth has been gradual, and it has been as insidious 
as the growth of a cancer, 

If just a fraction of the money spent for the manipulation 
and the wire pulling necessary to increase the activities of this 
bureau had been expended in an effort to place the American 
Indians on the basis of free American citizens the problem 
would have been settled long ago and America would haye been 
spared an enormous and entirely unnecessary burden, 

Eighty years ago the Indian Bureau was declared to be only 
a temporary agency which would fit the Indians for a place 
in the American community in a single generation. 

Three generations have passed; the Indians have scarcely 
increased in population at all; and yet the Indian Bureau, 
multiplied several times in size and spending vastly greater 
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children of those other Indians are totally unfit for American 
civilization. 

Who is responsible for such a tragic situation save the 
bureau which has misdirected every phase of Indian life. A 
continuance of such methods will in the future as In the past 
unfit rather than fit them for membership in American society. 

Thirty-five years ago, in 1889, the then Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, in his annual report said: 


The reservation system belongs to a state of vanishing things and 
must soon cease to exist. 


And in that same year 1889 the Board of Indian Commis- 
sioners officially gave their opinion in their annual report: 


It is the conviction of this board that all legislation for Indians and 
the entire administration of Indian affairs should look steadily to doing 
away with the entire Indian problem, with the special administra- 
tion of Indian affairs as a distinct bureau, at as early a date as is 
consistent with justice. We have entire faith that before very many 
years shall have passed the Indians of the United States will be better 
off under the general laws of our States and by incorporation into 
the great body of our American citizens than they can possibly be 
under any system of paternal government and separate administration 
which could be devised to keep them permanently separate from the 
rest of our people. 


But in 1890 the appropriation for this system which must 
soon cease to exist was about $6,000,000, This bill for 1925 
carries more than $13,000,000, It does not seem to belong to 
a state of vanishing things as far as the taxpayers are con- 
cerned. 

Is any further proof of its insidious growth needed? 


MULTIPLIED BUREAU EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. Chairman, another of the characteristics of bureaucracy 
is its unylelding determination to increase the number of its 
| officers and employees and thus add to its arbitrary power. 

That was one of the counts of the American colonists against 
the British bureaucrats. Do you not remember— 


Ile has erected a multitude of new offices and sent hither swarms 
| of officers to harass us and eat out our substance, 


There were 4,000,000 colonists when that immortal document 
was written, and there were less than a thousand British civil 
officers in the thirteen Colonies. 

There are to-day less than 200,000 Indians over whom the 
Indian Bureau has the slightest vestige of rightful authority, 
and there are 5,482 officials on their backs to harass them and 
eat out their substance, 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KELLY. Yes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Two questions: First, where does the gen- 
tleman get his authority for the statement that there are less 
than 200,000 Indians; then, second, does he recognize the fact 
that the expense of the administration of those Indians is not 
borne on the backs of the Indians but borne out of the Treasury 
of the United States in large degree. 

Mr. KELLY. On the backs of the taxpayers and on the backs 
of the Indians. 

Mr. CRAMTON. But the gentleman said on the backs of 
the Indians. i 

Mr. KELLY. It comes to that in the end, and the reimburs- 
able schemes carried in this bill will be on the backs of the 
Indians. The gentleman asked me where I figure 200,000. I 
wish the gentleman himself would put that in the hearings 
when he has the officials of the bureau before him. I get it 
from the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs him- 
self, but you do not find it stated in language therein. You 
do not find It In those pages of the report. Here is the report 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for 1923, with 46 puges 
in all, There were 812 pages of information in the burean 
report for 1889. In the report for 1923 the total number of 
Indians is given at 344,000. Is not that right, Mr. SNYDER? 

Mr. SNYDER. That is correct. 
| Mr, KELLY. That figure includes 101,506 in the Five Civilized 
| Tribes of Oklahoma. However, there are 23,405 negro freed- 
men included. These were the former slaves who were given 

40 acres of land out of the tribal reservations. They were not 
Indians and were never enrolled among the Indians. In ad- 
| dition to these freedmen there are 2,582 infermarried whites. 
In the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the 
fiscal year 1917 is the statement that by act of Congress dated 
May 27, 1908 (85 Stat. L. 812), removing restrictions from all 
lands of intermarried whites, freedmen, and Indians of less 
than one-half Indian blood, the restrictions were removed from 
lands of 70,000 Indians who held 8,000,000 acres. 


sums, declares that in this good year of 1924 the great grand- 
[i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 11, 


If the report is correct, and if the law of Congress was car- 
ried out, it must be admitted that the 25,987 who have no 
Indian blood at least have no place on Indian Bureau rolls. 
That leaves 75,519 Indians by blood in the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Assistant Commissioner Meritt has stated that 80 per cent 
of the Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes are no longer under 
the jurisdiction of the Indian Bureau, having received patents 
in fee for their lands. If that be true, there are 60,415 more 
who are not under the bureau. 

Then the fact is that there are only 15,105 Indians in the 
Five Civilized Tribes who are in any way responsibilities of the 
bureau. 

The Indian Bureau states that there are 30,000 other Indians 
who have received patents in fee under the act of May 8, 1908, 
and are thus outside bureau . jurisdiction. The en, 
intermarried whites, and patent-in-fee Indians make a total 
of 116,402 who are presumed to be free from bureau regula- 
tions. 

There are still more. In the commissioner’s report for 1923 
there is a list of the States where there is no supervision of 
Indians by the bureau. Alabama has 405; Michigan, 6,417; 
Pennsylvania has 358, and so forth. In all, there are in such 
States 20,378 Indians who are entirely outside bureau control, 
according to the bureau report. 

Then, in New York there are 6,819 Indians and not a single 
full blood among them. Every one is half Indian or less. They 
are under the control of the State of New York and are in no 
way to be called wards of the Indian Bureau. 

In North Carolina there are 2,515 Indians, all of them citi- 
zens by treaty, and the only bureau activity is a school for 439 
pupils. 

' That totals 29.912 more Indians over whom the bureau has 
no rightful jurisdiction and who need no bureau employee to 
supervise them. 

We have thus found in the bureau report for 1923 that there 
are 145,614 of the total number of Indians reported who should 
not be included. This leaves 198,689 yet to be considered. 

There are 2,657 Oneida Indians in Wisconsin upon whose 
allotments the trust period has expired, thus removing them 
from bureau control. 

Then in the report there are States with Indians which are 
not under bureau control, but which are not designated as “ not 
under agent.” Of these there are 2 in Delaware, 159 in Con- 
necticut, 87 in the District of Columbia, 125 in Indiana, 57 in 
Kentucky, 1,006 in Louisiana, 839 in Maine, 82 in Maryland, 
550 in Massachusetts, and 171 in Missouri. Here are 8,088 more 
outside the bureau control, which, with the Wisconsin Oneidas, 
makes 5,695 to be taken from 198,689, leaving 192,884. 

Still this does not take into account the thousands of In- 
dians who have left the reservations but still are enrolled and 
carried ‘as bureau wards. They are being counted in bureau 
reports, although they have taken their places in the American 
community and have turned their backs forever upon reserva- 
tion life, 

All in all, there are far less than 200,000 Indians in the 
United States over whom the Indian Bureau has jurisdiction. 
The Indian Bureau itself only claimed jurisdiction over 180,184 
in 1889, 35 years ago, and there were as many Indians here 
then as there are to-day. But figuring 200,000 with 5 to a 
family, it would mean 40,000 Indian families who still liye, 
move, and have their being by bureau direction. That, then, is 
the task of the bureau. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, 
he has expressed a desire for information. I refer him to page 
146 of the hearings. Mr. Carrer of Oklahoma said: 


Mr. Commissioner, do you know how many restricted Indians there 
are now? 

Commissioner Burke. There are 225,000 to 250,000 restricted In- 
dians. 


Mr. KELLY. Oh, I read that in the hearings, but his own 
report shows that there are less than 225,000, and that is why 
I say we need exact facts and figures. I have no animosity 
whatever toward Mr. Burke, any more than I had toward Mr. 
Sells, the former commissioner. I am fighting bureaucracy. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Snyper] made a splen- 
did fight along this line when Cato Sells was commissioner, 
and I stood with him in an effort to cut down this bureau, 
and we did cut appropriations four and a half million dollars 
in one bill below the bureau demands. 

Mr. SNYDER. That is correct. 

Mr. KELLY. And it did not injure the bureau at all. 

Now, this army of employees makes up a bureaucracy which 
seeks to perpetuate itself and to seize more and more power. 
It is not for development bat for deterioration. 


These employees are not helpers and instructors. They are 
supervisors. 

The Indian Bureau is another name for arbitrary supervision 
of Indian life, liberty, property, and happiness. Read the 
classified list of the employees in the field service as furnished 
to me officially by the bureau itself. 

There is 1 chief supervisor, 8 supervisors of Indian schools, 
10 special supervisors, 1 supervisor of Indian employment, 5 
supervising engineers, 1 chief medical supervisor, 1 medical 
supervisor, 1 chief supervisor of forests, 2 supervisors of for- 
ests, 7 deputy supervisors of forests, 1 supervising oil-well plug- 
ging inspector, 78 supervisors of livestock and stockmen, 6 
supervisors of ditches. 

There are 121 supervisors in this service. I do not give these 
employees this title, it is given them by the Indian Bureau, and 
correctly expresses their task. It is supervisor. That word 
comes from two Latin words, they say, meaning over and 
sight—oversight. It is a good word, but the oversight has been 
in the American Congress permitting any agency created by 
itself to usurp authority until it has become a supernatural 
bureau supervising human beings into helplessness and hopeless- 
ness. I am in favor of ordering some of these supervisors to 
get off the backs of the Indians and give them a chance to 
make an unsupervised honest living like other Americans. 

But that is not all the story. There are superintendents. 
That is another good word which Webster says means “one 
who supervises,” which brings us back in a circle for more 
supervision. What does the classified list of the Indian Bureau 
field force say? Well here is a start with 123 superintendents 
of reservation. There are five superintendents who are super- 
intending physicians as well. There is an assistant superin- 
tendent who is a superintending physician also. There is an 
assistant superintendent who is also superintending principal 
of schools. 

There are 3 superintendents of warehouses, 1 day school su- 
perintendent, 16 superintendents of construction, 4 superintend- 
ents of industries, 1 mill superintendent, and 1 superintendent 
of logging. 4 

That makes 151 superintendents in addition to the 121 super- 
visors. I do not coin the name for them, it is the name offi- 
cially given by the Indian Bureau. I simply venture the opin- 
ion that with fewer superintendents riding on the backs of the 
Indians there would be a better chance for them to stand erect, 
eager to endure life difficulties, and able to seize life’s rewards 
as free Americans. 

Still the supertitles given these 272 supervisors and superin- 
tendents do not tell all the story. 

There are 4,000 more Indian Bureau employees whose whole 
duties consist in supervising the Indians, They do not develop; 
they direct. 

There are 213 matrons and 259 farmers and 126 dredge engi- 
neers and 26 line riders and 47 interpreters and 155 “ assist- 
ants,” and so many others that it is impossible to mention them 
all. But they are all clothed with authority over the Indians. 
They are cogs in the bureau machine helping to grind out of 
the Indian his individuality, his ambition, and his aspiration 
to be a self-supporting, self-governing man. These employees 
are all supervisors, 5,254 of them, enough and more than is 
needed to furnish all that particular brand of supervision for 
110,000,000 Americans. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been talking about the field service 
only. Of course, there are 228 employees in the bureau here in 
Washington whose only duty is to supervise the supervisors of the 
field force, but that many more or less is a mere bagatelle any- 
way. No supervisor should be permitted to supervise without 
supervision. 

Big supervisors have little supervisors 
Upon their backs to bite ’em; 

Little supervisors have lesser supervisors 
And so on, ad infinitum, 


There are 5,482 employees in the Indian Bureau, but there are 
only 942 who are in the real school force. One out of six em- 
ployees engaged in the development and education; 5 out of 6 
in holding the Indians in their place as wards of the bureau! 
That summarizes the purpose of this agency better than vol- 
umes. 

Suppose we scan the official list of bureau employees for ex- 
act figures. 

There are 726 persons in the Indian Service classified as 
teachers. There are 766 clerks, stenographers, and typists to 
keep up with Indian Bureau rules and regulations. 

There are 60 principals of schools. There are 264 privates in 
the Indian police force to preserve law and order, 
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There are 28 teachers of domestic science to help the Indian 
girls become good home makers. There are 72 chiefs of police 
for organized control and coercion of Indians. 

There are 8 persons classified as teachers of housekeeping 
for Indians. There are 143 housekeepers for overworked 
bureau employees. 

There are 3 teachers of agriculture for all that great number 
who are to be fettered for life to agricultural pursuits on the 
reservations. There are 12 special police officers to spy out 
Indians who dare protest against injustice. 

There are 18 manual training teachers and industrial teach- 
ers in the whole far-flung Indian Service to teach Indian youths 
to use their hands for their self-support. There are 89 judges 
on the reservation to mete out punishment to Indian offenders. 

There are 3 physical directors—2 for the boys and 1 for the 
girls—to give training in physical development. There are 64 
disciplinarians to compel obedience to rules and regulations. 

There is 1 “overseer” of Indian employment, presumably 
to help Indians secure jobs where they can make a livelihood. 
There are 2 constables to cooperate with special police ofii- 
cers, chief of police, privates of police force, and judge. 

There is 1 “ outing agent” who is to administer the law that 
Indian students shall have a chance to work during their 
vacations and live with white families. There are 12 watch- 
men to guard bureau buildings. 

There are 4 band instructors and 1 orchestra instructor to 
elevate the souls of the Indians with music. There are 15 
examiners of inheritance to dictate disposition of Indian prop- 
erty, 

There are 8 supervisors of Indian schools. There are 81 
forest guards, 

There is 1 day-school superintendent in the entire service. 
There are 78 supervisors of livestock and stockmen. 

There are 4 school representatives, whatever that may be. 
There are 10 supervisors of forests, chief supervisor, super- 
visor, and deputy supervisors. 

There is 1 librarian in the entire service. There are 3 
superintendents of warehouses. 

I said there were 942 persons in the actual school force out of 
5,482 employees. That is an unanswerable indictment of the 
real purpose of bureau control. But there are still more accus- 
ing facts when you begin to investigate the work being done by 
these we have credited with being a part of the forces of educa- 
tion and development. 

Mr. Chairman, I have in my possession a score of affidavits 
from pupils in some of these schools and from their parents 
showing brutal and inhuman treatment. These have been 
placed before the Secretary of the Interior, and I am sure will 
lead to action on the particular cases involved. But remedy for 
individual wrongs inherent in a system will not eure a funda- 
mental evil, and I hope that Secretary Work, a world-renowned 
physician and surgeon, will not be satisfied with doctoring 
symptoms when it comes to the Indian Bureau. 

My colleagues, it is bad enough to see an old Indian, a feeble 
shadow of the proud warrior who fought under Grant and Sher- 
man for the preservation of the American Union, as he seeks 
the rights God gave to every man and is denied; that is bad 
enongh. 

It is bad enough to see an old Indian woman who has moth- 
ered soldiers as she holds up appealing hands for a dole of 
rations, while in her own right she has property to suffice for 
eomforts all her life; that is bad enough. 

It is bad enough to see an Indian lad in the khaki of the 
World War with an empty sleeve to tell of his sacrifice for 
Uncle Sam on Flanders fields denied the right to a voice in the 
Government he helped to save; that is bad enough. 

But the greatest evil in all the bureau catalogue is that 
Indian childhood is dwarfed by tribalism and doomed to bar- 
barism with never a chance for growth and development into 
efficient. worthy members of the Republic. There are 19,599 
eligible Indian children of school age not in school at all. 
Thousands of those in school are being systematically rendered 
unfit to take their place in American life through neglect, en- 
forced drudgery, or sinister purpose. Millions of dollars from 
tax funds spent for alleged education while childhood is robbed 
of its right to grow. That is the worst thing of all, and as there 
is a God of Justice in the world it must be recompensed in full 
measure by all those responsible for It. 

Those missionary societies which receive special fayors on 
Indian reservations and pay for them with blanket indorse- 
ments of the bureaucracy are disowning the Master they pro- 
fess to serve. Did he not once say of the children: 

Whosoever causes one of these little ones to stumble it were better 


for him that a millstone were tied about his neck and that he were 
cast into the depths of the sea. 


MULTIPLIED RESTRICTIVE REGULATION. 


Mr. Chairman, bureaucracy means also the multiplication of 
regulatory laws and regulations. There are now on the statute 
books about 370 treaties and 2,000 laws relating to Indian 
affairs, practically every one of them having been enacted 
upon the initiative and with the approval of the Indian Bureau. 

It has made of the Indian reservations prison stockades 
whose walls are built higher and higher, more and more com- 
pletely shutting out the Indians from active participation in 
the duties of American life and citizenship. 

If any Member of Congress doubts the purpose of this system, 
let him introduce a bill to remove some of these restrictions 
and give the Indians a taste of freedom. He will soon know 
the opposition of the bureau to such legislation. But if he can 
devise a new fantastic plan to govern Indian conduct in all its 
various manifestations, discover some restrictive scheme which 
has been overlooked by adroit bureaucrats, he will be weleomed 
into the inner fold and his bill be given enthusiastic approval 
by the bureau. 

But in addition to the thousands of laws passed by Congress 
there are tens of thousands of rules and regulations passed by 
the Indian Bureau and having all the force of law. What a 
labyrinth in which to elude a seeker after truth What a 
maze in which to hide evils of administration. 

“The more corrupt the rule, the more numerous the laws,” 
said the old Roman Tacitus over 2,000 years ago. ‘To-day the 
Indians are lost in a network of restrictions that defies either 
comprehension or analysis. 

If every Indian who unknowingly violated one of these laws 
or ironclad rules were in the jail to which bureau employees 
claim the right and the power to send him, there would be need 
for no bureau employees save those to furnish bread and water 
for the prisoners. Even then it would not require more than 
the present proportion of one employee to each eight families. 

The fact is the Indian Bureau regards these reservations, 
the Indians, and their property as personal possessions. To 
call them to account for their methods of ruling is regarded as 
an insolent interference. You may be sure that there is always 
a law or a rule or a regulation to give color to that claim. 

Let me present a picture of the facts as given to me by 
Andrew J. Ashurst, who was an Indian Bureau employee for 
eight years, from 1915 to 1923, and who served under two 
administrations and on four reseryations. From the beginning 
he conceived that his duty was to help the Indians, and he was 
always in difficulties as a result, but a simple transfer to 
another reservation ended his efforts when he went too far in 
his refusal to teamwork with the bureaucracy. 

He had been a stockman on the Fort Berthold Reservation, 
but finally became disgusted when he was told to repair a 
stockade for the branding of Indian cattle, and learned when 
he asked for assistance that all the other employees were busy 
building a dance hall on the reservation. 

He was transferred to the Warm Springs Reservation in 
Oregon where he reported for duty in 1920. He says: 


In the year of 1915 the department had shipped a large number of 
cattle to Warm Springs, ‘which they were to sell to the various Indians. 
and many of these cattle were sold to them. The reseryation stockman 
was the young son of the superintendent of the reservation, and not 
knowing much about matters, carelessly branded the cattle out to the 
Indians as they bought the stock, and not burning the brand sufficiently, 
they failed to form a mark or scar, resulting in a mix-up later on, for 
these cattle were held in a single band through the winter and all fed 
by the stockman and his assistants at a point near the railroad station 
where hay could be had from some foreign point. The winter was very 
severe end many cattle died; so, in the spring the department lost its 
enthusiasm over the matter and decided to leave but a few cattle for 
the Indians at Warm Springs and ship the balance. In doing so the 
Indians claim that many cattle were shipped that various members o" 
their tribe had bought and paid for or were compelled to pay for later. 


Mr. Ashurst declares that the great number of horses over- 
stocked the range, but still the Indian Bureau permitted four 
large bands of sheep to be grazed on the reservation, feeding 
out the meadows and keeping Indian cattle off the grass. 

When the administration changed the Indians were en- 
couraged and hoped for better things. There was no improve- 
ment, and finally the Indians decided to send a written request 
for remedy to the Indian Bureau at Washington. 

Mr. Ashurst copied this letter and the question it contained 
on his typewriter and as a result was severely rebuked by 
Supervisor Coon. He was told that there are no definite rules 
in the Indian Service for an employee, but that they are under 
the orders of the superintendent, and that it is a grave offense 
in the eyes of the department for an employee to report any 
misconduct of the superintendent. 
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In conclusion Supervisor Coon stated that he would ask for 
Ashurst’s transfer, and in due time he received a letter from 
Assistant Commissioner Meritt stating that he had been trans- 
ferred to Fort Hall Reservation, Idaho, for “ departmental 
reasons.” 

Now, let us see what requests the Indians made of the bureau. 
Here is the letter: 

WARM SPRINGS, OREG., February 7, 1022. 
COMMISSIONER INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 2 


Dnan Str: We, the undersigned members of the various Indian tribes 
residing upon the Warm Springs Indian Reservation, do herein petition 
your honor to answer the following questions. We are satisfied that 
an answer to them will be a solution of our difficulties. 

As several of the questions do not concern all parties we are placing 
them upon separate sheets in order that we may sign only those which 
concern us. 

Respectfully, Perry KUCKUP. 
JAKE SNITUPS. 
Lewis La Cram. 
O. B. KALANA. 


The following questions are signed by fifty-odd members of the res- 
ervation. All of them are leaders in the progress and development of 
this reservation: - 

Question No. 1. Why does Supt. O. L. Babcock bring in outsiders to 
cut and haul cordwood? We need the money and want the work. 

Question No. 2. Why did he give this last contract, which consisted 
of cleaning the Irrigation ditch at the agency, to outside white men? 
We asked for this work and were turned down. 

Question No. 3. Why were we deprived of the opportunity of putting 
these many telephone poles into the agency which were installed here 
last summer? There are thousands of poles here in the form of cedar 
trees profusely growing and all of them accessible to hauling. 

Question No. 4. Why is it that the superintendent keeps unnecessary 
white employees about the agency? There are many Indians that would 
not only care for one of these jobs but would gladly accept the position 
of night watchman or assistant farmer. 

Question No. 5. Why not send the reservation farmer out to assist 
us? There are those among us that have orchards to prune, straw 
stacks to top off, and implements to adjust, and many other affairs 
that would occupy his full time if it were devoted to that cause. 

Question No. 6. When an Indian purcbased a tract of land from 
another Indian and made a cash payment through the office, why did 
the superintendent insist that the check be made out in his (the super- 
intendent’s) name, then cash the check, and hold the funds back? 
Why did not the superintendent hand the check directly to the In- 
dian that sold the land? It gives us the opinion that the superintendent 
might have used the money. 

Question No. 7. Although the Mecca Trading Co. trusts us through 
the winter for groceries, we would like very much to market our grain 
at the towns of Gateway or Madras, where the prices are always 
higher. We would pay the Mecca Trading Co. on our way home. The 
superintendent seems to be interested in the matter to the extent that 
he allows and assists the Mecca Trading Co. to attach our grain. 
Could we hereafter be allowed to market at the point where prices are 
the highest? 

Question No. 8. Is it the policy of the department to prosecute one 
Indian in the Federal court for getting drunk and allow others to go 
free? Why is Supt. O. L. Babcock so determined to prosecute Joe 
Kickup in the Federal court? Joe is a noncitizen Indian. Why not take 
this case home to the ageucy, where it belongs? 

Question No. 9. Why are we not protected from the outrageous 
profits of the Agency Trading Co.? We note they are well protected 
and supplied with water and light from the agency plants. This store 
has just changed hands. It would be a good time to start them in 
right. 

Question No. 10, Why will the superintendent assist a white man to 
beat an Indian man and wife out of his hard-earned money? The 
proper decision on the part of the superintendent would have saved this 
man and wife the embarrassment of an attorney. 

Question No. 11. This question was ruled out by us after being 
reconsidered, also before sending it to the commissioner. 

Question No. 12. Why does not the superintendent converse with us 
before leasing our range to sheepmen? We have a very poor country 
and overstocked with horses, therefore there is no room for sheep. 

Question No. 13. We have sufficient steers to furnish the school 
with meat during the entire term. Could we have the contract? 

Question No. 14. We are obliged to call your attention to the affairs 
of the sawmill. Why does the superintendent hire an outside man 
as sawyer? We have two competent Indian sawyers at present, 
both of whom have sawed in past years and would saw now if hired. 

Question No. 15. Why is Supt. O. L. Babcock insisting on us pay- 
ing poll tax? We thought that noncitizen Indians were exempt from 
any form of taxation. 


Question No. 16, Is the superintendent supposed to denounce us 
by calling us dogs and hogs? We thought his was a nobler position. 

Question No. 17. During our first month's work with the reservation 
forest department our salary checks were $6 shy. On inquiring of the 
superintendent regarding the whereabouts of the shortage he told us 
that it would be paid us in the following month, but the following 
month failed to bring in the $6, as did all other months. We would 
like to know why this money did not go to us as promised? 

Question No. 18. Is it necessary for the superintendent to be absent 
from this place so much during the summer months? We would 
like to see more of our superintendent. We would like to have him 
visit our homes occasionally, 

We, the undersigned, are of the opinion that Supt. 0. L. Babcock 
has not the welfare of the Indians at heart. He should have dis- 
couraged the sales of that tract of land adjacent to Kah-Ne-Ta, Hot 
Springs, if he had our interests at heart, for the sale of the springs 
are ruined as far as the Indian’s interests are concerned; for the 
capitalist who bought the adjoining tract can turn the waters of the 
springs upon his lands and freeze the Indian out. 

Every move that the superintendent makes is for the white man's 
benefit. The superintendent sat silently by and saw an Indian's 
farm on Deschutes River sacrificed for a small grocery bill. He could 
have had an employee assist in constructing a water wheel or ditch 
whereby the place could have been irrigated and hence converted into 
an ideal home. But the fault of all is with the superintendent ; 
when the superintendent goes dead at his post all his employees lay 
down also. 

Aside from these 18 questions and the one suggestion, we ask for 
permission to have an Indian council of 12 Indians, who are to make 
an examination of the proceedings of the agency office ever so often, so 
that some determination can be had as to the manner in which our 
affairs are being conducted; for, as you are no doubt aware, we will 
foot the many bills of expense in the end. We find from general 
conclusions that the superintendent is inclined to ask for appropria- 
tions that are not needed. For instance, our school had an excellent 
picket fence around it, The superintendent had it condemned and a 
new iron one placed in its stead, which was unnecessary expense, 
This is a sample of many other things. 


Mr. Ashurst declares that these questions were reasonable. 
The Indians wanted to make money in order to pay for some 
reimbursables foisted on them years before by the bureau. 
They wanted the wood cutting and the irrigation-canal work, 
the cutting and hauling of telephone poles, and painting the 
agency buildings. All this work was done by outside labor at 
higher cost than the Indians asked. 

As to question 5, Mr. Ashurst states that the superintendent 
told the farmer that there was nothing to do and he had better 
stay at the agency. He states that the agency store allowed 
the Indians eredit all winter and sold inferior-quality goods at 
an enormous price. Then the trader took the Indians’ crops at 
his own price. Mr. Ashurst made charges against the trader 
to the superintendent, declaring that he was unfit to be on the 
reservation. His complaints went for nothing, but the trader's 
brother-in-law made such convincing proof that finally the 
trader's license was canceled. 

Question 10 concerns the employment of man and his wife by 
the proprietor of a hotel on the reservation. The employer 
refused to pay for the work done, and the superintendent stated 
that the work was wasted and should not be paid. The Indians 
then employed an attorney and collected the money due them. 

All of these questions concerned matters which demanded 
attention and remedy. Here is the answer to them: 


DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR, 
Orrice OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., May 31, 1922. 

Dran Sins: Referring further to your letter of February 15, trans- 
mitting a number of questions signed by various Indians, for whom you 
acted as a committee, you are advised that the several matters made 
the subject of inquiry have been looked into carefully by an investigat- 
ing official; and without making answer upon each question separately, 
it is deemed sufficient to advise that superintendent has made satisfac- 
tory explanation and has acceptably followed the direction of this office 
and, in general, rules and regulations for the management of Indian 

reservations. 

Sincerely yours, E. B. MERITT, 

Acting Commissioner. 


Surely bureaucracy has no finer characteristic than the loy- 
alty of the bureaucrats one to the other. What better encomium 
than that of Mr. Meritt that the superintendent had “ accept- 
ably followed*the directions of the Indian Office and, in general, 
rules and regulations for the management of Indian reserva- 
tions.” 

The Indians may hold out their hands for the work let out 
to outsiders; they may ask to be regarded as human beings; 
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but what has that to do with the Indlan Bureau. Foolish 
Indians; do you not know that the superintendent is there to 
“neceptably follow the directions of the Indian Office” and 
that these are, in a word, “ Perpetuate the bureau”? 

Tew superintendents fail in their supreme duty. Here is 
what Mr. Ashurst, out of eight years’ experience as an Indian 
Bureau employee under five superintendents, has to say of the 
bureau official who dictates the destinies of Indian reservations: 


The average superintendent is a bulldozer; a bully. They have all 
the Indians buffaloed, and the employees are afraid to say their lives 
are their own. ‘These superintendents fortify themselves with a force 
of picked employees that will do, act, or say anything the superin- 
tendent may command of them; and if they are not loyal to his 
majesty, they hit the road and hit it quick. Look up the records and 
see how many employees pass through a given agency each year, 
Take the efficiency reports, If you please; the employee signs, then 
the superintendent fills in, whether your conduct is good or bad. 
Every detail of your nature and ability is passed on by the superin- 
tendent. You never see this, consequently you never learn what 
changes are to be made in order to please. My advice to all those who 
want to become employees of the Indian Bureau is never think of the 
welfare of an Indian; never allow yourself to think that you are 
working for Indians; always think that there is a huge sum of money 
about to be spent on a band of savages, and if you remain silent and 
work hard possibly your beloved superintendent can stop some of it, 
and as a reward you may at some time hear the jingle of it. 


The Indian Welfare League of California after inyestigation 
has this to say of the control of reservations: 


If a superintendent is exposed locally for dishonest or brutal deal- 
ings, his patron merely has him transferred to a different tribe, and 
we, the taxpayers, continue to sign checks for his salary. 


All in all, the maze of restrictions simply means that the 
Indian is compelled to renounce his individuality; to see with 
a bureau employee’s eyes and hear with a bureau employee's 
ears. You may call such a system what you like. I call it 
slavery, ; 

MAILED FIST AGAINST AGITATION, 

Fourth. Besides multiplying regulatory laws and supervising 
employees, bureaucracy always tries to suppress criticism and 
stifle protests. 

Wendell Phillips once said: 


Bureaucracy always tries to suppress agitation, but without agitation 
society would become hopelessly stagnant and corrupt. 

There is no other agency of the American Government which 
would dare go to the extremes in use by the Indian Bureau 
to suppress agitation. A 

I have a letter from F. L. Morgan, an attorney of Hoquiam, 
Wash., who states that the report of the House Committee of 
Indian Affairs, which gives the results of the investigation of 
the Indian Bureau under the chairmanship of Mr. SNYDER, of 
New York, was put on the black and forbidden list by the 
Indian superintendent on the Quinault Reservation. Here is 
what he says: 


I understand that the Committee on Indian Affairs made a report on 
conditions in the Indian Bureau. I want to say that I understand a 
copy of the report reached the Quinault Indian Reservation, and was 
there read by a member of the tribe to other members. The local agent 
found out that this report was being circulated, and he called this man 
in and told him that if he ever read or discussed this report again 
with any of the Indians he would drive him off the reservation. These 
facts can be established without question, It is a curious state of 
affairs when one can be banished and deprived of property rights in 
America for reading an official report of a branch of the United States 
Government. 


My own poor efforts on behalf of the Indians have beén 
honored by the attention of a bureaucrat. For instance, Meade 
Steele, an Indian overseas soldier of the Second Division and 
secretary of the tribal council of his tribe on the Fort Peck 
Reservation in Montana, informs me that J. B. Kitch, superin- 
tendent of the Fort Peck Indian School, had completely anni- 
hilated the arguments I had made in a speech in Congress by 
the emphatic statement, “ Kelly is insane.“ 

I was interested in this expert alienist and wrote the Indian 
Bureau to tell me just whom this J. B. Kitch might be. The 
ubiquitous Mr. Meritt responded. It appears that Mr. Ritch 
entered the Indian Service in 1912 as clerk at $100 a month. 
On August 16, 1918, he was transferred to the position of 
examiner of inheritance at $2,000 a year. In 1917 he was 
made superintendent of the Standing Rock Indian School at 
$2,100 a year. In 1919 his salary was increased to $2,490, in- 
cluding the bonus. He was made superintendent of the Fort 
Peck Indian School in 1921 and still continues, 


It is little wonder that Mr. Kitch should feel obliged to 
denounce any critic of an organization which furnishes such 
opportunities for advancement to faithful souls. It has Irans- 
formed a $100 a month clerk into a superintendent of schools 
in a few short years, doubling his salary and multiplying his 
professional dignity. 

While Superintendent Kitch was endeavoring to stamp out 
criticism, William Madison, a full-blood Chippewa Indian sec- 
retary of the Society of American Indians, was visiting the 
Fort Peck Reservation, so honored by the presence and scholar- 
ship of Mr. Kitch. Here is what he found and reported to the 
Secretary of the Interior; 


The complaints came from nearly all the Indians at this agency. 
Neglect, mistreatment, and disregard for the rights of the Indians as 
to their lands and money. The needs of the people for clothing, shelter, 
and food are general among the full-blood Indians of Fort Feck. 
I did not go among the mixed bloods, but made my visits to the full- 
blood Indians. I found Indians, old people, ving upon gophers owls, 
horse meat, and whatever they could find. Poor old Indians watch the 
Great Northern Railway trains hoping that a horse, cow, or even a 
dog may be killed so that they may have the body to eat to satisfy 
their hunger. I personally saw two Indians loading into a wagon the 
remains of a horse that had been killed by a train. They were tsking 
it home and thankful to get it. 


What difference if such conditions prevail all around him as 
long as Mr. Kitch is climbing, round by round, the ladder of 
success? Must he not resent criticism of the bureau as an 
affront upon himself? No; Mr. Kitch is not insane. He knows 
a good thing when he sees it and he will make a manly effort 
to hold on to it. g 

Bureaucracy must be supersensitive to criticism, since a very 
little leak may destroy its dike of control, built up with such 
great pains. The Indian Bureau flies against any and all agita- 
tion for a change, like a mother bear whose cubs are threatened 
with danger. 

The daily newspapers recently carried a good cartoon show- 
ing little Princess Hot Dog, Indian oil millionairess, cutting a 
bright streak in the atmosphere as she sails gayly away from 
her wigwam, while in the background are the forlorn ghosts 
of the Indians who gave away the site of New York City. But 
the St. Louis Star, in a leading editorial, pointed out the other 
side of the picture when it said: 


While wealth in countless millions is piling up in the name of mem- 
bers of the red race, they are so restricted by bureaucratic control that 
they have not even the funds with which to enforce their protests 
against the way the Government treats them. 


The Indian Bureau will approve the purchase of the highest- 
priced automobiles for these children of nature, but it will not 
approve a contribution by an Indian to an Indian organization 
seeking to let the light of truth shine upon the bureau system. 
These Indians with swollen bank accounts can not help an 
independent Indian organization to emancipate the Indians 
after 90 years of bureaucratic control. 

When the leading independent Indian society applied to the 
Garland Foundation for Public Service for financial help it 
was told that the Indians should do more themselves to put the 
organization upon its feet before it applied for outside assist- 
ance, 

How can the Indians, supervised and superinterfded in the ex- 
penditure of every penny of their funds, do more than they are 
doing? In simple justice should they not be allowed to spend 
some of their own money in putting their own beliefs before 
the American public? The St. Louis Star is fundamentally 
American when it says: 

Wouldn't it be a sporting deed to let the Indians endow a magazine 
entirely controlled by themselves to state their case? They are asking 
for citizenship. Should they not be encouraged and helped to make 
their request articulate? : 


Of course, it would be a sporting deed, but a bureaucracy can 
not afford to be sportsmanlike. Intrenched behind the magic 
name of the Government, possessed of a mighty army of em- 
ployees, the Indian Bureau dare not permit these wards, for 
whose welfare it is so profoundly concerned, to give expression 
to their-own ideas. ` 

But how the Indian Bureau will approve contributions by In- 
dians to organizations which are quite willing to let well 
enough alone and to help keep the Indians contented with their 
lot as perpetual wards! In the report of the Indian Bureau 


for 1923 is an eloquent letter from the American Baptist Home 
Missionary Society, which paints the bureau as a veritable 
Titan in uplift. 

Reading that early in December, it did not greatly surprise 
me to read in the newspapers of December 31 that the Indian 
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Bureau had approved donations of $100,000 by two full-blood 
Creek Indian women to the American Baptist Home Missionary 
Society. I wanted to make sure, so wrote a letter to the bureau 
asking for the exact facts. 

In a letter dated January 5, 1924, the commissioner informs 
me that the newspaper article was correct. Lucy Poloke made 
a donation of $83,000 from her restricted funds held by the 
bureau, and her daughter, Suma Bosen, donated $17,000. The 
money goes to Bacone College and the Murrow Indian Orphan 
Home, which are operated and controlled by the American 
Baptist Home Missionary Society, and the institutions are for 
the education of Indian children, 

These two women have plenty of money left, and the insti- 
tutions are perhaps doing good work. But I protest against a 
system where a bureau has such control of the money of 
human beings that it can use those funds to punish or reward 
those who speak ill or well of the bureau itself. It is not just 
and it is not American. 

Still this is not the most serious charge that can be brought 
against the bureau in its efforts to control opinion and suppress 
agitation. That is a minor consideration compared to the vio- 
lations of constitutional rights which have followed many at- 
tempts on the part of the Indians to speak openly and honestly 
for themselves. 

Not many years ago there was founded an organization aimed 
to help the Indians of California. It was named the Federation 
of Mission Indians and only one white man, Jonathan Tibbetts, 
was a member. He grew up among these Indians and speaks 
the language of 14 tribes. 

He had the idea that by cooperation the Indians could help 
themselves. His many years of experience made him say: 


The Indian Bureau system is at fault in that it gives no human 
sympathy, no opportunity for individual progress to the red man, but 
a machinelike indifference which smothers the individual. 


That dignified expression does not sound very anarchistic 
but it was agitation. Here was an attack upon the infallibility 
of the bureau. It must be overthrown, rooted out, annihilated. 

There were ways to meet this menace and you can trust 
bureaucracy to find them in those two thousand and odd laws 
dealing with the Indians, One of these laws was rather musty, 
having been passed in 1834, 90 years ago, to subdue the agents 
of foreign powers who came to this land in those far-off days 
to incite the Indians. 

Everybody had forgotten this law but the Indian Bureau. 
It was dusted off and brought out for action. Jonathan Tib- 
betts and 53 Indians were forthwith arrested, charged with 
sedition against the United States Government. 

I have certified copies of the statements and affidavits made 
by the Indians arrested in this heroic effort of the bureau to 
defend the United States, and incidentally itself, against these 
agitators, 

Let me give one, not the most pathetic by any means, but 
one which will speak for all: 


This is to certify that I, Pedro Chino, of Palm Springs Indian Reser- 
vation, a full-blood Mission Indian, am over 90 years old. I have 
always been a friend of the white. In 1846 I acted as guide to a com- 
pany of American soldiers across the Yuma Desert. I led them by 
tralls and by paths to springs of water known only to the Indians, 
thereby saving the lives of the soldiers. 

I have never asked for nor have I received one penny for this service 
rendered to the fighting men of my country. 

On the contrary, I have been wronged many times by the white man; 
these wrongs have never embittered me against the white man. 

The horse thieves, desperadoes, and outlaws often came through my 
country, and I have always assisted the peace officers in their duties to 
preserve life and property. 

In the early days I have often taken my warriors and given assistance 
in capturing the outlaws; 1 have been in battles risking my life to 
assist the peace officers in preserving their lives, at the risk of my own 
and my men, 

Once I was in a battle with outlaws, helping the peace officers, when 
we wiped out the entire band, with the exception of one man who 
escaped. I took his trail with my warriors, and we captured the 
escaped outlaw near the present city of Banning. I returned the out- 
law to the peace officers, for which I received only thanks. In vlew of 
the services which I have rendered to my country and its peace officers, 
I am at a loss to understand why I was treated as follows on or about 
the night of September 28, 1921; 

I was asleep in my bed at my home at Palm Springs, Calif., when I 
was awakened from my sleep late at night by one of my tribesmen, who 
informed me that the policemen were there to arrest me. I asked, 
“ Where are these policemen from?“ and I was told by my tribesmen 
they are Government policemen. I replied, “All right,” dressed myself, 


and then went outside and got into their auto. I saw and recognized 
four of my old-time Indian friends already seated in the auto. There 
was also seated in the auto a white man and a policeman, and also in 
the auto were two white women. For what purpose they were there 
for or what were their duties is not at this time clear to my mind. 

My Mission Indian Federation button was snatched off of my coat 
by the white man, who was a deputy United States marshal, without 
my will or consent, which I understand is against the law under the 
Penal Code, No. 538. This act of snatching this button from my coat 
was done in a rough manner, putting the button into his pocket, and up 
to this time has not been returned to me. 

1 was taken to the county jail in Riverside and locked up in jail. I 
have no criticism to make or complaint to make against the Riverside 
officers. I have always been a peaceful citizen. I have always tried to 
obey the laws of my country. I am now an old man, about 95 years 
old, and, with the assistance I have always given the peace officers, I 
am at a loss to understand why I was forcefully taken from my bed in 
the dead hours of the night, hauled a long distance with other peaceful 
Indians, and thrown into jall. I can not grasp the idea why I was 
treated in such a manner. I do not believe nor can I believe that our 
great Government knows anything about my arrest and treatment nor 
about the wholesale arrest of so many Indians. I have done no wrong, 
nor have the Indians, so far as I am able to learn, committed any crime 
or done a wrong. 


THE BUNGLING BUREAUCRACY. 


Fifth. There is another characteristic of bureaucracy. While 
its insane craving to regulate other people's affairs leads to 
new laws and new employees and new repression, there comes 
greater and greater inefficiency as red tape and dry-rot in- 
creases. 

I am opposed to despotism even when it is efficient. A 
people in bondage is not helped by kindness. The only thing 
that helps is freedom. Roosevelt had it right when he said: 


The worst lesson that can be taught a man is to rely upon others 
and whine over his sufferings. If an American is to amount to any- 
thing, he must rely upon himself and not upon the Government, 


That the Indian Bureau is incapable of efficiently perform- 
ing the duties it claims as its own can be proven by a host of 
former employees who quit the service in disgust at the shame- 
ful inefficiency of the service. 

That there are men of this type is a sign of good omen. It 
is true that the average nan who becomes a part of the Indian 
Bureau, with its arbitrary power, is swept along with the sys- 
tem. He accepts with his salary the bureau dictum that while 
it is forced to make slaves of the Indians it is a great agency 
for their freedom, 

But there are many who have been on the inside of the sys- 
tem and who have seen that, in spite of bureau protestations of 
its duty to the Indians, it makes sure that its duty to the 
Indians never gets on the opposite side of its duty to itself. 

William E. Johnson, of Westerville, Ohio, a former employee, 
says: 

The blundering, wabbling, ofttimes treacherous administration of 
Indian affairs conducted from a seat of power 3,000 miles away is 
the most sickening, discouraging, disgusting failure in the history of 
American Government. 


W. H. Gibbs, of Columbia, S. C., a former Inspector in the 
Indian Service, writes to me under date of June 15, 1923, 
saying: 

On the White Earth Reservation in Minnesota I found flagrant 
abuses and had to make reports showing the utter unworthiness of a 
doctor there who neglected his duties and thereby caused suffering 
and death to the Indians in his charge. Later I learned that this 
doctor had been moved from the White Earth Reservation, but not 
from the service, and was stationed somewhere else to continue his 
inefficient work. 

There were evidences of inefficiency everywhere, not generally on 
the part of small employees but largely on account of national methods 
and a big, bungling, unwieldy, and misdirecting, misgoverning bureau 
at Washington which ought to have been abolished many decades ago, 


Andrew J. Ashurst, of Big Lake, Wash., for eight years an 
Indian Bureau employee, has given his experience on a number 
of reservations. 

He first became a stockman on the Fort Belknap Reservation 
and found at once that the Matador Land & Cattle Co, had a 
lease which worked injury to the Indians. 

Ashurst undertook to count the Matador cattle at dip- 
ping time, as they were entitled to 10,000 head and no more 
on the reservation. He counted more than 8,000, when Super- 
intendent Martin personally ordered him to a distant part of 
the reservation, and stated that the property clerk of the 
agency office would count the rest. 
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When I returned from the round-up on which I had been sent 


States Mr. Ashurst— 
I found the superintendent and his clerk had gone and no one was 


counting the cattle. I made an estimate, to the best of my ability, 
and was convinced that the Matador Co. had an excess upon the 
reservation of from 2,000 to 5,000 head. 

I reported this to the superintendent and demanded an exact 
counting. He then explained that the extra cattle came in in the 
spring and were shipped out in the fall, so that for this period of 
time it made no difference and no fees were collected for grazing. 

The Indians needed the grass and they needed the money— 


Says Mr. Ashurst— 


but, after all, the Indians never saw any of the money received, for 
it went for reimbursable cattle and to build fence to protect the 
Matador cattle. 


Mr. Ashurst was put in charge of the tribal herd, purchased 
at the expense of the Indians but without their consent. He 
declares that only the use of his own judgment against the 
orders of the superintendent saved the entire herd from de- 
struction during a blizzard which lasted 48 hours, with the 
thermometer at 40 and 50 degrees below zero, 


During the winter— 
States Mr. Ashurst— 


the Matador Co. tried to mix the cows under my care with a herd 
of steers and carry them off, but I prevented that. I saw the Matador 
foreman fire one of their men for failing to get my herd. 

The big steers of the Matador cattle swept over the reservation 
like a herd of buffalo, sweeping all Indian cattle and haystacks as 
they went. 


Conditions became so hard that the Indians decided to try 
and have the Matador lease canceled. Petitions were circu- 
lated, but a copy reached the Matador superintendent and a 
large barbecue was held where the Matador superintendent and 
Superintendent Martin of the Indian Service made speeches 
and promised that the Indians would be given their allotments 
and the Matador cattle put off at the earliest possible moment. 
The petitions were called in and the deluded Indians had 
nothing for their trouble. 

Mr. Ashurst states that he became so disgusted with the 
tactics of the Matador Co., as approved by both Superintendent 
Martin and Superintendent Rastall, who succeeded him, that 
in September, 1916, he left the reservation and went to Okla- 
homa City without resigning or asking for the money due him. 

To his surprise, he was informed by mail that he had been 
transferred to Fort Berthold Reservation, in North Dakota, 
and ordered to assume his duties there. 

Listen to Mr. Ashurst as he sums up his experience on the 
Fort Belknap Reservation: 


In making a general summary of my 17 months on the Fort Belknap 
Reservation I will say that that reservation was run by and for the 
Matador Land & Cattle Co., and the tribal herd was the camouflage 
they used in protecting themselves from the general public, the tax- 
payer, I can give the Indians credit for one thing, and that is they 
never bought any of those 1,800 heifers, but I am sorry to say that 
the Indians’ minds were so concentrated upon the smaller trifles of the 
reservation that they failed to comprehend the main issue, the Matador 
Cattle Co., which sapped them to the utmost. Go to Fort Belknap 
to-day and you will see one of the largest and most spacious stock 
barns that can be found on any reservation in America. It is a monu- 
ment in memory to the wonderful progress of the Indian Bureau, and its 
workmanship speaks of the freeness with which Indian money is poured 
upon these reservations to better the stock conditions of the Indian 
country, but from that barn onward in the reservation you will see a 
range on which are grazing a few dogies, where if it was run on the 
square with the Indian you would find huge pastures filled with large 
herds belonging to a prosperous band of Indians. Why will the Indian 
Bureau attempt to stock up the Indian and at the same time destroy 
what has already accumulated and break afresh an old sore by piling 
additional debts and worrles upon his already broken spirit? 


He was sent to Warm Springs Reservation, and states that 
the first thing he found was a herd of 6,000 wild horses aver- 
aging in weight about 700 pounds, 

They were the result of department neglect, and carelessness 
in breeding and lack of attention had brought these worthless 
creatures from the good horses originally purchased. 

Superintendent Babcock suggested to Mr. Ashurst that the 
best way to handle them was to sell them to a fertilizer plant. 

Mr. Ashurst describes the way the Indians of Warm Springs 
branded their cattle. 
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He says: 


These Indians pooled together about June and rounded up for 
branding spring calves and driving their herds to the higher lands for 
the summer. It was the most interesting sight I had witnessed for 
years to see these Indians handling their cattle. If my father had 
seen them, he would have declared it to be some Spanish rodeo on some 
large rancho in the San Joaquin Valley, Calif., in the year of 1859. 

So primitive were their methods, not only did they rope and ride 
like Spaniards but butchered their stock in the same manner. They 
dulaped (a dulap is a long section of skin cut from the animal 80 
that it will hang until it heals, then haye the resemblance of a large 
finger projected from the animal)—some dulaped on the jaw, some on 
the neck—you could find the dulap on every part of the animals, 
Everything pointed to the fact that the department had neglected to 
extend some of its wonderful educational facilities to this section of 
the United States, for the Indians used the methods they had learned 
long before from the Spaniards. The great father of the Indians, the 
Indian Bureau, had taught them nothing in 60 years. I protested 
bitterly against this cruelty, but the department was unconcerned. The 
superintendent, Hon. O. L. Babcock, insisted that there was no need 
of a stockman on this reservation, and he was so insistent about it 
that he endeavored to huve the position abolished. 


Mr. Ashurst reported for duty at Fort Hall Indian Reserva- 
tion, July 1, 1922. As there was little need for a stockman he 
was soon detailed to work at the Fort Hall Boarding School 
as a dairyman instructor. 

He states that he will never regret that he spent the winter 
at the Fort Hall school, first, because he learned something 
about dairying, and, second, because he learned how a school 
must be conducted in order to get congressional appropriations. 
He states that Superintendent Donner picked up every boy and 
young man on the reservation, no matter whether they had 
graduated before or not. He wanted a large enrollment, for 
that means large appropriations for salaries. 

The school was a potato-ralsing institution. Great tracts of 
land were devoted to potatoes, and looking after them took the 
entire time and attention of the students. They raised eight 
carloads and shipped them off the reservation, leaving the little 
and spotted ones for the Indians. 

Mr. Ashurst was handicapped by not knowing anything about 
dairying; but as his students were always busy planting, dig- 
ging, and hauling potatoes, it made little difference, and the 
engineer professor and the carpenter professor were in the same 
boat with the dairy professor. 

Mr. Ashurst took his duties seriously enough to ask for fences 
around the hog lot, since the porkers had the run of the school 
yard and sought swill at the mess door. The fences were not 
built, but the excellent dairy barn, which could have met all 
needs, was torn down and a new one built. There was no 
proper shelter for the hogs, and Mr. Ashurst states that of 200 
pigs all but 30 froze to death, and these he saved by building 
small pens under a cow shed. The dairyman who had the job 
the winter before told him that he had had the same experience. 

The school was busy on potatoes. There was no garden at 
all; other vegetables were bought outside. There came a row, 
and the Indian Bureau employees were transferred and the 
students sent home. 

On April 30, 1923, Mr. Ashurst resigned from the Indian 
Service. He had had enough and too much of Indian bureau- 
eracy. He stands ready to back up every statement made. His 
efforts to secure decent treatment of the Indians while he was 
in the service and his earnest purpose to help secure a real rem- 
edy stamp him a real American who believes in a square deal 
for all and is willing to fight for it. May his tribe increase. 

Dr. J. H. Tyndale, a member of the Congress of Physicians 
and Surgeons and late lecturer on physical diagnosis at the New 
York Polyclinic, has made a special study as to the efficiency 
of the health service of the Indian Bureau among the Pueblos 
of New Mexico. 

He says in a letter to me of October 4, 1923: 


Cases of pulmonary tuberculosis are either active, stationary, or 
more or less permanently arrested. The results achieved by specialists 
in this country are 88 per cent arrested in the first stage, 50 per cent 
in the second stage, and 12 per cent in the third stage. 

Indian Bureau results are 22 per cent—the same as obtained when 
cod-liver ofl and cough mixtures were in vogue. The Pueblos are not 
systematically examined for tuberculosis, and there is no treatment by 
modern methods. Two physicians practicing in or close to reservations 
are ready to swear that no bureau doctor has visited the reservation in 
all the years they have been practicing there. 
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William Spotted Crow, an Indian of the Pine Ridge Reserva- 
tion, who knows the Indian Bureau from the underside, has 
this to say: 


They say that the Indians are stolcal. In that the white man 
means that we are lacking very much in humor, wit, and joy. But we 
must at least have a little humor in us, for we laugh and we laugh 
long and loud when an inspector comes. Their business here is 
matter of much speculation and wonderment. No one knows what 
they come for, and what they find out is as mysterious. As much as 
I can observe, Government investigations never find out anything, 
but these inspectors do kill a lot of time, use a lot of paper, and the 
cost of wear and tear on typewriters must be considerable. Maybe 
this foolery is carried on merely to consume appropriations made by 
the Government, but at least in the line of amusements we are 
benefited. 


Thomas L. Sloan, a member of the Omaha Tribe, a former 
employee of the Indian Bureau and now president of the 
Soclety of American Indians, has made the following state- 
ment: 


At the Winnebago Reservation in Nebraska there is a school super- 

intendent in charge, but he has no school, no school children, and no 
school authority under his supervision. The public school and two 
mission schools occupy and care for the school children of his full 
territorial jurisdiction. However, he has a farm of about 20 acres 
under his supervision and succeeded in raising an excellent crop of 
corn for the season of 1922. He had under direction four farmers 
and four teams for job farming and raised a erop of corn that cost 
about $5 a bushel to raise and that was worth 50 cents a bushel on 
the market. Whatever he raised on this farm at a cost in excess of 
the value of the crop on the market was paid out of the pockets 
of the taxpayers of the country. Such farming is not an example of 
proper farming methods to teach Indians—in fact, it is a detriment to 
them. 

The same Indian agency has a hospital under the supervision of a 
school superintendent, and, while he is an excellent school man, he 
is not a doctor nor a nurse, He has a doctor and nurses and other 
hospital empleyees under his direetion and control. 

The worst part of it is that the Indians are held back and being 
made into paupers, dependents, and a backward people without the 
education necessary for American competition. The contact and busi- 
ness opportunities are denied the Indians even within their means by 
fayoring special interests at the expense of the Indians. This seems 
to be a policy by which the Indians will be made paupers and the 
Indian Bureau perpetuated to indulge itself upon the taxation of the 
American people. 


Gen. R. H. Pratt, founder of Carlisle Indian School and 
for 25 years its superintendent, is qualified to express a valu- 
able judgment. Here is what he says out of a greater actual 
experience with the Indian than any other man in America: 


Take 100 Indians in middle life from the lowest tribes, without any 
knowledge of cur language or our American life; entirely separate 
from each other; immerse them in our communities; encourage them 
to work along our lines; and in a week every one of them will want 
their hair cut and to be wearing civilized clothing, and will, of their 
own volition, strive to make themselves civilized and useful. In six 
months they will be understanding and speaking English. In three 
years they will be so saturated and filled with our American civilization 
as to be not only entirely willing but anxious to quit their old Indian 
life forever and live among cur people, and would do that if not bought 
or persuaded to the contrary by a selfish mismanagement. This 13 
not the theory. It is proven in my own experience with old and 
tenaciously tribal Indians removed under my care from tribal to 
civilized environment. 


I could take hours in reading excerpts from letters I have 
receiyed from honorable men as to the inefficiency of the Indian 
bureaucracy. It should not be necessary. Arbitrary power 
always becomes incompetent, for a new idea is dangerous and is 
shunned like the plague. The Indian Bureau, like all bureau- 
cracy, not only has no heart and can not feel—it has no head 
and can not think, 

Mr, LEAVITT, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KELLY. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Ido not like to have some of the gentleman’s 
statements go unchallenged. I would like to know if the gentle- 
mun knows of the work that has been done in the last three 
years on the Blackfeet Indian Reservation under this bureau 
to make the Indians self-supporting and self-respecting. They 
have greatly increased the production of wheat in these three 
8 over the production of the first year—50,000 bushels of 
wheat. 

Mr. KELLY, I have the figures here. The Blackfeet Reser- 
vation has had over $1,000,000 spent in an irrigation scheme, 
which the Bureau of Indian Affairs says is a failure, because 


there is in that territory, up there on the northern line, a 
climatic condition where you can not have successful agri- 
perl It was testified that there is a frost practically every 
mon 

Mr, CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KELLY. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. Does not the gentleman know that the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs who was in office at the time the 
Blackfeet irrigation project was under consideration recom- 
mended that project be not undertaken? 

Mr. SNYDER. It was done by the committee, 

Mr. KELLY. Yes; it was done by the committee, and 
$1,000,000 went into the hole. 

Mr. CARTER. No; it was done by Congress over the protest 
of the committee. 

Mr, SNYDER. Yes. We refused to appropriate any more 
money for that proposition up there until the people who used 
the water made an arrangement to pay for the use of it. 

Mr. CARTER. I will give the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a moment more of my time. The fact is that the Blackfeet 
Indian proposition was presented to the Indian Bureau many 
years ago. I was speaking of the initiation of the project. 
The bureau turned it down. It then came to the committee 
and the committee turned it down. It then came to the floor 
of the House and the House turned it down. But when the 
eonferees, the House managers, went into conference on the 
Indian appropriation bill we found the Blackfeet Indian project 
placed on that bill by another body, and we were unable to pass 
the bill at the short session without agreeing to it. 

Mr. KELLY. That is true. After that action the committee 
brought in continuing appropriations for that project. In all 
we appropriated more than $1,000,000 for an absolutely im- 
possible proposition on the Blackfeet Indian Reservation and 
charged it to the Indians. 7 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that I have proved that the Indian 
Bureau is an alien thing in American Government. It is a 
bureaucracy which has grown insidiously, like a cancer, 
through its own sinister lust for power and the neglect and 
indifference of Congress. It has multiplied employees and 
expenses to a Staggering total. It has woven a web of laws 
and rules until every step and act of helpless human beings 
are subject to a bureau's whims and will. It has repressed 
protests with an iron hand, violating the inherent constitu- 
tional rights of men whose only crime was an honest desire to 
help a people in bondage. It has been imbecile and inefficient 
in actual performance, wasting with reckless hands the prop- 
erty of the Indians and the funds of American taxpayers, 

It has robbed the Indians of political rights, keeping from 
citizenship the original native-born Americans. It has robbed 
them of industrial rights by chaining them where they can not 
choose their own occupation or engage in productive industry. 
It has robbed them of educational rights which belong to every 
being God ever made, that of becoming through development all 
that it is possible for him to become. Its denial of these rights 
is slaying the life of a people and burying the hope of a race. 

The Indian Bureau to-day is the old man of the sea, 90 years 
old, and still riding on the backs of the Indians. It will make 
piteous pleas to Congress to provide money for reimbursables, 
rations, and hand-outs. It will teach the Indians obedience to 
the bureau and will give him endless good advice; It will do 
everything for the Indian but get off his back. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of unloosing the throttle hold 
of this old man of the sea. I am in fayor of eliminating these 
useless expenditures by the Indian Bureau and the passage of 
legistation which will mean the end of this bureau, and thus 
write finis to its far too long record. 

I am in favor of a declaration of Americanism by this Con- 
gress and the official affirmation that the Indian is a man. 
God knows the Indians have proved their Americanism and 
their manhood. Seventeen thousand of them were in the World 
War for America, and three out of every four volunteered for 
service. Ten American Indians were given the Croix de Guerre, 
and one of them was selected by the French Government as 
the model original American soldier, whose likeness hangs 
upon the walls of the French Federal building with those of all 
allied races. One hundred and fifty Indians were decorated for 
bravery, and yet it was necessary to pass a special act to give 
them the right, on their return from bloody battle fields under 
the Stars and Stripes, even to apply for American citizenship 
in their native land. 

Mr. Chairman, if America stands for anything in this world 
it is for faith in man. We have shown our faith in our public- 


school system with its abolition of all caste and class lines and 
its open door for every child to enter and make the very best 
of its chance In life, 
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We have proved our faith in man by permitting the entrance 
of millions from alien lands, without education or training or 
previous background of history, and have made them a part of 
our national fabric. 

But our faith in man's capacity for self-government, big 
enough to include men from other countries and other races, 
has faltered and failed when it came to the native-born mem- 
bers of the American Indian race. It is late, but not too late 
to set our course by the polar star of American faith and 
American right and American justice. 

Congress must give the Indians a fair chance to become self- 
respecting, self-governing, self-supporting American citizens. 
This century-old problem must be solved in American fashion. 
That means tearing down the walls around the Indian reserva- 
tions behind which they have been encouraged to remain sub- 
ject and uncivilized, 

It means that every Indian born in the United States shall 
be a citizen of the United States, entitled to all the rights, 
privileges, and immunities of such citizenship. He must be 
given his land and property as his own. He must have the 
same appeal to the courts for the protection of his rights as 
all other Americans. 

Let the ordinary laws apply to the few who are incompe- 
tent to protect themselves, They should be wards of the 
courts just as are other incompetents, of whatever race, per- 
mitted to dispose of their property only upon approval by the 
courts, with proper protection for dependents. 

There should be no further delay in this fundamental act 
of Americanism. Long, long, indeed, has the Indian heard the 
answers to his pleas in the words of Chief Justice John 
Marshall when he decided the Cherokee Indians v. Georgia 
case in 1831: 

If it be true that these Indians have rights, this is not the tribunal 
in which these rights are to be assisted. If it be true that wrongs 
have been inflicted and that still greater are to be apprehended, this 
is not the tribunal which can redress the past or prevent the future. 


The Chief Justice was right. There is but one tribunal in 
America where the rights of the Indians can be protected and 
his wrongs redressed. That tribunal is the Congress of the 
United States, and its action is all the more imperative be- 
cause its powers have been usurped by its own creature—the 
Indian Bureau. If Congress is not recreant to every principle 
of Americanism, it will take steps now to banish this bullying, 
bungling bureaucracy, and give the American Indians their 
birthright, freedom, and American citizenship in a Government 
of all the people, for all the people, and by all the people. 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. KELLY. Surely. 

Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman has said that he wants all 
Indians to have an opportunity to become citizens; he spoke 
about an Indian boy who fought in the war, coming back home 
and finding he was not a citizen; but, as the gentleman well 
remembers, a bill bearing my name was passed early in the 
session of 1919, giving every Indian who served in the war 
the right to become a citizen upon application, and I would 
like to ask the gentleman how many took advantage of that 
right? 

Mr. KELLY. I remember the law, voted for it, and helped 
put it through the gentleman’s committee, But under that 
law it was necessary for an Indian to apply to the court for 
citizenship, after serving as a native-born American in the 
Army of the United States. 

Mr. SNYDER. How else can it be done? 

Mr. KELLY. It should be done by act of this Congress 
granting citizenship to every Indian, as a matter of simple 
justice. 

Mr. SNYDER. I just brought up that question in order to 
show the gentleman and the gentlemen of this House that the 
Indians do not apply to become citizens and they do not want 
to be citizens. 

Mr. KELLY. Well, the gentleman is wrong about that; if 
the Indian Bureau will give them a chance, I will guarantee 
they will have results which will shock the bureau. 

Mr. CARTER. I yield the gentleman one minute for the 
purpose of making a statement, and if he desires to reply I 
shall be glad to yield him time in which to do so. What the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Snyper] says is true, and the 
gentleman from New York will also recall that in prior years 
I introduced a bill, which was favorably reported by the 
Indian Committee and passed by the House upon its recom- 
mendations, which granted citizenship to every Indian within 
the limits of the United States. 

Mr. KELLY. But it was not passed by the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. But it was passed by the House, and a short 
time after that the gentleman from New York and I had the 


privilege to visit some Indian reservations, and the principal 
complaint we would hear at every place we would go was, We 
do not want this Carter citizenship bill passed, because if it 
is passed we will have to pay taxes.” And the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Snyper] will recall at one particular place 

Mr. SNYDER. At one place they had to put a guard around 
them in order to prevent their being hanged, or something of 
that sort. 

Mr. CARTER. At Albuquerque the gentleman will remember 
that a most intelligent Pueblo Indian, Pablo Abieta by name, 
appeared before us; he appeared in full Indian dress, That 
Indian made a statement before us which could be considered 
a classic; yet he was in full Indian dress, and the major por- 
tion of his address consisted of inveighing against the passage 
of the so-called Carter citizenship bill. I am in full sympathy 
with the proposition of giving citizenship to the Indians at 
the earliest possible moment, and I really think that the Indian 
who does not want citizenship should have it conferred upon 
him anyway. The reason he does not want it is that he does 
not want to pay taxes, and when an Indian advances to the 
point that he absorbs enough of the white man’s ways to resist 
the payment of taxes he has approached very near to the status 
of civilization. [Laughter and applause.] 

Now, then, I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
IMr. KELLY] one question. I agree with the gentleman fully 
about Indian citizenship. I did not hear all of the gentleman's 
address, as I was called out to take lunch with a friend from 
Oklahoma, so that I did not get to hear the first part of the 
gentleman’s speech. I want to know whether to-day he takes 
the same position he has taken in the past, to wit, that the 
Indian Bureau ought to be abolished and that all supervision 
of the Indian should be removed from him by the Government, 
States, and everyone else. And in connection with that let 
me say that we must not confuse Indian citizenship with In- 
dian supervision, either in his tribal or individual status, be- 
cause a man can be a citizen of the United States and still 
have his affairs supervised. Bearing out that statement, I 
point to the fact that the members of the Five Civilized Tribes 
in Oklahoma are all citizens of the United States and those 
tribes have many full-blood restricted Indians. 

Mr. KELLY. I want to say I have always held the same 
view since I had the pleasure of serving on the Indian Affairs 
Committee, which was the beginning of my interest in the 
question. I have not a reservation in my district or a job 
holder in this bureau from my district, and I ean at least ap- 
proach the question without pressure if I have not first-hand 
knowledge of the reservations. I believe it would have been 
better if 20 years ago drastic action had been taken and the 
Indian had been given a chance in American life to either 
sink or swim without depending upon the bureau. As it stands 
to-day I am in favor of immediate citizenship and setting a 
definite date, say two years in advance, when we shall wind up 
the affairs of this bureau which for 50 years has been a tem- 
porary proposition, by allotting the lands and dividing the 
tribal funds and the individual accounts of the Indians, giving 
each Indian what is due him. I would make the incompetent 
ones wards of the courts of the States in the same manner as 
other citizens of such States. I will say there will be far less 
suffering under that system than under the bureaucratic propo- 
sition of keeping the Indians forever in subjection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, KELLY. If I can get additional time from Mr. CARTER, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
used four additional minutes, 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield the gentleman two additional min- 
utes. We have been interested each year in hearing the gen- 
tleman's attack on things as they are. I noted the chief 
point of his address seemed to be a desire to do away with the 
tribal system entirely, and I note that the only tangible piece of 
legislation which the gentleman presents to this Congress on the 
Indian question—and of course the gentleman realizes that this 
committee is an appropriating committee and not a legislative 
committee—the only substantive proposition with reference to 
the Indian question that the gentleman offers to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs that I can learn of is H. R. 2899, pro- 
viding that everything from Washington be first referred to a 
tribal council before action is taken here. 

Mr. KELLY. Well, of course, that is one important matter 
of self-government, but a citizenship bill has been introduced, 
I made sure of that, and I propose to do what I can as a 
Member of Congress to remedy this situation. I do not per- 
sonally have to introduce all such bills. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CANTON] does not introduce every bill he favors 
on prohibition, in which he and I are both interested. I am 
here to suggest the program that I believe, as one Member of 
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the Congress, should be carried out. ean continue 
the present plan for 50 years more, if it so decides, but I am in 
favor of acting now, and in dealing with this particular bill I 
will show in the later debate where you can cut a large sum 
from this bill, as we did in 1920, and not injure the best inter- 
ests of the Indians at all. 

Mr. CRAMTON. That will be very fine, but would it not also 
be helpful if, instead of this annual speech, we could have a 
definite program outlined in a bill introduced by the gentleman? 
I do not think any bill has been introduced that meets his 
requirements, 

Mr. KELLY. Yes; there are bills which have been intro- 
duced in Congress granting citizenship and several other bills 
meeting my requirements. I trusted to the gentleman, as the 
chairman of this subcommittee, to get the information which I 
tried to have him get the last time, and I notice he has got 
some of it, and I am going to show him where he can get more. 
I do believe it is time in 1924 to say that this 90-year-old pro- 
gram is on the way toward solution and these Indians are no 
longer.to be treated as serfs, but are in our own time going to 
be given the rights of American citizenship and all their rights 
to life and liberty and property. They may make mistakes, 
but to make mistakes and correct them by experience is a right 
of free men. With all fheir possible mistakes, there will be 
less actual suffering, less starvation, less misery, under such 
freedom than there is at ths present time under this bureau sys- 
tem of arbitrary power. I em convinced that American liberty 
will solve the Indian problem. 

Mr. Chairman, I append herewith some excerpts from the 
masterly speech of Mr. Snyper, of New York, chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, delivered on the floor of the House 
January 6, 1920: 


The Indian Bureau is a government within itself as it is now man- 
aged. There is not a single activity carried on in the Government 
itself that is not carried on under the Indian Bureau, except that of the 
Army and Navy. Originally it was the plan to develop that bureau in 
the Interest of the Indian, to educate him and encourage him to become 
a citizen. But every activity which could be dragged into it under the 
guise of some benefit to the Indian has been injected, until it would 
take not only the three months we have spent in the investigation but 
it would take double the time to make a comprehensive report of the 
things which are wrong in the bureau and which ought to be corrected. 

In the seven years that the commissioner (Commissioner Selis) has 
had charge of the bureau the cost of operating it has increased a 
million dollars per annum. It has been believed by myself and every- 
body else that the Indian Bureau was a diminishing bureau; but, gen- 
tlemen, it only diminishés in one way; it diminished the number of 
Indians over which it has jurisdiction, but the expenses for operating 
for the smaller number is appreciating all the time. Gentlemen, let me 
tell you something. They have run up against a stone wall, and these 
expenditures are going to be stopped right now to the extent that this 
committee can go. 

It seems to the committee that there fs very little understanding 
among the people and perhaps among the membership of the House of 
the very many ramifications and activities embodied in the Indian Serv- 
ice. The bureau seems to the committee to be almost a government 
within a government. 


I also add the list of bureau employees, classified according 
to nature of position and number of each, in Washington and 
in the field service, as furnished to me by the bureau: 


Orrich or INDIAN AFFAIRS (D. C.). 


1. Total number of regular employees in bureau at present, 228. 
2. Classification of employees as to title or kind of positions and 
number under each classification : 


Assistant Commissioner 
Pe a. eee 
Financial clerk (chief of division) 
Chiefs of divisions___..._._------~-_- 
Assistant chief of division 
Law clerk <<< ~~ sso —-—̈4 44 
Private secretary -—-------_.---~-~----.~--_----_---__----- 
Examiner, irrigation accounts „% 
rr 0 Se Peel eS 
‘Clerks, clas, 4,313 8000 a es aea 
Clerks, class 8, $1,600 (including 3 employees doing drafting) —~ 
Clerks, class 2, $1,400 ee ad 5 stenographers and typists). 
Clerks, class 1, $1,200 (including 27 stenographers and typists) 
ETE ATE Ae Oy ̃ aha eee et a eee 
S 0 (Including 15 stenographers and typists, and 
A — — — en ee —— 
Clerks, $900 (including 1 typist) 7 „4„„%⁵ — 
Clete T—T—T—T—T—T————ů—— 
Messenger, 88 
Messenger boys, 8420 — — 
Assistant messengers, $720. 


— — 


Moo Desde 
Cee Hon 1 thd gee OTe eet 


8. Number of employees, by States: 


Bae am ao a a i ee a ee en ne ee ee 


CTT. —. ̃ ——.. —. BERLE REO 


Kentucky 
ee —— — 
Massach 

AIAT a SRR LSS CE AS MEL SNAPS ROP eat era ee 
MES OR OCR SS aise Hinde en te pe Bae ae aa 
DE i) Pa TE AS San SSeS RS eS Ss 
Missouri 
Maryland 
New Hampshire- 
North Carolina__ 


— 


ee aL) ope ES ES Ea TESA ES wc 
BO AD 0) SORTER eS PETS R SIA a ee aE ne OS Ree co 
renee ER PAIPS LAC AINE Ge PIE BA SEMA ee . — — 


— 
EFD 


— 


r 


West roia 
Wisconsin 


(Three vacancies.) 

4. Number of employees, Indians and others, who are employed part 
time and not carried as regular employees, none. 

5. Total amount paid in salaries and expenses of employees (basic 
salary, 228 employees, fiscal year 1924), $309,150. 

Total number of regular employees in Indian fleld service at present, 
5,254. 

Classification of employees as to title or kind of positions and number 
under each classification : 


— 


F VRBO sts sas cas ss ees ̃ ͤ gh p 
Supervisors of Indian schools „„ 
BDAC GUISE PR oe ee a a es Ssh — 1 
Supervisor of Indian employment — — 
CCTV Aan 


Special agent for Choctaw Indians. 
Probate attorney 
Spena attorney for Pueblo Indlans 

xaminers of inheritance =m 
Coal and asphalt trustees 47572 — 
Chief irrigation enge. —AE-—̃ĩ ͤ— 
Assistant chief irrigation engineer. 
A A T One a n A Hs ee a ees 
Chief medical supervisor. ðͤ 
Medica) apipéervisor so. anr aa e 
Special commissioners to negotiate with Indians 
Special alloting a 
Chief supervisor o 
Supervisors of forests z 
Trp berm at os . es eee => 


— 


Forest exam! 
Cruisers —— 
Poresttopogrenner << a pe ees — 
TTT Ss 
Gas inspectors -== is 
Oll and gas in 
Assistant oil an 


gas inspector 
Assistant oil inspectors --=-=- — — E 
Supervising plugging inspector 2 44444„„ “4 
Oll-well p ugeet. w A SLS Reh O a 
Assistant oll and gas well plugger..____-__.-_-__ 444„„ 
EE Sapa IIs SIRS RB ATE ee eee SE REN 
Superintendent „ 
Superintendent and physicians- ------ 
Assistant superintendent and principals. 
Assistant superintendent and physician 
Superintendents. of warebouses - 


to 
OD bI O DD DI i pet pad KO DS DS He jt iia OS T jt DD HE TG DS pai pat E E i DS CAL t OO Hel OL pat OO OO pat 


G ²˙—A—A a ——. — 1 
Traveling auditors BN PE Aral ees SOLES ee as eae TATE 5 
Cott it, Ee et i eS SS ee en 2 
c e SA RA he 62 
Stenographer and typewriters______._----.--_---.-.--1 . 29 
Physicien. is) charge oS ee 1 
Physicians 33 
ans 183 
Dentists -----— 7 
96 

1 

11 

4 

60 

1 

726 

28 
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A S Gr Meee ne eee 9 
Teachers of —— — . 8 
Se pt — * — —-— * 
Ois athletic director zat 1 
ey nly Ee ESS TE E 4 
eie UP. r A — 1 
77CC———— = PL SRT = 
16 


Superintendents of construction 
Superintendents of industries 
OT ae ea las cea ———— 
Construction foremen 
Cty tL «Sie pean Chey A Be ales A CI NS nee feo E Ale 
General mechanics. 


Ove otal 
Electricians- 
Wagon maker 
Dredge engineers 
TRU a AE A ES a RE 
Firemen____ 

hf pce 
Millers. 


— — of livestock and stockmen 4444 


ü CERES RISERS Cen Een Soe SUEY 


Mill 3 Dee 

ard foreman 
Planing: -mill foreman 
Assistant sales manager 
Superintendent of logging 
AT 
Senlers .._.- 


ge 
Torest guards .___-...... — — 
Forest — 


S Go one 
Chainmen m m em 
SONETS of ditches 
Ditch riders — 


Gate MIA NR er ae Le y Si Re na 
Iimekeepers 
Well drillers.. 


Excavator operators 

Overseer, Indian employment 
Kain — ii é— 
Sretan e —. 
Laborers — 
Watchmen A 
Stablemen___ S 
TN, RSE SESS —— 
:. a ch a — 
Interpreters. 
Assistants 


Number of employees, by States: 


Abm. —: — —ZA(q—ͤ ꝑꝛL? een 


— 
be a a 


H 
on 
NONN TONNAN AHO Ont tom 


7 
264 


-e pA 
PECANS Riba tS Ete 


Hi hgt 
SOS A 


k 
KIRNA miho 


4T 


Number of employees, Indians and others, who are employed part 
time and not carried as regular employees: No record is kept of these 
employees, 


Total amount paid in salaries and expenses of employees 
(basic salary, 5,254 employees, fiscal year 1924)_-___ $4, 476, 862. 66 


Basic salaries __.....__ Bivens PRE —— ae 248, 227. 50 
Traveling expenses (approximate) 228. 135. 10 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. LEAVITT]. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, what I have 
to say is merely to clear the record about one or two things 
that have been asserted in the previous talk. Last year I 
had an opportunity to visit for a period of several days the 
Blackfeet Indian Reservation and go into the homes of the 
Indians day after day and go into a council with their leading 

men, particularly the full-blood Indians. I was asked by 
| them to bring to Congress their request that what is known 
| as the five-year program, instituted by Superintendent Camp- 
| bell, now just completing its third year, be continued, and 
that nothing be allowed to stop it, because it is helping to 
| make these Indians self-supporting, and therefore self-respect- 
| ing. For example, three years ago, at the beginning of this 
program, Superintendent Campbell under this bureau got some 
| gardening and farming started, with the result that 1,100 
| bushels of wheat were raised. That was done in this place 
| that the gentleman from Pennsylvania said has a frost every 
month and is not an agricultural country. 

The next year 15,000 bushels were raised, and this year it 
is estimated they raised 50,000 bushels through arousing the 
interest of the Indians in diversified agriculture. They have 
been induced to have pigs, chickens, dairy eattle, and the word 
they wanted me to bring in here was that it is the beginning 
| of a movement that is going to teach them how to make them- 
| selves self-supporting. They do not want you to interfere with 
that program, because they see in it a ray of hope for the 

future. 

Mr. SNYDER. Can the gentleman tell me how many of 
these Indians want to become citizens? 

Mr. LEAVITT. My idea would be that of the full-blooded 
Indians, and those are the ones that I am more interested in, 
practically none at all. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I take this occasion to compli- 
| ment the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramron] in charge 
of the Interior Department appropriation bill for the care and 
attention he has given to every detail and item of that measure. 
He has a most commendable work, and I hope that the House 
understands the magnitude of it. All that we of the West ask 
is that the trnth about the West be made known. We therefore 
| highly appreciate the fact that the gentleman from Michigan 
| has gone out during his vacation, when he was not called upon 


7 to leave his home, and in many weeks of hard travel, inspected 


5 
5 
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Minnesota 


193 


the various reclamation projects, the Indian schools and reser- 
vations, the national parks, and other activities of the Interior 
Department in order that he might bring accurate information 
to the House. 
The Japanese, a very ancient race, have a saying that “One 
| look is better than a thousand words.” The gentleman in charge 
of this bill has taken that look, and when he tells the House 
about the situation on a project or reservation he has in mind 
the background of his own actual experience, which makes 
22 his opinion most valuable. I congratulate him not only for hav- 
ing personally acquired a vast fund of information but also for 
having the courage and ability to successfully defend the con- 


“=~ 251 | clusions that he has reached. 
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It is sad to contrast the words of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Cramton] with the speech made by my friend, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY], who brings to the 
House secondhand information acquired by the reading of books 
or by having somebody tell him about something that he never 
has seen for himself. That is the difference, the great and 
vital difference, between the man who has actually seen and the 
man who has only heard. 

Mr. KELLY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLY. I never saw a negro in slavery In my life, but 
I am opposed to it. I am opposed to a system of servitude even 
though it ls among the Indians. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania how many Indian reservations he has ever vis- 
ited? 

Mr. KELLY. That is the same question that the gentleman 
put to me a year ago. I told him then I had visited two 
reservations and one Indian school, and I also told the gentle- 
man that I have not an employee from my district in the 
Indian Bureau. I will put In the Recor a list of the employees 
from the different States which will be illuminating. I have 
taken the information that I secured in two years’ service on 
the Indian Affairs Committee, and it made such an impression 
on me that I determined that as long as I stayed in Congress 
the Indian Bureau bill is not going through without some 
expression on my part, weak as it may be, against this bureau- 
cracy. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, there are on every Indian 
reservation discontented Indians. This is particularly true 
with the mixed breeds; Indians who have in their veins white 
blood, and who are shrewder, perhaps, on that account, It 
is often they who seek to rob their full-blood brother out of 
his property. 

It is that class of Indians and that class almost alone for 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania speaks. We see that 
kind of Indians hanging around the doors of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and in the corridors of the Capitol seeking to 
get special legislation enacted to submit ancient claims to the 
Court of Claims, claims utterly without merit, claims that 
crooked attorneys have fostered in the hope of collecting fat 
fees. I am frank to say that I suspect that much of the gen- 
tleman’s information comes from such sources rather than 
from the real full-blood Indians, who can not or do not come 
to Washington and about whom we can not ascertain the facts 
unless we visit the reservations. I have confidence enough in 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in his good sense and sound 
judgment, to say that if he would go out to the Indian country 
and observe the actual conditions he would change his point 
of view. Any Member of Congress who wants to be fair should 
at least make that much of an effort before he presumes to 
speak with authority on the Indian problem. 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. HAYDEN. With pleasure. 

Mr. SNYDER. The speech from our friend from Pennsyl- 
vania that we have repeated to us annually reminds me of a 
conference that I have with my good wife each year when we 
come to Washington. She does not care particularly about 
leaving the comforts of home for a hotel in this city. Every 
time we come here the first night we have an extended argu- 
ment as to how long she is going to remain. At the beginning 
of this session of Congress we had the same discussion, and I 
said, “ My dear, that is a good speech, but there is nothing new 
in it.“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. KELLY. If the gentleman from Arizona will yield, I 
want to say that I am going to put in the Recorp excerpts of 
a speech made four years ago by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SNyper], and it was a better speech than he makes 
to-day. 

Mr. SNYDER. That may be true to some extent, but I am 
wise enough to change my mind when the later opinion is 
based upon experience, 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the reference made to the 
gentleman’s annual Indian speech reminds me that last year 
he quoted at great length from various authorities, as of 
course he was compelled to do, because he had no first-hand 
information. The gentleman from Pennsylvania read from a 
book written by James McLaughlin, a distinguished citizen 
of this country who has devoted many years of his life to a 
study of the Indian problem. The book is entitled“ My Friend 
the Indian.” Sins of omission may not be so great us sins 
of commission, but, nevertheless, they are sins. In making 
a quotation from the concluding paragraph of Major Mc- 
Laughlin’s book, the gentleman from Pennsylvania omitted 


two sentences which vitally changed its meaning. Look in 
the CoxoRESSTON AL Recorp and you will find that the parn- 
graph reads right along smoothly, with nothing to indicate in 
any manner that anything has been left out. This is the be- 
ginning of the quotation which the gentleman placed in his 
speech last year: 

Give the people the money they have coming: give it to them as 
soon as possible. Do away with the leading strings and checkreing 
by which the Indian is now so handicapped, and he will immediately 
feel the necessity for demonstrating his capacity to manage his own 
estate. 


That would indicate that Major McLaughlin entirely agreed 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the Indian Bu- 
reau ought to be abolished, that there should be no supervision 
over the funds or property of Indians, Yet, between those 
two sentences is this further statement, which the gentleman 
failed to quote: 


So soon as the proper official declares that an Indian is competent 
to administer his own affairs, let that Indian have his portion of 
the funds, also a patent in fee for his allotment, and let him shift 
for himself. This procedure would relieve the Government of the 
care of these funds and build up manhood and individual self-reliance, 
which can never be realized under the present doling-out system. 


These words can not be construed to mean anything else than 
that Major McLaughlin stands for supervision. He says that 
when the proper official having jurisdiction over the Indians 
is of the opinion that an Indian is competent to handle his 
own property he should have it. The gentleman omitted that 
most important statement entirely from the quotation printed 
as a part of his speech in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and 
thereby gave the House and the country to understand that 
Major McLaughlin was utterly opposed to what he deseribed 
here to-day as “ supersupervision,” 

Mr. KELLY. I hope the gentleman will put in also the other 
statement which I put into the Recorp from that same book, 
about the tragic effect of this entire system of supervision, 
pauperizing the Indians, and that it would haye been much 
better if years ago they had been cast adrift. Will the gentle- 
man put that in? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I shall be very glad to print the whole book 
in the Recorp if it would please the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLY. Oh, no; but I noticed in a speech by some one 
on this floor that Major McLaughlin gave out a statement that 
he had changed his mind, as the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Snyper] has changed his mind, about the quotation that I 
made, and I am wondering if there is any connection between 
the fact that he changed his mind and that he is still in the 
bureau. 

Mr. HAYDEN. But the fact remains that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania by omission misinformed the House and the 
country in regard to Major McLaughlin’s conclusions as to a 
proper solution of the Indian problem. 

Mr, KELLY. I did not; and I hope the gentleman will put 
in the rest of what I quoted about pauperizing those Indians, 
and that out in South Dakota they had been pauperizing them. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The best way to prevent the Indians from 
being pauperized, if the gentleman will permit me to proceed, 
is proper and efficient supervision by officials of the Indian 
Bureau. If there are in the Indian Service men unfitted to 
exercise the authority that the law gives them, we should 
promptly get rid of them and secure the services of others who 
will do justice to these wards of the Government. 

The gentleman will not find Major McLaughlin or any one 
else who has in his heart a desire to do the right thing and the 
square thing by the old, rusty-footed, full-blood Indian, enter- 
taining any other thought than that we must keep and main- 
tain a careful supervision over his property until such time 
as he or his children are so trained and educated that they 
can be trusted not to squander it. 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I decline to yield further. The gentleman 
comes from the great State of Pennsylvania, where there are 
no Indians. It is nothing to him, therefore, if all of the In- 
dians in the United States are ruined, for they will not fall 
as paupers upon the bounty of his State. I live in a State 
where there are more full-blood Indians than in any other in 
the Union. Their lands have been conserved to them in reser- 


vations. They are at present absolutely unable to meet our 
standard of American citizenship. The majority of them can 
not speak the English language. If the reservations were abol- 
ished and their property handed over to the Arizona Indians, 
I am satisfied that it would not be very long before scheming 
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men would cheat them out of everything that they have. Then 
there would be forced upon the taxpayers of the State of Ari- 
zona the burden of maintaining a vast number of paupers. 

Aside from the moral question Involved in permitting incom- 
petent persons to obtain control of property worth millions of 
dollars when they have no appreciation of its value, I stand 
firmly for the principle of supervision in order to protect the 
best interests of the white men who are taxpayers in my State. 
I shall print as a part of my remarks an extract from a letter 
recently written by the Governor of Arizona to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, which shows that I am not alone in 
this view: 

I have seen the Indians of Arizona make giant strides in the past 
40 years toward civilization, but they have a long way to go yet be- 
fore they are competent to protect themselves from the wiles of dis- 
honest white men. I would consider it a tragedy if the fostering hand 
of our Government were taken away from the Arizona Indians and 
they were left to take their chances with those hungry for their land. 
It would mean, in my judgment, the overthrow of all that has been 
done to bring the Indian to a higher state of civilization and would 
result in their becoming paupers and public charges. 

I trust that no support will be given to any measure at this time 
which would assign to the control of the Indians the property be- 
longing to them. I believe that in some cases the rights of citizen- 
ship and the right to participate in the Government should be extended 
to the American Indian, but his property must be guarded for him. 


Mr. SNYDER. They are at present a self-sustaining set of 
Indians. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Indians in Arizona, particularly the 
Pimas, Papagos, and Navajos, earn their bread by the sweat of 
their face, and I do not intend that they shall be either pauper- 
ized by per capita payments and doles or cheated out of that 
which is rightfully theirs. 


Mr. KELLY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAYDEN. I yield. 
Mr. KELLY. I will also put into the Recorp the statement 


of Mr. Andrew J. Ashurst, from the gentleman’s own State, 
who for eight years was an employee of the Indian Bureau, and 
who served on four reservations. His statement is that the 
sooner this bureaucratic system is removed the better it will 
-be for the Indians. He had been there as an employee of the 
Indian Bureau for eight years. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Let us see if I can state the gentleman’s 
position correctly. He favors, not an immediate abolition 
of the Indian Bureau—— 

Mr. KELLY. Oh, that can not be done to-morrow. 

Mr. HAYDEN. But within, say, two years from now; he 
would abolish the Bureau of Indian Affairs and he would give 
to every Indian his share of land and his share of the other 
tribal property. After that, as the gentleman has said, “ Let 
the Indian look out for himself.” Is that the gentleman's idea 
as to what should be done? 

Mr. KELLY. Except that I qualify as to the incompetents, 
who should be made the wards of the courts in the different 
States. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Well, as to the courts, the gentleman just 
quoted John Marshall, Chief Justice of the United States, to the 
effect that a court was no place where the rights of Indians 
could be assisted. 

Mr. KELLY. That was a State matter which was before 
the Supreme Court. The State court can take jurisdiction of 
the incompetent Indians. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That experiment has been tried, and the 
gentleman should know of the many complaints that have been 
made upon the floor of this House in the instances where Con- 
gress conferred jurisdiction over the property of Indians upon 
certain State courts, It was repeatedly charged that the local 
judges, being elected by the white people, did not give justice 
to the Indians. 

Mr. CARTER. And in the very case the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania cited the State of Georgia refused to comply with 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Now, gentlemen of the committee, not to 
devote all of my time to the many misstatements of fact, as I 
view them, made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who 
seems to be so lacking in knowledge as to the actual situation 
on the Indian reservations, let us look at this problem in a 
constructive way. We have in the United States Indians 
whose ancestors were here before the white people came. This 
Government very wisely adopted a policy of segregating cer- 
tain parts of the public domain as reservations for their use 
and occupancy. On these reservations the Indians were kept 
in communities of their own. Having but little opportunity to 
associate with the white people, they were inclined to retain 


their old customs and ways of living. To make them like 
other American citizens, Congress has established Indian 
schools, where the children may be taught the English lan- 
guage. Until they can speak English, no one will deny that 
they are handicapped in dealing with white men in business 
transactions. 

At first the progress was slow, but the Indians are waking 
up to the necessity and advantage of education. In 1920 there 
were about 65,000 Indian children in the Government schools. 
Last year the number of pupils had increased to over 85,000. 
Up to a few years ago it was necessary to send out the Indian 
police and by force take these children away from their parents 
and place them in the schools. Now they are clamoring for 
admission, and by this bill the capacity of many of the schools 
is being increased to meet their needs. 

What has taken place this year in the Papago village of 
Vamori illustrates this great change in the viewpoint of 
the Indians. The chief of the village came to the day-school 
teacher and asked if a night school could not be organized. 
When asked where he obtained the idea the chief said: 


I see that the children like to go to school and are doing well, 
and we older people would like to learn English, but we can not go 
in the daytime, so I thought we might go at night. 


Recently a meeting was held in the Vamori schoolhouse, - 
at which the older people told—thronugh an interpreter—why 
they wanted to go to school. One said: 


The white man had much knowledge in farming and took only 
the best land, which was the Indians’ hunting and fishing grounds. 
To justify tbese things the Government promised to erect schools 
and educate the Indians, but many Indians had the spirit of hatred 
at heart and tried to seare the children so they would not go to 
school. Others did not go because they did not realize what good 
the Government was trying to do for them. I heard a man tell, 
one time, that the reason he did not go to school was because his 
father told him if he would go to a white man’s school they would 
put him in a big pot and boil him until his skin would come off 
like a potato; then he would be a white man. 


An Indian woman said: 


I have never gone to school, but I was among the first to want 
a night school organized. Many times I have wanted to express my 
thanks or appreciation to a white person and could not. No doubt 
they thought I was ungrateful. 

An old Indian said: 

Many times I have refused a good job, because I did not nnder- 
stand English. When I am among white people I have to depend 
on an interpreter to say what I want, and it is slow and not always 
interpreted correctly, and we have misunderstandings. Often, when 
a white person is talking, I don’t know whether he is angry or 
pleased, and so I am unhappy. Many years ago there were not 
many white people here, and we did not realize the need in the 
future of an education. Now I am sorry I did not go to school. 


Not only are the Indians beginning to appreciate the neces- 
sity of education, but the great majority of them are anxious 
to have the Government conserve their property and thereby 
prevent them from being robbed of their real estate, their water 
rights, their minerals, or their timber. Congress has done what 
was necessary in order for them to have a proper economic 
standing. Of course, it is going to take time to change a whole 
race of people who speak a different tongue, who were origi- 
nally savages or at least barbarians, and make an American 
citizen out of them. In my judgment it will be necessary to 
pass two or three generations of Indian children through the 
Indian schools before that can be done. s 

It is easy to take the children away from a reservation, 
clean them up, dress them up, cut their hair, and keep them 
in school long enough to learn to read and write and talk our 
tongue. But when they go back to the reservation many of 
them are like a young American boy from a country town who 
goes to Yale or Harvard. He learns the college ways and then 
comes back home wearing the latest cut of clothes. The rest 
of the people in that little town say, “ He thinks he is better 
than we are.” To get along with his friends and neighbors 
he soon adopts their customs and ways of living. That is ex- 
actly what the Indian boy Goes when he goes back to the reser- 
vation. He may again wear the blanket, but that does not 
mean that every idea acquired in school had gone out of his 
head. That is not true. When the time comes for his children 
to go to school no compulsion is necessary. He sends them 
there willingly, and in the second or third generation the results 
of Indian education become both real and apparent. 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman from Arizona will permit, 
let me ask him if this is not true. When these Indians were 
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first taken from the wigwam and congregated in schools, was it 
not a fact that when the boy or child woke up the next morning 
after he returned to his parents’ home that he found that his 
suit of clothes was missing and his Indian blanket was in their 
place, placed there by his mother who was afraid he would be 
ridiculed if he went out in the white man’s garb? Now that has 
passed away. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That old custom Is passing away, and yet we 
are asked to blame the Indian children for trying to please 
their own fathers and mothers, whom they love and respect as 
we do our parents. It is not to be expected that because a 
child is put through a hothouse system of education in some 
Indian school, that thereby we can change the whole nature of 
the tribe to which he returns. In time, by education, we will 
make out of the Indians a body of citizens who will be a credit 
to America. They will be better Americans and more loyal 
to our country than many foreign immigrants we are now 
trying to Americanize. 

Mr, WEFALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAYDEN, I yield. 

Mr. WEFALD. I have been very much interested in the 
gentleman's address. The gentleman said something about the 
difference between the mixed-blood and the full-blood Indians. 
If I understood the gentleman aright, I understood him to say 
‘that the mixed blood was in many ways a much inferior man, 
but that he was keen all the time to prey upon the Indians, 
Do you want us to infer that you lay all these difficulties 
against the mixed blood? 

Mr. HAYDEN. No, I do not. I do say, based on my experi- 
ence as a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
House for over 10 years, that there have been a great many 
instances where shrewd mixed-blood Indians have been here 
in Washington asking for things to be done for their tribe 
which, when we came to analyze the proposal, we found not 
to be for the welfare of the full-blood members of the tribe, 
In many instances we have ascertained that these mixed-blood 
Indians have a very selfish purpose to serve. 

I do not want to be misunderstood. Among the mixed bloods 
are many men and women of the highest character. They are 
a credit to their American citizenship. Many of them have 
taken a deep interest in the welfare of the full-blood Indians 
und are doing everything possible to advance them in the 
ways of civilization. 

Mr. WEFALD. If you want to keep the full-blood Indians 
all the time under the influence and control of the Indian Bu- 
reau and have the Indian Bureau stand between them and the 
evil influences of the half-breeds, how are you going to bring 
about the civilization of the full-blood Indians? 

Mr. HAYDEN. We are going to send the children of the 
full-blood Indians to school and see that the full-blood Indians 
and their children are protected as they ought to be. We are 
going to try to conserve their property for them, so that when 
they become competent there will be something left of the 
tribal estate. 

I hold no brief for the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Like every 
other human organization, it is far from perfect. There are 
some among those employed in this work who should have been 
discharged long ago, but perhaps none better could be found to 
take their places at the meager rates of pay allowed to those 
who enter the service. There are others who have become so 
fanatical that they can see nothing but the Indian side of 
every question. They seem unable to realize that in many 
instances the Indians and their white neighbors have a com- 
munity of interest which can best be served by doing justice to 
both. Tam gratified to report that the drones and the fanatics 
are few in number. 

I do not want to let this opportunity pass without saying 
that no one can observe the work that has been done by the 
field service of the Indian Bureau on the reservations without 
being convinced that throughout that service there are many 
people who have unselfishly devoted their lives to the welfare 
of the American Indian. The compensation paid has not been 
sufficient to hold anyone long in the Indian Service. The oppor- 
tunity to accumulate a competence is entirely lacking. 

Many of the agencies and schools are located so far away 
from civilization that no one, unless he is blessed with the spirit 
of a true Christian, who has his heart in the work, could be 
induced to stay in the Indian Service. That fine missionary 
spirit is all that has kept them there. 


To insinuate, as has been done on the floor of the House to- 


day, that the Indian Service is a great bureaucracy, with no 
good motive in it, that they are all “ pay rollers,” and that the 
only desire on the part of the officials and employees of the 
Indian Bureau is to increase their power and authority, without 


having any real interest in the Indians, does not conform to 
the truth, 

I hope that in another year, and before the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY] makes another speech, he will have 
an opportunity to find out the truth and bring it to the House. 
Heretofore he seems to have accepted as the truth what some- 
body has told him. He has listened only to some disgruntled 
Indian, some disappointed or discharged employee, or some 
attorney with an ax to grind. These people have told their 
stories to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and without any 
verification he repeats them to the House. He has done that 
again to-day. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania owes it to himself, to the 
Congress, and to the Indians to first learn what the facts are. 
I promise him that if he will come to Arizona I shall be very 
glad to see that he has every opportunity to get some first-hand 
information. He will not be subjected to any interference in 
any way by the Indian Bureau or by anyone else. Nor have I 
any fear but that he will conclude that the Arizona Indians. 
who are among the best of all the American Indians, still need 
the supervision and assistance to which he now so strenuously 
objects. [Applause.] 

Mr. CARTER, Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CONNERY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is 
recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I was requested a few days 
ago by the representative of one of the large news services to 
give out a statement on the bonus from the viewpoint of a man 
who had served 19 months in France as an enlisted man in the 
One hundred and first Infantry of the Twenty-sixth (Yankee) 
Division. I gave out this statement, and now, in view of the 
information received this morning as to the findings of the 
Republican caucus of last evening, I am more firmly convinced 
than ever that the propaganda of which I wrote in this article 
has already gotten in its deadly work, [Applause.] 

The article is as follows: 


(Written for Cosmopolitan News Service.) 


CONSPIRACY TO BEAT BONUS SEEN— CONGRESSMAN CONNERY ACCUSES BIG 
BUSINESS OF PLOT TO DEFEAT VETS. 


(By Congressman WILLIAM P. CONNERY, Jr., of Massachusetts.) 


Have Uncle Sam's 4,000,000 soldiers been treated fairly since they 
marched away to win the war? 

Should adjusted compensation be paid them at once by Congress? 

The following is the viewpoint of an ex-soldier, who served 19 months 
in France, fought through all the major engagements with the Yankee 
Division and was decorated for gallantry on the field of battle, 

Every fair-minded citizen who has read the fourfold adjusted com- 
pensation bill, and who is interested in the welfare of his country, must 
be convinced that a sweeping reduction of taxes can be put into effect 
and the bonus paid simultaneously without the least detriment to the 
finances of the Nation. a 

Members of Congress are dait receiving letters protesting against 
the “ unmitigated effrontery ” of the ex-service men in eyen expressing 
the desire that Congress should pass a bonus. All of these letters are 
of the same caliber, and I have yet to see one that came from what 
might be termed “an ordinary American citizen.” Those in my files 
are all from big corporations and large business firms. 

I am firmly convinced that there is a well-organized, concerted con- 
spiracy, concocted by the big moneyed interests of the country and their 
hirelings, to attempt to defeat the proposed soldiers“ bonus. The 
avaricious appetites of these financial wolves, having been only whetted 
by the grand profiteering banquet of the World War, and seeing no 
dainty morsel for them in the bonus blll with which they might ap- 
pease their still ravenous hunger for ill-gotten gains, they sink thelr 
fangs into the throats of the ex-service men and then try to hide be- 
hind their hypocritical and weird howl of “ the American soldier should 
not commercialize his patriotism.” 

These same wolves, if you please, were the little lambs of war time 
who stood upon the sidewalks and upon the docks, waving American 
flags and crying out from the depths of their 100 per cent, unadulter- 
ated Americanism, “ Good-by, good luck, and God bless you, boys. 
When you come back nothing will be too good for vou.“ And that is 
exactly what the ex-service man is getting to-day—* nothing.“ 

In the light of present events what they should have said was, 
“When you come back, boys, may the Lord have mercy upon your 
bodies and souls and those of your families.” 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Hastrnes]. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Roach). The gentleman from Okla- 
homa is recognized for 30 minutes, 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, as the chairman of the subcommittee haying charge of 
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is bill said, I also am deeply interested in this appropriation 
ill that deals with the internal development of this great 

country. I know of no appropriation bill that will come be- 
fore the House in which we all have a deeper interest than 
this. 

I want to congratulate, in the first place, the members of 
the subcommittee that gave so much painstaking care to the 
preparation of this bill. I believe it is one of the best appro- 

riation bills, so far as the Indian Service is concerned—and 
1 am more familiar with that than I am with other parts 
of the bill—that has ever been brought before the House, and 
I want to express my appreciation of the various appropria- 
tions that have been made for the Indian Service. 

I have lived among the Indians all my life. I am enrolled 
as a member of the Cherokee Tribe. I yield to no man in 
sympathy with the Indians of this country. I would not know- 
ingly vote for any law that was to their detriment or their 
disadvantage. Neither would I withhold my approval and de- 
cline to vote for any law that would abolish any bureau that 
I thought was not for their best interest. 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs was first created under the 
War Department at a very early date. A Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs was provided in the year 1832 under the War 
Department. The Bureau of Indian Affairs was transferred 
from the War Department to the Interior Depurtment when 
the Interior Department was created in 1849. 

Gentlemen of the House, it is an easy matter to criticize; it 
is more difficult to construct. Our good friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KELLY], who has not been brought into intimate 
touch with the Indians, has taken occasion to criticize most 
severely the Indian Bureau. Of course, when there are as 
many employees in a particular service as there are in the In- 
dian Service, you can always find the acts of some individuals 
in it to criticize. You will find that in every department of 
the Government. 

But let me say in the first place, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
every confidence in the present Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, Mr. Burke. He was for a number of years a distin- 
guished Member of this House; honest, capable, and pains- 
taking. During his service as a Member of this House he 
seryed on the Committee on Indian Affairs and for a number 
of years he was its honored chairman, and I think the present 
administration is to be congratulated on having secured the 
services of a man so familiar with Indian affairs and so sym- 
pathetic toward the Indians as Mr. Burke. 

And I do not believe, knowing him as I do, that he would 
permit any injustice to be done anywhere throughout the In- 
dian Service if it were brought to his attention through any 
reliable source. In this connection let me also refer to his very 
able assistant, Mr. Meritt. He has been in the Indian Service 
for a number of years and for the past 10 years he has been 
Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I believe I voice 
the sentiment of every member of the Indian Committee before 
whom Mr. Meritt has appeared when I say I do not think 
there is any more honest, capable, and painstaking man in the 
publie service, and I do not believe there is any man who has 
a more intimate understanding of the details of his particular 
bureau than Mr. Meritt. Neither would permit an injustice 
to any Indian, 

Complaint has been made that there are some 5.400 men in 
the Indian Service. Comparison has been made between the 
number of employees in 1889 and those who are at present in 
the Indian Service. Let me invite attention to the fact that 
in 1889 we dealt with Indians as a whole; they were then 
upon Indian reservations. Now we deal with them as indi- 
viduals. Let me illustrate the difference, if I may, with the 
Five Civilized Tribes. Along in 1889, and for a few years prior 
thereto, you had a superintendent of the Union Agency at 
Muskogee; he had one clerk and a number of policemen. You 
dealt with the Five Civilized Tribes as tribes and not as indi- 
viduals. Since that time agreements have been made with 
these tribes which provided for the making of their rolls, and 
there were 50,000 applicants for enrollment in the Cherokee 
Tribe alone, and of the 50,000 applicants each case had to be 
heard and reported upon and there were some 283 of the con- 
tested applicants finally admitted. There were finally enrolled 
as members of the Cherokee Tribe 41,824. At present you deal 
with the restricted members of that tribe indjvidually but in 
1889 you dealt with the tribe as a whole. 

Mr, KELLY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I do, although the gentleman objected very 
much to interruptions, but I yield. 

Mr. KELLY. Oh, no; I yielded, except on one occasion, 
several times. How long did it take to get that individualiza- 
tion of the Five Civilized Tribes which began in 1889? 


Mr, HASTINGS. 
take a little time. 
mission was provided for in the act of March 3, 1893, which 
finally succeeded in negotiating agreements, and under these 
and by acts of Congress provision was made from 1897 to 1902 
with the Five Civilized Tribes, which provided for the making 


I will answer the gentleman, but it will 
In the first place, let me say that a com- 


of their rolls, the surveying and alloting of their lands. The 
rolls were finally completed on March 4, 1907. Of the Five 
Civilized Tribes there were 101,519 members enrolled altogether. 
All of their lands—about 19,000,000 acres—had to be allotted; 
after the rolls were made the lands had to be first surveyed 
and then allotted among the individual members. 

Of course, that necessitated a very, very great increase in the 
Indian Service in the field among the Five Civilized Tribes. 
In 1889 the Indian Service had 2 or 8 employees and about 20 
Indian policemen in Oklahoma; but, of course, the number was 
very greatly increased after these agreements were made pro- 
viding for the enrollment of the Indians and the allotment of 
the lands of the members of the Five Civilized Tribes. Of 
course, this necessitated the increase of the employees of the In- 
dian Service. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY] spoke of the 
number of restricted Indians. Of the 101,519 Indians enrolled 
as members of the Five Civilized Tribes, there were some 75,000 
of these Indians dealt with individually, and there were some 
87,000 of them known as restricted Indians. A restricted In- 
dian is an Indian over whom the Government has some super- 
vision of his property; in other words, the Government believes 
it is unsafe to turn that Indian loose and free him from all 
Government supervision. 

It has been the policy, not only of the present Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, but of the former Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, to turn the Indians loose as rapidly as it can be done 
safely. And let us see how we have progressed along this line. 
Of the 75,000 enrolled members of the Five Civilized Tribes 
and using the membership in these tribes only Illustrates 
what has been done in all the other tribes—as I said a moment 
ago, there had heen some 87,000 restricted members. It is now 
estimated that of the 87,000 there are less than 20,000 restricted 
members of the Five Civilized Tribes. The supervision of these 
restricted members is under a superintendent and a large force 
of field employees in eastern Oklahoma. And let me say that in 
Oklahoma there are 33 Indian tribes; in addition to the Five 
Civilized. Tribes, there are about 28 other tribes scattered 
throughout Oklahoma, all of them aggregating about one hun- 
dred and nineteen and some odd thousand Indians. So we have 
many other Indians in Oklahoma besides the members of the 
Five Civilized Tribes to be legislated for and supervised, 

After their lands were allotted they were supervised by repre- 
sentatives of the Indian Office in the field, and I believe that 
every man who understands the Indian Service, who has grown 
up in it, and who has an intimate knowledge of it can not stand 
upon the floor and advocate the turning of these Indians loose, 
free of all or any supervision. We are emancipating them as 
rapidly as we can; and it has been the policy of the Indian 
Bureau to allot the lands in severalty among the members of all 
the Indian tribes, to educate them, look after them, and supervise 
them, and to turn them loose as rapidly as they are able to 
stand upon their feet—just like a parent looks after his child; 
when the child grows up to young manhood and it is thought 
safe to turn the child loose and leave him free from supervision, 
then the property is turned over to the child without any re- 
strictions whatever. 

That is the policy that has been adopted by the Indian Bu- 
reau in dealing with the Indians throughout the country. Let 
me say in addition that it has been the policy of the present 
Indian Bureau—and I agree with it—to maintain competency 
commissions, One is provided for the Five Civilized Tribes, be- 
fore whom Indians can go and make application for the re- 
moval of their restrictions, and that competency commission 
inguires into the facts and determines whether the restrictions 
should be removed. There are competency commissions pro- 
vided for in this bill that are sent to the various other tribes 
of Indians throughout the United States and to whom applica- 
tions can be made, so that year after year a great many of the 
Indians are set free of any supervision whatever on the part of 
the Government. The number of restricted Indians is being 
reduced by the action of these commissions. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I Will. 


Mr. SEARS of Florida. I do not want to flatter my col- 
league, but we served for some years on the Indian Affairs 
Committee, and I do not believe that any man in the House is 
better informed than the gentleman from Oklahoma. But what 
would be the rules and regulations governing such a commis- 
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sion? You may recall that at one time an Indian appeared be- 
fore the Indian Affairs Committee asking it to pass a special 
bill to make him a citizen. He was a college graduate, and yet 
the department refused to remove his restrictions, because they 
said he would spend his money if he were made a citizen of this 
country. Do you not think some rule should be passed whereby 
a college graduate, or where a man has been educated as well 
as the Government can educate him, can be turned loose and be 
permitted to spend his money as he pleases without having to 
go to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I do not remember the particular case to 
which the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Sears] refers; but I 
am in favor of such commissions, and I was just stating to the 
House that competency commissions were provided for in this 
bill and had been provided during the last three or four years, 
to which individual applications can be made for the removal 
of restrictions. I have no doubt that the case referred to by 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Sears] is one that would 
have been taken up by such a competency commission; and that 
if that Indian had applied to one of these competency commis- 
sions he could have had his restrictions removed, so that he 
could have had absolute control of his own land provided his 
land had been individualized and he had an individual patent 
to his own land. 

Mr. KELLY and Mr. SEARS of Florida rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma 
IMr. Hastincs] yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. HASTINGS. For the time being I yleld to the gentle- 
man from Florida [Mr. Sears]. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. As I understood it, this Indian 
applied to the former Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
applied to a committee of Congress. Does the gentleman think 
he could have gotten a better commission than that to apply to? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I do not remember the particular case the 
gentleman refers to, but let me say to the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Sears] and the Members of the House that grant- 
ing citizenship to an Indian does not remove the restrictions 
of the department over him. The Indians of the Five Civilized 
Tribes were all made citizens of the United States by the act 
of March 8, 1901, yet the Federal courts and the Supreme 
Court of the United States have held that is not inconsistent 
with the Government retaining supervision over their tribal 
property. 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman recalls, when I was first 
elected to Congress from the State of Oklahoma I was a mem- 
ber, then as now, of the Chickasaw Tribe of Indians, and was 
duly enrolled, and gentlemen I know will recall that at the 
time I was sent here to represent the fourth congressional dis- 
trict of Oklahoma I was under the supervision of the depart- 
ment, which proves clearly that supervision does not neces- 
sarily follow citizenship. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I am very glad to have my colleague in- 
sert that in the Record, which is quite true, and my colleague 
and the other members of the delegation from Oklahoma were 
influential in passing the act of May 27, 1908, which removed 
restrictions from a large number of the members of the Five 
Civilized Tribes. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Will my colleague yield right there? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I will. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Without flattering my other friend 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Carter] that would prove that he was 
able to handle his own affairs, when the people of Oklahoma 
sent him to Congress, would it not, while the Indian I re- 
ferred to was asking to have his restrictions removed? 

Mr. HASTINGS. There is no controversy between the gen- 
tleman from Florida and myself. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. None at all. 

Mr. HASTINGS. And I think there is no conflict between 
his position and that of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
If an individual Indian is competent to handle his own private 
affairs, it is the policy of the present Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to have his restrictions removed; let him be made a 
citizen of the United States and let him have exclusive super- 
vision over his own property. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. KELLY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I am sorry, but the gentleman will under- 


stand I have very little time. 

Mr. KELLY. I want to ask about this competency commis- 
sion. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Well, I yield to the gentleman now, but I 
will not yield any more. 


Mr. KELLY. I will not ask the gentleman to yield any 
further. The gentleman has said the bureau was anxious to 
have this competency commission continued. That is a very 
fine thing to determine competency, but does the gentleman 
know that the bureau asks that that be stricken out—outside 
of the Five Civilized Tribes—because of an unfortunate experi- 
ence which followed their granting of competency? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I was not aware of that, but I will say 
that there are provisions in this bill that provides not only for 
a competency commission among the Five Civilized Tribes, 
but there is also an appropriation of $15,000 for a competency 
commission to the other tribes throughout the United States. 

I want to use the rest of my time in discussing two questions, 
namely, education and health. I will not have time to discuss 
them fully because of the interruptions to which I have yielded, 
but I heartily agree with the policy of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in the educational work that is being carried on. 
I disagree with some speeches I heard made yesterday as to the 
value of day schools. I think the hope of the Indian lies in 
vocational training in bearding schools. Day schools are a 
success among the Five Civilized Tribes. Day schools are a 
success among those tribes where a large percentage of them are 
of less than full blood, but where the Indians are largely of 
full blood I feel sure that a day school has never been a success. 
I had an opportunity to go with the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in 1919 and visited a great many of these schools. We 
found many splendid boarding schools, including Chiloco, Phoe- 
nix, Albuquerque, the Sherman Institute, Haskell, and a num- 
ber of other schools, but I challenge anyone to bring to our 
attention a single one of those day schools where the members 
of the tribe were of full blood that was the success we had 
hoped for. 

Just one word about the health work. I am glad of this 
additional appropriation for health work. It is very much 
needed. It has been a matter that has been pressed upon the 
attention of the Committee on Indian Affairs and the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations for a number of years. We were never 
able heretofore to secure any adequate or additional appropria- 
tion. I am glad that this committee took the responsibility of 
bringing this increased appropriation before the House. It is 
very much needed. There has been a great increase in tuber- 
culosis, trachoma, and pneumonia among the Indians of the 
several tribes. I would like to see even an additional amount 
added for health work among the Indians, and it could be very 
well spent. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
CARTER] is recognized. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I had not expected to have 
anything to say upon this question; in fact, I had decided to 
follow the plan suggested by that great, old Comanche chief, 
Quanah Parker, many years ago, who was a constituent of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma now representing his section, Mr. 
THOMAS. Many years ago, when Jim Sherman, afterwards 
Vice President, was chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the House, the Comanche chief came before that 
committee to present some matters, and when he had finished 
Chairman Sherman said, “ Chief Parker, I want to ask you a 
few questions upon another subject.” The chief, who spoke 
broken English, said, Very well.“ Mr. Sherman said, “I un- 
derstand that some of your young men down there have more 
than one wife. Is that true?“ Les; sometimes two, three, 
sometimes four.“ Well,” said Sherman, that was all right 
under your tribal laws and customs, but you have a State down 
there now and you are living under the white man’s law, so 
that will have to be changed, and your boys are going to get 
into trouble if they continue this thing of having plural wives. 
Now, when you go back home, as chief of your tribe, will you not 
call them together and teil them they must send all their wives 
except one back to their fathers? Will you do that?” “ Yes." 
So the next year the old chief was back again before the com- 
mittee, and when he had finished his statement the chairman 
asked him, “Chief, do you remember what I told you last 
year?” He said, “About wife?” “Yes; about wife.” “ Yes,” 
replied the chief. I told you to tell the boys they must get 
rid of all their wives but one, didn’t I?” “Yes.” “Did you 
tell them?” “Yes.” “Did they do it?” “Oh, pretty well.“ 
“Well, now, Chief.“ said Mr. Sherman, “that will not do. I 
understand you have four wives yourself. Is that true?” 
“Yes.” Well,“ he said, Don't you know that as chief of the 
tribe you are expected to set the example? They are not going 
to comply with the white man’s law unless you do. Let me 


vou what you should do now. You go back out there, you call 


those four wives into your house and you pick out the one you 
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want to keep, then tell the other three that you can not main- 
tain them, you ean not keep them any longer because it is 
against the law, and that they must go back to their own folks. 
This rugged oid chief, hero of many fierce battles and conflicts, 
east his eyes round about the committee room, held them 
fixedly on the ceiling in a bewildered fashion for a few minutes, 
and finally letting his vision fall back upon the portly form of 
“Sunny Jim”, replied, with a twinkle in his eye, Mr. Chair- 
man, you tell em.“ [Laughter.] 

That is what I had decided to do about this onslaught made 

by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I did not consider it 
exactly my fight, and the ground had been quite well covered 
by both the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] and the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Hastincs], but on second 
thought I find one or two little raveled ends that I might pick 
up and follow out, which may throw some light on the subject. 

I want to congratulate my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Ketty] for at last getting a faint glimmer of the light. Two 
years ago he came on the floor of the House and wanted at 
one stroke to wipe out all supervision of Indian affairs. He 
wanted to stop all appropriations. I called the gentleman's 
attention to the fact that a large part of the appropriations 
were used for education while other parts were for the atten- 
tion to the sick and diseased, unable to help and care for them- 
selyes. On the spot the gentleman backed up and modified his 
protest, declaring that he did not want the schools stopped and 
he did not want the medical work stopped, but all else must be 
wiped out. To-day he tells us that he is willing to wait two 
years. So at least the gentleman is making progress. 

Mr. KELLY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. KELLY. I never said that I wanted the bureau to be 
wiped out immediately, or anything of the kind. You could 
not do it. 

Mr. CARTER. Oh, the gentleman may not have used the 
word “immediately,” but his whole wail was to the effect that 
the appropriations carried in this bill were used to suppress the 
Indian and restrain him in the exercise of his individual liber- 
ties. He undertook to cite specific cases, and if my memory 
plays me no tricks, he used language to the effect that the In- 
dians’ names should be stricken from their tribal roll and these 
appropriations abolished, which certainly meant the abolish- 
ment of the Indian Bureau. 

Whatever the gentleman may have intended to say, there is 
no doubt that this House understood his original complaint and 
suggestions to be that there was neither rhyme, reason, nor 
excuse for continuing appropriations to maintain the Indian 
Bureau. When his attention was called to the fact that a very 
large portion of these appropriations were for the education 
of the Indians he then changed his complaint so as to except 
the schools. 

Now, if the gentleman is again seeking to amend his protest 
so as to simply complain that this bureau has made mistakes, 
then I quite agree with him. Why, these Government bureaus 
even made mistakes under the benign auspices of a Democratic 
administration and will probably make more under the gentle- 
man's administration, because his party usually makes more 
mistakes than any other. If he simply complains that the 
bureau has appeared to be somewhat slow in working out this 
Indian problem, he will again find me in accord with that 
statement. In my opinion it has been sometimes found dilatory 
in releasing competent Indians from Government supervision, 
and in some instances Indians have been released who might 
better have had Government supervision continued, These are er- 
rors common to the foibles and shortcomings of humanity, but 
do not argue that the whole system should be abolished and 
incompetent Indians left to the schemes and devices of unscion- 
able people. 

In the consideration of this so-called Indian problem there 
seeni to be three distinct schools of thought. First, there are 
those who would abolish the Indian Bureau, remove all the 
restrictions from the Indian, and let him shift for himself. 
That has been denominated by the very catchy phrase, Letting 
the Indian’s feet touch the ground.” It sounds good; and in 
some instances not enough Indians’ feet have been permitted 
to touch the ground. Then there is the class referred to by 
one of our former great Presidents as “professional philan- 
thropists“ and “maudlin sentimentalists,” who would have the 
Indian remain in his primordial state, bedecked in panoply of 
paint, feathers, and blanket, making no progress whatever from 
his aboriginal condition. The third, or conservative, class of 


thought is that which believes some protection and assistance 
should be extended by this Government to the Indian until he 13 
able to care for himself; that he should be educated and taught 
the white man’s methods of gaining a livelihood until he can 


take his place as a successful unit in our splendid American 
citizenship. Our friend in the past has seemed to pendulate 
between the two extreme schools of thought—that is to say, on 
the one hand, he seemed so enamored with the heroic picture 
of the Indian in his primitive state that he desired the picture 
unchanged, and, on the other hand, he would turn this heroic 
figure loose to be exploited by all those who felt inclined so to 
do. In my opinion, the pursuit of either of these theories would 
be equally fatal to the subject, so I have always been an ad- 
yore not of the extremes but of the middle, or conservative, 
policy. 

Now, let us see just what might have resulted if some two 
years ago Congress had followed the advice of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and wiped the Indian Bureau off the map. 
Sixty-one thousand four hundred and thirteen Indian children 
attended the different schools of the country under the super- 
vision of the Indian Bureau during the last fiscal year. A con- 
servative estimate would be that not more than one-third of 
these would have been able to attend school without the appro- 
priations for education carried in this bill. So the adoption of 
the gentleman's suggestion would have deprived more than 
40,000 Indian children of school privileges, forcing them out into 
this “ struggle of the survival of the fittest” without education 
8 preparation to meet the stern problems and realities 
0 e. 

Incidentally, I anticipate that a look into the hearings on 
this bill will surprise some of you gentlemen having children to 
educate, because you will find that the average per capita cost 
of maintaining Indian pupils in these Indian boarding schools 
for a 10-month term, with clothing, board, books, tuition, medi- 
cal attention, and all else free, ranges from $200 to $250 per 
pupil, It is in marked contrast with our present high cost of 
living and a remarkable evidence of the efficiency of the Indian 
Service. That is one of the inefficiencies of the bureau that our 
friend from Pennsylvania complains of. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Are those Indian schools all under Gov- 
ernment control? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. And that is the reason they are so cheap? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; they are all under the supervision of 
the Indian Bureau. I was speaking specifically of the boarding 
schools. There are many Indians in the day schools and many 
in the public schools where the cost is much less because only 
tuition and books are furnished. The testimony of the superin- 
tendent of Indian schools before our committee showed that 
such Indians as were paid for by the Government in the publie 
schools of Oklahoma were supplied these educational advan- 
tages for the low cost of 8 cents a day. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. After all, is there not a good lesson for us 
to learn from the annual speech of our friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KELLY] upon this question, and is not that lesson 
this? The gentleman, who is a lawyer, and a good one, has 
never yet heard of any executor who gladly turned over the 
estate to his ward on becoming of age, and there is that feature 
that we must watch. 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly; that is one thing that must be 
watched very closely to the end that the ward may be released 
from administration just as soon as he reaches his majority, so 
to speak. 

Mr. BLANTON. Whenever we turn the estate over to the 
Indians we are through with them, and all the jobs of these 
3 employees cease to be, and no salaries will come in each 
month. 

Mr. CARTER. That argument has been presented here time 
and again. I have frequently indulged in such expression my- 
self. But the fact is if he is released before being properly 
equipped he sometimes falls back on the Government under 
appropriations for relief and distress. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, 
the observation of my friend from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] sug- 
gests this other side of the picture: That a father having chil- 
dren below the age of discretion, 10 or 12 years of age, the 
father possessing a fortune and knowing that death was about 
to call him, would find an executor to care for the children with 
that fortune rather than turn that fortune over to the children 
te squander before they could acquire discretion, 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; there are two sides to every question. 

Mr. CARTER. And let me add this: Our friend has com- 
plained that the Indians object to this supervision. Certainly 
they do. The Indian is the ward. The Federal Government is 
the guardian, acting in the capacity of a father toward his 
child. Did anybody ever hear of a child who did not oppose 
and resent the restraint of his elders, whether it be father, 
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teacher, or guardian? Yes; the Indian objects to being super- 
vised in a great many instances, but in some instances they do 


not. Such an Indian as the Osage with more than 860,000 


coming to him and his family every year would of course object 
to receiving only $16,000. Should we wonder that he would be 
a little resentful about a supervision which keeps $44,000 from 
him? 

But let me return to the analysis of the suggestions of our 
friend from Pennsylvania and see what other havoc might have 
resulted had we followed his advice. 

Ninety-five thousand Indians were given medical attention 
of which 21,171 were given hospitalization under these appro- 
priations during the last fiscal year. A large majority of these 
would have been unable on their own initiative to have procured 
proper medical treatment, so it is apparent that following the 
suggestion of our friend from Pennsylvania might have re- 
sulted in death, affliction, and human suffering untold. 

Ten thousand two hundred and twenty-nine individual allot- 
ments were made to Indians during the last two years. This 
allotment procedure is an extremely difficult and complicated 
business, involving ‘surveying, appraisement, selection of land 
hy the allottees or arbitrary selection by the department, settle- 
ment of contests between Indians claiming to allot the same 
tract, issuing patents, both in fee and trust, and many other 
intricate and perplexing propositions.” This is just another 
thing which would have been prohibited by the advice of our 
friend from Pennsylvania. 

Fifty-one million three hundred and eighty-eight thousand 
nine hundred and fifty-seven dollars of the Indians’ funds have 
been distributed per capita for the past two years which greatly 
aided the Indians in the development of their farms and other- 
wise. Within five years, 1916 to 1920, inclusive, there was dis- 
tributed more than 8900 per capita Choctaw and Chickasaw 
funds, aggregating more than $25,000,000. I know what a won- 
derful assistance the distribution of these funds has been to the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws struggling along trying to meet the 
conditions of the white man’s civilization. Due to the efforts 
of the Oklahoma delegation in Congress the distribution of 
these funds to the Choctaws and Chickasaws was carried on 
with such diligence by the bureau that the funds became ex- 
hausted, until in recent years the bureau has been unable to 
continue payments from Choctaw and Chickasaw funds. But 
for the administrative offices of the Indian Bureau none of the 
tribal property could have been sold and none of this per 
capita distribution of tribal funds made. Just ene other thing 
that would have resulted from following the advice of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Millions of dollars have been spent both from tribal funds 
and the Federal Treasury in bringing water to the arid lands 
of the West in order that they might be made sufficiently pro- 
ductive to give those Indians honest employment in their efforts 
for an existence. All these appropriations are carried in this 
bill, so this is another activity that would have been stopped by 
following the advice of the gentleman from Pennsylvania some 
two years ago. 

Some honest people, with only a superficial understanding of 
this Indian question, have added their voice to a cry for the 
abolishment of the Indian Bureau, which in effect means the 
discontinuation of these appropriations and the casting adrift 
of many helpless people who might be exploited by: their supe- 
riors in civilization. To a large degree I think this cry comes 
from those who would exploit and profit by such action, so 
that these conscientious, well-meaning people sometimes permit 
themselves to be misled by a siren voice accompanied by a 
hidden but “itching palm.” While some of our Indians are 
quite wealthy, some perhaps too wealthy for their own good, 
the majority of them are poor Indians who have to make their 
way with their limited means as best they can. In my home 
State, Oklahoma, we have both kinds. Some of the members of 
the Five Civilized Tribes are the very highest exponents of 
twentieth-century civilization, and a few of them are wealthy, 
but, on the other hand, a large majority are men and women 
of limited means, and some of them living back in the moun- 
tains and hills are still more or less primitive in their ways. 
The Osage Indians, some 2,200 in number, are the wealthiest 
Indians in the country, and perhaps the wealthiest people, 
us a class, in the world. Their annual income is more than 
$10,000 a year for every man, woman, and child in the tribe. 

Mr. HASTINGS. It has been $12,000 this year. 

Mr. CARTER. Twelve thousand dollars, my friend says, 
who lives in that section of the State. To all Indians who have 
received their certificates of competency this amount is paid in 
full each quarter, but a portion of the incompetent Indian's 
individual share is reserved. Each incompetent adult is al- 
lowed $4,000 a year and $2,000 additional for each child of 
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school age. Take, for instance, a man with a family—wife 
and three children, Why, this poor slave, this poor serf, who, 
according to our friend, is being oppressed by the Indian 
Bureau, is only receiving the puny pittance of $14,000 for the 
support of himself and family each year. Now, that is another 
thing that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, perhaps unwit- 
tingly, inveighs against. In passing, let me say this: We 
have as high-class citizenship in the State of Oklahoma as in 
any State in this Union; but what would take place, what 
would result, if $60,000 per annum were handed out to a large 
number of incompetent people in any State? Why, if the Gov- 
ernment should remove its strong arm of protection from a 
helpless people under such conditions they would soon be penni- 
less, and a scandal would be raised that would stink to high 
heaven, That is another thing our friend from Pennsylvania 
would have us do. 

Oh, the gentleman's proposition is not new. It is as old as 
this Government itself. It has been tried out on numerons 
tribes of Indians in the past, and its result, its histery, is 
evidenced to-day by the appropriations written in this very 
bill under the head of “ Relief of distress of destitute Indians.” 

But it is not surprising that our friend from Pennsylvania 
should appear before us in such a cause. My friend from 
Pennsylvania comes from a very rich State, a State with 
millions of acres of productive lands and minerals worth per- 
haps billions of dollars, every acre of which originally belonged 
to the North American Indians. I am sure my friend is familiar 
with the history of his splendid State and knows that all of 
its broad acres which his happy and prosperous people now 
occupy and enjoy were taken from the Indians by their patron 
saint for the magnificent and munificent consideration of a few 
gaudy strands of beads. 

Mr. KELLY. If the gentleman will yield, no man in Ameri- 
an history ever treated the Indians as well as did William 
denn. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes; it is true that he gave them something, 
a great deal better than we might expect to be done by the 
people whom the gentleman now seeks to turn loose to prey 
upon the incompetent Indians by the removal of supervision of 
the Indian Bureau. [Applause.] I mean no reflection upon 
the gentleman personally. I esteem his integrity very highly 
and do not wish to be understood for a moment as asserting 
that he would knowingly be a party to a scheme to rob anyone, 
but I repeat sometimes our best-meaning people with only a 
superficial knowledge of things are misled into espousing a 
policy which while profiting his advisers may create havoc 
among the helpless. I am convinced that the gentleman would 
not advocate a thing which he believed would work an injustice 
to the Indians, but when all is said and done the gentleman's 
argument to-day is but a justification of the position main- 
tained by his illustrious forbears, which resulted in separat- 
ing the Indian from his heritage for a woefully inadequate con- 
sideration. 

Now just a word as to the present Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. I hold no brief for his defense. Those of you who 
served with him on the floor of this House who witnessed his 
forceful discussien and scathing criticism of things he op- 
posed know that he needs no defender in anyone save himself. 
During his service in this House he and I may have actually 
agreed on an Indian problem now and then, but even on those 
we more often disagreed, We never agreed on any political 
matter whatever, and if we ever agreed on any other proposi- 
tion ‘except a few of these Indian questions I do not now recall 
it. But he is a big, broad-minded, upstanding, straight-shooting 
man with integrity unquestioned, capable of filling any position 
within the gift of his party and, while perhaps a little hard- 
headed, always willing to listen to counsel and advice. 

Then let us take the assistant commissioner, a courteous, 
level-headed, accommodating man, thoroughly conversant with 
his job, from a service of more than 20 years and with not one 
breath of scandal ever brought against his good name during all 
that time. 

These two constitute the directing force at the head of the 
Indian Bureau. Theirs is “the hand at the helm,” and they 
are the ones our friend from Pennsylvania would have you 
believe are oppressing and imposing upon the rights and liber- 
ties of our Government’s wards. 

No one favors expedition and dispatch in working out of the 
Indian problem more than I. No one is a stronger advocate 
of turning the Indian loose and placing him on his own respon- 
sibilities as soon as it is safe to do so. The sole purpose for 
which the Indian Bureau was created was to graduate the in- 
dividual Indian into a self-sustaining citizenship at the earliest 
possible day, and as that is done the bureau must gradually 
pinch out until it naturally terminates its existence with the 
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solving of the last of these problems. Certainly the Indian 
must be cut loose from Government supervision just as soon as 
he shows a capacity to manage his own affairs, but that is no 
argument whatever for turning the helpless and incompetent 
Indian loose to be exploited and deprived of his property and 
rights, leaving him as a care upon the charitable institutions of 
his State, a vagabond and stranger, as it were, around his own 
fireside. [Applause.] 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Porto Rico [Mr. DAVILA]. 

Mr. DAVILA. Mr. Chairman, a joint commission of the 
Legislature of Porto Rico, composed of representatives of the 
different political parties of the island, but voicing the views of 
all the people, is on its way to Washington to lay before Con- 
gress and the President a statement of existing conditions and 
to recommend the incorporation in the organic act of Porto 
Rico such modifications as are provided by the changes herein- 
after enumerated: 

(a) That the Congress, as well as the President of the 
United States, declare their intentions as regards the final 
status of the island of Porto Rico; 

(b) That the Legislature of Porto Rico be granted power to 
legislate without restriction on all local matters; 

(c) That the people of Porto Rico shall elect their governor 
by vote of their qualified electors; 

(d) That all appointments now made by the President of the 
United States with the approval of the Federal Senate shall 
hereafter be made by the Governor of Porto Rico with the 
advice and consent of the insular senate; 

(e) That the island be granted power to legislate on all its 
financial problems; to regulate the acquisition of lands; to levy 
local excise or internal-revenue taxes to be collected for the 
benefit of the insular treasury; and in general on all such 
measures as may be demanded by the interests and needs of 
Porto Rico which are not in conflict with such other measures 
of the same nature as are of a national character; and 

(f) That all such measures of a national character that tend 
to promote education, agriculture, and other sources of knowl- 
edge or of wealth in the island shall be extended to Porto Rico 
in the same proportion in which they are extended to all the 
States of the American Union. 

In order that there may be no misunderstanding about this 
visit, I want to make it clear in advance that there is no inten- 
tion on the part of the commission of lodging any complaint. 
Fur from that, our purpose is merely to develop and promote 
the mutual feelings of cordiality and affection which ought to 
prevail among people living under the folds of the same flag 
and who have been honored with the mantle of the same 
citizenship, 

We have no grievances, but we have aspirations—the fond 
hope of all peoples to control their own affairs. We know that 
such an aspiration is dear to every true American heart, and 
we feel that we will meet with a cordial response when we 
express the bellef that Porto Rico is entitled to a representa- 
tive government, including an executive elected by the people, 
while we are striving to reach the goal of our final status. 

This cherished dream of the people of Porto Rico does not 
even Involve any criticism of our governors. We should look 
to the future, not to the past. We are willing to let the aspira- 
tion stand for itself, for we feel that rights, and not grievances, 
ure the best arguments that can be put forth in support of our 
aspirations. 

We want our governor elected by the people, not because of 
mistakes committed in the past in the selection of the execu- 
tive, but because it is our right to select the chief magistrate 
of our country. At present we have in Porto Rico an able, 
diplomatic, and sagacious executive. Governor Towner is one 
of the best governors the island has ever had. He is a states- 
man of remarkable ability, a true and honest representative 
of American principles, and a devoted friend of the people of 
Porto Rico. Should our people have the power to elect their 
own governor, Horace M. Towner might be the choice of the 
people. He has won the hearts of the people by his fairness 
and justice and his sympathetic understanding of their meth- 
ods. He may be the governor of the island with the indorse- 
ment of the people as long as he wants if it is the will of the 
President of the United States, 

I have found but few people who oppose our wishes for an 
elective executive. Nevertheless, it has been charged that in 
seeking the election of our governor we are practically claim- 
ing only a political job. This is a mistake. The mere position 
of governor means little, but the attributes and influences of 
he high office are far-reaching in the administration of public 

airs. 


It is but natural, therefore, that a densely populated country 
such as Porto Rico should aspire to select its own executive, 
During the 25 years that have elapsed since the American 
occupation her people have become thoroughly imbued with 
your ideals, and I believe that the loyalty and patriotism of 
Porto Rico are second to no State of the American Union. 

Experience has taught us that unnecessary delay in the recog- 
nition of the rights of any people has always been a cause of 
unrest and dissatisfaction. On the other hand, the granting of 
more liberal laws and the establishment of justice by the great 
powers in their overseas territories has always removed mis- 
givings and prejudices and created a spirit of everlasting grati- 
tude in the bosoms of the people favored by such concessions. 

Having these facts in mind, I have been considering the ad- 
visability of discussing with the commission the expediency of 
introducing a bill that will grant to the people of the island of 
Porto Rico authority to form for themselves a constitution 
> submitted for approval to the Congress of the United 

es, 

I believe such a bill would appeal to the sense of fairness 
and justice of the American people. I believe also, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the American people are anxious to extend to their 
overseas territories so much liberty and local self-government 
as is enjoyed by the distant dominions of Great Britain. 

Comparatively few Americans realize that this is not true to- 
day. And yet there is a very important distinction between 
the American and the English system of government with re- 
spect to their outlying territories. In Canada and Australia, 
for instance, the governor is to a great extent an ornamental 
figurehead, named by the home Government, it is true, but only 
after the people to be governed have indicated their approval 
of the appointment. Under our system he is the executive 
that is to say, he is himself the most powerful factor of the 
government—and the people to be governed have no voice in his 
selection. 

Porto Rico has not yet a complete representative government. 
Of the three branches of the government, the legislative alone 
is elected by the people, while the executive and the judicial, 
including the attorney general and the justices of the supreme 
court, are appointed by the President. It is therefore clear that 
the government of the island is not an expression of the popular 
will. Only the legislative assembly represents the views of the 
people. The heads of the two other coordinate departments 
being presidential appointees, are not strictly accountable to 
the people, 

So, when we ask for a governor elected by the people, we are 
not merely making a sordid claim for a political position, but 
are aspiring to select the most important branch of our Govern- 
ment, a right that is demanded by the citizens of every Ameri- 
can Commonwealth. 

The American institutions recognize only a republican form 
of government, and it is not a republican government at all 
under which the executive is not elected directly or indirectly 
by the people. A republican form of government has been de- 
fined by the American authorities as one which derives all Its 
powers directly or indirectly from the people, and which is ad- 
ministered by persons holding their offices for a limited period 
or during good behavior. (Kiernan v. Portland, 87 L. R. A. 
(N. 8.) 832.) It has been said that by this phrase was under- 
stood a government by the people through representatives ap- 
pointed by them, either by direct vote or through some inter- 
vening officer, or body by them selected and appointed by direct 
vote for that purpose. (Walker v. Spokane, 62 Wash. 312, 313 
Pac. 775, Ann. Cas. 1912 C, 994.) 

The only argument which may be advanced in opposition to 
our political aspirations is the argument of nonpreparation, and 
ne I said in my speech of August 20, 1918, on the floor of this 

ouse: 

Porto Rico is able enough to control her own affairs. If any con- 
trary opinion prevails among the people in this country we are sure 
that it ts due to lack of knowledge of our social and political life and 
not to any selfish feeling. This argument of nonpreparation, which is 
as old as the world. is the excuse that strong nationalities often offer 
to justify their intervention in the internal affairs of small countries. 
The United States will not do that. This excuse may sound well in 
the lips of the old monarchies of Europe, but not in the lips of the young 
American Republic. This Nation is too great to make use of such a 
poor argument. Grant the people of Porto Rico the full enjoyment of 
their rights, and while Congress prepares a law to that effect let the 
President test the ability and capacity of the people of Porto Rico by 
the appointment of a governor, at the proper time, previously indorsed 
by the people of the island. i : 


Let us follow the example of some of the older countries in 
the policy of establishing a form of government for the overseas 


862 


Territories. 


England has been the most successful colonizer of 
modern times, and I think that we might well profit by her 


experience. In this connection I quote from a speech by Con- 
gressman Towner, our present governor, on May 5, 1916, made 
when the present organic law of Porto Rico was being discussed 
on the floor of this House. He said: 


As nearly all the essential concessions looking to a larger measure of 
self-government for the tsland are granted in this bill, which if passed 
will constitute their new constitution, it is definitely believed that the 
dream and desire for independence will not be longer indulged or 
cherished, and that Porto Rico may become a great and prosperous 
self-governing Commonwealth, which, if not independent, will main- 
tain its association with the United States because of its desire to 
continue such association, and because it will be mutually beneficial to 
Porto Rico and to the United States to continue it. 

I venture the prediction that the next constitution of government 
for Porto Rico that will be formulated will not be drawn in Washing- 
ton, but it will be formulated in San Juan by the people of Porto Rico 
and sanctioned and approved by the Congress of the United States. 
[Applause.] As the present constitution of Canada was formulated in 
Ottawa, as the present constitution of Australia was drawn at Mel- 
bourne, and as the constitutions of these self-governing commonwealths 
were approved without change by the Parliament at London, so will 
the future constitution of Porto Rico be drawn by her own people and 
approved without modification by the Congress of the United States. 


In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I want to emphasize that Con- 
gress, by extending to Porto Rico the right to elect her own 
governor, would bind that island and her people inseparably 
to the great Republic with ties of gratitude and affection. Per- 
haps no better proof of this could be had than the change that 
has come over the feelings of the Irish people toward Great 
Britain after centuries of sullen resentment and strife. This 
was strikingly illustrated a few days ago by Mr. Lloyd-George, 
who was writing of his recent visit to this country. In speak- 
ing of the remarkable change that has come over the Irish 


people as a result of the greater liberties that have recently: 


been granted that island, he said: 


One discovery I made during my tour which was most gratifying to 
me. The attitude of Irishmen toward Great Britain has been com- 
pletely changed by the setting up of the Free State in Ireland. I was 
recelved by notable Irish leaders in every State and city I visited 
with cordiality which warmed my heart. At two or three cities I 
received an address from Irishmen thanking me for the part I had 
taken in the grant of freedom to their race in the island they so 
dearly loved. 

Three years ago no Irishman could have joined in a welcome to a 
British minister or ex-minister. Such is the change effected in the 
short space of time by this concession. 


And to finish my remarks let me state that Timothy H. Healy 
was appointed first Governor General of the Irish Free State. 
He was a strong champion of Irish home rule in the British 
Parliament and was appointed by King George with the indorse- 
ment of the Irish people. In this connection it is proper to 
state in justice to the American people that Horace M. Towner, 
a champion of Porto Rican rights in Congress, was appointed 
last year Governor of Porto Rico. [Applause.] 

Under the authority granted me to extend my remarks, I 
wish to insert in the Recorp the following joint resolution 
adopted by the Legislature of Porto Rico: 


Joint resolution creating a commission to go to Washington to pro- 
mote reforms to the organic act of Porto Rico, as well as all such 
matters as relate to the financial, political, and social problems of 
Porto Rico. 

Whereas the time has come for a unanimous voice to be raised in 
Porto Rico requesting the Cotigress of the United States to declare 
its policy as regards the final status of our island; 

Whereas it is proper that the Legislature of Porto Rico, now in 
session and composed of the representatives of the different opinions 
prevailing in the island, should be the body to formulate said petition 
and to establish before the Congress and the President of the Nation, 
through a commission appointed from among the members of said 
legislature, all such demands as the present situation may require in 
the political as well as in the financial and social order; 

Whereas the present Governor of Porto Rico, Hon. Horace M. 
Towner, has expressed In his message to the legislature his favorable 
opinion of the foregoing proposition, as well as his conformity and 
willingness to give full support to a delegation so constituted ; 

Whereas, the Resident Commissioner for Porto Rico in Washington, 
Hon. Peris Corpova Davina, as a Member of the Congress of the 
United States and as representative of the people of Porto Rico in 
said Congress, should and will give his support to the work of said 
commission; and 
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Whereas the Sixty-eighth Congress will meet on December 4 next, 
and it is advisable and necessary for the commission to be in the 
United States In sufficient time to advocate with the President of the 
United States the inclusion in his next message to Congress, if he 
deems it opportune, of such recommendations as are most in harmony 
with such reforms the commission may request: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the Legislature of Porto Rico— 

Secrion 1. To designate from among its members a commission 
composed of the president of the senate and four members thereof 
to be designated by him, and by the speaker of the house of repre- 
sentatives and four members thereof to be designated by him, which 
commission shall have power to promote and work for the modifica- 
tions hereinafter enumerated: Provided, That the three political parties 
at present holding seats in the Legislature of Porto Rico shall be rep- 
resented on said commission. 

Sec, 2. To request the present Governor of Porto Rico, Hon. Horace 
M. Towner, in his official capacity to form part of said commission as 
a member ex officio. 

Suc. 3. To provide that upon reaching the city of Washington, D. C., 
and during such time as the commission may remain in the United 
States, it shall cooperate in its works with the Resident Commissioner 
for Porto Rico in Washington, Hon. FeLIx CORDOVA DAVILA. 

Sec. 4. To empower sald commission to go to Washington or to 
such other places in the United States as it may deem advisable in 
connection with its work, sufficiently in advance of the meeting of 
the next Congress, in consonance with the fifth whereas of this joint 
resolution, and to recommend to said commission that it advocate 
before the Congress and the President of the United States the in- 
troduction into the organic act of Porto Rico of such modifications 
as are implied by the provisions hereinafter enumerated: 

(a) That the Congress, as well as the President of the United 
States of America, declare the purposes of said authorities as re- 
gards the final status of the island of Porto Rico; 

(b) That the Legislature of Porto Rico be granted power to legislate 
without restriction on all local matters; 

(c) That the people of Porto Rico shall elect their governor by 
vote of their qualified electors ; 

(d) That all appointments now made by the President of the 
United States, with the approval of the Federal Senate, shall here- 
after be made by the Governor of Porto Rico with the advice and con- 
sent of the insular senate; 

(e) That the island be granted power to legislate on all its finan- 
cial problems, and to regulate the acquisition of lands, and to levy 
local excise or internal-revenue taxes to be collected in benefit of 
the insular Territory, and in general on all such measures as may 
be demanded by the interests and needs of Porto Rico which are not 
in conflict with such other measures of the same nature as are of 
a national character; and 

(f) That all such measures of a national character that tend 
to benefit education, agriculture, and other sources of knowledge or of 
wealth in the island shall be extended to Porto Rico in the same 
proportion in which they are extended to all the States of the Ameri- 
can Union. 

Sec. 6. The aforesaid commission, constituted in the form stated, 
and on recommendation of the president of the senate and of the 
speaker of the house of representatives, and with the approval of 
the auditor of Porto Rico and the governor, shall appoint, in ac- 
cordance with law, one paymaster, who shall also be secretary of said 
commission, and who shall be in charge of the disbursement of the 
funds hereby appropriated to defray the expenses thereof, and shall 
also have all the duties and attributes that the commission itself 
may assign to him, so far as the same are not in conflict with the 
general legal provisions governing such officials: Provided, That the 
commission itself shall fix the salary, traveling expenses, and per 
diems of such officer. 

See. 6. To defray the expenses of said commission, and for such 
work as it may do in carrying out such provisions as it may make 
and deem convenient in benefit of the island of Porto Rico, the sum 
of fifty thousand ($50,000) dollars is hereby appropriated. 

Src. 7. All laws or parts of laws in conflict herewith are hereby 
repealed. 

Sec. 8. This act is declared to be of an urgent and necessary 
character, and shall take effect immediately after its approval. 

Approved, July 24, 1923. 


[During the delivery of these remarks the time of Mr. DAVILA 
expired, and he was yielded 10 minutes additional by Mr. 
MURPHY.] 

Mr, DAVILA. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Porto Rico asks 
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the 
Record. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, Does the gentleman yield back the remainder of his 
time? 
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Mr. DAVILA, I yield back the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back 2 minutes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON |. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, on the 4th day of last 
January the distinguished gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Cramton] In a dignified gentlemanly way sought to perform his 
duties as a Congressman, under his oath, in the interest of the 
people of the United States by making a speech on the floor of 
this House. He called attention to a notice that appeared that 
morning in the Washington Post announcing that a certain or- 
ganization on the following Monday would carry on a refer- 
endum in this city to determine whether or not beer and wine 
should be sold in the District of Columbia. He called attention 
to the fact that a few days previous in the city of New York 
a New York judge, in judicially deciding the question affecting 
the rights of this particular organization, stated from the 
bench judicially that it was a phony organization, a fraud on 
the people, and was in the business for one purpose only, and 
that was to obtain money from the people. At the same time 
the distinguished gentleman from Michigan, as was his right 
and his duty under the Constitution and his oath, called atten- 
tion to a notice from some of the very best citizens of this 
District, given as a warning to the people of Washington, not to 
have anything to do with this so-called referendum; that it was 
a fraud. I say he did it in a dignified gentlemanly way. He 
performed his duty as a Congressman of the Nation. To have 
done less would not have been carrying out his oath to the peo- 
ple, and because he did that there is an effort, feeble or other- 
wise, now put forth to try to ruin him. A suit has been 
brought against him here in the District of Columbia for 
$50,000, and any lawyer knows that the mere filing of a de 
mutrer against the entire petition will throw it out of court. 
But the effect perhaps is to cause him trouble and annoyance; 
cause him to spend money for counsel, and try to break him 
down. The party connected with that organization who has 
brought this to pass ought to know that the very best people 
of this Nation are behind the gentleman from Michigan. [Ap- 
plause.] 

I am a partisan Democrat and he is a partisan Republican, 
but the man who Is seeking to break down the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Cramton] for having done his duty, I want him 
to know that upon his threat that he will go into Michigan 
next election and wipe up the earth with Mr. Craswron—I 
want him to know that some of the best Democrats of the 
Nation are behind him, I say the gentleman from Michigan 
is one of the outstanding figures in this House in legislating in 
behalf of the people of the country. He is a member of one 
of the greatest committees here, and as a partisan Democrat I 
want to say that in my judgment his absence from this floor 
at any time would be a publie calamity. I merely wanted to 
digress long enough to make this reference, as I have another 
matter to discuss. 

The other day the distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Darrow] brought upon this floor what appeared to 
me needed a box car to transport it, a petition to Congress. 
It was to all of us, new Members and old Members. That 
petition had nothing to do with the Mellon plan; it had nothing 
to do with the Frear plan, it had nothing to do with the 
Garner plan. It was the people's plan, demanding retrench- 
ment of the Nation’s expenses. What does it say? 


We, the undersigned— 
Over 800,000 farmers of this Nation— 


who are directly interested in farming and the welfare of the people, 
do hereby respectfully petition or request Congress, through the Farm 
Journal, to pass legislation which will cut the cost of running the 
Government by reducing all nonessential expenses, eliminating all 
unnecessary employees, and voting against all increases tn salary. 


That is the demand that they make upon Congress—a reduc- 
tion of governmental expenses, if you please, and I want to 
guy to our rey friends who sit in these seats for the first 
time, that this demand is made upon you, and now is the time 
to do that when we are passing upon these appropriation bills, 
and your opportunity to respond to that petition of 300,000 has 
come when we have begun to pass upon the supply bills, which 
take out of this Nation’s Treasury enormous sums of money 
Which must be collected in taxes from the people. 

This bil embraces appropriations amounting to $272,000,000, 
The other nine great supply bills will come later. Upon each 
one of these is your chance for service, for the people hold not 
the committee but each one of us responsible. I want you to 
watch one proposition. The Budget Bureau acts and gives 
us the maximum limit within which to keep our appropriations. 
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Then our Appropriations Committee divides its membership 
into several subcommittees of five members each, and five mem- 
hers draw each one of these various appropriation bills. This 
is the work of only fiye Congressmen. It is not the work of 
435. Our work comes under the five-minute rule. 

Let one of you try to change this bill—whether he be an old 
Member or a new one—and you will find that you have gone 
up against one of the biggest propositions you ever tackled in 
your life. It is almost impossible. You will find our distin- 
guished friend, the chairman of the subcommittee, calling his 
cohorts in to support him, and I am one of them, when it comes 
to preventing a raise in the limitation set by the committee. 
Whenever you want to keep a bill within the limit set by the 
committee I am with them, but let any one of you attempt to 
cut out one of the appropriations in this bill or reduce it, and 
you will find that committee fighting to keep the bill intact. It 
wants its bill passed just as it is brought in on the floor, and it 
is hard to get a single million dollars out of it. Try it if you 
want to. 

What are we going to do? Are we going to do what our 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darrow] suggested he was 
going to do? He was going to follow Mr. Mellon, the farmers 
to the contrary notwithstanding. That is in substance what he 
said. Are you going to do that, or are you going to have a part 
in 8 governmental expenses, if there are enough of you 
to do it. 

Whenever we find extravagance in this bill or in any other 
bill that should come out of it, if we had enough people here to 
stay on the floor when the time to vote comes we could cut 
it out and reduce the expenses of the Government. That is 
what I am here for. 

I want to say that as long as I am in Congress I am going 
to vote, first, to uphold the Budget, and, second, to uphold the 
committee in its maximum; and then I am going to try in 
every way known to human ingenuity to help my colleagues 
reduce the totals of these bills that are brought in here; I am 
going to try to reduce their totals as much as possible. But it 
is an uphill job. 

Do you know how many deficiency bills we passed here in the 
Sixty-seventh Congress in addition to the regular supply bills? 
We passed 10 different deficiency bills. I do not mean that all 
items in them were deficiencies, but they were deficiency bills. 
Some of them paid war claims against the Government. Never- 
theless they were in addition to the regular supply bills and were 
deficiency bills. I will give the amounts of these 10 deficiency 
bills in round numbers. The first one carried $150,000,000, 
The second carried $50,000,000. The third carried $105,000,000. 
The fourth carried $137,000,000. The fifth carried $37,000,000. 
The sixth carried $2,500,000, The seventh carried $75,000,000. 
The eighth carried $154,000,000. 

They were deficiency bills, and you are going to find deficiency 
bills coming in here during the Sixty-eighth Congress just as 
they came in here during the Sixty-seventh Congress and every 
other Congress. We must watch them. We must watch the 
departments. It is against the law for a department to create 
a deficiency. The trouble has been that the law has never been 
enforced against one of them. They become careless, When 
they create a deficiency we hear about it on the floor here, but 
nothing is done. What we ought to do is to take action 
against the department or the official that creates the deficiency. 
Bat what are we going to do about cutting out some of these 
tems 

You noticed that the petition of the farmers said, “ Keep the 
salaries within bounds.” Have you ever checked up the salaries 
that run over $7,500, the salaries that we have authorized to go 
with positions we have created, the salaries that go up into 
those big sums? I wish you would check up the number of 
highly paid lawyers down here in the Department of Justice 
who get high salaries, much larger than Congressmen and 
Senators receive. Check them up. Why is there a necessity 
of an Assistant Attorney General like Mr, Crim resigning his 
position one day and the very next day being employed at a 
very much higher salary to do the same work he should have 
done as Assistant Attorney General of the United States? We 
ought to put a stop to that. We should put a limitation upon 
every amount of compensation that the Attorney General can 
pay to the extra lawyers employed in his office. We ought to 
put a restriction on the compensation that every man employed 
by the United States Shipping Board receives. We should put 
a restriction on the salaries drawn by members of all these 
various commissions that we have created in the last few 
years and are still creating. We ought not to permit them to 
pay $12,000, as is done with respect to many of them. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 


, 
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Mr. BLANTON, Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think that 
the large salaries are due to this pernicious method of lump- 
sum appropriations? 

Mr. BLANTON. That is exactly what I was coming to. We 
heard the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations [Mr. MADDEN] speak of the adoption of a new ex- 
tension of that method of lump-sum appropriations. 

There is not a man on this floor who does not believe that the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is in favor of 
retrenchment. We all know that he is. But they overreach 
him and override him and bring such forces to bear upon him 
that against his own judgment sometimes he has to give way. 
If he had his way, he would retrench expenses honestly and 
fearlessly, 

But the committee is seeking now to go back to the old sys- 
tem of lump-sum appropriations. You know there is more 
opportunity for extravagance and waste in lump-sum appropri- 
ations than in any other feature of extravagance in our Gov- 
ernment, Let us stop such opportunity. How many of you are 
in favor of forcing all bureaus to stipulate in detail what they 
want the money for? That is what we ought to know. We are 
directly responsible to these 300,000 farmers. We are responsi- 
ble to the 100,000,000 people of this country. Are you going to let 
five men on these subcommittees draw these bills and let them 
come in on the floor and force us to vote blindly to uphold their 
action, whether it appeals to your judgment and conscience or 
not? My new brethren will have an opportunity to cut out 
some extravagance. We will give you the opportunity. I hope 
you will help us. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. è 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objeetion. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. STENGLE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request and 
ask unanimous consent to revise and extend my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
STENGLE] asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STENGLE. Those of you who were here yesterday at 
the beginning of the discussion of this most important bill will 
recall with me the very interesting description given by our dis- 
tinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] of the methods 
to be applied under a new plan by which, through reclassifica- 
tion and the proper allocation of Federal employees, through a 
system of service rating, it was proposed to restore the Gov- 
ernment at Washington, at least, to the people whose property 
it is. You will no doubt recall, with no intention of attempting 
to cripple him in his argument and with no desire on my part 
to interfere with his most magnificent description of the new 
plans, that I interjected myself one or two times by way of 
asking questions concerning the proper manipulation of the 
service ratings proposed by my friend. My friends, it was not 
my desire at that time, and it is not my desire to-day, to inter- 
fere in any way with the passage of this appropriation bill, 
but it is my purpose to give to this body on this occasion and 
on all other occasions when I feel I can do it correctly, a bit of 
information and some unsolicited adviee concerning matters 
which I think I am qualified to speak of. I bring you, there- 
fore, for a moment back to the service rating system. You re- 
call that I inquired of my friend from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] 
as to whether or not he had the pian in his possession; I re- 
peated that request this morning in a conversation with him, 


and he informed me that it had not yet been entirely formu- 


lated. In less than an hour after that I saw a letter from the 
Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency which announced to a col- 
league of mine that one of his constituents was worth 100 per 
cent in quantity, 99 per cent in quality, and was marked 
average in her department. He went further in that letter 


to say that as compared with her fellow employees she was No. 
28 in point of efficiency, notwithstanding the fact that she had 
an average of 99 per cent, I do not know upon what basis my 


friend, the chief of that bureau, is reckoning his calculations, 
but I do know that in my school days, and even since then, 
the reckoning of all ordinary calculations has been upon a basis 
of 100 per cent in all matters of business and affairs of th 
Nation, ard how one can receive 99 per cent and Le mark 
only average is beyond my comprehension. 

But I want to cite to you, my friends, a little bit of the 
evolution of the proposed plan. It seems that from the days 
of the beginning of the history of this country down until 
to-day there has been a constant process of evolution in the 
activities of government. The old spoils system, that for yearg 
apparently ran rampant throughout the Nation in public em- 
ployment, was superseded back in the days of Grover Cleve- 
land, when President, by a system of civil service, and so on 
down. We have worked until we have come down to the period 
of the efficiency engineer. Indeed, this evolution has been so 
regular and has been of such an upward trend that it com- 
pares most favorably with the evolution of Patrick Hooley, 
concerning whom I heard a few days ago. 

Patrick Hooley was born in County Cork, Ireland; he came 
to our shores in early youth; he resided here until mature 
years and then, because of his good luck and his success in 
America, he gave a dinner to his friends and neighbors. At 
the conclusion of the repast his neighbors said, “ Patrick, tell 
us about your success.” He said, “Do I understand you to 
mean the evolution of Patrick Hooley?” They said, “ Yes.” 
‘ Wel,” said he, “I will begin. I was born in County Cork, 
Ireland; I came over to these shores in my boyhood and on 
the ship’s register I was known as Patrick Hooley. When I 
had been in this country a few months I obtained work as a 
digger of trenches for the sewer department in my city, and 
there I was simply Patrick or Pat.“ A little while later it 
became my good fortune to be elected a member of the board 
of aldermen, as Irishmen sometimes are, and,” he said, “then 
I became Mr. Hooley. Then in the course of common and 
human events a short while after that I was elected a member 
of the assembly of my State, and then I was known on the 
record as the Hon. Mr. Hooley; and, friends, as happens to all 
good Irishmen who have been on these shores for years and 
have taken care of themselves, time rolled on and I was elected 
the mayor of my city, and the following Sunday morning, bright 
and early, I said to me wife, ‘Come, Bridget, you and the girls; 
I think we had better go down to the church and pay our 
respects to Divinity for the good luck we have had during the 

st week,’ and, believe it or not, friends and neighbors,” said 

e, “the evolution of Patrick Hooley has been so successful 
that even as we walked down the main aisle of that church on 
that Sunday morning the choir in the gallery began to sing, 
‘Hooley, Hooley, Lord God Almighty.’” [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] > 

I have no desire to make hurtful application of this story, but 
it does seem to me that those gentlemen who have been planning 
the proposed service-rating system for the employees of the 
District of Columbia have almost reached the last stage of 
Hooley’s evolution, and are attempting to assume to a markei 
degree the functions, if not the perfection, of the Almighty, 

No Member of this body is more desirous of honestly serving 
our beloved country than your humble servant, and none has 
a higher regard for the merit system than myself. For years 
I served in the humble capacity of a civil employee in the great 
city of New York, during which time I obtained a pretty fair 
idea of the employee’s viewpoint. Then I resigned my position 
to become one of the editors of a nationally known civil-service 
weekly publication, and there I discovered the people's view- 
point. Finally I became, by political appointment, the secretary 
and active director of the Municipal Civil Service Commission of 
New York City, and then secured, by experience, the supervisor's 
angle of public employment. With this well-rounded and broad 
experience behind me, I believe you are willing to concede that 
I approach the subject before us with knowledge sufficient to 
fairly discuss matters without being charged with narrow- 
mindedness. : 

If it were humanly possible to rate public servi¢e, on paper 
and by schedules, without the personal equation showing its un- 
friendly and unjust head so frequently, no man in this country 
would favor the plan more than I, but, colleagues, I know the 
“System.” I have seen it in operation. I have witnessed its 
unfair results. I have seen it used to punish foes and reward 
friends, By its shortened yardstick men and women of my 
acquaintance have been made to appear as unfit for public sery- 
ice, when truth, had it been permitted to operate, would have 
placed them high in the esteem of their fellow citizens and given 
them wider fields in which to display their devotion to duty and 
give to their city, their State, or their country a service of 
which any man may well be proud. But these were not the 
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intimates or the pets of their bureau chiefs. These were 
honestly endeayoring to serve first and last the people whose 
servants they were and to whom they owed their greatest al- 
legiance. On the other hand, it has fallen to my lot to witness 
the unnatural rise of those who catered only to some immediate 
“boss.” Disgusting as it has been, I have watched them truckle 
to their rating officer and found that when the rating sheets 
were submitted they had received their reward in the shape of 
high marks for efficient service which they had never rendered. 
Do you wonder then, my colleagues, that I rise in your presence, 
a new Member of this House though I be, and warn you to keep 
an eye open to any proposed scheme for the obtaining of infor- 
mation as to the standing of the thousands of civil employees in 
the Capital? 

I am not attacking any man or set of men, but I am keeping 
raised above my head an ax to mangle any system which deals 
not fairly with those who are doing their best to give an honest 
day's work for an honest day's pay. 

Let me show you how the thing can be worked. I regret that 
I have not before me the proposed system which it is Intended 
to use in this city. I tried hard to get it but was informed that 
it was not yet ready for distribution. However, knowing some 
of its details and noting that it is not unlike, in many respects, 
those plans which I have seen in operation, I venture the pre- 
diction that it can be used for the same purposes that others 
are frequently used. The general plan is to divide the rating 
into four distinct elements as follows: Quality, quantity, per- 
sonality, and punctuality. Quality and personality are fre- 
quently used as the bases for either punishment or reward, just 
as the rating officer may desire, for these ratings are based upon 
his opinion. Quantity may be made dependent upon the amount 
of work which the rating officer desires to assign. Punctuality 
is frequently a rating Joke, for in the usual system now in 
vogue lateness or absence are excusable factors whenever the 
chief of the bureau is disposed to use them. What a wide field 
in which to display one’s talents for the destruction of the 
morale of a great department. 

I make no direct charges at this time. The proposed plan 
may be letter perfect and honestly administered. It behooves 
us, however, as the guardians of the Public Treasury and the 
preparers of ways and means by which the very best public 
service may be obtained, to watch carefully the operation of 
any new system. 

Bad as the old spoils system ever was, I would far rather re- 
turn to that method of appointing and promoting Government 
employees, where I would always find the enemy in the open, 
than to see foisted upon us a system camouflaged with a sem- 
blance of decency only to be used in the end to help a favorite 
and harm those who think more of public duty faithfully per- 
formed than the so-called friendship of an unfit and unworthy 
bureau chief whose sole aim in public office is to obtain public 
funds and render as little real service as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Utah [Mr. LEATHERWOOD]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Utah [Mr. LEATHER- 
woop] is recognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, it had not been my intention to claim any of the 
time of the committee in discussing any of the features of the 
bill now under consideration, but after an examination of some 
of the provisions of this bill I feel I would not be true to the 
best interests of the people of my State if I did not at this time 
make one or two observations, I shall try to make them with- 
out any note of discord. 

The reclamation of arid land had its first practical applica- 
tion, I believe, in my district. As soon as the pioneers of 1847 
arrived in the Territory of Utah they began to reclaim small 
portions of the desert land in and near where the great city of 
Salt Lake now stands. Gradually they reclaimed the barren 
desert and transformed it into fertile fields and orchards, 
Their achievement will stand as an everlasting monument to the 
practical success and beneficial results of irrigation. They con- 
quered the forbidding desert and have builded a great State 
as a result of their effort. 

On yesterday the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramton ] 
remarked that some of the provisions of the bill now under 
consideration might cause a feeling of Jealousy on the part of 
some of the Western States. I hasten to assure him that the 
people of my State have no such feeling, but, on the contrary, 
with a true western spirit, they rejoice over the success of their 
neighbors and join with them in celebrating their good fortune. 
We are too busy developing our great resources to find any time 
to harbor a spirit of jealousy, 
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The people of my State have no fear as to the future of 


reclamation. We have demonstrated that it is a success in 
every respect, and the period of economic readjustment follow- 
ing the World War, while it has brought to us some adversity, 
yet it has completely demonstrated the success of reclamation 
when conducted according to sound business principles. The 
Government has constructed but one small project in Utah. It 
Is known as the Strawberry project and represents an invest- 
ment upon the part of the Government of a little less than 
three and one-half million dollars. 

The water users contracted with the Government upon a 
basis of $80 per acre for water. On the basis of the number of 
acres now watered and under contract the project cost about 
$400,000 more than the water users will be required to pay 
under their contract, but so successful has been this particular 
project that when the Government shall see fit to turn over 
the surplus water now being stored and the power plant oper- 
ated in connection with the project that the water users are 
willing to assume the additional cost and return to the Govern- 
ment every cent of money invested. It is because of our suc- 
cess upon this project and the absolute assurance that we are 
able to give to the Government that any further investment in 
reclamation will be fully repaid that we urge our claim for 
further recognition. 

A few months ago it was announced throughout the country 
that the Bureau of Reclamation was to be reorganized, and in 
pursuance of that policy a fact-finding commission has been 
appointed and is now considering the great subject of reclama- 
tion with the object, as I understood, of determining a sound 
business basis upon which to proceed in the future with refer- 
ence to this great Government activity. The men appointed 
upon that commission are men of broad vision, wide experience, 
and thoroughly capable of analyzing the situation as it now 
exists and rendering most valuable aid to the Secretary of the 
Interior in the work of reorganization. The people of my State 
believe there should be a thorough business reorganization of 
the Bureau of Reclamation, and before any further work is 
undertaken by the Government it should be put upon a sound 
business basis. The people of Utah believe that they are en- 
titled to further Government aid in reclamation, but we want 
the Government to have an absolute guaranty and security for 
repayment. We have the land, the water, and all of the 
economie conditions to make another great project a success. 
While there are some delinquencies charged against our present 
project, yet there are credits sufficient, if properly applied, to 
cancel all of our indebtedness now due. 

We accepted the announcement from the Department of the 
Interior, in absolute good faith, that there was to be a reclama- 
tion holiday; that there was to be no more money expended for 
new work through the Bureau of Reclamation until a new busi- 
ness method had been developed and until we could start under 
a different management, so to speak. 

As I said a moment ago, the people of my State are in hearty 
accord with that theory, and we are supporting the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of Reclamation upon that 
proposition. When the Director of the Budget struck out all 
estimates for new work for the next fiscal year we supposed 
that it was in furtherance of the policy above referred to and we 
were therefore perfectly willing to wait with everybody else 
until the reclamation work was reorganized, provided everybody 
else waited along with us; but when I consult the provisions of 
this bill and investigate some of the things that I find in the 
report of the committee I feel that it is necessary to call the 
attention of this committee to some things which I confess 
I can not quite understand. We were given to understand 
in very positive terms that there was to be no further 
money expended for reclamation except in those cases 
where work was actually under construction. With that 
position we agree. I can readily understand that if the 
Government has commenced construction there might be 
great loss by a cessation of work, and for that reason 
we are glad to see ample provision made in this bill for 
the continuance of construction already begun, but let 
us analyze one or two items found in this bill to deter- 
mine whether or not any new construction is contemplated. 
As a Representative of the people of my State we were given 
to understand by the Bureau of the Budget that we must observe 
this reclamation holiday. We were told the same thing by the 
Bureau of Reclamation and the chairman of the subcommittee, 
Mr. Cramton, informed us that the committee would not con- 
sider any claim for new work. Believing that all were to be 
treated alike with respect to new work, we have been glad to 
observe the wishes of the Bureau of Reclamation, the Bureau of 
the Budget, and the decision of the chairman of the subcom- 


866 


mittee having in charge appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior. I am in hearty accord with the announcement 
made by the distinguished chairman of the committee on page 
ith the hearings wherein Mr. CnAxro announces his policy 
as follows: 


In any event this committee owes itself the duty that I have referred 
to, to thoroughly satisfy itself that the money that it is proposed to 
appropriate in the pending bill is to be used in operating and main- 
taining existing projects that deserve to be operated and maintained 
and that can and will repay the cost of operation and maintenance to 
the Government; that the part of the money that is to be used for 
construction is to be used for construction of projects that can and 
will repay the money to the Treasury, It is true that there might be 
such a case as a project that was practically completed, and that even 
though we might later find that the Treasury must take a loss in 
connection with it, the loss would be less to have a completed project 
than one almost completed. But the fact should be made clear and 
Plain to us. 


That is sound business sense and T heartily concur in that 
doctrine. Further, upon the same page, I desire to call your 
attention to another announcement made by the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee: 


Before we go into the hearings, I think that I speak the attitude 
of the committee—and if I do not I want to be corrected—when I 
say that in view of the present situation and the investigation which 
the department itself is carrying on, affecting the whole question, this 
committee can not give its approval to the beginning of any new recla- 
mation project at this particular time. It is true that there is not 
before the committee any avowedly new project, and perhaps it is 
unnecessary for me to make that statement. But there are claims 
being made for multitudes of new projects throughout the West, and 
it might help clear the atmosphere here or there if I state this— 
which I am sure is the attitude of the committee—that even if there 
were a new project estimated by the Budget, with the approval of the 
department, the committee would not give its approval to it for rea- 
sons that are very manifest and which I have somewhat referred to. 


If this last rule of action laid down by the chairman with 
reference to new construction and new projects is to be uni- 
formly applied, we can most heartily concur in that. As 
already stated, we want this work to go ahead upon a business 
basis and that equity be done to all of the so-called arid-land 
States, 

Mr. CRAMTON, 
at this point? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. No; and I yield for a question. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman has stated the understand- 
ing that has prevailed in Utah, by reason of which understand- 
ing no efforts have been put forth in that State for the initia- 
tion of a new project in Utah. The gentleman is aware, how- 
ever, I assume, that the department and the Reclamation Serv- 
ice have apparently not had that understanding as to the atti- 
tude of Utah, since in the preliminary estimate sent to the 
Budget by the Reclamation Service, as shown on page 784 of 
the hearings, there is an item for a new project, unnamed and 
unidentified, in Utah, $1,400,000. Of course, that item later 
had its trials and tribulations and finally, on October 2, in the 
revision of that date, it was down to $900,000 for a new project 
in Utah, unidentified. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I know what the gentleman has in 
mind and I will answer him. 

Mr. CRAMTON. And so on through, and the last that was 
known of it it had gotten up to $1,400,000 again for a new 
project in Utah. 53 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Exactly so, and was cut out be- 
cause of the holiday we were to enjoy all together; and let 
me say, as a preliminary statement, I do not agree at all with 
the theory of the Director of the Budget that he has control of 
this reclamation fund, but having assumed control, we have 
tried to abide by that decision. What I mean is that as a 
matter of law that fund is a trust fund for the purpose of rec- 
lumation to be administered under the reclamation law and is 
not an appropriation out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Will the gentleman permit an observation 
upon that point? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. In just a moment. Let me first 
auswer your question, 

Mr. CRAMTON. All right. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Early in the estimates, when this 
matter was being presented, it was understood that probably 
the five or six million dollars now in the reclamation fund might 
be used for reclamation and be distributed among the States 


Would the gentleman mind an interruption 


that wanted further development, but early, as the gentleman: 


well knows, the Director of the Budget cut them all out and it 
was then we were given to understand that there was to be a 
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holiday, and nobody was to have one dollar for new Work, 
and it was then, as I said a moment ago, that we resolved to 
join with our sister States and bide our time until this new 
plan and new method was worked out. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Now, will che gentleman permit a fur- 
ther observation? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I will, if the gentleman will be 
gracious at the end of my remarks and allow me a few more 
minutes time. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will be glad to yield fo the gentleman 
such time as I may take. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. With that understanding, I shall be 
delighted to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CRAMTON, In justice to the Budget, and in justice to 
all, in order that there may be no misunderstanding, the Budget 
office has not undertaken to administer the reclamation fund. 
I am assured the Budget office does not attempt to pass upon 
the feusibility of any project; and the only reason there was a 
cut in the total for reclamation in the Interior Department 
bill was because the Interior Department elected to make such 
cuts as they were required to make in the total of their bill, 
in large part, out of the reclamation fund. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. It was not a case of election, but it 
was a direction to cut the reclamation fund. Whatever may 
be the view as to the jurisdiction of the Director of the Budget 
over that fund, my good friend from Michigan, we also under- 
stand where we stand when we go before the Appropriations 
Committee asking for something for which there is no estimate 
in the Budget, and we were also given to understand that so 
sacred were the Budget estimates and so binding that no one 
should dare to try to get an appropriation for something that 
was not provided for in the Budget. 

Now, this brings me to one or two further observations. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Does the gentleman wish the House to 
understand we have at last attained infallibility? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Oh, no; not in the aggregate. Only 
a few ever arrive at that blissful state. - 

Mr. KNUTSON. I mean that the Budget system is now in 
the control of infallible persons, 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD, I think the Director of the Budget 
was entirely consistent. He struck out the estimates of all 
alike. I had always supposed that under the Budget system it 
was necessary to have an estimate before you could get any- 
where with the Appropriations Committee, for the gentleman 
from Minnesota well knows that is true. 

As I glance at this bill I find some things which are hard 
for me to understand. Only after a most persistent search 
and inquiry were we able to ascertain that in that provision of 
the bill providing an appropriation of $1,080,000 for the Boise 
project there was included an item of $450,000 for the Gem 
project. I invite the attention of the committee for a moment 
to the character of the Gem project. In the hearings, on page 
841, you will find that it is a private project in private owner- 
ship. 

You will also find that it is insolvent, that they have been 
buying power from a private corporation, and that they are 


about to be cut off from further supply of power because they 


are not paying their bills. At the present time this project 
has no connection with the Government whatsoever. Out of 
this appropriation for the Boise project $450,000 is to be di- 
verted to build a power plant to furnish cheaper power for a 
private project. We were informed yesterday by the chairman 
of the committee, when he was explaining this bill, that there 
were to be certain provisions and provisos in this act by which 
the Government would be secured. I am reliably informed that 
the Gem district is a small one and at the present time there 
are first-mortgage liens upon its lands of not less than $500,000. 
I would like to have some member of the committee explain. to 
me how the people residing upon the Gem project, who are now 
insolvent, are going to get their creditors to forgive their in- 
debtedness or let the lien of the Government take priority over 
the liens already existing upon the property of the project. 
When I called this fact to the attention of the Commissioner 
of Reclamation, he stated that the Gem project was in a pitiable 
condition. There are many places in this country where there 
are pitiable agricultural conditions. I reminded the Commis- 
sioner of Reclamation that there were pitiable conditions in 
my State. We have more land around Utah Lake waterlogged 
and flooded than that contained in the entire Gem district. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Utah has 


Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 


Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I thank the gentleman. We are 
not asking for relief at this time, because we are observing a 
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reclamation holiday. I wonder why it is that this project is 
being taken care of in this way, in view of the understanding 
which we all had. 

I further find in an examination of the hearings held on this 
bill, and also from an investigation of the estimates of the 
Budget, that no estimate was made for the Baker project, to 
which reference was made yesterday. But for some reason the 
committee has seen fit to reappropriate the unexpended balance 
of the appropriation for this fiscal year, which will amount to 
almost $500,000, This is strictly new work. 

We were told that we could not be heard for the purpose 
of presenting our claims for an extension of the Strawberry 
project. It is true, and I know some gentleman will say 
that the Baker project was provided for by Congress” three 
years ago. That is true, but it is absolutely new work, no 
part of this work has been constructed. No loss could come 
to the Government by waiting until the new plan or business 
method is inaugurated, I wonder why it has been deemed 
hecessary to go over the head of the Director of the Bureau 
of the Budget in this case and make a provision in this bill 
for an item of nearly $500,000 when the Director of the 
Budget refused to recognize it and made no provision for it. 

On yesterday the chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. CRAM- 
TON, referred to a report just made by the Department of Ag- 
riculture upon the Baker project. After consulting this re- 
port I find that in all probability the minimum cost of water 
on the project will be $200 per acre. It is rough land and 
it will be difficult to irrigate it. Now, gentlemen, do not mis- 
understand me; I congratulate the people of Oregon for get- 
ting this additional project. If this bill goes through un- 
amended, our neighbors will have for reclamation during 
the next fiscal year the sum total of $2,085,000. I am not 
going to put one straw in their way in getting this additional 
amount of money, but I do wonder why it is so imperative 
in yiew of the declaration in the hearings by the gentleman 
from Michigan, in view of the fact that the Secretary of the 
Interior has made no recommendation for this work, and also 
in view of the further fact that the Director of the Budget 
has refused to include it in his estimates to now go over the 
head of the Director of the Budget and provide for the con- 
struction of this new project. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. If I have not already made myself clear 
as to that, I fear I can not do so. Is the gentleman quoting 
the report on the Baker project from the Department of 
Agriculture? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Les. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Has there been any proposed project in 
Utah investigated by the Department of Agriculture as to 
the irrigation engineering features involved? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Such an investigation was made, 
but I am not sure what department made it. 

Mr. CRAMTON. When and how? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Last summer. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The Assistant Secretary did not know of 
any other project, except the Baker project. 

Mr, O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD, Yes. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. 
an appropriate authorization? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. CARTER. My colleague means to ask if there has been 
any authorization by law; that is, whether the beginning of the 
project was authorized by law. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Under the act of 1902 I think the 
Secretary of the Interior, acting upon his own initiative, could 
go ahead, make examination, and designate the project. Since 
the act of 1914 I think it is necessary for Congress after re- 
ports are made or without report to authorize the expenditure 
of money upon any project designated by Congress, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Utah has 
again expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. 
minutes more. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. If the gentleman will pardon 
me, this is what I have in mind: A point of order would lie 
against any appropriation not passed upon by some former con- 
gressional authorization. Not that I desire to impede any 
good work the committee intends to do, but I understand it is 
necessary to have an authorization and I wondered why the 
gentleman did not interpose a point of order if it is not based 
on a congressional authorization. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. In the first place, I think there is 


Is the appropriation based on 


I yield, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman two 


authorization; and, in the second place—and I will be very 


candid—I did not feel like interposing an objection. I am not 
going to oppose Oregon or Idaho having the money; I am com- 
plaining about the method by which it was done, because there 
are ample funds to do other reclamation work if new work is 
to be authorized. What I am complaining about is that my 
State and other States were asked to observe a reclamation 
holiday, and we do not enjoy taking a holiday when we see our 
neighbors busy all about us. 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman will permit, the gentleman 
knows, of course, that this project has been authorized and 
appropriated for now for two years. I do not know whether 
he stated that or not. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Yes; I am aware of that, and I have 
already stated it. I do not agree with the announcement that 
has been made upon the floor of this House that the authoriza- 
tion by Congress is mandatory upon the Director of the Bureau 
of Reclamation or upon the Secretary of the Interior, An 
authorization has been had but the Government has not under- 
taken to do any work. No loss could come to the Government 
by waiting now until this new plan is worked out and until we 
can get on a sound financial basis. 

Bes SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Utah has 
expired, 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I yield. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I was interested in the gentle- 
man’s statement that it was the report of the Agricultural De- 
partment that the probable cost of the water to the farmers 
upon this Baker project was something like $200 per acre. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. The lowest estimate from the Recla- 
mation Department is $150 per acre. That does not include the 
cost of clearing land or anything of that kind. That is the 
eost of putting the water on the land. The highest estimate of 
the Agricultural Department is $227.46. I am taking the 
minimum, where they say that it would probably average $200 
an acre. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I know the gentleman lives in a 
country where he becomes familiar with irrigation projects 
and has for many years had experience along those lines, Does 
he know of a project where the water costs that much which 
the Government has attempted to develop, that has ever paid 
out or that can pay out? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I say to the gentleman in all frank- 
ness that I think there are very few. I believe that the project 
in my district has some of the most favorable economic condi- 
tions of any project in the United States. It has two great 
transcontinental lines of railroad going through it, it has an 
electric line of railway connecting the city of Salt Lake with 
the principal towns of the project and also the southern part 
of Idaho. It has hard-surfaced roads connecting the principal 
parts of the project with Salt Lake City. There is being con- 
structed a great steel mill within 4 miles of the project. 
Within 50 miles of the project is the greatest precious-metal 
smelting industry in the United States. Within less than 30 
miles of the nearest point in the project there is one of the 
greatest copper mines in the United States, employing at times, 
together with its milling plant, 6,000 men. 

Our contracts upon that project call for $80 per acre, and it 
will pay upon the basis of $80 per acre, but even with the 
favorable conditions that I have described I doubt whether that 
project would be an economic success with water at $200 per 
acre. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I was a Member of the Congress 
that passed that bill, the Fifty-seventh Congress, and I recall 
that the underlying principle was that we were creating a re- 
volving fund that should be continually for the use of those in 
this country who might need that money in the development of 
our arid lands, Is it not resulting in this condition by attempt- 
ing these enormously expensive projects, such as the gentle- 
man has described, that we are preventing that money from 
being a revolving fund and simply giving it to those who are 
fortunate enough to receive it and denying it to those who 
shall come after. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD, Let me make myself clear as to why 
I am urging the claim of my State for new work. Private en- 
terprise can not develop very many more arid acres in Utah. 
Lying contiguous to the Strawberry project and extending from 
there to the city of Ogden through the Great Salt Lake Valley, 
a distance of 75 or 80 miles, there are arid acres in that great 
valley which will produce apples the equal of any of the choicest 
fruit produced in the great Wenatchee or Yakima districts. We 
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have the soil, we have the moisture in the air, the ‘sunshine, 
and the temperature, more favorable in many respects than in 
the great districts just named, Thousands of acres of land 
could be reclaimed at a cost ranging perhaps from 835 to $100 
per aere, Some tell us that $100 per acre water is too high. 
In my judgment $150 water on that land would be a good 
investment and would bring back to the Government every 
dollar that it might invest, so that if there are to be new 
projects undertaken why not let us have some of the $6,000,000 
in the reclamation fund to develop this region. Why refuse to 
consider our claims and take up a doubtful project where the 
Agricultural Department says that it is doubtful if it will be 
an economic success. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Utah has 
again expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute more 
to the gentleman in order to ask a question and to get an an- 
swer. The gentleman has quoted some very impressive figures 
as to the possible Utah projects and as to the cost per acre. 
Are those figures based on the reports of the engineers of the 
Reclamation Service? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. They were given to me by those who 
have seen some of the estimates. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Or are they based upon the expert irri- 
gation engineers of the Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I have great confidence in the ability 
of the engineers of either of the great departments. re- 
ferred to. 

Mr. GRAMTON. Of course, the gentleman understands that 
the figures he has quoted as to the cost in the Baker project 
from the Agricultural Department are absolutely at variance 
past the figures of the board of engineers of the Reclamation 

rvice. | 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Utah has 
again expired. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I have not yet had the 10 minutes 
that the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Taxron] promised me. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Referring to the statement to which 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CANTON] has called my 
attention, you will recall that I have already stated that the 
minimum charge for water on the Baker project as compiled 
iby the ‘Bureau of Reclamation is $150 per acre. That appears, 
‘in the hearings. I also stated that the average charge per 
acre estimated by the Agricultural Department will be about 
$200 per acre, and that the maximum estimate was $227.46. | 

Mr. Chairman, in the hearings now before the committee I 
find that ‘the statement is freely made ‘that the original esti- 
mates on the Salt River project provided only for the construc- 
tion of the Roosevelt Dam; that all additional work was sup- 
plementary, and that the dam was built within the estimate. 
The original estimate included only the storage works, which 
were all that were contemplated at the ‘time the project was 
undertaken. ‘According to the eleventh annual report of the 
Reclamation Service, page 51, these have cost 83.802.807. 00. 

The other expenses not included in the original estimate, but 
built-on urgent requests from the water-users association and 
Jandowners, include the following items: 


Power system „„ ðx?t — $2, 491, 593. 04 
North side canal syst construction. 1, 102, 005. 52 
Granite Reef diversion ) eat ae a ee 622, 784. 04 
South side canal system, construction rank 541.03 
Pumping plants —— 4 Š 126, 548. 64 
Real estate purehased „444 2 32. 028. 05 
Tel ne system, construction and betterments „892. 49 
Roads, construction and maintenance 603, 941. 03 


Examination of the records fails to reveal the details of the 
original estimate, but there still remain records and annual 
reports that contradict not only the assumption that the dam 
and appurtenances were built within the estimates but also 
the assumption that the increase in the cost of the project was 
due entirely to supplementary construction, as claimed in this 
statement just quoted from the hearings. 

The first estimate appears in the first annual report of the 
Reclamation Service, 1902-3, and estimates the cost of the 
Roosevelt Dam at $1,909,887 and the cost of the power plant 
at $215,260, making a total of $2,124,647. y 

The second estimate appears in a letter written by F. H. 
Newell to the Secretary of the Interior on March 7, 1903, esti- 
mating— 
the total cost of the reservoir and appurtenances, including power 
plant— 
at $2,800,000, and gives the irrigable area at 200,000 acres. 


The third estimate is in the second annual report, dated) 
November 28, 1903, and provides for increasing the height of the 


Roosevelt Dam 30 feet, and the power development is enlarged 
to develop underground water by pumping. This estimate fixed 
the cost at from $18 to $20 per acre and, based upon the pro- 
posed irrigable area of 200,000 acres, would make the estimated 
cost as outlined amount to a sum between $3,600,000 and 
$4,000,000, 

In other words, this third estimate was to provide for so- 
called supplementary construction, as shown from ‘the following 
quotation from ‘the second annual report: 


An enlargement has also been made in the power development con- 
templated so as to more fully develop the underground waters by 
pumping, and provision has accordingly been made for transmitting this 
power to the valley. 

Items have also been included for the construction of roads and tele- 
phone lines to facilitate the construction, maintenance, and operation 
of the works, as it is believed that in the long run this will be 
economical, 

All these changes increase the estimates over those first made, and 
they are all made in the interest of a wise and far-seeing economy, 
looking to ‘the greatest possible development of the water resources of 
the region under consideration. The final estimates and plans for the 
entire system are not yet complete, but the indications are that the 
cost will be from $18 to $20 per acre for the land irrigated. 


The figures in the hearings give the actual costs in detall, as 
follows: 


Roosevelt Dam .. T—-⏑— 92,8700 
Power system 2, 491, 593. 04 
Piping le s0e) = oe ee be ee 126, 548. 64 
9 system, construction and betterments_ 68, 892, 49 
Roads, construction and maintenauce 603, 941. 08 
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The third estimate fixed the total eost of these items at 
$4,000,000. The actual cost, after construction was completed, 
amounted to $7,093,872. In other words, instead of the Roose- 
velt Dam, the power plant, and its appurtenances being con- 
structed within the estimates, it would appear that the actual 
cost exceeded the estimates by $3,093,872. 

The same situation exists with reference to other structures 
built later on the Salt River project. Although no official esti- 
mates are available in the flles of the Reclamation Bureau, 
all of them having disappeared, authorities for expenditures have 
been found that represent the total amounts that were provided 
originally to cover the cost of these works. 

On January 13, 1906, there was allotted from the reclamation 
fund the sum of $375,000 for the construction of the Granite 
Reef Dam and the first 2 miles of the Arizona Canal. The 
actual cost of this dam, as shown on page 979 of the ‘hearings, 
was $622,784, or $247,784 more than was authorized in the 
beginning to pay for its construction. 

On February 26, 1906, $314,161 was allotted through authority 
of the ‘Secretary of the Interior to cover the cost of purchase 
and construction work on the north side eanals, the Arizona, 
Grand, Maricopa, Salt River Valley, and Cross Cut. The actual 
cost of the north side canal system, as shown on page 979 of the 
en was $1,102,005, or $787,844 more than was originally 
allotted. 

I trust, gentlemen of the committee, you will understand my 
position and the position of the people of my State upon this 
question. We are willing to wait; we are anxious to have a 
better business method worked out. We have thousands of 
acres of valuable land in Great Salt Lake Valley waiting to 
be reclaimed. The work we ask for will not be an economic 
experiment, it will be an assured success. We shall go along 
in harmony and in accord with our sister States. I shall vote 
for the new work in this bill gladly and cheerfully, but next 
year when this question comes before Congress again, we shall 
expect equitable consideration at your hands. I want to see 
my State put upon an equitable basis with our neighbors in 
all future reclamation work. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Lowrey]. 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Mississippi usks 
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KELLY] has given an interesting and somewhat 
vigorous discussion of certain features of this bill, pertaining 
to Indian affairs especially. I do not know ‘that I would go 
just as far as the gentleman has gone in my position on that 
question of Indian appropriations, but 1 do agree with much 
that he said and much that he has suggested. I am certainly 
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in favor of carrying out our treaty obligations, and I am in 
favor of carrying out our obligations with reference to the 
tribal funds, but I am very doubtful about the gratuities: to 
Indians, or anybody else for that matter. I have always 
opposed on this floor the appropriations even for saving starv- 
ing children in Europe. Not that I was not in full sympathy 
with the motives for relief in the Near East and Russia, but I 
believe that in all matters of charity, in all matters of rellef 
of misfortune and suffering of our fellow men, the appeal ought 
to be for men to meet those situations as a matter of voluntary 
philanthropy, and I am not quite sure that our Constitution 
gives us the right to appropriate money simply to meet needy 
conditions even among the suffering. I am not sure it gives 
us that right except in great emergencies among our own 
people. But I did net come to discuss: gratuity appropriations 
for Indians. I want to discuss briefly another appropriation 
that seems to me to be entirely without constitutional guaranty 
and entirely beyond our right as a legislative body in handling 
the funds of the Nation. I refer to the appropriation to 
Howard University. 

My friend, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. STEVEN- 
son], stated yesterday afternoon that there were some respect- 
able Republicans in the South. I suppose he weighed his 
words and was conscientious in that statement. That is inter- 
esting, if true. But I want to say, furthermore, there are some 
conscientious: Democrats: in the South, and I am sure gentle- 
men on the other side of the aisle will hardly dispute that 
any more than Mr. Stevenson would dispute the other propo- 
sition. There are hundreds of thousands of southern Demo- 
crats who are really deeply interested in doing full Justice to 
the negro and to his needs. I do not believe that will be 
doubted by anyone who will look through the records of the 
States in the matter of appropriations for schools and for the 
matter of aid generally to the colored race. I have not time 
to go into that to a large extent, but I mean that we, the 
southern people, are certainly not opposed to the aid given to 
the negroes as a race wherever it is wisely bestowed and where 
it is within bounds of right and reason. But here is one 
university, the only one, as I understand, in America that is 
receiving large Government aid in the way of appropriations 
from the Federal Treasury; and the reason given for it, when I 
approached the question somewhat in this connection nearly a 
year ago, was that it is the one university for negroes alone 
where members of that race can really get a university edu- 
cation. The reason does not appear to me by any means a 

one. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. LOWREY. I will yield. 

Mr. BLANTON. To show the attitude of the southern Con- 
gressmem on that question, these appropriations have been ap- 
pearing here every year, and if any Democratic Congressman 
had made a point of order at any time on these appropriations 
they would have gone out of the bill, because there is no law 
authorizing them; and it has been by the sufferance of the 
southern Members in Congress that these appropriations have 
been allowed every year. 

Mr. LOWREY. I have taken some figures in regard to the 
Howard University from the catalogue or bulletin of that 
school and from the report of the Department of Education, 
I find that the appropriation for this university began in 1881, 
which we all admit was a time when there was much being 
done in regard to the Negro race that was not exactly sane; 
and I believe the people on both sides of Mason and Dixon's 
line now realize very strongly that there was much legislation 
for the first 20 years after the Civil War that was far from 
sane in regard to the interest of the Negro. race. 

In those days of uncertainty and unsane, if not insane, 
legislation: Congress began to appropriate to Howard Univer- 
sity. I believe it was done witheut any warrant of law or 
any basis in constitutional right or principle. I find that 
between the years 1906 and 1912 Congress appropriated 
$675,000. to that institution. The Sixty-sixth Congress, 12 
years later, as you will find, appropriated $280,000: The 
Sixty-seventh Congress appropriated $232,000, and this bill 
provides an appropriation of $365,000, which means more than 
$1,500,000, of appropriations in the few bills to which I have 
referred. 

Of course there has been appropriated immensely more than 
that, evidently a good many millions; but I have not had the 
time to look the matter up thoroughly. E find also that of 
the appropriations in the last three Congresses, counting this 
Congress, if this bill goes through there will have been about 
$600,000 appropriated to the running expenses of that in- 
stitution, outside of what was appropriated for improvements 
or buildings. Appropriations for running expenses are, of 


course, for making the tuition and living costs there cheap, 
and enabling the students to attend that institution at very 


small cost. T find that board is quoted in the institution at 
825 per month. 

Now, there is another worthy institution in Washington that 
bears a worthy name, the George Washington University, 
named in honor of the Father of his Country. In that institu- 
tion there are about 5,000 pupils, and I have an idea that the 
majority of them are young men and young women who are 
working in the Government departments, receiving generally 
from $100 to $150 per month salary and struggling to get an 
education by putting In their extra hours, their evening hours, 
and by putting in all the dollars they can save for board and 
tuition. It seems to me that an institution like that would be 
at least as worthy of help from this Government as Howard 
University, and that the students who go there are as worthy 
of consideration as the students who go to Howard University. 
But for my part, do not understand that I would advocate an ap- 
propriation for George Washington University. I would not, for 
Jam sure we have no constitutional warrant that would really 
Justify or allow us to make such an appropriation any more 
than we can constitutionally make such an appropriation to 
Howard University. But the plea, as I said, has been made 
that this institution appeals to us especialy because it is the 
one institution for negroes only in which that race can get 
a university education. 

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
right there? 

Mr. LOWREY. Gladly. 

Mr. MANSFIELD, Does not the same condition exist at 
Tuskegee, Ala.? 

Mr. LOWREY. Yes; I was going into that. I thank the 
gentleman. In looking over the report of the Bureau of Educa- 
tion I find that we have in this country 16 land-grant schools 
for negroes. We have 11 other State schools and 266 inde- 
pendent schools giving a college grade of educational work. 
Then we have hundreds of private schools, and so forth. I 
think I have found over 300 outside of those already mentioned. 
Now, of these land-grant sehools there is a State college in 
Alabama, a State college in Arkansas, a State college in Dela- 
ware, and one in Florida, one in Kentucky, one in Louisiana, 
one in Maryland, one in Mississippi, one in Missouri, one in 
North Carolina, one in South Carolina, one in Oklahoma, one in 
Texas, and one in West Virginia. Those are State institutions 
run on the general plan of the agricultural and mechanical col- 
leges, run for the education of the negro. Then there are 11 
other State schools, generally normal schools, for the training 
of teachers. Nearly all of these are in the Southern States. A 
few of them are in the Northern States, 

In addition to that the leading universities of America in the 
North are now practically all open to negro students: 

The other day I talked with a negro man who, I believe, is in 
the Congressional Library; he told me his son is a junior at 
Harvard this year, I noticed also that the physician who was 
appointed as the head of the hospital at Tuskegee was a 
graduate of some institution in Indiana, I believe; at any rate, 
a graduate from an institution that is not especially a negro 
institution, There is no reason in the proposition that the 
school is needed in order to give opportunities to negroes. 

There is one other feature, if T have the time to discuss it 
This one special school is being sustained by the Government; 
and I do not care, for the purposes of this argument, whether it is 
for white folks, Indians, or negroes; whether it is for Jews or 
Gentiles, Americans or foreigners; the proposition is the ques- 
tion of singling out one university and appropriating Govern- 
ment money in order to maintain it, and especially for running 
expenses, f 

It is a proposition: that simply can not stand the test when 
it is looked straight in the face; and if men here will vote 
straight and honestly on it, with reference to their constitu- 
tional obligations, it will not continue to be sustained. 

As I have said; the taxes necessary to run that institution in 
order to give a university education to these negro people are 
paid very largely by white people who have not and can not 
have, im any sort of way, anything like similar opportunities 
for their own children; and in many cases by people who have 
very little opportunity for their own children, yet they are 
required by law to pay this money for this special institution in 
this way. 

I had a letter the other day from a woman in my district, I 
do not claim to be from a poverty-stricken district, but this 
year eonditions there are exceedingly critical: The boll weevil 
has come, and in places men have made 1 bale of cotton on 
land from which they formerly made 40 bales of cotton. One 
man told me of a farmer who has made 80 bales, but who wag 
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making only 1 this year on the same land. The result is that 
hundreds and thousands of men do not know where in the world 
they can get the money with which to pay their taxes this year. 
They are met with a hard proposition when it comes to just 
meeting their taxes. There are hundreds of farmers who not 
only haye not made the money with which to pay their taxes 
but they have not made a dollar to live on; and they would 
have been as well off if they had not planted a crop, and some 
of them better off, because it has cost more than the whole crop 
is worth. But here is the letter from which I want to quote a 
line or two. This is written with a pencil and is from a woman 
in my district whom I scarcely know. This letter is in answer 
to a circular letter which I sent out in regard to conditions 
as produced by this boll-weevil situation. She says: 


We did not have any money to get anything for Christmas at our 
house; I was so sorry for my little children, but I could not help it, 
and I just sat down and cried, 


And then she goes on to say that when it came to sending the 
children to school they had one pair of socks or stockings each; 
they had one pair of overalls, and so on, showing how poorly 
they were clad. She says: 


We could not do any better, and my husband worked out in order to 
get the special money to get that much clothes for them and let them 
go to school. 


I refer to this as one of a number of letters almost as strong, 
which I have gotten this year from people in the boll-weevil 
territory and the flooded territory. I am sure the western 
Congressmen get those letters just as I do from people in the 
wheat districts where they have not made enough money to 
pay their taxes and where they have not made the expenses 
of planting their wheat. 

I shall not pursue this discussion further, but I want to say, 
gentlemen, that I shall simply have to be excused from voting 
for an appropriation either to give gratuities to Indian tribes 
for their care or to give a gratuity to a Washington university 
in order to give university opportunities to a few negro stu- 
dents, when conditions like that obtain throughout this country, 
especially throughout the boll-weevil districts of the South and 
the wheat districts of the Northwest. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LOWREY. I will 

Mr. BLANTON. As showing the attitude of the people of 
Washington toward Howard University, I would like to say 
that some months ago some organization in New York offered 
to this Howard University an enormous sum of money if the 
citizens of Washington would give a certain sum of money. 
That was taken up by the board of trade, and I have been 
informed—I do not know the facts, but I ami apparently re- 
liably informed—that the citizens of Washington have never 
done anything whatever toward raising that sum of money 
upen the assumption that when Congress met Congress would 
take care of the situation, 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Trrson). The time of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Lowrey] has expired. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah [Mr. LEATHER- 
woop] asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his re- 
marks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no Objection. 

Mr. MURPHY. I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. Young]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota is 
recognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, there are a number of bills 
before the Committee on Agriculture on the subject of market- 
ing farm products. I think most of them have been introduced, 
perhaps, with the marketing of wheat in mind, although they 
do cover other subjects. Recently Mr. A. E. Bowen, of Minne- 
sota, connected with one of the farm organizations out there, 
appeared before the Committee on Agriculture and made a 
very strong argument in favor of a businesslike method of selling 
the wheat produced by the farmers of the United States. He 
said that if one individual owned all the wheat he would see 
to it that he sold his exportable surplus abroad for what he 
could get for it, and then on the balance get a better price in 
the United States, measured by the amount of the tariff on 
wheat. He followed that up with the statement that he was 
in favor of the Norris-Sinclair bill. The Norris-Sinclair bill 
would not permit anything of that kind to be done, and inasmuch 
as this bill passed the Senate Committee on Agriculture a 
year ago after a warning had been given as to the inadequacy 
of the powers conferred, I think we now should in advance 


call attention to the fact that if what Mr. Bowen says is true 
as to the purpose of the legislation the language used will never 
accomplish what is desired. 

The only words found in the bill at all which declare tha 
purpose of the proposed law are those which I will read to you: 


It is hereby declared to be the object and purpose of this act to pro- 
vide a market for the sale of agricultural products and to eliminate, 
as far as possible, the commissions and charges that are exacted upon 
agricultural products from the time such products leaye the producer 
until the same reaches the consumer, and to thereby increase the price 
which the producer receives and decrease the price which the con- 
sumer pays. 


Notice the last few words—“ and decrease the price which 
the consumer pays.” The proposal of Mr. Bowen is—and it 
was supported by good, sound reasoning—that the wheat sur- 
plus ought to be disposed of abroad for what could be gotten 
for it and then the balance should be sold in the United 
States for an increased price measured by the amount of the 
tariff. That means on every bushel of wheat sold in the 
United States there would be an added cost which would re- 
sult in more costly flour and more costly bread, and therefore 
entirely against the purpose of the bill. There is no sense in 
passing this bill for the purpose of helping the wheat farmer if 
you leave the language in it which I have just quoted. If it 
were amended to add language which would make it the duty, 
of the board to obtain the cost of production plus a reasonable 
profit, then the board would have a definite duty. If they 
were told they should get the cost of production plus a profit, 
the directors of the corporation would then know what their 
responsibilities were and what their duties were, and to my 
mind, without that language in the bill the board would be 
without power to proceed along lines advocated by Mr. Bowen, 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. SNYDER. Does the gentleman think there would he 
any possible way to increase the price of wheat to the farmer 
and not increase the price of flour to the consumer in any city, 
or town in the United States? 

Mr. YOUNG. I would not say it would not be possible 
through economies in handling to, perhaps, help both of them 
somewhat, but essentially any substantial thing that can be 
done for wheat producers must respond in higher prices to the 
one who buys the products of wheat. 

Mr. SNYDER. Of course, I am just as deeply interested as 
the gentleman can possibly be in relieving any difficulties that 
the farmers in some sections of the country seem to have, but 
I doubt if the difficulty of the farmers in the gentleman’s dis- 
trict is brought about by the price that he gets for wheat so 
much as the size of the crop of wheat that he has grown. 

Mr. YOUNG. The average production of wheat in North 
Dakota last year was only 7 bushels per acre, and it would 
be impossible to make a profitable crop with that yield 
with any reasonable price, In Kansas, where they raise 
20 bushels to the acre—— 

Mr. SNYDER. I do not want to interfere with your line 
of argument, but here is something which I think we all should 
keep in our minds—what happens to the producer of any basic 
product when he has a surplus. 

Mr. YOUNG. Unless he is a very clever salesman, he is 
going to face ruin; he is going to face bankruptcy. 

Mr. SNYDER. He has either got to sell for a lower price or 
diversify his product, has he not? The same thing happens in 
every line of production in this country and in every other 
country. The manufacturer who finds himself with a store- 
house full of surplus products has either got to shut his fac- 
tory down, diversify his product, or sell at a price usually below 
cost, It seems to me the farmers are in the same position. 

Mr. YOUNG. The only dierence is the manufacturer can 
shut down and the manufacturer can organize and control his 
business as to the amount produced, but the farmer has a plant 
which can not be shut down unless shut down for good, and it 
has been impossible for the farmers, on account of the fact 
that they are scattered so much, to control the amount of their 
production. 

Mr. SNYDER. But, usually, when the manufacturer shuts 
down he goes into bankruptcy and has to get off the lot, whereas 
the farmer may have his troubles, but he still stays on the lot 
and has a chance to come again another day. 

Mr. YOUNG. Unfortunately and regretably many wheat 
farmers have been driven from their farms. It is also true, 
as a rule, that the manufacturer, if he has foresight, can plan 
to produce only what he can dispose of. 

Mr. SNYDER. But he frequently gets caught. 
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Mr, YOUNG. That is quite possible, but he has himself 
largely to blame. Now, to come back to the Norris-Sinclair 
bill, the President in administering this proposed law, if it 
becomes a law, would not know the character of men to put 
on the board if he did not know what the duties were. If it 
is expected that the farmer is going to get the cost of produc- 
tion, with a reasonable profit, there should be two producers 
put on the board. If it is to decrease the price to the con- 
sumer, the board might be of an entirely different character. 

So, to my mind, it is essential, if you expect to get any re- 
sults from the legislation, that they should rewrite the pur- 
poses of the legislation in order that a direction may be given to 
the President as to the kind of men to appoint, and also to 
give to those appointed a direction as to what their duties and 
responsibilities are. 

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman permit me one more In- 
terruption? I think the gentleman said that up in his country 
they only raised this past season about 7 bushels of wheat to 
the acre. Would the difference between what the farmer thinks 
he ought to get and what he gets for 7 bushels make him a 
profit if he only produces the 7 bushels? 

Mr. YOUNG. It would be difficult to devise any scheme under 
the Norris-Sinclair bill, or any other bill before Congress, that 
would make 7 bushels to the acre profitable, but in the future 
we hope to have an increase in the number of bushels to the 
acre. 

Mr. SNYDER. Then the difficulty in the gentleman’s coun- 
try is not a question of the sale price of wheat raised on that 
land but the difficulty is that you did not raise enough wheat 
per acre. 

Mr. YOUNG. The shortage of the crop was a factor, but it 
was also aggravated by the shortage of price. I shall refer later 
to the low average of yields in the hard spring wheat areas and 
the interest of the people in the consuming areas to help get a 
price which will make possible the continued production of such 
wheat, 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. Yes. I am always glad to yield to my col- 
league from Minnesota. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Is not one of the main difficulties in the 
Northwest the fact that under the stimulus of war the farmers 
plowed up their pastures, got rid of their livestock, and turned 
every available acre into wheat at the request of the Govern- 
ment, and now they find themselves with only one crop where 
they should have diversified crops, cattle, hogs, chickens, and 
80 forth? 

Mr. YOUNG. It might be more accurate to say that what my 
friend refers to was done at the direct, special, and very urgent 
request of the National Government. Our chief tronbles are the 
result of this, and the increased acreage was not confined to 
the Northwest. The wheat acreage was decidedly increased in 
a number of other States, including Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, 
Illinois, Oklahoma, and Iowa. Some of these States had, prior 
to the war, practically ceased to produce wheat—did not grow 
enough for their own bread requirements—and these States, in 
spite of the fact that the war has been over for a long time, 
are still continuing to plant a decidedly larger wheat acreage 
than before the war, and it is believed they will continue to 
do so because they have the machinery and have the habit. 
So, thoughtful people believe we must contend in the future 
with a wheat surplus and that the exportable surplus should 
be segregated in such a way that the price obtained for the por- 
tion exported shall not fix the price of the portion for domestic 
use. 


Mr. Chairman, two notable conventions were held at Fargo, 
N. Dak., last summer. The first was a State gathering of 
farmers and business men. The second was made up of bankers, 
farmers, and tradesmen from the ninth Federal reserve dis- 
trict, which comprises Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Montana, northern Wisconsin, and upper Michigan. Both con- 
ventions declared against a guaranteed price for wheat. The 
resolutions adopted at the first convention were followed almost 
word for word in the resolutions adopted at the second con- 
vention, I do not have by me at this minute the resolutions 
of the first convention, but I have the last mentioned. Your 
attention is called particularly to the paragraphs which deal 
with the marketing of wheat. 
The conference adopted the following resolution: 


Resolwed, That the Congress of the United States be, and is hereby, 
urged to pass a law to revive or establish some governmental agency 
as an emergency measure for the purpose of bringing about orderly 
marketing and for the further purpose of segregating and selling sepa- 
rately the exportable wheat surplus, marketing the remainder in the 
United States, and to do such other things as may be done through the 


voluntary cooperation of farmers and others as shall help to secure for 
farmers as far as possible cost of production plus a reasonable profit. 

That at least $50,000,000 of working capital be supplied to such 
agency, and that it shall be granted the same borrowing powers as 
enjoyed by the Grain Corporation during the war: Be it further 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, 
urged to call an extra session of Congress to consider the enactment 
of the legislation herein proposed. 


Mr, Chairman, you will notice that at both of these conven- 
tions a declaration was squarely made for the segregation of 
the exportable surplus and the handling of the remainder in 
such a way as to obtain for wlieat farmers, as far as possible, 
the cost of production plus a reasonable profit. To my mind 
no bill should be reported from the Committee on Agriculture 
in respect to marketing wheat which does not declare that 
purpose. As already pointed out, the Norris-Sinclair bill, if it 
should ‘be reported by the committee, is entirely wanting in 
this respect and should be amended. 

In the hard spring wheat areas—namely, North Dakota and 
portions of Minnesota, South Dakota, and Montana—the wheat 
acreage has already been reduced to below the pre-war figures. 
As a consequence of this the amount of hard spring wheat has 
been below the United States requirements. The soft wheats 
do not make a flour satisfactory to the people of the country 
because of a low protein or gluten content. The hard spring 
wheat 18 of high gluten content and there is need for it to mix 
with soft wheat. Many have already abandoned their farms, 
and if present wheat prices continue many more will do the 
same. This will make it necessary for our country to import 
its hard spring wheat from other countries. That would be an 
unwise national policy, particularly in time of war. 

The American people are accustomed to good bread. Hard 
spring wheat makes a nutty flavor. Soft wheat makes a flour 
which makes a pasty tasting bread. I repeat that our people 
for the reasons stated will be obliged to eat inferior bread or 
else import hard spring wheat. Bread is the cheapest food 
product in the market to-day. If its quality can be continued 
at a high standard, it will have large use in the family. The 
more of it used the cheaper the cost of living. 

For the reasons which I have assigned, the consumers should 
Tavor a governmental policy which will bring about a reason- 
able increase in the price of wheat if that policy does not 
involve a guaranteed price. 

I have not introduced a bill upon this subject, because I do 
not want to add to the confusion. If any one of the bills now 
before the Committee on Agriculture is amended so as to 
make possible the realization of the purposes set forth in the 
resolutions adopted at the Fargo conventions, I shall be glad 
to do my part to help secure favorable consideration by Con- 
gress, and what I have said in respect to bills now before the 
committee also applies to the bill which I am told will soon 
be introduced by the chairman of this committee, 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Weratp]. 

Mr. WEFALD. Mr. Chairman, I have been very much inter- 
ested in the discussion that has been going on on this bill as 
far as it relates to Indian affairs. Not all the discussion to 
my mind has had a direct bearing on the bill, but I have been 
very much interested in the discussion of the general policy. 
Some unkind things have been said about the Indian Bureau. 
I am here representing a district which contains among its 
population 14,000 Indians, mixed and half bloods. I rise to 
speak a few words on behalf of those people. I took notice of 
a remark by a gentleman from the South of the distinction be- 
tween the mixed and the full blood. I asked him a questiou— 
I did not want to let any man get away with the statement 
that the mixed blood was not on the whole a good man, on a 
level with the full-blood Indian and white men. I do not 
know whether the Indians in my district are suffering on ac- 
count of the policy of the Indian Bureau or whether it must he 
laid at the doors of Congress. Something was said about the 
restrictions of Indians that ought to be removed. A part of 
the Indians in my district live, so to speak, in the twilight 
zong; they are under the authority of the State of Minnesota 
and still at the same time under the control of the Federal 
Government. They are taxed and still have not the restric- 
tions removed. In 1889 the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota 
entered into a treaty with the Federal Government. They 


ceded certain lands to the Government and they were to be 
sold and the proceeds paid to the Indians. Some have re- 
ceived allotments from time to time, but the conditions out 
there now are such that they find themselves almost in as bad 
a fix as the white farmer. 

They have been knocking at the doors of Congress for several 
years for relief, and among those people there are men who are 
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graduates of colleges and who are just as capable of taking care 
of their own affairs as any white man. As I understand it, they 
have repeatedly gone to the Indian Bureau and to Congress 
and asked that they might have their share in the tribal prop- 
erty. We have one man, for instance, who is the county attor- 
ney of one of the counties up there. There is no reason why a 
man like that should not be allowed to get his share of the 
tribal property and to be allowed to handle his own money. 

I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY], 
who said the Indians ought to be allowed to make their own 
mistakes just as the white men do, and they have grievances 
against the Indian Bureau. Take the White Earth Indian 
Reservation, in Minnesota. A year and a half ago the Indian 
agency was taken away from that reservation and moved up to 
Cass Lake. Aft the White Darth Indian Reservation there are 
about 6,000 Indians, and any time they want to see the Indian 
agent on business they have to travel about 100 miles. I do not 
think they ought to be compelled to do that. I believe the In- 
dians ought to be allowed to gather in their councils and dis- 
cuss their own affairs. The Chippewa Indians of Minnesota 
up until a year and a half ago, from the year 1913, had what 
was called a general council. There was an appropriation given 
them here from year to year to the amount of $10,000, and I 
understand that was taken away from them a year and a half 
ago at the suggestion of the Indian Bureau. I do not know 
whether it will be possible to get an appropriation like that into 
this bill again, but I am here to ask Congress to give it to them. 
The people want it; they need it. I think they are entitled to 
get together in councils and talk their matters over and send 
men down here to appear before the Congress and before the 
Indian Bureau and lay their affairs before them. 

Something was said about the bureaucratic tendencies of the 
Indian Bureau. I was told by an Indian to-day—and I know 
that he is absolutely competent, he is a well-educated man— 
that a short time before his grandfather died the grandfather 
wanted to will his property to this man. The grandfather at 
that time owned 160 acres of land. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman two 
minutes more, 

Mr. WEFALD. He said that the Indian Bureau objected to 
that arrangement. And why? The man was absolutely compe- 
tent to dispose of his own property and they objected to it for 
the reason that in his will he had not made any provision for 
his wife. He had been married a second time. The wife dis- 
posed of her property. She gave a timber claim, valued at 
$16,000, to her granddaughter, and that met with the approval 
of the Indian Bureau. 

I think that proves conclusively that there is within this 
Indian Bureau a disposition to rule, a disposition to tell these 
people that they must absolutely rule over them and tell them 
what is good for them and what is not good for them, and 
the gentleman told me that if it had not been for the fact that 
he was smart enough to outwit them he would not have become 
possessed of the property. 

I thank the gentleman from Michigan for granting me this 

. time, and I shall want to offer two or three amendments to the 
bill when the Indian matters come up, to take care of some of 
these conditions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota has again expired. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS]. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recoxp by publishing 
therein a letter written to me by the Secretary of Agriculture 
giving some farm statistics. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recoxp in the 
manner indicated by him. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp I will print the following: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, * 
Washington, December 25, 1923. 
Hon. ELMER THOMAS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dran MR. THOMAS: The following is sent in answer to your letter 
of December 17: 

First. According to the census of January, 1920, the number of 
farms in the United States was 6,448,343. From the answer to the 
following question it might be inferred that the last three years have 
served to diminish this number, 


Second. The 1920 census reported 81,614,269 persons living on farms 
and constituting in general terms the farm population. The last 
three years are supposed to have resulted in a net decrease during each 
farming season. The net change for 1923, as compared with 1922, 18 
not yet estimated, but that for last year was about 460,000 decrease, 
A census taken this January would probably show no more than 
80,000,000 persons living on farms. 

Third. An unofficial estimate of the wealth owned by actual farmers 
as of January 1, 1920, is $74,000,000,000. This leaves out of account 
$21,000,000,000 of farm assets belonging to farm landlords not en- 
gaged in farming. Of the $74,000,000,000 owned by actual farmers, 
about 13 per cent, or nearly $10,000,000,000, consists of wealth other 
than farm assets. This leaves $64,000,000,000 of farm assets owned 
by actual farmers, 

Adding to the farm assets owned by actual farmers the $21,000,000,- 
000 of farm assets belonging to farm landlords not engaged in farm- 
ing gives a total of about $85,000,000,000 as the value of property 
used in farming at the date indicated. 

Fourth. The estimate for cash and deposits belonging to actual 
farmers is about $8,600,000,000 on January 1, 1920. 

Fifth. An estimate of the amount owed by actual farmers as of 
January 1, 1920, is $11,235,000,000. This leaves out of account the 
debts of landlords not engaged in farming, whose farm mortgage in- 
debtedness is estimated to have been $1,685,000,000, or 21.4 per cent 
of the total mortgage debt. Of the $11,235,000,000 owed by actual 
farmers, $6,175,000,000, or 55 per cent, is estimated to have been se- 
cured by farm mortgages. Of the balance of the debt of actual farmers, 
$5,060,000,000, 68 per cent, or $3,455,000,000, is estimated to have been 
bank credit. The balance of the short-term indebtedness, $1,605,- 
000,000, is estimated to have been owed to merchants and other indi- 
viduals. 

Except as shown in a statement of March 18, 1923, entitled “ Esti- 
mated farm mortgage debt, 1920,“ the estimates given here are from 
a paper entitled The accumulation of wealth by farmers,” by L. C. 
Gray, Papers and Proceedings of the Annual Meeting of the American 
Economic Association, March, 1928. 

Very truly yours, 


Henry C. WALLACE, Secretary. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Knutson]. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I was very much impressed 
by the able statement made by Mr. Cramton, chairman of the 
subcommittee, yesterday, and as he progressed with his explana- 
tion of the contents of this bill I became more and more firmly 
convineed that at last we had a perfect appropriation bill to 
which no one could take any exception. Imagine my surprise 
and chagrin, then, upon discovering in the bill to-day that the 
committee had cut out a land office at Cass Lake, Minn. I am 
in thorough sympathy with the committee’s desire to economize, 
and I believe that I am going to help the committee in its lauda- 
ble desire by offering an amendment at the proper time to con- 
solidate the two other land offices in Minnesota at Cass Lake, 
This location {s very central and it is nearer to the large un- 
appropriated district of public land in our State than any of 
the other land offices. If I succeed in getting my amendment 
adopted it will effect a saving of several thousand dollars 
annually to the Government, and I know that will meet with 
the hearty approval of the House. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KNUTSON. I will be glad to yield to my friend from 
Oregon. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Will the gentleman help to relieve some of 
us from our suffering from the high crimes and misdemeanors 
commipea on land offices which have been consolidated in the 

1117 

Mr. KNUTSON. Well, of course, I can not attempt to act as 
almoner of the House, If the gentleman is suffering under any 
unjust action on the part of the committee he will have to take 
it up himself; in fact, I would suggest a combination of those 
of us who feel that we have not been justly dealt with when the 
bill is taken up under the five-minute rule. [Applatuse.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Trnson, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 5078) 
making appropriations for the Department of the Interior for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 
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ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 8 
minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Janu- 
ary 12, 1924, at 12 o’clock noon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. McKENZIE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 517. 
A ill to restrict the expenditures of the War Department and 
the Military Establishment of the United States; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 29). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa: Committee on Ways and Means. H. J. 
Res, 136. A joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States; without amendment (Rept. 


No. 80). Referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. BUTLER: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 2088. 


A bill providing for sundry matters affecting the naval service, 
and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 31). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. LANGLEY: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
H. Res. 51. A resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to negotiate with the authorities of the city of 
Kenosha, Wis., to ascertain terms and conditions upon which 
can be secured a site for a Federal building located in accord- 
ance with the plan for a civic center adopted by said city of 
Kenosha; without amendment (Rept. No. 82). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs, H. R. 2879. 
A bill to provide for the disposal of homestead allotments. of 
deceased allottees within the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, 
Mont.; without amendment (Rept. No. 83). Referred to the 
House Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1136) granting a pension to Susan V. Payne; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1137) granting a pension to Mary Burdick; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to Catherine E. 
Steward; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 5259) to authorize the 
coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration of the commence- 
ment on June 18, 1923, of the work of carving on Stone Moun- 
tain, in the State of Georgia, a monument to the valor of the 
soldiers of the South, which was the inspiration of their sons 
and daughters and grandsons and granddaughters in the 
Spanish-American and World Wars, and in memory of Warren 
G. Harding, President of the United States of America, in 
whose administration the work was begun; to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 5260) to define and pun- 
ish official misconduct of officers of the United States and to 
prevent corrupt political practices; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 5261) to repeal and re- 
enact chapter 100, 1914, Public, No, 108, to provide for the 
restoration of Fort McHenry, in the State of Maryland, and 
its permanent preservation as a national park and perpetual 
national memorial shrine as the birthplace of the immortal 
Star-Spangled Banner, written by Francis Scott Key, for the 
appropriation of the necessary funds, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 5262) to repeal 
so much of the revenue act of 1921 and amendments thereto 
which require an income-tax payer to pay an assessment, the 
correctness of which he disputes, making it the duty of the 
Government to accept a bond for the eventual condemnation 
money and conditioned to pay said assessment or so much 


thereof with interest should the taxpayer be finally adjudged 
to be liable therefor; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 5263) to authorize the 
President to declare a national emergency in the case of a stop- 
page or threatened stoppage of a steady supply of coal, and 
to take over and operate mines during such emergency, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 5264) authorizing the appro- 
priation of $15,000 for the purpose of constructing suitable 
roads upon the Government-owned grounds at Wakefield, West- 
moreland County, Va., and for the purpose of improving and 
maintaining said grounds; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BOTES: A bill (H. R. 5265) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of stenographers in the courts of the United States 
and to fix their duties and compensation; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5266) authorizing the sale 
of the United States Veterans’ Bureau Hospital at Corpus 
Christi, Tex.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 5267) granting 
pensions to certain members of the former life-saving service; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 5268) for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Supe- 
rior, Nebr.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WYANT: A bill (H. R. 5269) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Jeannette, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5270) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Scottdale, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. H. 5271) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Latrobe, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5272) to provide 
for the erection of a Federal building on the site owned by the 
Government of the United States and located in the city of 
Racine, Wis., and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KELLER: A bill (H. R. 5273) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Mississippi River between St. 
Paul and Minneapolis, Minn., for the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway Co.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5274) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
grant to the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. power 
to construct and operate a line of railroad across Fort Snelling 
Military Reservation in the State of Minnesota; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 137) ex- 
tending the time for the final report of the joint committee 
created by the agricultural credits act of 1923; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 138) author- 
izing the Director of the United States Veterans’ Bureau to 
grant a right of way over United States Veterans’ Bureau hos- 
pital reservation at Knoxville, Iowa; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAGEE of Pennsylvania: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
139) to provide for the remission of further payments of the 
annual installments of the Chinese indemnity; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BLOOM: Resolution (H. Res. 144) providing that 
the Congress of the United States respectfully request United 
States District Court Judge Goddard, of the Southern District 
of New York, to withhold action on the bankruptcy case of 
Jones & Baker until the examination sought by Congress has 
been made; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FISH: Resolution (H. Res. 145) requesting the 
President to appoint a trade commission to establish commer- 
cial and trade relations with Russia; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. SNELL: Resolution (H. Res. 146) amending the rules 
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 5275) granting a pension to 
Rebecca C. Vanderhoof; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. BOYCE: A bill (H. R. 5276) for the relief of Samuel 
S. Weaver; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. BOYLAN: A bill (H. R. 5277) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint Frederick Felix to the 
position and rank of captain in the Army of the United States 
and immediately retire him with the rank and pay of a cap- 
tain; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New York: A bill (H. R. 5278) for the 
aN of Edward N. Moore; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 5279) for the relief of 
A. J. Baker Co. (Inc.) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 5280) granting a pension 
to Margaret L. Fardette; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 6281) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret Daley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 5282) to place 
Maj. Gen. Hunter Liggett and Maj. Gen. Henry T. Allen, retired 
by operation of law, and Maj. Gen. Robert L. Bullard, upon 
retirement by operation of law, on the retired list of the Army 
as lieutenant generals without additional pay or allowances; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5288) to reimburse the city of Baltimore, 
State of Maryland, for moneys expended to aid the United 
States in the construction of works of defense during the Civil 
War; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLADAY: A bill (H. R. 5284) granting a pension 
to Milligan Comstock; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5285) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Schwartz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 5286) granting a pension 
to Eli Wickson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5287) granting a pension to Lee Morgan 
Wickson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 5288) granting an increase 
of pension to Lizzie Clay; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 5289) granting a pension to 
Lydia E. Kohler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5290) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Marley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5291) granting an increase of pension to 
Evelina C. Gross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 5292) granting a 
pension to Margaret M. Bardwell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 5293) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert M. Maginniss; to the Commtitee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 5294) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Schorpp; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 5295) for the relief of 
Maj. Robert Lee McLeod; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bili (H. R. 5296) 
granting a pension to Eliza A. Keech; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 5297) granting a pension 
to Warren M. Anderson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 5298) granting a pension to 
James P. Bradley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 5299) granting increased com- 
pensation to Wilson S. Jaynes; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 5800) granting an increase 
of Pension to Mary C. Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 5301) for the relief of 
Ephrian Ellis; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 5302) for the relief of 
Frank Ayers: to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 5308) granting an increase 
of pension to Louis H. Blake; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5804) granting a pension to Ella B. 
Collins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 5305) to pay additional 
compensation to Ida Alexander; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 5306) providing for the 
closing of Weaver Place NW., and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5307) for the relief of J. A. Galloway; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5308) for the relief of Mattie D. Jacobs; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5809) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucius P. Burress; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 5310) for the relief of J. H. 
Martin; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WYANT: A bill (H. R. 5311) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Derby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5312) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie Leasure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5313) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Monessen, State of Pennsylvania, one 
99 88 cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

airs, : 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5314) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Mount Pleasant, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, one German cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5315) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Trafford, State of Pennsylvania, one 
pen cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

rs. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

514. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, urging the repeal of all unfair 
excise taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

515. By Mr. ABERNETHY: Petition of Hon. George P. Pell, 
corporation commissioner of North Carolina, and of the National 
Association of Railway and Utilities Commissioners, Miami, 
Fla., seeking relief for the people by amending the transpor- 
tation act so as to allow certain matters to be passed upon by 
State commissions instead of Interstate Commerce Commission; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

516. By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of the National Asso- 
ciation of Railway and Utilities Commissioners, favoring amend- 
ments to the interstate commerce act; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

517. By Mr. BURTON: Petition signed by 1,200 residents of 
the city of Cleveland, requesting support of the measure now 
pending to amend the Volstead Act by permitting the manufac- 
ture and sale of beer and light wines; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

518. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of the board of directors 
of the Maritime Association of the Port of New York, indorsing 
the so-called Mellon plan of tax revision; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

519. Also, petition of the board of directors of the Maritime 
Association of the Port of New York, in opposition to the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the payment of a soldier 
bonus, and petitions of Edgar B. and Helen H. Holden and E. 
Otis Hunt, of Schenectady, N. Y.; and John A. Ostrander, of 
Amsterdam, N. Y., indorsing the Mellon plan of tax revision; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

520. By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of the Forest City Bit & 
Tool Co., of Rockford, III., and sundry citizens of Illinois, favor- 
ing reduction of Federal taxes as proposed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

521. By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: Petition of rural carriers of 
the counties of Kent, Queen Anne, Caroline, Dorchester, Wor- 
cester, and Cecil, in the State of Maryland, praying for an 
equipment allowance; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

522. By Mr. KIESS: Papers accompanying House bill 1556, 
granting a pension to Edgar P. Rice; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

523. By Mr. WATSON: Petition of Valley Forge Chapter, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, opposing any amendment 
to the Constitution limiting the power of the Supreme Court; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

524. Also, petition of Valley Forge Chapter, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, favoring Mellon's plan of tax reduction; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 12, 1924. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order 
by the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rey. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 

Our Father and our God, to whom we are responsible for 
the duties of each new-born day, consider and hear us. Con- 
tinue the ministrations of Thy love and mercy unto us and 
bring the deliberations of this day into harmony with Thy 
holy will. Give unto us the help of Thy spirit, which exalts, 
enriches, and purifies our thoughts. May we always give to 
this Government of our fathers and its free institutions our 
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sacrificial devotion. Ever enable us to plan and think together 
for the growing good and prosperity of the Republic. We 
pray in the name of Jesus and His glorified cross. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved, 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on February 12, after the reading of the Journal and the dis- 
posal of paprs on the Speaker’s desk, I may address the House 
for 40 minutes on “ Lincoln, the man of common sense.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that on February 12, after the reading of the 
Journal and disposal of papers on the Speaker’s desk, he may 
address the House for 40 minutes on “Lincoln, the man of 
common sense.” Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ELECTION TO THE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, a vacancy exists on the 
majority of the Committee on Education. I move that that 


Comparison of the Mellon and Democratic taw plans with 


Number of persons making returns in each class for 1921. 


vacancy be filled by the election of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, Mr. FENN. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves the elec- 
tion of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. FENN] to fill a 
vacancy on the Committee on Education. The question is on 
agreeing to that motion, 

The motion was agreed to, 


TAX REVISION. 


Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by presenting some 
additional tables on the tax question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner in- 
dicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, under the leave 
granted me to extend my remarks in the Rxconb, I include the 
following: 


the present law (married persons without dependents). 
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28,000 | 1,920] 1,40 1,360 1.200 900 720 300 450| 180 
29,000 200| 1,500 1,420 1,320 1,000 810 320 810 180 
30,000 2.00 1,50 1,480 1.440 1,100 900 340 540 | 200 
31,000 | 2160| 1,620 1,540 1.570 1.210 1, 000 360 570 210 
32,000 | 2,20 1,880 1,600 1,700 1,320 1,100 380 900 220 
33,000 | 2,30 1,740 1,660 1, 850 1) 440 1, 210 410 610 | 230 
34,000} 2,400 1,800 1,720 2.000 1, 560 1,320 440 680| 240 
/ OFAT E AR S A 1,800 e 2,150 1.800 1,440 460 710 | 250 
36,000 | 2560} 1,920 1,340 2 300 1,820 1,560 480 740 | 260 
37,000 | 2610 1,980 1,900 2 480 1,960 1,690 500 0| 2270 
38,000 | 2.720 200 1,960. 2) 620 2.100 1,820 520 200 
‘ 39,000 | 2.800 2,100 2,020 2; 790 9) 240 1, 980 550 80 280 
40,000 | 2,880 160 | 2.080 2.960 2) 380 2.100 530 80 280 
41,000 24.900 20 2,140 3,140 2} 530 2 250 610 800 200 
42,000 3,00 2,280 2) 200 3,320 2.680 2.400 640 920| 280 
43,000 | 3,120 2,340 2,260 3.510 2.880 2, 560 680 950 270 
44,000 3,20 2,400 2,320 3.700 2.980 2,720 720 980| 280 
N n ASERRE U 3,900 3; 130 2890 770| 1,010 240 
46,000 | 3.300 2,520 2,440 4,100 3, 280 3.000 80 1,00 20 
47,000 3,440 2,580 2,500 4,310 3, 440 3.240 870 1,070 200 
48,000 3, 520 2,040 2,560 4,520 3,600 3, 420 920 1,100 180 
49, 000 3,600 2,700 2,620 4,740 3,760 3,610 980 1,130 150 
50,000 | 3,680 | 2,70 2680 4,960 3/920 3,800 1, 040 120 
61,000 | 3,760 2,80 2,740 5, 190 4,080 4,000 1.110 80 
52,000 3,80 2.80 2800 5,420 4.240 4.200 1, 180 40 
58,000 3,920 2,940 2,860 5, 860 4,410 4,410 1.250 5 - 
54,000 | 4,000 3,000 2/920 5, 900 4} 580 4.620 320 0 
N e -.3,080, |} 3°80 6,150 4,750 4, 810 1,400 00 
80,000 4,160 | 3,120 3/040 6, 400 47020 5,060 1.480 140 
57,000 4,20 3,180 3,100 6,560 5,000 5,200 1,670 200 
58,000 4,320 3,240! 3.100 9,920 5, 260 5,520 1,660 200 
58,000 4, 400 3,300 3,290 7,190 5,440 5,750 1.750 320 
60,000 4,480| 3,360] 3,290 7.400 5,620 6, 000 1,840 380 
61,000 | 4560} 3,40 3,340 7,740 5,800 6,250 17940 450 
000 | 4,640 3,480 3,400 8,020 5, 980 6,510 2,049 530 
63,000 | 4,70 3540| 3,460 310 6, 160 8,780 2.150 620 
64,000; 4,800 3,600| 3,520 600 6,340 7,060 2, 260 720 
WP 2 soci ceaceavesearvecnsaneiscanckdescansbencsancecess 65,000 | 4,880 3,500 3/580 8,900 6, 530 7,350 2.370 820 
66,000} 4.900 3,720 3,640 9, 200 6,720 7.550 2.480 930 
67,000} 5,040| 3,780 3,700 9,510 6,910 7, %0 2; 600 050 
68,000 | 5,120 | 3,840 | 3,760 9, 820 7,100 8,270 2720 170 
60,000 5,200 3,900 3,820 10,140 7,290 8.500 2.850 300 
70,000 | 5,20 3,880 3,80 10,460 7.480 8,910 2 980 430 
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Number of persons making returns in each class for 1921. 


Amount of total tax under— 


17 


` cent. 

000} $8, $5,900 0 22, 050 24.00 
000 9, 7,120 77000 2.140 24. 41 
ooo} 9 350 7.270 2.200 24.11 
0⁰⁰ a, 580 75.540 220 2.30 Miasas 23. 84 
3,431 000 10, 840 7,820 2.40 2,410 510 23.65| 23.56 
N eee c A EN NR 9 18 7018 eine 288 S400 es eged 
000 | 10, 8,270 8,390 2630| 2,510 120| 2412| 23.08 
000 II. 8, 500 680 2740| 2,560. 180 24.37 | 2278 
ooo} II. 8,740 980 2,850 | 2,610 20 24.59] 22.58 
000 8.680 9.280 2.800 2,680 800 24.79 22.98 

61, 000 9.220 9.500 3.0% 2,710 870 25.04 22.08 
62.000 9, 460 9.810 3.200 2.750 450 2.2] 21.72 
63, 000 9,700] 10,240 3,330 | 2,700 540 25.55| 21.4) 
6t. 000 9,940] 10,580 3,460 | 2,820 840 25.82| 21-08 
C A CA PAPE A EONA ON 65, 000 10,190 | 10,930 3,500 2,850 740 | 26.05) 20.68 
68, 000 10,440} 11, 200 3.720 28,870 880 , 7 20.27 
67, 000 10,690 11, 660 3,860 | 2,800 970 28.53 19.86 
68, 000 10,940} 12,030 4,000} 2,910 1,000 26.77| 19:48 
69, 000 11,190} 132,410 4,150 | 2,930 1,20 27.05] 19.10 
70, 000 11,40 12,700 4.300 2,950 1.350 27.31 18.74 
71,000 11.200 13,180 4.450 2.970 1.40 27.55 1839 
72,000 11,90 | 13,570 4.600 2990 1,640 27.78| 18.06 
73,000 12.220 13,970 4. % 3,010 1.750 28.03 17.78 
74.000 12.0 14,370 4.920 3,050 1.800 28.28 17.41 
75,000 12.70 14,780 5,000 3,050 2040 28.58 17.11 
9 1 T 785830 33.00 15159 5280 020 Ey 2480 W ISL 
77.000 13,270 | 18,610 5,0 3,000 2.340 29.04 16.52 
28,000 13.540 148,030 5.600 3,110 2'490 20.25 16.25 
79,000 13.810 10,400 5,780 3,130 2650 29.50 15.98 
, % 20.00 14.080 19, 890 5,900 3,150 2.810 29.74] 15.71 
10% | 20,500 14,850 17,330 6,10 3, 170 2.90 30.00 15.46 
82.000 29,800 14,820 17,770 9,340 3, 190 3,150 30.25] 15.22 
$3,000} 21,430} 14,900 138,220 6,530 | 3,210 3.30 | 30.47| 14.93 
8,000 21,900 15,10 18,670 6,720 3,230 3.400 30.08 14.75 
85,000} 2,380 15,40 19,130 9 920 3, 250 3,870 | 30.92 14.52 
86,000} 2,0 15,740] 109,500 120| 3,270 3,850 31.15 14.30 
87.000 B. 880 16,00 20.000 7830 | 3,290 4040| 31.39] 1409 
88,000} 23,840! 16,300] 20,530 7540| 3,310 4,230 | 31.63 | 13.88 
s000 | 24340] 16,500 21,010 7,750 330 4.40 31.84] 13.68 
90,000 24,840 1,80 21,400 7.940 3,350 4.610 3204| 13.49 
91.000 25,850 | 17,70 21,980 8,180 3,370 4.810 32.27 13.29 
92.0% 2.800 17,400] 22.470 8,400 3,390 6,010 | 32.48) 13.11 
93,000! 26,380} 17,750} 2.070 8,680 | 3,410 5,20 82.71 1293 
94.0% 28,800 18,040 23,470 8,880 3,430 5,0 84.94 1275 
95.0% 27,40 18,340] 3.970 9,090 | 3,460 5,0630 33.14 12.01 
9,000 27,0 185690 | 2,470 9,320 | 8,490 5,830 | 33.33 12.48 
97.000 258,500 18,940 24,970 9,560 | 3,530 6,030 | 33.54] 1239 
98,000 | 29,040} 19,240 25,470 9,800 3,570 |........ 6,230 | 33.74] 12.29 
99,000] 29,500] 19.540) 25,970] 10,030 3,620 6,430 | 33.97 | 1223 
100,000} 30,140 19,840] 35,470 10,300 3,670 6,630 3417] 12.18 
150,000} 58,140] 35,340 51,470] 22,800 6,670 16,130 | 39.21 | 11,47 
200,000} 86,640 | 800,840 540 35 800 10,170 25,600 41.32 11.74 
250/000} 115,640] 66,340 101,470] 40, 300 14, 170 35,130 42.63 12.25 
500,000} 260,640} 143/840 225,470 116, 800 34, 170 82,630 | 44.81 13.11 
000,000 | 550,640 | 208,840 476,470 251, 800 74,170 177,630 48.72 13. 47 
000,000 | 1,130,640 | 608,840 | 975,470 521,800 154,1 367,630 | 46.15 13.64 
000, 000 | 1,710,640 | 918,840 | 1,476,470 | 791,80 | 234; 170 557,630 | 46.28 | 18.69 
000, 000. | 2,290, 640 | 1,228, 840 | 1,976,470 | 1,001, 800 | 314,170 747, 0 4.35 13.72 
000; 000 2. 870,640. | 1,538,840 | 2.478, 470 1. 331. 800 87. 0 40.30 13,73 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILT. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (II. R. 5078) 
making appropriations for the Department of the Interior for 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1925, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
hill H. R. 5078, the Interior Department appropriation bill. 
The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
TILSON] will please take the chair, 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5078) making appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1925, and for other purposes, with Mr. Trison in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 5078, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6078) making appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other 
purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog- 
nized. 


Mr. CARTHR. I have not anybedy here now to yield to. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. Conron]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah is recognized 
for 15 minutes. 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROACH. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire how much time 
is left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Four hours and seven minutes, as the 
Chair is informed by the timekeeper. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the Chair further state how that time 
is divided? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAM- 
TON] has 1 hour and 11 minutes remaining. The remainder of 
the time is at the disposal of the gehtleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. Carrer]. The gentleman from Utah [Mr. Corron] is 
recognized. 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, the whole policy of reclamation of arid lands is being 
“weighed in the balance” before the American people. I feel 
that a complete understanding of the work that is being done 
and of the general policy now being followed will insure a 
verdict of not found wanting.” Everybody knows the troubles 
of the farmers of America, but in addition to high freight 
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rates, high cost of production, and low price of products, the 
farmers upon the reclamation projects have their water pay- 
ments to make. But they expect to make them, and they are 
making them just as rapidly as possible, 

I do not know just exactly what my good friend from Micht- 
gan [Mr. Cramton] meant the other day when he said “the 
trouble is that nobody out West ever expects the Government 
to foreclose a lien upon anything.” If he meant by that that 
the people of the West regard lightly the obligations of a con- 
tract, then I take sharp issue with the gentleman. No better 
people live anywhere in the world than those who have gone 
out and pioneered the great western country and literally made 
the desert blossom like a rose. [Applause.] Those people do 
regard seriously every contract they make, and they do expect 
to live up to those made. They are only asking for time to 
adjust themselyes to the new conditions which have arisen 
since the war, and then their obligations with the Government 
will be met. They are afraid this Government might foreclose 
its lien. They regard their obligation with the Government as 
a business obligation entirely. We deny most emphatically 
any inference that the people of the West do not expect to live 
up to their contracts. 

When the present Secretary of the Interior came into office 
he found complaints coming in from every part of the country 
regarding the Reclamation Service. It was currently reported 
that very few of the original settlers upon these projects were 
still upon the land, and reports at least, if not organized propa- 
ganda, were being circulated in the country to the effect that 
reclamation is a failure. i 

I do not believe the present Secretary of the Interior ever 
entertained any such thought; but he wanted to proceed in an 
intelligent manner in the consideration of this great question 
and wanted to know, and wanted the people of the United 
States to know, just how this great trust was being adminis- 
tered by the Government. With that end in view he invited a 
commission composed of high-class representative citizens of 
the United States to come to Washington or to go elsewhere 
in the United States and make a thorough and complete inves- 
tigation of this whole subject, to get the viewpoint of the 
settler, to know at first-hand the grounds for his complaint, the 
grounds of his request for further time in which to make his 
payments, and to know also the cost of administration and 
whether or not a great saving could not be made to the Govern- 
ment itself in its overhead expenses. 

May I read briefly from the Secretary’s letter inviting these 
men to engage in this work: 


The purpose of this Inquiry, in which I very much hope you may 
participate, is to bave the processes of administration of this trust 
reviewed by men of affairs, applying their best thought to this impor- 
tant governmental agency. 


He says further: 


I want you to make a careful examination and study of the various 
projects and units of projects which are practically completed and are 
now in the operating stage. ‘The object of these investigations will be 
to determine what curtailment can be made in office rents, equipments, 
and in administration and operating forces. Complaints of excessive 
costs of operation on projects have come to this office, so please secure 
for me all the information possible on these matters, making such 
recommendations as in your judgment would be beneficial, 


I congratulate Secretary Work on taking this step. 
deserves the highest commendation. He showed at the outset 
a keen grasp of the situation. We of the West are back of him. 
Surely no Intelligent person considering the scope of this great 
governmental agency can object to an investigation and to the 
work of this fact-finding commission. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLTON. I will yield to the gentleman, but I hope I 
may have a little more time. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I just want to ask the gentleman this 
question: In view of the statement that has been made to the 
effect that reclamation is a failure throughout the West, has 
the gentleman any data which he can give this committee as 
to the value of these lands for taxable and other purposes 
before they were reclaimed and approximately their value 
to-day? 

Mr. COLTON, I have much information along that line. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. If the gentleman has such information, 
I would certainly be glad to have it inserted in the RECORD. 

Mr. COLTON. The value of the lands at the time the 
reclamation policy was commenced on the public lands of the 
United States averaged less than $10 an acre, Government 
reclamation and irrigation of these same lands has increased 
their value to as high as $200 per acre and in some States even 
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higher. It has added to the taxable wealth of the United 
States since 1902 more than $500,000,000 of taxable property, 
to say nothing of the value of the crops that are now being 
raised on reclamation projects, which approximate $150,000,000 
annually. It is an investment; it is not an appropriation. 

The Government, when it undertook reclamation, embarked 
upon one of the best policies that any government could under- 
take, namely, that of making an investment wherein it will get 
its money back and, at the same time, provide homes for its 
settlers and increase the taxable property of this country, as it 
has done. 

But I wanted to speak a word further regarding this fact- 
finding commission. It happens that one of those men comes 
from my State, a man of the highest ability and integrity. 
The others are all men of the highest type. We shall await 
with great interest the result of their findings. I feel sure 
their work will result in great good to the Government. 

Referring to the remarks of my colleague [Mr. LEATHERWOOD] 
yesterday, may I say also that it was my understanding, in 
common with his and others, that in view of the conditions 
obtaining in the Reclamation Service there would be a holiday, 
so far as building new projects or units are concerned, until 
the whole subject could be thoroughly investigated and under- 
stood. We can then proceed intelligently. 

We do not speak of this in a spirit of jealousy; we are glad 
for the opportunity of our sister States; but we did under- 
stand that until this commission made its findings and that 
until this whole subject could be understood and acted upon 
intelligently there would be a holiday. It is against the work 
of the committee in providing for the two new projects men- 
tioned by my colleague [Mr. ILkaTHERwOOD] that we lift our 
voices in protest. I indorse and am in hearty accord with the 
statements made here yesterday by my colleague. That does 
not mean we are not firm supporters of the whole policy of 
reclamation and that we are not well-wishers of every State 
that has an enterprise. 

I remarked a few minutes ago, in answer to the question put 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Hupsrera], that reclama- 
tion is a business investment and a business undertaking for 
this Government of the highest order when measured alone 
from the standpoint of finance; but who will measure its value 
in dollars and cents? The public lands of the United States 
have largely been taken up—I mean those that are available 
for homesteads—and the only way I can see for the future to 
provide more homes for the citizens of this country is through 
the reclamation of arid lands of the West and the swamp 
lands of the South, and it does seem to me we ought not to be 
wholly devoid of sentiment in the consideration of this great 
question, 

There is discontent in this country—to a limited extent, at 
least. While I think we are better off than any country In the 
world, we perhaps realize our fortunate condition less than 
any other country in the world, But no happier people can be 
found, no more contented people can be found, and no better 
people than those who go out upon the land and build homes for 
themselves and their children. Home building lies at the basis 
of this great policy of reclamation. So I say this policy of 
home building is paying to the Government many, many times 
the amount of the investment. The future is assured, notwith- 
standing the little discouragements of the present. The depart- 
ment already has under consideration at least 26 more projects 
that are feasible and practicable and which will reclaim over 
5,000,000 acres of land. 

May I say that no better projects can be found in the United 
States than within the borders of my own State? We have 
been waiting for the opportune time for their development. 
We think the time has arrived and just as soon as the fact- 
finding commission makes its report we expect another project 
in the State of Utah to be commenced. In fact, we want more 
than one. Utah is only asking for justice. She will not be 
satisfied until it is obtained. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield for another 
question? 

Mr. COLTON. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Does the gentleman know of u single 
project under the reclamation system that is to-day asking that 
its obligations be absolutely canceled by this Government? 

Mr. COLTON. I know of no such project. Further, I know 
of no sentiment that exists, particularly among the people of 
the West, for the abrogation of any fair contracts that have 
been entered into between the Government and the project 
settlers. They expect to pay their obligations. I do know, 
of course, of attempts being made for deferred payments upon 
some of these projects, but that is a very different thing from 
the abrogation of these contracts and to get out from under 
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them entirely. No such spirit, so far as I am informed, 
exists anywhere in the great States where these projects are 
located. 

Just a word further. My own State has paid into the gen- 
eral reclamation fund more through the sale of its public 
lands than it has taken out. Now, the Reclamation Service 
at the present time has three or four projects under considera- 
tion, which are feasible and practicable, and they will bring, 
I am sure, the cost per acre within a fair and reasonable limit. 
That being true, we ask that they be built. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Utah 
has expired. 

Mr. COLTON. “May I have two minutes more? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah is recognized 
for five additional minutes. 

Mr. COLTON. I want to say a word for the settlers on 
reclamation projects. It has been found that in practically 
every case the final costs of the construction of these projects 
exceed the original estimates, As to the projects which are 
now completed, for instance, the original estimate was some- 
thing over $93,000,000, and they have cost over $141,000,000., 
It is to secure a knowledge of these things that this fact-finding 
commission is now at work; it is to ascertain whether or not 
the engineers made a mistake in the beginning. In most cases 
the complaint of the settlers is that they have had to pay 
more than they agreed to pay in the beginning; that they based 
their contracts when they entered into them on the theory that 
the land would cost them a certain sum per acre, but that in 
almost every case the cost has doubled, and, in many instances, 
quadrupled the amount of the original estimate. 

Mr. RICHARDS. In my State the cost has been increased 
seven times. 

Mr. COLTON. My colleague from Nevada [Mr. RICHARDS] 
remarks that in his State the cost has exceeded the original 
estimate seven times. Who will blame the settlers, then, when 
they ask for more time? It is not the settlers who are seeking 
to change the contract; it is practically the Reclamation Sery- 
ice itself, While the cost may not have been written into the 
contracts, yet the settlers entered into them, in most cases, 
with the idea that their lands would cost so much per acre, 
based on the original estimates submitted by Government 
engineers. 

Gentlemen, I have had time only to briefly touch upon this 
great question of reclamation. Let me repeat that Utah to-day 
does not come before this committee complaining of what other 
States have had; Utah is asking only to be placed in the same 
category with its sister States of the West and desires only to 
claim its share of this great work in providing new homes and 
new taxable property for her citizens. Only about 25 per 
cent of the land in my State is on the tax roll. The other 75 
per cent is bearing no part of the burden of our taxes. We 
are asking the Government to proceed with this reclamation 
work not only because it pays in dollars and cents, not only 
because it embraces one of the most farsighted, far-reaching, 
and beneficial policies any Government could adopt, but be- 
cause we want homes for our people. The home builders are 
the best citizens in the world. We want people to come and 
live-in the great West. It is the best part of the best country 
on earth, While we are encouraging men and women to come 
to our State we want to encourage the very best, and they are 
the ones who want homes. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the rest of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman yields back one minute. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Montana [Mr. Evans]. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if I 
may, I desire to talk to the House a few moments upon the 
question of the Flathead irrigation project carried in this bill. 
To begin with, permit me to say that I have no criticism of the 
committee or the chairman of the committee that brought in 
this bill except the criticism of poor judgment upon that 
question. I do not think this irrigation project is thoroughly 
understood by the House or by the committee or perhaps by 
the department, and if you will bear with me I am going to 
suggest that there was in Montana for many years what is 
known as the Flathead Indian Reservation. It consisted of a 
territory in a basin, not perliaps unlike this Hall, consisting 
of about 1,000,000 acres of land. Some 20 years ago the Gov- 
ermment, through its Congress, conceived the idea of embark- 
ing upon the proposition of opening this reservation, and by a 
hill passed through the Congress it was provided that the In- 
dians, about 2,000 in number, should take their lands in sey- 
eralty, 40 or 80 acres, as the case might be, and that the 


-~ remainder of the agricultural lands of that reservation should 


then be subject to homestead entry by homestenders, white 
people, at an appraised value. 

The Government appraised the land at $1.50 to $7 per acre, 
so that the homesteader had to pay anywhere from $1.50 to $7 
per acre, depending upon the appraisement of the individual 
land he took, and then had to comply with the homestead law 
for a period of three or five years, as the case might be. Then 
the Government found in the lower part of this great basin 
about 150,000 acres of agricultural land that might be irrigated, 
and it embarked upon the plan of reclaiming that land. Part 
of this land had been taken by the Indians as their individual 
allotments, part of it had been taken by the white men as 
homesteads, and the Government said, “ We will withhold title 
to these homesteads until ‘this land is reclaimed, and then, 
when the citizens have paid their fair share of the cost of 
reclamation, we will give them title, and we will charge to 
the Indian a like amount, pro rated, for his acreage within the 
arid strip of territory that is being reclaimed.” So this is not 
primarily an Indian project. The larger portion of these arid 
lands that are being reclaimed was homesteaded by white men. 
The reservation was opened in 1908, and these people went on 
the reservation 15 years ago with the understanding made by 
the Government of the United States and the Congress of the 
United States that we would reclaim the lands and would re- 
claim them in a reasonable time and would give these people 
title to the land upon the payment of the cost of the reclama- 
tion. It was estimated by the engineers of the Bureau of Recla- 
mation that it would cost about $40 to $45 per acre. We now 
find that when it is completed it will cost considerably more 
than that, and that is largely brought about by the fact that 
the Government has not conducted the matter in a businesslike 
way. It appropriated about $200,000 a year, or perhaps $250,- 
000 or $300,000 a year. on an average for 15 years upon a 
project that will cost $6,500,000 or $7,000,000, and then we com- 
plain that we get nothing back. The truth is the over- 
head charges in conducting a business transaction like that 
of $7,000,000, with an expenditure of $300,000 a year—the 
overhead charges and the waste represent about half the 
amount of money that has been spent on the project. 
These people have been there 15 years waiting for the Gov- 
ernment to comply with its implied contract. They can not 
get title to their land. The State of Montana can not even 
tax the land. They can tax the improvements put upon it, 
but they can not collect taxes for the land, because the title 
is in the Government of the United States, and yet the Govern- 
ment of the United States will not go on and carry out its im- 
plied contract, at least to reclaim these lands, 

The Government has spent now four and a half to five mil- 
lion dollars upon this project, and the recommendation of the 
committee is that we spend no more money. This recom- 
mendation is based upon the fact that the committee feel the 
people are not using the water to the extent it is susceptible of 
being used, and I suspect, in some degree, there is merit in 
that contention. They are not using it to the extent it is sus- 
ceptible of use, why? Many factors enter into it. A man who 
has 40 acres of land can not improve the whole 40 acres of land 
the first year for irrigation purposes, or perhaps for two or 
three years. 

Again, the turnover of the people upon that land has been 
very considerable. Men can not live always upon barren land 
waiting for the Government to do something. So that the first 
man moves off and sells his improvements to his neighbor or 
some newcomer or some one else, and he in turn stands it for 
four or five years and then he himself moves off, and naturally 
the turmoil and disturbance is very great, and for that reason 
there is not as much water used as would otherwise be if the 
matter had been completed in a businesslike way. It is in- 
comprehensible, gentlemen, that the Government of the United 
States should put four and a half or five million dollars in an 
uncompleted project and then absolutely abandon it. I have 
here a letter written in December from I. M. Branjord, a man 
of standing there, a member of the legislature, a good citizen, 
asking me to urge the completion of this project, and I am going 
to read it, If I may. In speaking of this project he says: 


The unit of the project on which Ronan is located, called the Crow 
unit, and embracing about 7,000 acres, has not one drop of water 
available. People in Ronan and on this land are anxious to get water 
here next year, if possible. If only $300,000 is appropriated there will 
be little or nothing for this new work. This is the situation. 

If you can do anything to raise that appropriation above $300,000, it 
would mean much to the people here. 


The truth is the Government has not got the water yet. They 
have got water in spots. Here are 7,000 
contiguous to a little town of 3,000 or 4,000 people, or perhaps 


| 
acres of land lying 
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2.000 or 3.000 people, that it is claimed have been reclaimed. 
The ditehes are there, but back in the mountain the reservoir is 
not sufficient to supply the water to fill those ditches to irrigate 
that land in the irrigation season, so there are 7,000 acres of 
land which, of course, did not pay any revenue last year and will 
hot pay any next year if they do not furnish water, and it will 
not pay if water is furnished one season and not furnished the 
following season, because farmers can not carry on a successful 
business under such circumstances. No manufacturer or other 
business man could exist if every other year his business goes 
to pieces; of course, he accomplishes nothing. 

In my judgment the fault lies partly with Congress and partly 
with the department. A very, very poor showing was made in 
the hearings on this bill as to the merits of this proposition, 
probably because of the turmoil in the department and the 
Reclamation Bureau. The gentleman from the Reclamation 
Service who testified, Mr. Beadle, apparently knows very little 
about it. He is not a field man, and I doubt if he was ever upon 
this project. He is the chief clerk or something of that sort in 
the bureau. The head of the Reclamation Service has recently 
been changed, and there is nobody to speak for the project. 
When Mr. Beadle was asked, What are you going to do with 
the money,” apparently he did not know. 

Of course, that is all known in the field. The Reclamation 
Bureau had asked for $300,000 to continue this work and the 
Budget Bureau had approved this recommendation, but now, 
unfortunately, the Appropriation Committee, who brings in 
this bill, recommend no appropriation to continue work on 
this project. Such a course is unwise and unbusinesslike. It 
is unjust to the people who for 15 years have waited for the 
Government to comply with its promises. It is unjust to the 
Congress itself to discontinue a worthy project under such 
circumstances. There are 20,000 people now living on what 
was the Flathead Indian Reservation; a considerable part of 
these people are dependent largely upon the reclamation of 
these lands for sustenance, and yet it is proposed by this bill, 
without any notice whatsoever, to discontinue this work. 

It appears to me that if the committee and Congress are not 
satisfied and feel that sumething should be done by the people 
on this project before more money is expended, then the better 
plan would be to make an appropriation, with a limitation upon 
the same, providing that the money should not be spent until 
the conditions were complied with. 

But the committee do not ask that. They simply cut off all 
appropriations for further development of this project. 

The discontinuance of this work for even a year means added 
expense and hardship to these people which in the end they 
must pay. I have no doubt that the actual additional expense 
will be more than $100,000. It means that the whole working 
force and organization must be broken up, moved, and dis- 
integrated, the engineers and office force discharged or sent to 
some other point, the steam shovels and similar equipment 
shipped to some other point or disposed of, the horses and 
mules used in this construction to be sold at a sacrifice, only 
to be repurchased or replaced at some future time at an addi- 
tional price. The lumber, cement, and other necessary sup- 
plies for carrying on a project costing $7,000,000 will deteriorate 
or disappear, so I think I am well within the mark when I 
suggest the actual loss by a year’s delay will be $100,000. 
The potential loss in crops and produce will be twice as much 
more. It is a manifest injustice that should not be imposed 
by this Congress upon any body of American citizens, and I 
appeal to the sense of justice of the Members of this House to 
make a reasonably adequate appropriation to continue this 
work. 

When the proper time comes I propose to offer an amendment, 
and I ask your cooperation for this worthy project. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I yield to myself 
such time as I may desire to occupy. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado yields him- 
self such time as he may desire to occupy under the rules. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, the chairman [Mr. 
Cramton] of the committee that has prepared this Interior 
Department appropriation bill made an exhaustive presentation 
to the House of the provisions of the bill in his speech of last 
Thursday, which appears at pages 795 to 813 of the Recorp of 
the 10th instant, and I have no intention of further discussing 
the bill generally or any of its provisions in detail at this time 
or until the House takes it up next week for consideration 
section by section under the five-minute rule. 

But as a member of that committee and a Representative 
from the West, which is so vitally interested in this bill and 
in the work and the success of the Interior Department, I feel 
that in this general debate I should refer to at least 1 of the 
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15 bureaus that are provided for in the bill and over which the 
Interior Department has jurisdiction. 

The committee has made an exhaustive inyestigation of all 
these bureaus, as anyone can see from an examination of the 
1,073-page printed volume of the hearings, About one-fourth 
of all those hearings are concerning the Reclamation Service ; 
and there is so much discussion throughout the country and in 
Congress and such a vast and incredible amount of misinforma- 
tion, lack of information, and incredulity about the operation of 
that bureau it seems to me that I ought to say something on 
the subject. 

I want to preface my remarks, however, by saying that dur- 
ing the 15 years that I have been honored by the people of 
western Colorado with a seat on the floor of this House I never 
have seen a chairman of a committee do more earnest work or 
do more conscientious investigation in trying to creditably and 
efficiently perform the duties of his position than the chairman 
of this subcommittee on appropriations in charge of this Inte- 
rior Department bill. In addition to the enormous amount of 
hard work the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] has 
put in five or six months’ time and a great deal of his own 
money traveling over the arid-land States of the West and 
down on the Colorado River and up in Alaska, visiting and 
thoroughly investigating nearly all of the 26 or 28 reclamation 
projects and 19 national parks; also a great many Indian 
schools and Indian reservations all over the West. Besides, he 
studied the mining conditions of the West and the activities of 
the Geological Survey, and the Alaskan railroad and the condi- 
tions in Alaska generally, as well as several Government hospi- 
tals and iusane asylums for the white people, the Indians, and 
the negroes throughout the country, and many other Govern- 
ment activities that come under the jurisdiction of the Interior 
Department. 


1 can speak from personal knowledge, because I was in the 
party with him through some seven or eight of the western 
States, and on the trip to Alaska. But he went much farther 
than I or anybody else did, and he is entitled to the credit and 
the appreciation of the House for that splendid service to the 
country. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the Reclamation Service was inaugurated by 
the act of Congress of June 17, 1902. It has, therefore, 
been in force over 21 years. I have two reclamation projects 
in my congressional district. They are in three counties ad- 
joining my home county. I have lived right by those reclama- 
tion projects ever since they were started. In fact, I helped 
inaugurate them. One of them, the Uncompahgre, was the 
first project started in the United States, over 20 years ago. 
I have lived in my district for more than 40 years; so I 
know the country, I know the reclamation business of the 
West, and I know the trials, hardships, and disappointments 
of the pioneers who have during all those years been heroically 
struggling to reclaim a desert, make homes, and build up that 
country. 

The policy of reclamation by the Government is one of the 
grandest policies ever adopted by Congress during the history 
of our country. Of all the hundreds of bureaus, commissions, 
boards services. and so forth, that are every year drawing fab- 
ulous sums of the taxpayers’ money out of the Federal Treas- 
ury. this is the only one of all of them that is constructive, 
that makes homes, that builds up the country, and never takes 
a dollar cut of Uncle Sam's pocket that it does not pay back. 
This bureau has never cost the Federal Treasury a dollar, and 
it never will. Whether there is a loss or not, no taxpayer is 
ever affected by it. The reclamation funds never come from 
the Federal Treasury and no taxpayer ever pays any of them, 
All the money that goes into this fund is paid into it by the 
people of the western country, the public-land settlers, the 
people who subdue the barren waste and dig that money out of 
the earth. 

The money that is expended on these reclamation projects 
is not only earned by the sweat of the brow, but no money 
has ever in this country Leen earned by harder work or more 
deprivations and heart-breaking disappointments and discour- 
agements than the money that is put into that reclamation 
fund by the pioneers of the West. It is by the original rec- 
lamation act made a special fund to be known as the reclama- 
tion fund. It is a revolving fund. There are some six or eight 
million dollars a year paid into the fund from oil leases, royal- 
ties, sale of public lands, and so forth, and there are some 
seven or eight million dollars a year repaid into the fund by 
water users, as construction repayments, and operation and 
maintenance repayments, also for rentals of water and power, 
and other returns. It is all to be expended only upon reclama- 
tion projects, and can not be expended upon or for any other 
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purpose. None of it ever has been expended for any other 
purpose. As fast as the money is repaid by the water users 
it is reexpended by the Reclamation Service upon other proj- 
ects. Large sums have been unwisely expended and practically 
wasted, but there is no charge of unlawful misappropria- 
tion or misapplication of any funds. There is no charge of 
malfeasance in office by anybody that I know of. There is no 
charge of fraud or graft. 

I don’t think anyone believes that anybody has ever stolen 
a dollar of all the $181,000,000 that have been pald into that 
fund. I think inexperience and poor judgment has cost the 
fund hundreds of thousands of dollars; but the controversy 
over the Reclamation Service is not one of criminality and 
should not be one of personalities. It Is a question of business. 

The question is whether or not that $181,000,000 has been 
wisely, economically, and fairly expended In compliance with 
the law. The question is as to the good, common sense judg- 
ment, the professional skill, and wise and prudent administra- 
tion and executive ability of the Reclamation Service during 
the paust 21 years, 

A great variety of complaints and criticisms are made. 
two principal ones are: 

First. That the cost of construction has on most of the 
projects been approximately 50 per cent higher than the original 
estimate of the Reclamation Service; and, 

Second. That the actual irrigable acreage under most of the 
projects has turned out to be from 25 to 40 per cent less than 
the original estimates. There may be some justification for 
an engineer underestimating the cost of construction some- 
times; but there is no excuse for vastly overestimating the 
irrigable-acreage under a proposed project, 

The records show that the total estimated cost for all of 
the projects was $93,435,641, and that the construction costs 
up to June 30, 1923, were $141,787,005.74, or a difference of 
$48,251,864.74. On some projects a part of this increase is due 
to what is called “supplemental construction.” But in round 
numbers, the cost of construction has generally been practi- 
cally 50 per cent higher than the original estimate. The 
question now is, Who is to blame for it, and who is to pay 
for it? Was it the fault of the farmers who came and settled 
under the project in compliance with the published estimates 
of the reclamation engineers? Or was it the incompetence of 
the project engineers, or mistakes, or mismanagement, or waste, 
or extravagance, or too much overhead cost of the service, or 
all of them? Ought the project never to have been started? 

Whoever is to blame or whatever the cause, the result is 
that on many projects the construction costs and the annual 
operation and maintenance cost have both become so high, so 
excessive and burdensome, that large numbers of the water 
users can not pay them. They are now delinquent several 
million dollars, and many of them are leaving their farms and 
‘improvements that they have spent many years of hard work 
upon and are moving off. 

The water users have paid back into the fund $46,000,000 of 
the $181,000,000, leaving a balance invested and unpaid of 
$135,000,000. Of course the greater part of that is not due 
and will not be due for many years yet. 

A great many of the water users have had an extension of 
time on their payments, and that has held them on the projects, 
and they are paying up. A great many more are now des- 
perately appealing to Congress and to ‘the Interior Department 
for further extensions. 

Possibly some of the projects should never have been started. 
Be that as it may, they were started and built by the reclama- 
tion engineers. Many millions of dollars were expended out 
of the reclamation fund, and now the farmers Say the cost is 
more than the land will bear, and that they can not pay it 
within the time fixed by law. 

What is Congress going to do about it? The Interior De- 
partment can not modify the law or do anything unless we give 
it the authority to do so. 

Of course the reclamation fund will not have to lose all of 
the $48,251,364.74 excess cost over the estimates of the recla- 
mation. engineers. I hope the fund will not have to lose half 
of it. But what if it should? It would not be a national 
calamity. That money was not stolen. It was expended by 
the Reclamation Service on these projects. And like many 
hundreds of private irrigation enterprises all over the West, they 
have cost vastly more than the land under them can stand. They 
go into bankruptcy and charge off the excess over and above 
what the farmers under the canals can pay, and then start over 
again. That is the only common-sense or businesslike way of 
doing. 


The 
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This $48,000,000 excess cost is not lost. 
thrown away or, wasted. 
along with the rest of the $181,000,000 on these 28 projects. 

If any or all of that $48,000,000 is never repaid there is not 
a dollar lost to the Federal Treasury. The Treasury never had 


It has not been 
It has been unskillfully expended 


it and never can get it. None of you gentlemen or any of your 
constituents has lost a dollar. 

Whatever amount has been expended upon any project over 
and above what the farmers under it are able to repay is lost 
to that fund. That amount of this revolving fund will not 
revolve any further. To that amount and extent new projects 
will be retarded. There are 50 or more localities throughout the 
arid West vigorously clamoring for new Government reclama- 
tion projects, about a half dozen of them in my district, But 
I am most emphatically opposed to starting any more or new 
projects until the present projects are completed and until such 
adjustments are made as to put them upon a successful and en- 
couraging basis. That means a rebate of whatever excessive 
cost the lands can not stand, or at least a very long-time ex- 
tension of payments, so that the water users can reasonably 
hope to live long enough to work out sometime. 

There has absolutely got to be a fair investigation and sur- 
vey of actual conditions on these projects and some fair and 
reasonable concessions must be made on many if not nearly all 
of them. Otherwise the reclamation fund will lose a very large 
part of that $135,000,000 that is now invested and unpaid. 

The various projects are widely different in character in 
many ways—in the kind of soil, in the kind of climate, in the 
supply of water, in the kind of market, in distance to market, 
in freight rates, in transportation facilities, and many other 
matters that affect the actual cash productivity of the lands. 

A very careful investigation should be made as to what is 
the real net cash value per acre of the irrigated land, the 
fair and ordinary cash return to the farmer on each of these 
projects. Find out what he can reasonably pay after his liy- 
ing and other expenses and properly caring for his family, 
educating his children, and having something fair besides for 
a hard year and unforeseen contingencies. And wherever the 
charges on any project are more than he can pay those charges 
have got to sooner or later be reduced. And it is much better 
and fairer and more humane and just to reduce them now and 
keep the original settlers on the land than it is to starve them 
out and then expect some new settlers to come in sometime 
and try to work out. 

On some of the projects the water users can undoubtedly 
repay all the Government has expended if given the necessary 
time and opportunity, but on others they never can. The 
settlers have no way of paying except as they can dig it out 
of the soil, and if it is not in the soil, if they can not possibly 
get enough out of the land to live on decently and pay their 
bills and the Government charges besides, they can not and 
will not stay there. My committee is appropriating $300,000,000 
in this bill to the 15 bureaus under the Interior Department 
for the next fiscal year and is only giving to one of the most 
important of all of them—the Reclamation Bureau—$10,000,000 
of its own money and is leaving practically $7,000,000 in the 
reclamation fund at this time and are not appropriating it. 
The reason is because the Secretary of the Interior is now 
making a very thorough investigation and survey of all the 
projects. He wants to ascertain the actual conditions on all 
of these projects. He wants to ascertain why such a large 
per cent of the water users are delinquent, why they can not 
pay, why they are wanting more time, and many of them want 
rebates, and many are leaving and have left their lands, He 
wants to find out what they reasonably can pay, and what 
would be a just charge on each project, and how he can put it 
on a satisfactory and prosperous basis. 

The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Sumarers] made ref- 
erence the other day to the Yakima project, where they produce 
$1,500 an acre per year. Of course, they can pay any amount 
of reclamation charges, But there are other projects where 
the annual production is only $15 per acre per year, and 
others only $25. They can not pay $3 or $4 annual operation 
and maintenance charges and pay $75 or $100 an acre con- 
struction charges besides. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The reference made was to 
the value of the land after it is improved. However, there have 
been years, of course, when the apple crop brought $1,500 or 
more per acre. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes; your project can pay any 
amount. Fortune has smiled upon your people. You have a 
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hundred advantages over the settlers on most of the other 
projects. 

The Reclamation Service has done a wonderful work for 
our entire country. It is making homes out there for tens of 
thousands of people, and that is worth a hundred times more 
to Uncle Sam than all the money that has ever been put into 
all the reclamation projects. It means the development of 
the West. Those projects have already produced many hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars’ worth of products that have come 
from those irrigated lands, and there is now an annual income 
of something like $150,000,000. It is a marvelous developing 
proposition, but they have had a world of disappointments 
and hard luck. They are not only handicapped by being much 
farther away from the markets than the farmers that are not in 
the arid region; they are handicapped by frightfully high 
freight rates; they are handicapped by meager and defective 
.transportation, higher cost of labor and everything else, and 
in many other ways. 

I feel that the Secretary of the Interior has taken a fair, 
businesslike, wise, and humane course in selecting a fact- 
finding commission of the highest-class men in this country 
and asking them to make a thorough investigation and find 
out the conditions, and what each one of these projects can 
and should stand, and ascertain definitely whether the Reclama- 
tion Service has got to lose any of the funds charged against 
any of these projects, and if so, how much, in order to put 
them on a paying and prosperous basis, and make the settlers 
contented and make it possible for them to go ahead and repay 
for their projects and make it inviting to new settlers to 
come in. The only criticism I have of the fact-finding commis- 
sion is that they had not gone out West last fall when the 
weather was fine and looked at the projects and met the water 
users personally. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Does the gentleman have the feeling 
that there is any disposition on the part of the settlers on any 
of these projects not to pay the utmost that they are able to 

y? 

85 5 TAYLOR of Colorado. There is no disposition anywhere 
of repudiation... The water users on every project in the United 
States want to pay all they can, and no sensible or honest 
man ean ask them to pay any more. But we must have some- 
body to intelligently and fairly decide what that amount is. 

Some one has likened the projects to Insolvent debtors. 
I am not intimating that any of these projects are bankrupt. 
But we have a national bankruptcy law wherein a business 
man who becomes involved and his debts are greater than he 
ean pay, has a right to turn in his assets, pay what he can 
on the dollar and be relieved of a load that it is impossible for 
him to carry, and he can start out again in life with the hope 
of again getting ahead in the world. As a matter of fact, 
if any of these projects are in that condition we ought to find 
out what they can reasonably pay and then give them the 
necessary time to pay it in, and relieve them of whatever 
amount they can not pay. We have got to make it such an 
annual charge that they can pay it and be prosperous and sat- 
isfied. 

I feel that the Secretary of the Interior is trying to carry 
out a sane, fair, and businesslike policy in getting these facts. 
I think Congress ought to promptly pass the administration's 
bill, which proposes to give the Secretary of the Interior dis- 
cretionary authority, after he learns the facts from the fact- 
finding commission, to make such adjustments as may be 
necessary. 

I think that is the only way to solve this problem. Other- 
wise, who will solve it? If we say that we are not going to 
make any concessions at all, then a large percentage of the 
present pioneers who have gone on there in good faith and 
spent 10 or 15 years of their lives trying to reclaim the desert, 
to build themselves a home, will be driven off those projects, 
because they will have no hope of ever being able to pay out or 
get title or make a home. That should not be, and is not the 
policy of the Government of the United States. That is not the 
policy of any sensible or honest business man. If a business 
man has honest and industrious debtors who can not pay, and 
they are earnestly trying to pay, he will give them a fair chance, 
he will always make such concessions as they must have. 
That is the policy that Congress must pursue or else that fund 
will lose millions and millions more than it has. It is the only 
reasonable and common-sense course to pursue. 

The question of whether or not the Secretary of the Interior 
acted wisely or properly in peremptorily dismissing the former 
Director of the Reclamation Service should not in any manner 
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jeopardize the principle or governmental policy of reclamatio 
and I know this Congress is too big and broadgauged a body of 
men to ever let the Reclamation Bureau be ground up between the 
ppper one 8 ee of pranon] animosities. The law 
poses n Secre exe vely the duty of pro 
administering the Reclamation Bureau and holds Rie pd sted 
sible for it, and he is not only expected to but required to 
exercise his best judgment for the welfare of that service. 

I want here to stop for a moment to say a word about the 
present Secretary of the Interior. I have known Secretary 
Work for 35 years. During all that time he has been one of 
the most distinguished citizens and eminent physicians through- 
out the West. There has never been any blemish on his name. 
He was for many years the chairman of the Republican State 
central committee and the Republican national committeeman 
for Colorado. He and many of his friends have opposed me at 
every election for 25 or 30 years. But he is a frank and fair 
fighter that you can not help but admire. In fact, he is one of 
the most splendid men there is in this country. He was presi- 
dent of the American Medical Society and a colonel in the 
Medical Corps during the war and has held many honorable 
positions and filled them all with honor and eminent ability. 
He is a high-class, honorable, public-spirited, good citizen. 
[Applause.] 

During President Arthur’s administration Colorado furnished 
the most efficient Secretary of the Interior our country has 
ever had, Henry M. Teller. And Colorado is proud of Doctor 
Work, and every loyal son and daughter of the Centennial 
State hopes and believes he will be a distinguished and worthy 
5 of Colorado's “Grand Old Man,” Senator Henry M. 

eller. 

Doctor Work made a great Postmaster General, and I believe 
he will make a great Secretary of the Interior. He is not only 
a great physician, but he is a man of preeminent executive 
ability. And, above all, he is honest and has a world of good 
common sense. [Applause.] 

He has the courage of his convictions. He has a marvelous 
grasp of details and has been wonderfully successful in life 
financially and every other way, and I know he is trying to 
make a good record; and I am perfectly confident that if Con- 
gress will support him he will perform a great service, not only 
to the country but especially to the West, and will put the 
Reclamation Service upon a business and prosperous basis. 

Mr. Chairman, referring again to the fact-finding commis- 
sion, I desire to insert a statement on that subject by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and also a tabulated “Analysis of the 
status of the reclamation projects,” as follows: 


SPECIAL ADVISERS OUTLINE Scope or INVESTIGATION. 


SECRETARY WORK'S COMMITTEE OF SPECIAL ADVISERS ON RECLAMATION 
GIVES DETAILED STATEMENT OF ITS PLAN OF INQUIRY INTO PAST HIS- 
TORY, PRESENT ECONOMIC CONDITION, AND FUTURE POSSIBILITIES ov 
IRRIGATION PROJECTS. 


Earnest desire to learn the facts concerning the operations of the 
Bureau of Reclamation is evidently the paramount aim of the com- 
mittee of special advisers on reclamation appointed recently by Sec- 
retary of the Interior Work. The committee in whole or in part has 
been in almost continuous session since assembling for the first 
meeting on October 15, has heard the testimony of a large number 
of individuals, and has called constantly for reports and documents 
bearing on the investigation. The results of this preliminary work 
have been crystallized into a “ plan of inquiry ” relating to each project, 
beth primary and secondary. That the inquiry will be exhaustive 
is indicated by the following brief summary of the plan: 

The large number of secondary projects investigated by the bureau 
to determine their feasibility head the list, with request for informa- 
tion concerning their location, by whom suggested, time of examina- 
tion, and findings. 

The next section calls for an exhaustive historical statement con- 
cerning the primary projects, including such topics as description 
of lands, history of construction, changes in original engineering 
plans and estimates, increase in final cost due to such changes, own- 
ership of land at time of opening, etc. 

The engineering structures are to be treated comprehensively, re- 
porting on such questions as whether they are well built, preliminary 
estimates of cost, final estimates of cost, whether they were built 
economically, operation and maintenance costs, power developments, 
and proposed extensions. 

The soils, climate, seepage, and drainage receive a special para- 
graph, with numerous subheads, calling for a wide variety of data. 

A paragraph of special importance relates to markets and trans- 
portation facilities, including such questions as the charges for carry- 
ing products to markets and the prices of commodities shipped into 
the projects. 
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One of the most important sections of the plan relates to the 
problems of settlement, and the committee asks for detailed informa- 
tion relating to this subject, under such heads as the size of the farm 
unit, the number and acreage of homesteads entered each year, 
the number of farms brought under cultivation, abandoned farms, 
sales of farms, tenantry, and the nationality, education, aud previous 
pursuits of the settlers. 

The financial history of the settlers calls for special comment, the 
inquiry calling for information concerning financial ald available to 
the settlers, amount borrowed by them, failure to meet Government 
obligations, accumulated profits, and increase of values, 

Realizing the fact that no community can be considered suc- 
cessful which neglects development along social lines, the inquiry 
ealls for information regarding the prevalence of good roads, schools, 
churches, amusement halls, homes and thelr furnishings, and automo- 
biles., A census of antomobiles on the projects will be especially 
illuminating as a side light on the growth of this means of trans- 
portation by the farmer. 

Naturally the agricultural history of the projects has a large place 
in the Investigation. One and two crop systems come in for special 
mention, as does rotation of crops. The inquiry also calls for the 
acreage in the yarious crops and the number of domestic animals. 
The large interest which is being taken in different associations for 
the disposition of farm products demands special treatment, the in- 
quiry seeking information concerning alfalfa-menl mills, creameries, 
cheese factorles, sugar factories, cotton gins, and the like. Under 
this head also come such topics as agricultural implements, irriga- 
tion practice, acre yields of various crops, shipments to and from the 
projects, and last but not least the cost of crop production, about 
which little is definitely known at the present time. 

Technical aid for settlers is an interesting tople for discussion 
and should develop many timely suggestions concerning agricultural 
and business advice and the relations between the bureau and the 
settlers. 

Fwi information is also requested concerning the Bureau of Recla- 
mation, its personnel, accounting system, general policies and prac- 
tices, and processes of administration. Similar questions are asked 
concerning the project management. 

The latter part of the inquiry is devoted to questions concerning the 
present status of the work and of the repayments made to the Gov- 
ernment by the settlers, an analysis of the reclamation acts, the cost 
of the projects and the prospect for repayment, and the future of the 
projects, 

This is a brief summary of the general scope of the inquiry and of 
the tremendous task which the committee has outlined for Itself, 
The department and the bureau will, of course, cooperate to the full- 


est extent with the committee in the hope that the findings win be 


conclusive, 
THE PERSONNEL, 


James R. Garfield, of Cleveland, Ohio, Secretary of the Interior in 
the Cabinet of President Roosevelt, who is thoroughly familiar with 
reclamation problems, Thomas E. Campbell, of Phoenix, Ariz., former 
Governor of Arizona and chairman of the Colorado Riyer Basin 
project, 1921. Elwood Mead, of Berkeley, Calif, engineer, member 
of American Society of Ciyll Engineers and British Institute of Civil 
Engineers; engineer of Wyoming, 1888-89; chief of irrigation and 
drainage investigations, United States Department of Agriculture, 
1897; chairman State rivers and water supply commission, Victoria, 
Australia, 1907-1915 ; consulting engineer for various irrigation works; 
and author of articles on irrigation and engineering subjects. Oscar 
E. Bradfute, of Xenia, Ohio, president American Farm Bureau Fed- 
eration and of Obio Farm Bureau Federation; member of the board 
of control of Ohio Agricultural Experiment Station. Julius H. 
Barnes, of Duluth, Minn., president United States Chamber of Com- 
merce, Dr. John A. Widtsoe, of Salt Lake City, Utah, director Utah 
Experiment Station, 1900-1905; president Agricultural College of 
Utah, 1907-1916; president International Dry Farming Congress, 
1912, and author of articles on dry farming and irrigation subjects. 
Clyde C. Dawson, of Denver, Colo., lawyer, who has given much at- 
tention to irrigation law and irrigation subjects. 

The special advisory committee is holding daily sessions in room 
6106, Interior Department Building. Thomas E. Campbell is the 
chairman and Dr. John A. Widtsoe is the secretary, 


STATEMENT MADE BY SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR WORK AT OPENING 
MEETING OF FACT-FINDING COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE GOVERNMENT 
RECLAMATION METHODS. AT 10 A. u., MONDAY, OCTOBER 15, 1923, 
WASHINGTON, b. c. 


Soon after I was called upon to act as Seeretary of the Interior, in 
March, 1923, my attention was particularly directed to conditions re- 
lating to the reclamation projects constructed or being constructed by 
the department in the Western States, and among which I have lived 
for 35 years. 


Through complaints from organizations of water users, individual 
water users, reports of agents, inspectors, official records of the de- 
partment, and Congress, it appeared that nearly all of the projects 
were in such condition that some radical reforms or improvements 
must be had if they were to be saved, farmers protected from loss of 
their homes, and the return of the money advanced by the Government 
for their construction and maintenance was to be secured. 

The complaints and criticisms cover a variety of points, too numer- 
ous to be described here, but included charges that in many of the 
projects the original estimates under which settlers were induced to go 
upon the projects were from 50-to 100 per cent too low, and that the 
actual cost has been so great that it is impossible for the farmers to 
pay out within the time and manner fixed by law, or even at all; that 
mistakes, engineering and otherwise, had been made, which added 
materially to the cost of constructed projects; that others had been 
undertaken that should never have been started; that the overhead 
costs of the service and many of the individual projects, all borne by 
water users, were burdensome and excessive. 

Under the system used in the Reclamation Service I have been unable 
to get figures that appear to be dependable as to the cost of individual 
projects or the total money expended on all projects. 

It is represented, taken from the records of the bureau, that the 
Government's total investment to June 80, 1923, in round numbers is 
$181,000,000, and its total receipts about $46,000,000, leaving a balance 
invested and unpaid of $135,000,000. 

The Reclamation Service, for which this department is responsible, 
apparently requires reorganization. Annual reports on some projects 
indicate their Insolvency and pending failure. Out of the 28 projects 
only 1 has met its obligations as they fell due, Long extensions of 
time for payments due are being urged individually and by projects. 
The original 20-year period for payment is expiring on certain projects 
and an additional 20-year extension is being asked for. In one in- 
stance such extension is to be preceded by a 5-year moratorium, 

Reclamation of arid lands by irrigation from Government funds, 
as heretofore practiced, is failing on a majority of projects as a busi- 
ness procedure and must be promptly readjusted as to methods of 
reimbursement for funds appropriated and for the purpose of secur- 
ing to the settler a permanent home. 

Your committee is requested to survey the whole subject in its en- 
tirety, give to the bureau your opinions concerning our operating 
methods that we may avoid errors, and finally your recommendations, 
which Congress may study and which should ultimately preserve 
the sanctity of contract, secure to farmers safety for their investments 
already made, and insure a return of invested funds. I want to im- 
prove and extend the service in every way possible, and solicit your 
suggestions and recommendations, 

Government reclamation has accomplished much. ‘There is a great 
feld for its future. Reclamation in the West by private enterprise was 
begun 30 years before the Government began this work and has largely 
redeemed the West. Government reclamation should make a comparable 
showing, relleved as it is from interest charges, which is the basis of 
calculation in all enterprises employing private capital. I am anxious 
that a policy may be developed that will safeguard the future of Gov- 
ernment reclamation, which is my only concern in this Inqulry. 

ANALYSIS OF THE STATUS OF IRRIGATION PROJECTS. 


Secretary of the Interior Work to-day handed to the special advis- 
ory committee on reclamation his analysis of the financial status of 
the 28 irrigation projects constructed by the Government, upon which 
he ix basing his reorganization of the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Prepared in tabulated form, this analysis sets up the original esti- 
mates of each project with actual construction costs, original estimated 
acreage with acreage actually irrigated, amounts paid on construc- 
tion costs, and operation and maintenance costs, and the length of 
time since water was first furnished on each project. 

Shifting of operation and maintenance costs to construction costs and 
delayed announcements of public notice (which fixes the date when 
construction repayments must start on the projects) are shown, and 
the Government’s approximate resources and liabilities on each of the 
projects are recited in the chart, In a discussion regarding the tabu- 
lation Secretary of the Interior Work sald to-day: 

“This intensive study of reclamation as a business is the first ever 
made, It should have been made 10 years ago. Agriculture, the only 
source for the return of the money expended by the Government, run- 
ning into some $141,000,000, has not been treated as essential to recla- 
mation nor its development encouraged as it should have been. Now, 
with the exact conditions revealed within the projects the framing of a 
new policy becomes a pressing necessity or other projects will follow 
those already abandoned.” 

Secretary Work, through the advisory committee of experts, has 
started the formation of a plan for making adjustments between the 
Government and projects. He believes in reclamation as a conception 
and confidently expects to see it take its proper place in the picture of 
the West, now that it is being reorganized as a farming activity of the 
Government rather than an experimental engineering venture. 
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“The Reclamation Service of the Government,” he concluded. has 
had but two directors in its history of 21 years, both engineers and 
each with 10 years’ service. They have erected their own monuments, 
and the different projects are writing the inscription for them.” 

The analysis in full follows: 
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Included in the tabulation are the Buford-Trenton, Hondo, and Gar- 
den City projects, that have been abandoned by the Government, and 
the Riverton project now in the course of construction on which no 
irrigation has yet been started. The original estimates in the analysis 
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contain $4,899,114 on seven projects that was the estimated cost of 
operation and maintenance. The original estimates given also are ex- 
clusive of supplemental construction on the various projects. 

The net cost of construction up to June 30, 1923, includes $12, 
922,488 expended for the purpose of furnishing water under special 
contracts and under the Warren Act and represents the amount to be 
repaid by the water users on each project, including operation and main- 
tenance during construction and excluding arrearages heretofore trans- 
ferred to construction. The total operation and maintenance costs 
given in the tabulation likewise include arrearages on operation and 
maintenance, but excludes operation and maintenance during construc- 
tion. The total operation and maintenance receipts do not include 
water rentals and sales of water during the construction period, while 
the differences between the costs and the receipts contains $1,059,864, 
representing costs from January 1 to June 80, 1923, for which no as- 
sessments have been made ngainst the water users of the project, leav- 
ing a net arrearage of $4,628,623. 

In the acreage figures are excluded sales of water under the Warren 
Act and special contracts. Three of the projects, the Grand Valley, 
King Hill, and Milk River, have not yet been opened by public notice 
and the water is being sold on a rental basis. In the case of the Salt 
River project the acreage includes lands taken in by the Salt River 
Valley Water Users’ Association, on which the association spent addi- 
tional money for construction work. This project is now being op- 
erated by this association, the Government having turned it over to the 
water users. The Orland project is also being operated by a water- 
users’ association. Included in the construction cost of the Yakima 
project to June 30, 1923, is the sum of $2,515,875.62 expended up to 
that time on the Rimrock Dam, which is expected to bring additional 
acreage under irrigation. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, during the course 
of his very able and comprehensive speech the chairman of this 
committee referred to the statement of Mr. A. P. Davis at the 
hearings before our subcommittee, That statement, put in 
the record of our committee on the last day of our hearings, 
contains about 20 pages and is very largely criticism of the 
Secretary of the Interior, The chairman of our committee 
inserted in his remarks a portion of Mr. Davis's statement, 
and I feel it is only proper and appropriate official courtesy 
that a statement in reply from the Secretary of the Interior 
should also go in the Record; and I therefore, under leave to 
extend my remarks in the Rxconb, incorporate that statement, 
as follows: 

STATEMENT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The table “Analysis of reclamation projects,” published in a recent 
issue of the Reclamation Record, was intended to strike a balance in 
reclamation as of June 30, 1923, It does not offer explanations; it 
simply states facts as they existed on the date mentioned, which were 
taken from and verified by the Bureau of Reclamation. It is the 
foundation for the more comprehensive survey which the Secretary of 
the Interior has undertaken through the committee of special advisers 
appointed by him some months ago. 

The table shows that the total estimated cost for all the projects was 
$93,435,641, and that the construction costs to that date were $141,- 
787,005.74, or a difference of $48,251,864.74. This increase is due in 
some instances to so-called supplemental construction, but the entire 
increase was not due to additional work required by the water users. 

To the careful reader of the table one significant fact with ref- 
erence to estimated and actual costs is apparent, viz, that the final 
cost to the farmer on a majority of the projects has increased over the 
estimate to such an extent that he has not been able to pay aceording 
to schedule. If this additional cost could have been known in the 
beginning, the construction of some of the projects manifestly would 
not have been undertaken. The water users oftentimes surrendered 
valuable water rights under reclamation contracts, and charges greatly 
in excess of those originally represented were assessed. 

If, on the other hand, additional construction was necessary and the 
reclamation engineers went ahead with it, thereby adding to the cost 
of the project an amount greater than the land could be expected to 
repay, as is true in many instances, then the reclamation engineers are 
to blame. What can be said of a business administration that would 
sanction these additional costs without considering the ability of the 
farmer to repay? 

It is well known that the engineers in the early days of reclamation 
estimated on a small portion of the works in order to get started with 
the project, depending upon the future to enable them to make addi- 
tional estimates to cover necessary work which should have been 
provided for in the beginning. Ordinarily it is difficult to fix re 
sponsibility in Government bureaus, but in the Reclamation Service, 
which had only two directors in its life of 22 years, those respon- 
sible for administrative policy and procedure can not so easily escape 
criticism. 

Furthermore, the original estimates were the basis on which the dif- 
ferent Secretaries of the Interior granted authority for their construe- 


tion and on which they tu the eartler days made xffotments out of the 


reclamation fund to meet the costs of construction. Had it been known 
then what each project would have finally contemplated and cost, many 
of the projects could never have been authorized, because the amount 
of money in the reclamation fund was the limitation on the power of 
the Secretary to approve projects. 

The true test of any irrigation project is not its aggregate cost, but 
its cost per acre. The ability of the farmer to repay represents either 
the success or the fallure of the project. Instead of comparing total 
estimated costs and net construction costs, the essential comparison 
should be between the original estimated cost per acre and the actual 
cost per acre. = 

It was the low estimated per acre cost that induced settlers to take 
up lands on every project. It was the low per acre cost that made every 
project apparently feasible. It is the high per acre cost that accounts 
for the financial embarrassment of so many settlers to-day on so many 
projects which are, in effect, bankrupt. 

As an illustration, the table shows that the estimated cost per acre 
on the Newlands project was $14.55, and that project was approved 
on the basis that it would irrigate 370,000 acres of land. To date the 
Reclamation Service can furnish water to 73,750 acres, after 20 years 
of construction activity, and if the actual cost of this project is divided 
by the number of acres for which water is available it is apparent 
that the cost per acre is $94.75, as against $14.55 promised the water 
users. This project never would have been considered as feasible or 
desirable had it been known that it was going to cost close to $100 
an nere, or had it been known that the cost would have been as high 
as $50 an acre. 

The term “supplemental construction” is a pitfall into which the 
gullible haye been seduced for many years. One type of construction 
which is for additional work not contemplated in the original scheme 
or estimate may be truly sald to be “supplemental,” but by far the 
most common additional type is simply in the nature of betterments 
necessary to improve poor workmanship and can not be truly desig- 
nated “supplemental construction.” It is work the necessity for 
which should have been foreseen, 

For example, drainage was not provided in the original plans 
for any project. It was Sir William Willcox, an eminent British irri- 
gation engineer, who is authority for saying that drainage is the first 
feature to be provided on any irrigation project. Otherwise, lands will 
become waterlogged. The present situation on many of the projects 
is typified at Belle Fourche, where {t will require $15 an acre addi- 
tional to drain the land, and the Minidoka project, where this cost is 
estimated at $12 an acre. 

Another purpose of the analysis was to ascertain how nearly the 
Reclamation Service accomplished what it set out to do, viz, to irri- 
gate a certain acreage of dry land. The only factor which enables us 
to measure results is in the final acreage and cost figures. For ex- 
ample, If, as is the case in the Newlands project, previously mentioned, 
the service estimated the cost at $5,383,987 to irrigate 370,000 
acres, and upon completion of the works, which cost $6,988,000, only 
73,750 acres are irrigable, then we have a measure of results which 
should not be lost sight of in talk about “ supplemental construction,” 
ete. The service did not do what it started out to do in this instance, 
and to that extent failed, Whether the original plans were changed, 
due to contingencies, does not alter the fact that the water users on 
73,000 acres must return eventually $1,604,013 more than it was 
expected would be paid by 870,000 acres. 

A few examples of increased final costs over the estimates follow: 

NEWLANDS PROJECT, NEVADA. 

The original estimated cost of Newlands project provided for the con- 
struction of 12 reservoirs with dams, including canals, to store water 
for the irrigation of 870,000 acres of land, for $5,383,997. 

Of this proposed construction only two diversion dams weré finally 
built and two reservoirs, including canals, for the irrigation of approxi- 
mately 80,000 acres at a cost of $6,990,498, showing that instead of 
supplementary construction the actual construction fell far short of 
the estimated plans. = 

Work on two of the individual structures will serve to illustrate 
further excessive costs over estimates. 

The estimated cost of the main lower Truckee Canal was fixed 
by the engineers in 1903 at $850,000; when completed in 1907 its 
actual cost, including earthworks and structures, was $1,534,275. 

The estimated cost of the distribution and drainage canal system of 
the Carson Sink Valley was fixed in 1903 at $500,000; the total cost 
for this system in 1907 was $1,129,109. 

In both features the costs were practically double the estimates. 

Mr. A. P. Davis, late Director of the Reclamation Service, visited 
the Newlands project (originally known as the Truckee) in September, 
1902, and In a report on file to Mr. F. H. Newell, then head of the 
Reclamation Service, said: 

“The entire Truckee project, however, can be constructed for about 
$10 per acre irrigated, and the land will be readily taken at that 
figure without doubt. It might be well to place the figure higher for 
safety.” 
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In the early summer of 1902 Mr. L. H. Taylor, project engineer on 
the Newlands (or Truckee) project, submitted a detailed estimate show- 
ing that this project would irrigate 358,933 acres at a cost of $15 


per acre. Mr. Taylor’s report was referred to A. P. Davis, then 
supervising engineer, who in a letter dated July 21, 1903, addressed 
to the head of the Reclamation Service, passed upon the estimate of 
Mr. Taylor as follows: 

“T consider this estimate conservative and as nearly accurate as is 
now possible to make it, and I recommend that it be made the basis 
of charges for the irrigation of lands under this project.” 

Within three years after the Newlands project was started shortage 
of water developed and Mr. Taylor was directed to prepare plans and 
estimates for the Lahontan Storage Dam. This report also was referred 
to Mr. A. P. Davis, who, regardless of the fact that he himself had 
estimated that this project could be built for $10 an acre, wrote the 
Director of the Reclamation Service under date of October 22, 1907, 
regarding Mr. Taylor's estimate, as follows: 

“An estimate was made for the entire project on June 27, 1903, by 
Mr. Taylor, which foots up $14 per acre for a project of 300,000 acres. 
By eliminating the items contained above, I find that his estimate for 
200,000 acres of irrigable land remaining to be $3,155,000, or about 
$16 per acre, but it is manifestly unsafe to take this estimate for 
many reasons. The work accomplished has cost more than double the 
sum estimated in 1903 by Mr. Taylor, and the information regarding 
the remaining features is much less complete than was bis informa- 
tion at that time upon the parts Which have now been completed.“ 

The Newlands project serves to illustrate another early error on the 
part of the Reclamation Service. In a report to the Director of the 
Reclamation Service, dated December 5, 1902, Mr. A. P. Davis said: 

“It is very doubtful if enough Jand can be found in the lower 
Carson Valley to consume the waters of both the Truckee and Carson 
Basins.” 

A water shortage did develop in the early days of the project be- 
cause the reclamation engineers, without making any investigation, 
had figured on using the waters of Lake Tahoe as a source of supply 
for their project. It quickly developed that most of the waters of this 
lake had already been appropriated and were not available for Govern- 
ment reclamation, and it was this shortage that made necessary the 
building of the Lahontan Dam above referred to. 

UNCOMPAHGRE PROJECT, COLORADO. 

The original estimated cost of this project was $2,500,000, with an 
actual cost of $6,715,074. 

The principal engineering structure of this project was the Gunnison 
Tunnel, which was estimated to cost $1,000,000, as shown by the 
annnal report of the Reclamation Service, 1903-4. The records 
show that a contract was let to the Taylor-Moore Co. in January, 
1905, for the building of this tunnel at a cost of $1,000,000. After 
working about four months the company abandoned the contract. 
Bids were then opened for a new contract. The J. G. White Co. bid 
$1,541,100, the John MecKechary Co. bid $1,573,016, and the A. J. 
Raisch Co. bid $2,123,000. Taking the stand that these bids were 
excessive, the engineers of the Reclamation Service rejected them and 
proceeded to construct the tunnel with their own force. The actual 
cost of this tunnel after completion, as shown by the annual report 
of 1920-21, was $3,038,895, or three times the original estimate and 
$500,000 more than the estimated cost of the entire project. There 
was no supplemental construction on this structure. 

What is to be said of an administrative official who will reject a 
bid of $1,541,100 because it is too high and proceed to build works 
with Government forces at a cost double that of the lowest bid re- 
ceived? 4 

Another example may be found in a small weir, or dam, constructed 
across the Gunnison River at the intake of the tunnel. The engineers 
estimated the cost of this weir at $35,000. The actual cost as shown 
by a detailed statement in the History of the Uncompahgre Project, 
Volume III, page 156, is $113,219. No supplementary construction 
was included in this piece of work. 

The Uncompahgre project was largely adopted because of the favor- 
able showing made by the engineers of the Reclamation Service, as 
given in a report of Mr. A. P. Davis to Mr. F. H. Newell, dated 
October 21, 1902, as follows: 

“The land would settle readily under a charge of from $20 to 
$80 per acre for water right, I believe, and I have no idea that the 
necessary charge will exceed $15. 

“My impressions from the visit I made are that the Gunnison Tun- 
nel is one of the most promising projects for early construction. While 


the surveys are not completed, there can be no doubt of the financial 
feasibility of the project, nor any very wide uncertainty as to its 
cost.” 

The Uncompahgre project to-day has cost actually $68.90 an acre, 
and if the lands actually irrigated were to bear the burden the cost 
would be $103.60. 


LOWER YELLOWSTONE PROJECT, MONTANA-NORTH DAKOTA. 


A similar situation may be found to have existed on the Lower 
Yellowstone project. The original estimated cost was $2,039,218 for 
the irrigation of 66,000 acres, while the actual cost is $3,110,449 for 
the irrigation of 40,200 acres. This is 25,800 less acreage than was 
contained in the original estimates. Wvidently there was not much 
“supplementary construction” on this project. 

The Lower Yellowstone Dam, which is the main structure on this 
project, was estimated to cost $145,000. The actual cost as shown 
by the report of the Army Board of Engineers in 1910 was $333,105, 
or an increase of more than 100 per cent over the estimates. A con- 
tract, however, was suspended in 1908 and the reclamation engineers 
themselves undertook the construction, The result is the same as on 
the Uncompahgre project. 

In speaking of this dam in their report the Army engineers say: 

“Based on experience elsewhere, this cost appears very high. It 
is thought that a dam equally secure and equally suitable could 
have been built following some cheaper type for a much more reason- 
able expenditure.” 

In securing the authority of the Secretary of the Interior for 
the construction of the Lower Yellowstone project, it was repre- 
sented by the Reclamation Service officials that the lands under the 
project could not stand an acreage construction charge exceeding $30 
per acre, and they announced that this would be the maximum cost. In 
authorizing the project, the Secretary of the Interior specifically 
provided that the cost should not exceed $30. The actual cost per 
acre is approximately $70, or $40 in excess of the maximum amount 
fixed by the reclamation officials. 


MILK RIVER PROJECT, MONTANA. 


No supplemental construction occurred on the Milk River project 
for the reason that the estimates called for the irrigation of 251,906 
acres at a cost of $7,426,452, while up to this time works have 
been built for the irrigation of only 66,500 acres, at an actual cost 
of $6,762,083. 

Examination of the records of the Milk River project, which in- 
eludes the storage in the St. Mary River through the Sherbourne 
Reservoir, shows that a part of the increase of costs over estimates 
was due to the abandonment of a canal running from the St. Mary 
to the Milk River. Construction on this canal was started in 1906 
and continued until 1911, when it was abandoned at a loss of ap- 
proximately $106,000, another site being chosen. This is not supple- 
mental construction but superfluous construction, and the settlers on 
the land must pay for it. 

The reclamation engineers also located a dam at Sherbourne Lakes, 
and in 1917 the side of a bill, 25 acres in extent, began to slide 
down on the north end of the dam, another Culebra slide, necessitat- 
ing additional expenditures. One of the engineers of the Reclama- 
tion Service, in reporting on this movement of earth, said in 1918: 

“Any practical field geologist visiting the dam site before the dam 
was started would have recognized that excavation of the north end 
of the dam and spillway would so disturb the angle of repose that a 
slide was sure to occur sooner or later.” 

The original estimated cost of one feature of this project, the St. 
Mary storage, consisting of a reservoir and canal, was $1,686,000 in 
1912 and the actual cost was $2,700,377, and it now is necessary to 
spend additional sums to increase the capacity of the canal because 
it was not built according to original plans and specifications and will 
not carry ample water for the lands being served by it. 


NORTH DAKOTA PUMPING STATION. 


The North Dakota Pumping Station, now known as the Williston 
project, is another example where actual costs exceeded estimates with- 
out any additional construction. As a matter of fact, one of the units 
of this project, known as the Buford-Trenton, was abandoned at the 
end of 1911, after a short history of four years, at a loss to the 
Government of approximately $294,000. 

The Buford-Treuton unit of the North Dakota Pumping Station was 
estimated to cost $134,500. Its actual cost was $221,864. The con- 
struction of the Williston project was estimated in the beginning at 
$235,460. The actual cost is shown to amount to $460,107. The cost 
of operating and maintaining this project now totals $357,244, an 
amount almost equal to the entire cost of constructing it. Of this 
$357,244 but $28,596 has been paid back to the Government, while 
only $8,250 has been repaid by the farmers on the original construction 
costs, totaling $460,107. 

In referring to the estimated per acre cost of this project a board 
of engineers composed of A. P. Davis, H. N. Savage, O. H. Ensign, 
II. A. Storrs, and Percival M. Churchill, on September 22, 1905, stated: 

“We estimate, from the preliminary surveys and estimates made, 
that the cost of installing the power machinery and pumps and con- 
structing the irrigating canals and laterals will amount to approxi- 
mately $25 per acre,” 
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The actual per acre cost is $60.15 on the acreage the service is 
prepared to supply with water, $290 an acre on the aetual irrigated 
acreage, but the charge to the settlers. under public notice is only 838 
per acre. 

How is the Government going to get its money back on this basis? 

SHOSHONE PROJECT, WYOMING. 


In the case of the Shoshone project In Wyoming the original esti- 
mated cost was $4,310,238, while actual costs amounted to $8,290,865. 

Two of the major structures on this project were the Shoshone Dam 
and the Corbett diversion. The engineers estimated the cost of the 
Shoshone Dam at $921,200. Construction was started in 1908 and 
completed in 1910. ‘The actual cost of this dam, without any supple 
mentary construction, was $1,487,395, or $566,195 more than the 
estimates. 

The Corbett diversion likewise was estimated to cost $893,808 by the 
Reclamation engineers, whereas, after completion, its actual cost was 
$1,260,437, an increase of actual cost over estimates of $366,569. 

Thus on these two major structures alone on the Shoshone project 
the costs exceeded estimates by $932,764, adding to the burden of the 
water users without regard to any additional construction that might 
have been done later. 


SAULT RIVER PROJECT. 


The original estimates for this project have disappeared from the 
files of the Reclamation Bureau and a thorough search fails to disclose 
their whereabouts. The original estimate for the Salt River project 
given in the table was obtained from “Table of approved projects, 
with estimated costs,“ submitted to the House Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands April 16 to 80, 1906, by the Reclamation Service. Since 
the table was compiled and published there has deen found in the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Interior for the year 1905 
another estimate on the cost of the Salt River project which fixed that 
estimute at $3,850,000 for 160,000 acres. The actual construction 
cost charge to the water users as of June 30, 1923, is $10,548,119.28, 
and the Irrigable acreage is 213,170. 

The project has been in operation for 17 years, but the water users 
have been paying on construction for only 6 years, the date of the first 
publie notice being 1917. It is estimated that the public notice should 
have been issued in 1911, but owing to various influences it was de- 
layed for almost seven years. ‘The effect was to give the water users 
a moratorium on construction charges and secure water at relatively 
small cost on a rental basis. 

In 1918 the House Committee on Pxpenditures in the Interior De- 
partment investigated the Salt River project and published its 
findings in a printed document (Rept. No. 1506, 62d Congress, 84 
sess.) containing 736 printed pages. This report shows that at the 
time the Salt River project was first proposed two projects were being 
considered in Arizona, the Salt River and the San Carlos. This report 
makes startling disclosures and shows why the Salt River project, 
manifestly the more expensive of the two, was adopted, while the San 
Carlos was set aside. In this report the committee found as follows: 

“The estimated cost of San Carlos, including diversion works and 
canal, was $1,380,000, while that of the Salt River was estimated to 
be $3,850,000. The San Carlos Dam site could be reached by rails 
the Salt River Dam site was over 60 miles away from branch rail- 
roads and an expensive mountain road had to be built to reach It. 
In short, if the Geological Survey reports and Reclamation Service are 
to be believed, the San Carlos site was infinitely superior to the Salt 
River site in every respect. Answering an inquiry of a Phoenix specu- 
lator as to how to sidetrack the San Carlos and substitute the Salt 
River scheme, F. H. Newell, director, replied that his ‘friend’ George 
H. Maxwell could doubtless point out the wax. Where the 
Reclamation Service could not buy an entire canal system, they bougnt 
what they could and by a system of petty tyranny and abuse forced 
unwilling owners of water rights to pay excessive 8 for de- 
livering them the water which was theirs to use. 

For some mysterious reason a large force of eas is still 
maintained at the Phoenix office, and the cost of their salaries charged 
up against the farmers under the project. According to Hill's state- 
ment before us, the cost for salaries alone of this force is nearly 
$3,000 per month, although the service claims the project Is practically 
completed. Overhead charges (which means those not incurred in field 
work) amounting to $707,565 are made against this project, including 
the expenses of the Phoenix office, amounting to $442,879.42. While 
these figures are astonishing to the reader and appalling to the dis- 
couraged farmer who is expected to pay the price, even more so are 
other items against the project. For example, Hill testified that this 
service maintained an official photographer who took pictures for 
newspapers and magazines to show the progress of the reclamation 
work, and for this pretended service the farmers on this one project 
had been charged up to December 31, 1911, the sum of $9,089.30. 
In other words, the press bureau for glorifying these officials and 
advertising the lands for the speculators is to be saddled upon the 
farmers, * * * 


“One witness testified that he had dug a small ditch for which the 
Reclamation Service paid him $85; that it took 2 men and 2 teams 23 
days; that they worked about 8 bours per day; and that $10 per day 
would have been a fair price, making $25 for the whole job. This same 
witness cited another instance wherein the Reclamation Service paid 
him $2,200 for a right of way after the expense of surveying and 
appraising the property, when there was no necessity for the purchase 
or survey, and that the survey, appraising, and cost of land must have 
totaled at least $3,000. 

“Another witness declared, ‘We can show waste on every hand. 
Some of the sums amount to only $25 or $30, perhaps, but those sums 


make up the discrepancy that you folks can find between the estimated 


cost of the dam and the $10,000,000.’ 

“After more than $10,000,000 had been used on the Salt River proj- 
ect alone this project was still incomplete. The farmers were prevalled 
upon to assess themselves $900,000 to finish it. This is now being spent 
under the direction of this service, wherefore the causes for the enor- 
mous cost are coming to light. In the work of this service no care 
seems to have been taken toward economy and dispatch like that gen- 
eral in private enterprises, The time of large crews of men was wasted 
by camping them miles from work and making four trips a day to and 
from camp to the scene of operations. Expensive concrete works were 
installed by one engineer, condemned by a second, and blown out with 
dynamite; the like repeated the second time. Some of these works cost 
$2,000 for each installation. Owing to ignorance or carelessness in 
mixing concrete, large sections washed out when the water was turned 
into the canals * .“ 

With reference to the reliability of engineering estimates, the com- 
mittee reports as follows: 

“We are convinced that, if given a comparatively simple engineering 
problem to solve, no two of these ‘engineers’ could arrive at the same 
result, and it is a matter of grave doubt whether any one of them would 
have the correct solution. Their so-called ‘engineering judgment’ 
proves to be a makeshift or a matter of expediency. When they (as 
engineers of the Geological Survey) were urging the passage of the 
reclamation act they said of the San Carlos, ‘The site for the dam is 
one which is eminently suited to the erection of a masonry structure of 
the highest type. No other kind of dam has been considered for this 
site, as it fulfills all requisites of stability in a more satisfactory man- 
ner than any other type that could be built and can be made as enduring 
as time.“ When the Southern Pacific made known its desire to secure 
the canyon for a railway right of way these ‘ engineers” said, ‘ The dip 
of the bedrock at the site of the San Carlos Dam is in the direction of 
flow and may be a dangerous foundation on which to found the struc- 
ture,’ and ‘the character of the dam site is bad, as a fault occurs at 
this point.“ 

The committee in brief recommended and urged, among other things, 
that the House appropriate $25,000 to make a thorough investigation 
of the Reclamation Service; that several officials be removed from office 
during the investigation to prevent possibility of obstruction of prog- 
ress; that the Department of Justice be directed to institute a suit 
against one of the power companies, which it is alleged was given a 
monopoly of the power developed at the Roosevelt Dam, and to institute 
such criminal proceedings as in its judgment might be maintained. 

In 1915 a local board ef review, consisting of Prof. Thomas U. 
Taylor, civil engineer, of Austin, Tex., chairman; Mr. F. W. Hanna, 
civil engineer, of Ankeny, Iowa, representative of the Reclamation 
Service; and Mr. Fred A. Jones, evil engineer, of Dallas, Tex., repre- 
sentative of the Water Users’ Association, investigated the question of 
cost on the Salt River project, and submitted majority and minority 
reports to the Central Board of Review. 

The majority report, signed by Professor Taylor and Mr. Jones, found 
from the books and records that there was wholesale “ defective con- 
struction, excessive costs, and bad management,” and on this account 
recommended that the sum of $3,537,809 should be eliminated and de- 
ducted from the total construction cost. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. [Applause.] 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman and gentle- 
men, the question I raise at this time is, Has the reclamation 
of desert lands by the Federal Government been a success? 
If so, whom has it benefited? This is the question that is in 
the minds of the people of the country and of the Congress at 
this particular time, 

Twenty-one years ago the Federal Government embarked 
upon a new policy—the reclamation of worthless, arid lands by 
the use of money accruing in the Federal Treasury from the 
sale of public lands. 

Looking back over this 21-year period, we ask: Has this 
policy been a success? 

If so, whom has it benefited? 

But, to begin with, let me remind you the lands selected for 
reclamation had a rainfall of only 4 to 7 inches per annum 


888 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSH. 


JANUARY 12, 


and were therefore untillable and of little value, yielding from 
2 to 10 cents an acre for pasture, if used at all. 


THR DEVELOPMENT OF A PROJECT. 


Let us briefly trace the development of an irrigation project. 

The civil engineer, with his helpers, goes upon the land with 
scientific instruments, tapes, axes, and shovels. 

Here we find two classes directly benefited—the eastern man- 
ufacturer and labor, skilled and unskilled. 

The project is found feasible and construction is begun. 
Great impounding dams and ditches must be constructed. 

A large force of men is employed and vast quantities of con- 
struction materials and concrete mixers, wheelbarrows, shovels, 
axes, hoes, ditching machinery, wagons, and scrapers are 
required. 

Again labor and the factories of the Hast are directly in- 
volved. 

But looking further we see iron and coal mines digging out 
the materials for the eastern factories. 

We see the railroads transporting raw materials to the mills 
and manufactured products across the country to the western 
plains. 

We know that additional transportation calls for more 
freight cars and engines and rails and for more labor. 

We know that employed labor everywhere buys more clothing 
and bats and gloves and shoes, and eats more food than un- 
employed labor. 

When the project is completed the railroad brings the emi- 
grant, who builds houses from materials from everywhere and 
furnishes them with eastern furniture and carpets and kitchen 
utensils. He encircles his little sage-brush farm with wire 
from an eastern mill. 

With agricultural implements from Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois he stirs this virgin soil for the first time in all the 
centuries. 

Is it all worth while? 

So far we have spent the money loaned by the Federal 
Government for. labor, both in the East and West, on the 
project, in the coal and iron mines, and on the railroads, and 
have drawn heavily on the factories of the East. 

But more and over and above all we have provided for a 
homeless family a home and an opportunity to work and earn 
a living by the sweat of the brow on a farm, close to nature, 
the best place that any family in all the world ever lived. 
[Applause. } 

IS RECLAMATION A SUCCESS? 


But after all, is the reclamation of arid lands a success? 

Have there been any mistakes made under our Federal 
reclamation policy? Undoubtedly there have been and espe- 
cially during the early years or experimental period. 

Has every reclaimed acre proven profitable? No. 

Do farmers on these projects ever fail? Yes; but the same 
might be truthfully said of farmers in the fertile Miami Valley 
in Ohio, or the Susquehanna Valley of Pennsylvania. 

No great enterprise can be judged by its exceptionally good 
or exceptionally bad performances. 


A BRIEF REVIEW. 


Let us make a brief review of this great national undertaking. 

On February 1, 1922, we find 25 Government reclamation 
projects in 16 different States. 

The smallest is the North Dakota pumping project of 7,650 
acres. : 

The largest is the Salt River project of 213,000 acres in 
Arizona. 

The total area of the 25 projects is 1,667,310 acres. 

The principal crops grown are alfalfa, fruits, cotton, citrous 
fruit, potatoes, melons, sugar beets, berries, and a limited 
amount of grain. 

The value of these crops for the 1919 and 1920 period was 
$155,145,790. 

In addition to the acreage just referred to, water has been 
sold by the Reclamation Service under the Warren Act for the 
irrigation of 1,183,300 additional acres. 

On these Warren Act lands during the 1919-20 period crops 
to the value of $107,000,000 were grown. 


THE YAKIMA PROJECT, 


Perhaps a better idea of the ultimate results of reclamation 
may be had from a detail study of the Yakima project in 
the State of Washington. 

The Yakima project, as constructed to 1922, comprised 182,- 
730 acres and sold water to 148,000 additional acres 

As a result of irrigation an exceedingly dry, almost worth- 
less, sage-brush plain, with a few stockmen and herders, has 


changed to one of the most beautiful and productive valleys in 
all the world. 


Numerous thriving villages and towns dot the valley, beauti- 
ful homes are found everywhere, and the city of Yakima—one 
of the outstanding little cities of the United States—with its 
broad, paved streets, splendid up-to-date business houses, 
churches, schools, and residences, and its 20,000 population no 
stands where but a few years ago the fragrant sage-brush an 
Pinner rabbit held undisputed sway. 

project shipped out 67,000 carloads of produ valued 
at $80,000,000, in 1919-20. N 
uring the same period it shipped into the Yakima countr 
from the Central and Eastern States the following; 7 


Commodity and value of commodities. 


Automobiles, tires, and accessories 
Hardware and building supplies 
Canned goods, mixed groceries, and breakfast food 
Farm machinery 
rine field ane clothing 


$§, 825, 000 
, 800, 000 
4, 150 


e oo ee a a a 2, 350, 00 


Millinery, notions, crockery, and electrical apparatu: 
Insurance premiums erg A eastern 2 200. 0 
—: , . Ds T 84, 425, 000 


Thus we see that of the $80,000,000 earned in two years by 
the Yakima project farmers, more than $34,000,000, or nearly 
50 cents out of every dollar, is spent with the manufacturers 
and with the jobbers of the East. 

Irrigation has also developed in the Yakima Valley, so I am 
informed, 12,000 income-tax payers, whereas without irrigation 
they certainly would not exceed 1,200. In fact, of the $9,200,000 
that flows annually from the State of Washington to the Federal 
Treasury, many millions ure derived directly and indirectly 
from our reclamation projects. 

The fact-finding committee of the Department of the Interior 
recently made this statement in regard to the Yakima project: 


Our survey and investigation thus far finds the Yakima as one of 
the outstanding successful projects; it has repaid on construction 
and operation and maintenance a greater sum of money than any 
other project. 


Meanwhile the Yakima and the other projects are repaying 
a loan made from the Federal Treasury at the rate of a million 
dollars per year, and are also paying into the revolving recla- 
mation fund more than $2,000,000 annually. 

At this point I want to call your attention to the fact that 
during the past six years there has been constructed as a part 
of the Yakima project the Rim Rock Dam and storage reser- 
yoir, at an approximate cost of $5,000,000. This dam will be 
completed within the next few months, but can not be utilized 
till oi Yakima project is extended by the construction of more 
canals. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washing- 
ton has expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
utes more. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington is recog- 
nized for 20 minutes more. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. There are four additional 
units of the Yakima project. Looking forward to the extension 
of this project, the Reclamation Service directed a number of 
expert engineers to investigate the four additional units. This 
they did during the past summer and fall. They pronounce the 
Kittitas High Line extension as the most economical. We hope 
before this session of Congress is ended to have an appropria- 
tion for an extension of the Yakima project in that direction. 
Economy of public funds demands that this be done. 


LOOKING TO THE FUTURE. 


There are those who oppose further development because of 
depressed agricultural conditions at this time. It should be 
remembered that the Kittitas High Line, the Columbia Basin, 
or any other project begun now will not become a factor in 
production short of 6 to 10 years, when our population will have 
increased by many millions, our ability to consume will have 
increased accordingly, and world markets no doubt will have 
become more stable. 

Meanwhile, during the years of construction there will be 
an increased demand for labor, for food, and for manufactured 
products of eyery kind from the East. 

Gentlemen, let us lift our vision beyond our own doorsteps 
and view with a prophetic business eye the future of this great- 
est constructive policy every adopted by the American Congress. 


I yield to the gentleman 20 min- 


RESULTS, 


From the sale of public lands in Arizona, California, Colo- 
rado, Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, Utah, Wash- 
ington, and Wyoming there has flown into the— 


eee toe ¶ũẽ aenne 20, 000, 000 
Miscellaneous 4. 404, 941 
Total June 30, 1923.2 142, 880, 861 


The net construction costs of all projects to— 
X Se — $148, 557, 275. 96 
Doe . ETA 16, 045, 846. 71 
Due and unpaid... 2, 186, 908. 7 
For the operation and maintenance of the various projects 
there has been— 
$15, 897, 984. 3 
— 11, 675, 937. 


Expended a total o 
1, 895, 818. 94 


On this there has been repal 5 
ee eee 

These are the official figures. They show a total deficit of 
less than $ percent on all operations during the past 21 years 
under the Federal reclamation law. 

I challenge any Federal bank or other commercial organiza- 
tion to make a better showing. 

To summarize, our Federal. reclamation policy, directly and 
indirectly, has converted 2,850,000 acres of sage-brush desert 
into 33,000 highly preductive farms. 

Some gentlemen question the soundness of the policy of loan- 
ing these funds for the purposes of reclamation. 

Permit me to remind you gentlemen of the East that by act 
of Congress of June 23, 1836, there was distributed from the 
Public Treasury the following amounts, not one dollar of which 
has ever been repaid: 


r Sea ee Ee es SS a a a ada $955, 838. 25 
New Hampshire 669, 086. 79 
Massachusetts 1, 338, 173. 58 
Vermont 669, 086. 79 
Connecticut 764, 670. 60 
Rhode Island.. 82. 335. 30 
F ST SES INT ORION RESON E ISLE ON 4, 014, 520. 71 
New Jersey 64, 670. 69 


Pennsylyania__. 


Arkansas 


Total ͤ ͤ — 28, 101, 644. 
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I submit to you, gentlemen, that if this loan were called 

with interest to date it would take care of many of the problems 

that the Treasury of the United States is confronting at this 
time. 


NATION-WIDE BENEFITS, 


This map [indicating] shows the origin of 674 carload ship- 
ments of manufactured products that go annually to one of 
the 26 irrigation projects of the West. These lines [indicating] 
indicate the origin of carload shipments. This has no reference 
to broken lots, and you will see that the shipments originated 
in practically every State of the Union, 

The Yakima, Naches, Minidoka, and Twin Falls projects, in 
Washington and Idaho, are reached by several railroads, one 
of which railroads in 1920 carried into these projects the num- 
ber of cars of freight and express and from the States here 
indicated: 


ichigan___ 
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Reclamation has provided homes and a livelihood in 
and country for 500,000 patriotic American citizens. 

It sustains 879 schools, 649 churches, and 247 banks, with 
deposits of $144,000,000. 

It has put $500,000,000 on the tax rolls. 

It creates wealth to the extent of $131,000,000 annually and 
distributes 50 cents out of every dollar among all the States 
east of the Rocky Mountains. 

a employs labor and adds to its purchasing power every- 
where. 

It helps the farmers of the Central and Eastern States, who 
supply the breakfast foods, pancake flours, sirups, canned goods, 
and other daily needs of the irrigation farmer. 

It also helps the eastern farmers because they must feed the 
hordes of workmen in eastern mills that supply our wants, 

It pays many millions annually to every railroad in the 
United States and contributes largely to the success of our 
transcontinental lines. 

It has produced tens of thousands of Federal income-tax 
payers who help to carry the tax burden for the whole country, 

It asks no gifts from the Federal Treasury, but repays to 
the Treasury all that it borrows. Reclamation farmers have 
already repaid more than $16,000,000 on construction charges. 
In this respect it differs from the appropriations or donations 
from the Federal Treasury for river, harbor, and every other 
development undertaken by the Federal Government, none of 
which are ever repaid. 

It has converted every thorough investigator, however preju- 
diced he may have been against reclamation. It invites all 
who may not be kindly disposed to come and see for themselves, 
knowing full well that those who come to scoff will remain 
to praise, 

Again we ask, Has the Federal reclamation policy been a 
success? 

Whom has it benefited? 

In 1920 there was shipped into the Salt River Valley project 
in Arizona 7,985 cars of freight as indicated on this chart 
from— 


town 
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Without irrigation these lands would have remained as bar- 
ren as when the first white man stepped foot on this Continent. 
ee one single car of freight would have been gathered and 

sported here from the factories, farms, and mines of any 
or all the States of the Union. 

The figures just quoted amply justify the assertion that our 
Federal reclamation policy is a success, and that every State 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from Canada to the Gulf 
is benefited. 

There are 17,000,000 acres of unreclaimed irrigable lands in 
the West. 

The question I ask you, my colleagues, is, Shall it be through- 
out the ages drifting sands or production, homes, and markets? 
{Applause.] 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there for a question? 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Do those 17,000,000 acres include Gov- 
ernment land generally or just arid lands? In my State we 
have no public lands, but we have millions of acres of unre- 
claimed land. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. It includes all lands that 
can be profitably irrigated. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington has again expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield back the remainder of his time? 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Yes; I yield back the re- 
mainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington yields 
back eight minutes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
same request, that I may extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. KVALE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog- 
nized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Chairman, there is one question in which 
I am interested more than in any other for the present, and 
that is the problem of rellef for the farmer, especially the 
farmer of the Northwest. I hope to have a word to say on 
that subject later on, if the opportunity is given me, when the 
Committee on Agriculture is ready to report. But after having 
listened, and with a great deal of interest, to the many ad- 
dresses in this House on the subject of prohibition and law 
enforcement—addresses by pronounced wets and pronounced 
drys—and waiting in vain to hear discussed what I firmly 
believe to be the crucial point of the question and the main 
reason for the utter disregard for the eighteenth amendment 
50 prevalent to-day, I have decided I could hold my peace no 
longer. 

And this will have to be my apology for breaking one of the 
sacred traditions of this body, a tradition which I assure you 
I respect, to wit, that a freshman at this institution must wear 
his. green cap for a certain length of time. So if you will 
pardon this one little exception, I am perfectly willing to wear 
mine the allotted and prescribed time, whatever that be. 

Mr. Chairman, I have introduced a bill which reads as fol- 
lows—and let it be said at the outset that this bill is not 
fathered by or sponsored by the Anti-Saloon League; nor do I 
look to that source for any support for it; it is too dry and 
too progressive for that organization, or perhaps I should say 
for the leaders in that organization. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I ask that the Clerk read the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read 
the bill in the gentleman's time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (IL n. 5192) supplemental to the national prohibition act. 

Be tt enacted, eto, That the words “person.” “liquor,” and the 
phrase “intoxicating liquor,” when used in this act, shall have the 
same meaning as they have in Title II of the national prohibition act. 

Sec. 2. That every person or persons holding intoxicating liquors for 
personal use, under the provisions of the national prohibition act, shall 
hereafter be required to list the same for taxation on the ist day of 


January of each year, said list to be filed with the collector of internal 


revenue for the district in which said person or persons reside. Such 
Iists shall state the names of the various liquors on hand, with the 
quantity of such liquor and the alcoholic content. Such lists shall be 
open for inspection by the public. 

Szc. 8, Every person or persons having on hand intoxicating liquors, 
scheduled as provided in the foregoing section, shall pay annually a 
graded tax on the same, as follows: $10 per gallon on each gallon 
of alcohol or less contained in such liquors; a surtax increasing at 
the rate of $1 per gallon for the second gallon, $2 per gallon for the 
third gallon, and continuing at the same rate of increase for the quan- 
tity on hand, 

Src. 4. Every person or persons having on hand intoxicating liquors 
taxable as provided in the preceding section shall pay the said tax at 
the same time the Income taxes are paid and on the same conditions. 

Sec. 5. The revenue officers of the Government are hereby author- 
ized and required to collect the tex above provided for under the same 
penalties as are provided for the collection of income taxes, 


Mr. BLANTON. Will the distinguished gentleman from 
Minnesota yield? 

Mr. KVALE. When I am through with my remarks. 

Mr. BLANTON. I mean at this point as to that bill. 

Mr. KVALE. When I am through with my remarks I will 
cheerfully yield. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield at this 
time. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Chairman, the national prohibition act, 
sometimes erroneously and ridiculously named after a man 
who never in all his life had given the saloon or the liquor 
traffic any cause for worry—that act, framed by lawyers of 
the Anti-Saloon League, was so framed, and has so operated 
since its enactment into law, as to be a law for the poor and 
a privilege for the rich. [Applause.] 

I appreciate the fact that the Members of the Sixty-sixth 
Congress who voted for this law did so firmly believing that 
it really would bring prohibition, and having the fullest con- 
fidence in those who originally drafted the bill and laid it 
before the committee to be reported to the House. But the 
law in operation has belied its promise. And why? 

Let us glance hastily at some of the provisions of the law. 
In Title II, section 1, we read: 


. „„ The word liquor“ è è shall be construed to in- 
clude * * * wine * * œ containing one-half of 1 per 
cent or more of alcohol by volume fit for use for beverage pur- 
poses. © 


In section 6: 


No one shall manufacture * * any liquor without first ob- 
taining a permit from the commissioners so to do. 


In section 21: 


Any room, house, building, boat, vehicle, structure, or place where 
intoxicating liquor is manufactured * * in violation of this 
title * © 1s hereby declared to be a common nuisance, and 
any person who maintains such a common nuisance shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not more 
than $1,000 or be imprisoned for not more than one year, or both, 


In section 29: 


Any person who manufactures © „ Uquor in violation of 
this title shall for a first offense be fined not more than $1,000 or 
imprisoned not exceeding six months, and for a second or subsequent 
offense shall be fined not less than $200 nor more than $2,000 and 
be imprisoned not less than one month nor more than five years. 


According to this law, then, anyone who makes a gallon of 
grape wine containing more than one-half of 1 per cent of 
alcohol by volume is to have his house and home confiscated 
and may be fined $1,000 and imprisoned for one year. And 
if he makes a gallon of wine a second time he may be fined 
$2,000 and sent to prison for five years. 

I am not objecting to these provisions, Mr. Chairman, drastic 
though they be when compared to the punishment meted out 
for the infringement of other laws equally sacred. The basis 
for my objection is the presence of a colored gentleman in the 
woodpile. And I need no legal searchlight or microscope to 
discover said gentleman safely and snugly tucked away in the 
apertures of section 33. The first half of that section reads as 
if this were a real prohibition law, for it really prohibits. 
Listen to this: 


Sec. 88. After February 1, 1920, the possession of liquors by any 
person not legally permitted under this title to possess liquor shall be 
prima facie evidence that such liquor is kept for the purpose of being 
sold, bartered, exchanged, given away, furnished, or otherwise dis- 
posed of in violation of the provisions of this title. Every person 
legally permitted under this title to have liquor shall report to the 
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commissioner within 10 days after the date when the eighteenth 
amendment of the Constiiution of the United States goes into effect 
the kind and amount of intoxicating liquors in his possession. 


It makes the society toper shudder. But—let him allay his 
fears. For there is a “but.” There is a second half to this 
wonderful section 33. At the reading of the law up to this 
point the millionaire stands aghast, wondering if the world 
has suddenly come to an end before his very eyes. At any 
rate, the world in which he cares to live is no more. When, 
all of a sudden, the author of the national prohibition act winks 
at the millionaire and beckons him into another room. That 
other room is the second half of section 33. That second half 
shelters more colored gentlemen than all of the Southern States 
aud Africa combined, 


But it shall not be unlawful to possess liquors in one’s private 
dwelling * °* », 


Ah, that one word “ liquors.” What a different sound it has 
here. What a boon to the parched throat. Unqualified as to 
quality, save and except that it shall contain not less than one- 
half of 1 per cent nor more than 100 per cent of alcohol by 
volume. Unqualified as to quantity, limited only by the extent 
of room in the millionaire’s cellar or cellars, his purse, and his 
appetite. What a ray of light in the dark gloom of the national 
prohibition act. Read it again, O favored millionaire; lick 
your chops and slake your thirst. 


But it shall not be unlawful to. possess liquors in one's 
private dwelling while the same is occupied and used by him as his 
dwelling only. * * * 


But he may, and as a matter of fact does, have several 
such “dwellings ”—by courtesy called “home ”—one in New 
York, Philadelphia, Washington, or Pittsburgh, as the case 
may be, and another in Newport or Atlantic City, or both. 


And such liquors need not be reported. * +*+ * 


No stronger guard could have been placed, no more im- 
penetrable wall of protection could ever have been built around 
the Newport and Atlantic City whisky cellars than this part of 
section 83—‘“ such liquors need not be reported.” I could 
believe this part of the law to have been penned by the gentle- 
man sometimes credited with the authorship of the whole law. 


* Provided such liquors are for use only for the personal 
consumption of the owner thereof and his family. * * * 


Meaning thereby, presumably, his children, his children’s 
children and great grandchildren, his uncles, and all his 
cousins to the nth degree. 


* © And his bona fide guests * » 


Ah, yes. Not only the millionaire’s family in all its rami- 
fieations, but his guests. Again no limitations. That word 
includes all nations and kindreds and tongues, the grand 
hailing sign of distress serving as the password. And pray 
do not overlook the “bona fide” qualifications. Indeed, if 
rumor is to be credited, very often these bone fide guests are 
transformed into Fido guests, rolling under the table with the 
other Fidos. Oh, the damnable hypocrisy of it all! 

According to the national prohibition act, a person may 
have all the liquor he wants, and may invite all his friends 
and give them all they want, all they can hold, and all be 
perfectly respectable, law-abiding citizens, provided only that 
he had money enough to fill his cellar, all his cellars, with 
high-priced liquors prior to the enactment of this law. And so 
we are witnessing the spectacle of many of our so-called 
“better class” of people wallowing in liquor because they had 
money enough to provide the wherewithal for the wallowing, 
and the poorer class denied what many of them consider a 
highly prized privilege of the rich alone. Money provides the 
whisky bath; the law provides the immunity bath. 

I am not a lawyer. I do not claim to be deeply versed in the 
technicalities and the fine points of law. But I do claim to 
know a little about principles, and morals, and ethics. And I 
protest that it is a mighty low standard of ethies that makes 
it perfectly legitimate and lawful for the millionaire and his 
children and children’s children to guzzle down all the liquor 
demanded by the animal] in them and at the same time makes it 
a crime for the man in overalls to make a gallon of wine. Any 
law that makes a coveted privilege of the rich man a crime for 
the poor man is a travesty on justice and a farce. 

And this is one of the main reasons for the utter disregard 
for the eighteenth amendment and the national prohibition act. 
The poor man who wants his liquor knows that he ean not 
have it because he does not or did not have the money. And 
it engenders resentment on his part. He also believes that in 
u great many cases the rich man, who enjoys all these liquor 
privileges because of his money, stole that money from him. 


And it makes him doubly resentful. And then some people 
think they can compel a man by brute force to obey a law 
which he considers a flagrant and glaring injustice. I pity 
the man who has no better knowledge of human nature. 

We have endeavored to enact into law a double standard of 
morality—one for the rich and another for the poor. And this 
is in perfect harmony with our attitude toward other prob- 
lems. The first amendment to the Constitution.is trampled 
upon by men in high places. And then we expect men in the 
lower strata of life to respect other amendments. 

We grab an ex-service man and send him to prison for 
stealing a can of beans to allay his hunger; and the profiteer- 
ing millionaire, who made his millions out of the suffering 
and the starvation of the poor soldier, goes scot-free, and may 
even occupy a front pew in some of our so-called Christian 
churches. And then, with sanctimonious unction, we deplore 
the disregard and disrespect for law. To me it is a God's won- 
der that there still are so many people in the United States who 
have respect for the law, for any law. 

I am speaking, you will note, not from the viewpoint of the 
skilled lawyer but from the layman’s point of view. The poor 
man feels that morally he has as great a right to his liquor 
as has the rich man, and that having the liquor before the law 
went into effect or making it after the law was placed on the 
statute books is all one and the same. And, barring techni- 
ealities and quibbling, what are you going to answer him? 

I do not want to see the eighteenth amendment repealed. I 
hope to God it never will be. And I will oppose the repeal of 
it with whatever strength I have as long as I live. But I also 
want to say, parenthetically, that I consider it nothing short 
of bigotry to call a man un-American and a nullificationist 
becanse in a perfectly legal and constitutional way he wants 
to repeal this amendment, or any other amendment which 
he believes to be against the best interests of the Nation. 

But, opposed as I am, unequivocally, to a repeal, in part or in 
whole, while I am neither a prophet nor the son of a prophet, 
I can foresee, and it seems to me any man using his reason 
should be able to see, that in the not distant future the Ameri- 
can people will rise in their might and demand a repeal of it 
as the only possible escape from the abominable hypocrisy con- 
nected with the present enforcement of the law—if that hypoc- 
risy shall continue. 

The statement has been made on the floor of this House 
within the last week, and I have not seen anyone rise to deny 
the truth of the statement, that you can buy all the liquor you 
want if you only have the money. Yes, money, money, money ; 
that Is the deciding factor always. 

I can not speak from experience; I have not bought; I have 
not tried to buy as much as the half pint which the law allows 
you to buy on a doctor's prescription, and every 10 days at that, 
Yet what I see all about me, what I hear, and what I read con- 
vinces me of the truth of that statement. And the ayerage man 
throughout this whole country knows this to be the case. And 
he also knows, untutored though he be, that there is such a thing 
as obeying the letter, the technicality of the law, and at the 
same time violating the spirit of the law. Which is the worse? 
I know, and you know, which of the two is the greater offense 
before the bar of eternal justice. And I believe that even 
before the bar of public opinion the violation of the spirit of 
the law is the greater crime. 

Now, I care not one whit for the loopholes provided by the 
technicalities of the national prohibition act. The spirit of the 
law is prehibition, pure and simple, for the rich and poor, for 
high and low. That was the intent and purpose of the people 
of the United States when in the manner prescribed by the Con- 
stitution itself they made that law a part of our Constitution. 

But what we do have is worse than a farce. It is the greatest 
tragedy ever witnessed in civilization. A greater American than 
any now living has said that this Nation can not endure half 
slave and half free. No more will this Nation endure half wet 
and half dry. I leave to pens and tongues more able than mine 
to describe the ravages of liquor. My point is that these con- 
ditions are undermining our Constitution and, like a cancerous 
growth, eating away the very vitals of our laws and our Govern- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. TEMPLE). 
from Minnesota has expired. 

Mr, KVALE. May I have one minute more? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield the gentleman five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five 
additional minutes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KVALE. I will when I am through with my remarks. 

By the manner in which we are to-day enforcing, or rather 
failing to enforce, the eighteenth amendment we are breeding 
a nation of hypocrites. And God pity the offspring. 


The time of the gentleman 
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Nor is the lay mind capable of understanding why foreigners 


sojourning in our country and newcomers still owing ce 
to other governments should be accorded privileges denied 
to citizens of the United States, or should have a curse heaped 
upon their heads from which citizens of the United States are 
shielded, all depending on your viewpoint, I am not discussing 
international law. I cheerfully leave that to the numerous and 
ubiquitous lawyers In our country. 

But the average man questions the right—law or no law—of 
allowing the representatives of a foreign government to bring 
shiploads of liquor to these shores when another man Is sent 
to jail for bringing a bottle of it in his pocket, all because he 
happens to be an American citizen, If there be such an inter- 
national law or custom or what not, then all the worse for the 
law. I protest again that accepted standards of ethics demand 
that such a custom be obliterated. And, if it is not, it will in 
the course of time obliterate the eighteenth amendment. 

We read about our ambassador to Great Britain on state 
occasions doffing his American garb, and harking back to tho 
days of his childhood, appearing in knickerbockers at the Court 
of St. James. If our ambassadors are expected to become 
English, or French, or Polish in their customs and their cos- 
tumes while abroad, may we not look for the same courtesy 
on the part of the representatives of other nations while domi- 
ciled within the confines of this Nation’s Capital? 

When the Turkish Government was represented here at Wash- 
ington did the ambassador keep a harem at the embassy? Did 
he have 75 or 100 wives with him? If not, then why not? 
You say because it would have outraged the decency of Ameri- 
can manhood and womanhood. Quite so. I say it outrages 
the decency of every law-abiding American to see foreigners 
on our shores flouting a law which an American citizen is ex- 
pected to obey. 

My plea, then, is to so amend the national prohibition act, 
or any other act touching the subject, as to make prohibition 
effective not only for the poor but for the rich as well, and 
then enforce it. Then, and not until then, have you any right 
to expect of the poor man that he shall respect the eighteenth 
amendment. You never can allow the millionaire to have all 
the liquor he wants and at the same time compel the man in 
overalls to obey the eighteenth amendment. It can not be 
done. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KVALE. Cheerfully. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman give us some idea about 
= pease of liquor he thinks the millionaires have in their 
cellars 

Mr. KVALE. I have not visited any cellars that belong to 
the millionaires, and I do not know except from hearsay. 

Mr. BLANTON. What is the gentleman’s idea about it? 
The gentleman is seeking to tax this storage capacity, and the 
gentleman must have some idea about how much he thinks is 
in the cellars of the millionaires. How many gallons does he 
think the greatest contain? 

Mr. KVALE. I believe the gentleman from Texas would be 
able to enlighten this House better than I can. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Texas is not seeking 
to tax it; he is seeking to take it out of their cellars and pour 
it into the Potomac River. I am not seeking to tax it, but if 
the gentleman from Texas had sought to tax it he would be able 
to tell about how much revenue would probably be obtained 
from that system of taxation. 

Mr. KVALE. I shall be very much indebted to the gentle- 
man from Texas if he will enlighten us on that subject. I 
confess I do not know. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will try to do so in a moment. 

Mr. BERGER. Will the gentleman yield? ~ 

Mr. KVALE. I will yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BERGER. The gentleman from Minnesota is not of the 
opinion, I hope, that we can enforce any law against the habits 
and customs of a nation. In other words, every law must be 
based upon the customs of the people. If a law is made which 
is against popular customs it can not be carried out. Is that 
your opinion? 

Mr. KVALE. My opinion is that the majority should rule; 
and if the majority says a law shall stand on the statute books, 
I want that law enforced. 

Mr. BERGHR. If the gentleman from Minnesota will per- 
mit me, I got the impression from the gentleman’s speech that 
prohibition, at least the Volstead law, is a capitalistic contrap- 
tion, because it has different provisions for the poor than for 
the rich. 

Mr. KVALE. The gentleman has rightly understood me. 


Mr. BERGER. Who do you think—and I am just asking for 
the gentleman’s opinion—is furnishing the funds for the Anti- 
Saloon League at the present time? 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘The citizenship of America. 

Mr. BERGER. Well, I belong to the citizenship of America, 
but I have not furnished a cent. 

Mr. BLANTON. There are men on the floor of this House 
who have furnished some of the funds. 

Mr. BERGER. And there are a great many who have not 
furnished any. I do not think the gentleman from Oklahoma 
(Mr. Carter] has contributed. 

Mr, KVALE. I can not answer the question of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Berxarr] except to this extent, that 
in times past I contributed to the funds of the Anti-Saloon 
League, but in later years I found that the Anti-Saloon 
League was simply, so far as my knowledge of it goes in the 
States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, an adjunct of the re- 
actionary Grand Old Party. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. BERGER. Will the gentleman yield to me for one more 
question? 

Mr. KVALB. I will. 

Mr. BERGER. Is it not a fact that there is more drunken- 
ness at the present time—I am speaking from observation— 
that is from what I have seen in Chicago, New York, and 
Philadelphia [laughter]; for I have never been drunk in my 
life and never expect to be—is it not a fact that there is more 
drunkenness at the present time than there ever has been 
before? 

Mr. KVALE, I do not believe it. I believe there is less 
drunkenness now. 

Mr. BERGER. I can say there is more, with this differ- 
ence, they are drinking poison now instead of liquor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Kvare] has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BLANTON]. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. KVALE] 
may extend his remarks in the Rxconb if he desires. 

Mr. KVALE. I thank the gentleman, but I do not desire 
to submit anything further. Let them go in as they are. 

Mr. BLANTON. The distinguished gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Kvare] denominates the Volstead law as a wide-open 
farce passed for the benefit of the rich. He denounces Mr, 
Volstead as nut a dry, but a tool of the rich drys. 

Mr. KVALE. Wilt the gentleman yield? I have not men- 
tioned the gentleman’s name in this House. 

Mr. BLANTON. But we know of whom the gentleman was 
speaking when he was addressing us. The gentleman from 
Minnesota claims to be a better prohibitionist than the former 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BERGER. Well, he is. {Laughter.] Mr. Kvare is more 
consistent, 

Mr. BLANTON. Let us see if he is. He admits Volstead 
took liquor from the poor. He says he does not want the rich 
to have liquor in their cellars untaxed, because the poor man 
has not any. What method does the distinguished minister 
from Minnesota offer to take the liquor out of the millionaire's 
cellar? He provides in his bill here—and we may presume it 
is the best he has to offer, because when a man offers a bill it 
must be the best legislation that he has in his system 

Mr. KVALE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. In a moment. What method does he offer 
to take the liquor out of the millionaire’s cellar? In his bill 
he proposes “to put a tax of $10 a gallon on the first gallon, 
$11 on the second, $12 on the third, and $1 extra on each suc- 
ceeding gallon.” That is his method. 

Mr. KVALE. Will the gentleman yield just a moment? 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to answer the gentleman first, and 
then I will yield. That is his method. The gentleman from 
Minnesota thinks that taxing his liquors will relieve the mil- 
lionaire of the privilege of having liquor in his cellar when the 
poor man has none. What would that tax mean to the mil- 
lionaire? What would that tax amount to? Would it stop the 
hoarding of liquor in their cellars? The gentleman from Min- 
nesota proposes that millionaires should make a report on the 
first day of each year as to how much liquor they have on hand. 
Could they not do concerning liquors on the Ist of January like 
people do with respect to their intangible assets? Could they 
not move the liquor out of their cellars shortly before making 
their report? The little tax they would pay under the gentle- 
man’s bill to this Government would be a mere bagatelle to 
the millionaire. It would not stop him from hoarding a single 
pint or any number of gallons. Suppose they had a hundred 
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gallons or 200 gallons or 500 gallons or even 1,000 gallons, 
what would the proposed tax amount to when paid by a mil- 
lionaire? What would it mean to them? Why, they spend 
more than the tax would amount to on one little golf tourna- 
ment down in Florida during the winter months or one little 
pleasure trip on a yacht. It would amount to nothing. The 
millionaire, my dear brother from Minnesota, would pay the 
little tax and still have his liquor in his cellar and your poor 
men in Minnesota who sent the gentleman here to dry this 
Nation would still be clamoring at him for not having done 
what he proposed to do, and when he reports to them on his 
return they might send somebody here dryer than even Mr. 
Volsfead’s successor, after the next election, to bring about 
something that he does not propose to bring about in his pres- 
ent bill. Now, I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KVALE. The gentleman says it is the best I have to 
offer. I will answer that by saying it is the best I hope to see 
passed in this House; and if the gentleman from Texas can 
bring before this House a measure that will empty the cellars 
of the millionaires, I will support him. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is a new Member, but he 
ought to keep up better with the proceedings of Congress. If 
the gentleman will inspect the Recorp, he will find out that 
last week the gentleman from Texas introduced a resolution in 
this House that called attention to the fact that every executive 
officer of this Government, every member of the judiciary, 
every Senator and every Representative, every officer and en- 
listed man of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, and every 
other employee of this Government was under oath to support 
and defend the Constitution and the laws of this Government. 
I proposed in that resolution that every single one of them who 
conspired with the bootleggers, the criminals of the land, to 
break our law should be put out of public office. There is a 
measure that would clean the Government. [Applause.| 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. Please yield me five minutes more. 

Mr. KVALE. What does all that have to do with the mil- 
lionaire’s cellar? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman from Minnesota had 
looked into the Recorp a little closer, he would have seen I did 
not stop there. I introduced another resolution, calling atten- 
tion to the fact that it was impossible for our Government or 
any other Government to punish the ministers of foreign coun- 
tries for violations of our law: but I called attention to the 
fact that in this day and time every civilized country of the 
world under international law recognized the fact that minis- 
ters should obey the law of the country to which they were 
accredited; und if we could not punish them, I called attention 
to the fact that whenever they violated our laws we could 
declare them persona non grata to our Government and our 
Secretary of State should hand them their passports and they 
should be returned to their respective governments. That was 
another measure I proposed. x 

Mr. BERGER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. In a moment. If the gentleman had gone 
further in investigating the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, he would 
haye seen thať the gentleman from Texas has introduced 
another resolution for consideration by the gentleman and. the 
other Members of this House, wherein I called attention to the 
fact thať with our great coast on the East, the Atlantic, and 
our great Pacific western coast and the miles of border between 
the United States and Canada and the 1.900 miles of border 
between us and Mexico, counting the sinuosities of the Rio 
Grande River, with police authority alone it is impossible to 
prevent the smuggling of aliens and narcotics and intoxicating 
liquors into this country; and I called attention to the fact 
that we should turn over to the President of this Nation the 
Navy [laughter], and I am for it; I am in favor of giving him 
everything he wants to uphold our Constitution. Oh, the 
greatest man in the United States just now is not the man in 
the White House. It is the son of our distinguished colleague 
Mr. Burn, the son of this worthy old soldier, who, in Phila- 
delphia, single handed, is cleaning up that city like it has never 
been cleaned before. [Applause.] I take my hat off to Gen. 
Smedley Butler, and the best people of this Nation are behind 
him. 

The President should have the Navy. Why should not he 
have it? If we would say to the smuggling criminals of the 
world the President has the Navy and will use it, it would 
strike terror into the hearts of every one of them and they 
would stop that smuggling and that violation without the 
firing of a gun. They are afraid of the Navy. They are 
afraid of Smedley Butler, the great marine fighter, the leader 


of the Marine Corps of the United States. That is why he is 
now doing such good work in Philadelphia. 

Mr. BERGER. Will the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. BERGER. Does the gentleman from Texas believe that 
we can enforee any law against the habits and customs of a 
nation? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes: this Government enforced the aboli- 
tion of slavery. against the South. 

Mr. BERGER. But that was no habit. Slavery was an 
economic institution, which did not fit modern times. 

Mr. BLANTON, It was at least a custom. 

Mr; BERGER. Nor was it a custom. 

Mr. BLANTON. It was enforced against, though previously 
created by, a law of the Nation. 

Mr. BERGER. Yes; and we had four years of civil war to 
do so. Do you want a civil war to enforce this? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; and there would not be any, for there 
is only a little handful, comparatively, of these Constitution 
breakers after all. 

Mr, BERGER. A little handful in Congress. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. There is only a little handful anywhere 
who do not believe in obeying the Constitution, the funda- 
mental law of the land. Every good citizen believes in up- 
holding it. The gentleman says that the rich man can have 
all he wants and the poor man can not manufacture a little. 
wine. I want to ask the gentleman from Minnesota to go to 
the gentleman from. Maryiand, our distinguished colleague 
from Maryland, Colonel H, of Baltimore, and he will find 
out that even a rich, influential Congressman, a former colonel 
in the United States Army, can not make wine even in Balti- 
more, the wettest place on earth, because the Government 
stopped him, sealed up his wine-press cellar, and said you 
can not go any further than the poorest man in Minnesota. 

Mr. BERGER. Yes. Colonel HIV invited the officers to 
come and take it. 

Mr. BLANTON. There may be judges in Wisconsin and 
Minnesota who think like the two gentlemen, but even you 
two gentlemen are as divergent as can be. The gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Kratz! believes in the supremity of the Con- 
stitution, while the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BERGER] 
believes- more in expediency, as to whether or not he shall up- 
hold it altogether. We do not want any expediency when it 
comes to the fundamental law of the Nation. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. (Mr. Tempter). The time of the gentle- 
man from Texas has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Okla- 
homa: [Mr. Carrer] has kindly yielded me three minutes, as 
my time has been promised to other gentlemen. We have 
been specially interested in the speech of the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Kvate]—we may as well be frank about it— 
for the reason that he succeeds- in this House Mr. Volstead, 
who, as chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, per- 
formed a lasting national service in his handling of the draft- 
ing and passage of the Volstead Aet. The gentleman from 
Minnesota comes now into the House as his successor, and the 
House has been especially interested to know wherein the 
present Representative from the district differs from his prede- 
cessor. 

I do not propose now. to argue any of the statements made 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Bercer] and myself are alike in this, and I think 
it is the only thing we are in accord about, and that is each 
of us finds something in the gentleman’s speech with which he 
heartily agrees and much more with which he heartily dis- 
agrees. I do not propose to argue any matters in which we 
disagree. It seemed that I might clarify the atmosphere a 
little and find out what the gentleman's speech is about. The 
gentleman has mostly devoted his speech to the difference in 
opportunities between the millionaire and the ordinary man. 
I will not discuss how many more ordinary men there are 
than millionaires, but the chief point made in the gentleman's 
speech was that the millionaire has an opportunity to have 
liquor in his cellar while the poor man does not. I find noth- 
ing in the law as to the rights of one man over that of another 
as to what he may have in his cellar. I realize that when it 
comes to paying for it one has an advantage over another. I 
have always thought that the man who did not have anything 
to pay for it with was as well off as he who could get it and 
went and got drunk, but that is apart from the question. The 
law does not make any distinction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan three minutes more. 
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Mr. CRAMTON. I am glad the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Kvare] is here, because if I have come to a wrong con- 
clusion I want to be corrected, I was uncertain for a time 
whether the gentleman from Minnesota was advocating having 
less in the cellars of the rich or more in the cellars of the 
poor. In other words, whether he was against the wine now in 
the cellars of the rich or wanted to increase opportunities for 
beer and wine in the cellars of the poor; and I would be glad 
to haye the gentleman make a direct answer as to what he 
has in mind. 

Mr. KVALE. I thought I had made myself clear. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think the gentleman did, and I came to 
the conclusion that he wanted to abolish the wine that is in 
the cellars of the rich. 

Mr. KVALE. Then, may I suggest that it is rather unfair 
to insinuate that I had meant anything else, 

Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, I try always not to be unfair, and 
hence I have taken pains to give the gentleman opportunity to 
correct me if wrong. 

Mr. KVALE. And may I add also that I am opposed to 
the introduction again of wines and beer. I want it taken 
away from the rich and not only from the poor, as at present. 

Mr. CRAMTON, We are getting together right along. That 
makes that clear. The remedy of the gentleman is to get the 
wine out of the cellars of the rich, rather than to put the wine 
into the cellars of the poor. The purpose of my taking the 
floor is to call the attention of those gentlemen who most 
heartily applauded the speech of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota—and I notice that they are those who are to-day seeking 
to bring about an opportunity for the sale of beer and wine in 
this country—to the fact that they applauded the wrong man, 
for it developes he is not with them on beer and wine. Then, 
suppose the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Kvare] prevails 
in his program to drive beer and wine out of the cellars of the 
rich and the poor, and these gentlemen who applauded him 
bring back the sale of beer and wine, together with their pro- 
test that we are to have no saloons, then where is the man 
going to drink his beer and wine? If he ean not drink it in 
the home or in the cellar and there is no saloon where he can 
drink it, then of what avail is it to bring it back? I merely 
rose to call attention, in a more or less obscure situation which 
seems to have arisen, to the very incongruity of the whole 
proposition. 

Mr. KVALE, Permit me to say that the drys did applaud, 
all except officials of the Anti-Saloon League. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chalrman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LARSEN]. 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, we have spent 
about 30 minutes here listening to gentlemen who say that they 
have introduced resolutions and having them tell us what 
splendid provisions are embraced in those resolutions. As a 
humble Member, who has had some rather sad experience 
during the past two years with resolutions, I suggest to these 
gentlemen who are so deeply interested in their resolutions 
now pending that unless the personnel of the new Rules Com- 
mittee has changed recently the probabilities are that they 
will not be able to get much action, except such as they make 
for themselves. While upon this subject I am reminded of 
the fact that next Monday is the day set apart by this body 
for the consideration of a revision of the rules, and I sincerely 
trust that the service to be performed by the House at that 
time may be productive not only of advantages to the delib- 
erations and actions of this body but also of the country at 
large. 

Some two years ago I introduced a resolution providing for 
an investigation of the Veterans’ Bureau. That was in March, 
1922. Not long after that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Moore] introduced a resolution asking for an investigation 
of the Bureau of Printing and Engraving. What became of 
those resolutions? Notwithstanding our persistent activities 
for nearly two years, the resolutions slept with the committee, 
then died, and were finally buried at the end of the Congress. 
The Treasury Department has recently indicated that those 
men who were discharged from the Bureau of Printing and 
Engraving were done an injustice. If they were done an in- 
justice, it was done a year and a half ago. Some of them since 
that time have gone to the great beyond. Others have been 
forced into employment in various industries throughout the 
country, and some of them have been forced to go to foreign 
lands in order to pursue their usual vocation. If these em- 
ployees were done any injustice, as indicated by the Treasury 
Department, which is certainly in a position to know, because 
the bureau comes under that department, who is responsible 


for It? I answer that by saying the Committee on Rules. 
One of the things that I contended that occurred under the 
reorganization of the Veterans’ Bureau was that it had re- 
sulted in the employment of some 4,000 more people in the 
Government service than had been in the Government employ 
before that time; that these employees have been transferred 
from the Public Health Service and the country had been 
led to believe that we were reducing the number of employees, 
but that each and every place was filled in the Public Health 
Service and that in point of fact the result was we were 
taking on employees instead of discharging them. 

In the resolution which I introduced at that time, I asked 
that an investigation be had to determine as to the efficiency 
of the service being rendered by the bureau, and that a general, 
sweeping investigation along all those lines be had. What be- 
came of it? The distinguished chairman of the Rules Commit- 
tee pocketed the resolution and no man has ever been able to 
get any action from him. : 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does the gentleman know of any 
resolution asking for an investigation, introduced by a Demo- 
cratic Member of the House, ever being considered by that 
committee and reported out? 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I do not think it was considered 
by anyone except the chairman, and he considered it just long 
enought to pocket it. The Democratic members were deprived 
of opportunity to consider them or report them out. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. There never was any effective re- 
port which led to action on. any of the resolutions that were 
sent to that committee from the minority side, was there? 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Not once, so far as I know. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. And they might just as well have 
been consigned to the morgue of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I think that is a very proper 
observation, I hope that after next Monday we may have a 
revision of the rules that will make such a situation as that 
Impossible. I called attention two years ago to the fact that 
there were employed in the Veterans’ Bureau 4,000 more people 
than the service of that department of the Government needed, 
and I asked for an investigation to ascertain why they were 
needed. What did that mean? Some may say that it did not 
mean much, I call attention to the fact that 4,000 employees 
in the Veterans’ Bureau, at an average salary of $1,500 a year, 
which is about the average salary, would amount to some- 
thing like $6,000,000. Was that worth looking after? Finally, 
when I was unable to procure an investigation through the 
Committee on Rules or any other committee of this House, I 
was forced to seek assistance of the Senate. That is a very 
disagreeable thing to do and a condition that ought not to 
prevail in this House at any time. 

The House of Representatives is supposed to be the popular 
branch of this Government. We come fresh from the people 
and represent the humble citizen throughout this country. It 
ought not to be said that the House of Representatives will not 
function when a matter of investigation in which the people 
of the country are vitally concerned is at stake. And yet that 
is the condition that we were placed in. I had to get a Senator 
to introduce the resolution, and when we finally got it through 
the Senate what did the investigation reveal? One of the 
most shameful, disgraceful rings of conspiracy in the history 
of this Government, and everybody knows it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I will. 

Mr. RANKIN. We had this question up for discussion a 
year ago, and when several men in the House were clamoring 
for an investigation of the Veterans’ Bureau is it not a fact 
that it was stated upon the floor here, and uncontradicted, that 
in some cities where they had these regional offices of the 
Veterans’ Bureau they had moved out of the Government 
building where they were paying no rent at all and into other 
buildings where they were paying rent to the extent of $50,000 
a year, and I wondered if that condition still prevails. 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I am not prepared to say just 
at this moment whether that exact condition prevails at this 
time. I trust it does not, but I am rather inclined to believe 
that such is not the case, but there is no doubt that a condi- 
tion equally as bad as that stated by the gentleman did prevail 
until the investigation was had. 

Mr. RANKIN. Jf the gentleman will yield further, in order 
to disabuse his mind, I will say that condition still prevails, 
I say that for the simple reason that I made an investigation 
a year ago and I found that condition prevailed in the city 
of New Orleans, I found that practically a similar condition 
prevailed in the city of Boston, I found that somewhat a 
similar condition prevatled in the city of New York, I found 
that a similar condition preyailed in every section of the 
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United States where these regional offices had been established, 
and I have learned of no change, and if it has been changed it 
has not been made public. 

Mr, LARSEN of Georgia. I would regret very much to know 
those are the conditions. I had been led to believe that the 
new director had corrected some of those bad practices that 
had prevailed in the bureau, and I still believe to some éxtent 
he has, because I am Informed that in reference to a number of 
these employees since this investigation was made and while it 
was being made he reduced the personnel of the Veterans’ 
Bureau more than 2,000 members, so that in this respect the 
investigation itself resulted in an annual saving to the people 
of the country of at least $3,000,000 a year. That was the 
umount paid to those unnecessary employees. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I will. 

Mr. KING. I was wondering if the gentleman has lost his 
resolution and that he can not find it anywhere. I have had 
some experience along that line. I was wondering if he found 
the resolution if he would look and see if my resolution to 
investigate the Federal Reserve Board was not among the files, 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr LARSEN of Georgia. If the gentleman was trying to in- 
vestigate the Federal Reserve Board he was probably engaged 
in a very laudable undertaking. I am very sorry he did not get 
his investigation. I think more investigations along these lines 
would result in a great saving to the people of this country. 
{Applause. ] 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I will. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Did the gentleman know that 
recently the present director had made an investigation of the 
Dallas bureau by appointing three lawyers from Dallas, whose 
names we have been as yet unable to obtain, to investigate that 
bureau, and that the only matter referred to in that report was 
that the employees were not receiving enough salary? 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I did not know that. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman 
whether the Senate has been much more liberal than the House 
in granting investigations, notably of the Veterans’ Bureau, and 
the same in regard to the Teapot Dome matter? 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Yes, and the Teapot Dome matter 
is another scandal that is a disgrace to the people of this coun- 
try. Im this connection I want to say the gentleman from 
Texas, to whom I just yielded, introduced last year a House 
joint resolution for the purpose of investigating the Veterans’ 
Bureau. Notwithstanding he is a very distinguished and able 
Member of the House, the chairman of the Rules Committee 
pocketed it just as he would a resolution of the humblest Mem- 
ber. As the gentleman implied, the Senate is a great deal 
more liberal. I introduced a House joint resolution as I could 
not obtain action on a House resolution, but no action could be 
procured on it. The Senate, after making a preliminary in- 
vestigation, recommended, as I understand, that we have a 
joint committee. The leadership of this House then refused or 
failed to participate in a joint investigation. Why, I do not 
know. But, gentlemen, there is another point I want to bring 
to your attention. ‘The investigation has disclosed the fact 
that a great fraud and conspiracy was perpetrated against the 
Government—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asked to be notified when 
he had five minutes remaining, The gentleman now has five 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I thank the Chairman. It is 
known who the guilty parties are. Who are they? To start 
with, the deposed director, Forbes. Where is he? What is he 
doing? What has been done to him? Nothing. Why has he not 
been arrested? Why should he not have been arrested? Several 
weeks ago the press stated a grand jury would be impaneled 
for the purpose of investigating this matter and indicting the 
parties accused. 

The investigating committee had sworn testimony before it. 
Something like 2,000 pages of sworn testimony and records of 
the blackest and darkest chapters in the history of this country 
for 25 years, so far as fraud and conspiracy are concerned, 
are available. Yet what are we waiting on? Under date of 
January 9 I addressed a letter to the Attorney General calling 
his attention to the fact that no action has been taken on these 
matters, and up to this good hour I have not yet received any 
reply to the letter, although, in justice to him, I should state 
that I called up his office yesterday afternoon on the telephone 
and I was told that they would try to give me an answer to-day. 
I also was advised about 30 minutes ago that the Attorney 


General's office had been calling me this afternoon. I do not 
know whether he propose to act or not. But he ought not, 
like Nero of old, to sit fiddling while Rome is burning. 

One of these alleged conspirators is to-day said to be in a 
foreign land, probably a fugitive from justice, while a great 
department of the Government here in Washington sits down 
with 2,000 pages of sworn testimony before it and—everybody 
knowing that the man is guilty—does nothing. Why? Gen- 
tlemen, has it come to pass that the greatest department of 
this Government will net function simply because some man of 
prominence is shown to be a thief or a conspirator? If it has, 
God savé the country! 

Gentlemen, not only is the former Director of the Veterans’ 
Bureau shown to have been guilty of conspiracy, but there are 
other parties connected with him, and if I may have the privi- 
lege of inserting their names in the Recorp E will give them 
just as they have been printed, which information I have 
already furnished the Attorney General. 

I urged him to arrest Thompson-Kelly Co. Do you know 
who the Thompson-Kelly Co, is? Have you thought about the 
Thompson-Kelly Co.? Those men up in Boston and other 
places are supposed to be rather insignificant, but in point of 
fact I understand they and their associates are among the most 
prominent and influential men in the entire country. They 
ought to be arrested. Yes; and I am satisfied that if you 
arrest them and get them to talking, you will find out that 
there is somebody else in this country that is as crooked as 
Forbes, and you will find out that he is a big man, too. 

I am fearful that is the reason why they are not yet ar- 
rested, but their prominence is a reason why they should be. 
If they were bootleggers or a defaulting postmaster, they 
would be arrested before going three blocks. 

What happened to Phillips, of Georgia? He happened to 
own a summer home in Philadelphia. Late one Saturday 
afternoon last summer he went over to Philadelphia to spend 
a week end. The newspapers were filled with reports that he 
was trying to escape from the country and that the Depart- 
ment of Justice was seeking to arrest him. He had not been 
indicted. They arrested him without an indictment. But why 
should not the Thompson-Kelly Co., Forbes, O'Leary, and others 
of the alleged conspirators now be arrested also? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, LARSEN of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr, Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Surrzl]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iduho is recognized 
for 10 minutes, 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago when the able 
chairman of the Subcommittee on Appropriations having in 
charge the appropriation bill for the Interior Department was 
presenting the facts in regard to the various items, he took 
considerable time to discuss the Minidoka project in Idaho. A 
controversy has arisen as to the meaning of certain modifica- 
tions of provisions contained in a contract entered into be- 
tween the Government and various irrigating projects in 1920 
and a contract entered into by the Government and one large 
irrigation district, which comprised these various irrigation 
districts entered into in 1923, in connection with construction 
of the American Falls Reservoir. In the discussion of the 
matter by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Caro] the 
name of Mr. R. E. Shepherd, who is the president of the 
American Falls irrigation district, was referred to, and the 
impression seems to be abroad that the chairman of the sub- 
committee cast some aspersions on this distinguished gentle- 
man. I am pleased to say Mr. Shepherd is one of the most 
prominent citizens of Idaho, a gentleman who has many ad- 
mirers all over the West, because of his probity and his in- 
tegrity and the wonderful things he has accomplished for the 
development of the northwestern country. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am glad the gentleman has brought the 
matter to the attention of the House. It gives me opportunity 
to say that in nothing that I have said have I intended that 
there should be any such inference, and I do not think there 
has been any such inference to be properly drawn from what 
I have said. So far as I have any knowledge of Mr. Shepherd, 
he is not only a man of integrity but of high standing in his 
part of the country. As far as I criticized the contract in ques- 
tion, it has been my intention to have my criticism apply to 
the contract, not to Judge Shepherd nor to the district. 
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From my own point of view Judge Shepherd was looking out 
for the interest of his district, of which he was president, 
and I thought he looked out for it very successfully, doing only 
that which he had the right to do in their interest. I did feel 
and I do feel that there has not been sufficient care given by 
those charged with the administration of the interests of the 
Government, and, so far as our committee has been able to 
do it, we have been trying to look out for the interests of the 
Government with the same zeal that Mr. Shepherd has been 
looking out for the interests of the district. 

Mr. SMITH. I listened to the gentleman’s remarks when 
the matter was being discussed on Thursday last, and per- 
sonally I do not think he has cast any reflection on Mr. 
Shepherd, or that he intended to do so, but because of the 
news items which were sent to some of the western papers 
a different impression prevails among some of the people. Mr. 
Shepherd, under date of the 5th instant, having read some 
of these items, wrote me a letter which I desire to read to 
the House in order that his position in the matter may be 
understood. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether he believes the contract with the Minidoka 
project, which we heard referred to by the chairman of the 
subeommittee, is a fair contract to both the Government and 
the people of the State of Idaho? 

Mr. SMITH. I have not read either the contract of 1920 
or 1923, but in a general way I know what they contain. The 
Supplemental contract, or the letter addressed to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and approved by him, is apparently misunder- 
stood by those who are criticizing it. If you will listen to 
Mr. Shepherd’s statement I think the misunderstanding will 
be cleared up: 

JEROME, IDAHO, January 5, 192}. 
Hon, ADDISON T. Smiru, Washington, D. C. 

Deak Mr. Sutrn: The present controversies over appropriations 
for the American Falls Reservoir are causing a great deal of uneasi- 
ness throughout southern Idaho. I am wondering whether the re- 
ports appearing in the Salt Lake Tribune and the Boise Statesman 
reflect the true situation. The attitude of Congressman CRAMTON 
toward this enterprise is hard for me to understand. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
simply to say this, that the reports which have been appearing 
from Washington in those two papers have been grossly inac- 
curate as to all the proceedings of the committee in connection 
with this matter? 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. If the gentleman who has the floor 
will yield, perhaps the chairman of the subcommittee will an- 
swer my question. I know nothing about the authorship of 
these articles, but I am interested in the statement just made 
by Mr. Craacron, of Michigan. Are all of the statements that 
have appeared in the Salt Lake Tribune with reference to the 
proceedings of the subcommittee false? 

Mr. CRAMTON, I will say to the gentleman that I have 
not seen them all, nor have I any desire to see them all, but 
in those that I have seen there is a very high percentage of 
errors. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Shepherd further states: 


For your information I desire to briefly review the history of this 
enterprise in so far as the reservoir district is concerned. 

The extreme water shortage of 1919, which caused a loss in the 
sugar-beet crop alone of over $3,000,000, led to a meeting at Idaho 
Falis of all the various canal companies diverting water from Snake 
River above Milner Dam, There were present at this meeting the 
officers of the United States Reclamation Service, the governor and the 
reclamation officials of this State, the officers and directors of practi- 
cally all of the canal companies, as well as a large number of citizens 
directly interested in the conservation of the waters of Snake River. 

At that time and for some time prior thereto Judge Richards, of 
Boise, and a number of others, including Mr. I. B. Perrine, had filings 
on the American Falls Reservoir site and were proposing to use these 
waters in the development of the Bruneau project. Realizing, how- 
ever, that once the American Falls Reservoir was constructed and the 
waters definitely appropriated, there would no longer be any opportu- 
nity for the further development of existing projects or any means 
left whereby they might protect themselves against extreme water 
conditions such as the 1919 situation, these gentlemen offered to sur- 
render their filings to the Government for the purpose of permitting 
the reseryoir to be built by the Government and the waters of the 
Snake River to be conserved by it for the use and protection of all 


existing projects, including an extension of the Minidoka project. T 
do not now recall, but it is possible that you were present personally 
at this meeting. 

At any rate, immediately following this general meeting, the Reclama- 
tion Service did prepare contracts whereby an opportunity was given 
the various canal companies to participate in the building of this reser- 
volr, and practically all of the canal companies entered into such con- 
tracts excepting the north side project. The condition of this com- 
pany was such that it was not prepared at that time to enter into any 
financial engagement and would not be able until such time as the 
affairs of the company were straightened out and the canal company 
fully vested with this property, and as soon as this was accomplished 
it was agreed this company would join with the others in this under- 
taking. 

Everybody went ahead in good faith, and considerable sums of 
money were paid to the Government in order to initiate the work. 
This was early in the year 1920. I think the contracts called for the 
payment of $2 an acre-foot when and as called for, and which in fact 
became due in the fall of 1920, It is unnecessary for me to repeat the 
condition all of the farmers in the Snake River Valley, as well as in 
the country generally, found themselves in tbat fall. There have been 
but one or two occasions in my whole lifetime like it. The press was 
full of interviews with prominent men to the effect that this condition 
was but temporary and that we would soon be out of it. Therefore an 
extension of time was granted for one year. Meantime the Government 
had established an office at American Falls and was engaged in nego- 
tiating for the necessary right of way. 

The fall of 1921 found the people of this valley in an even worse 
condition, if anything, than the fall of 1920. A large number of banks 
had failed meantime and we were in the midst of a very severe finan- 
cial storm. Many of the canal companies felt that until the better 
condition came about the whole program should be discontinued. It 
must be remembered that the contracts with the Government provided 
thet the interest of the several canal companies was to be pald for in 
cash as the work progressed, and had conditions continued as they were 
prior to the fall of 1920 there would have been little difficulty, as you 
know, in meeting the cost of this reservoir by direct assessment. The 
amount chargeable against the Twin Falls Canal, for instance, under 
the first assessment was $200,000. Under ordinary conditions prior 
to that time It would have been a very simple matter to have collected 
So small a sum as $1 per acre from the Twin Falls County farmers, but 
this was an impossible thing In the fall of 1921. 


The Twin Falls project, to which he refers, has 200,000 acres 
of land actually under cultivation. 


I have not before me the amount of indebtedness the banks in this 
territory then owed to the Federal reserve bank, but it was well over 
the $3,000,000 mark, and the agents of the Federal reserve bank were 
constantly pressing for the payment of this indebtedness. As this 
largely represented agricultural indebtedness, the farmers were being 
put to it to pay up and there was nothing left out of which to build 
a reservolr or anything else, 

You probably know the situation of the sheepmen who are largely 
interested in the lands in this valley. I know of a number of very 
large clips of wool out of which the sheep grower realized less than 
5 cents a pound. Many of them were driven to the wall and we were 
in about as serious plight as I ever experienced. Were the people 
here responsible for this condition, and had they had anything to do 
with bringing it upon themselves, they perhaps might not have had 
any right to expect aid or comfort from the outside, but our situation 
was not of our own making; all of which you well know. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Idaho 
has expired. 

Mr. SMITH. May I have 10 minutes more? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for 10 min- 
utes more. 5 

Mr. SMITH. The letter further states: 


A meeting was called of all the canal companies to consider what 
should be done with reference to the American Falls Reservoir. It 
was evident that the farmers could not pay and neither could they then 
borrow on any short-time proposition to provide the funds to meet 
their contracts with the Reclamation Service. It was decided at the 
meeting that Mr. Swendsen and myself should go to Washington and 
take the matter up with Secretary Fall. This was in December, 1921. 
or else in January, 1922; I am not quite certain, but it was right 
about that time, 

This we did. The immediate occasion for our going was the fact 
that the Government had, relying upon these contracts, negotiated with 
the Idaho Power Co. for such of its rights at American Falls as would 
be necessary for the reservoir, and that a time had been set within 
which this contract would have to be executed by the Government or 
else the entire negotiation would fail. As you know, the reseryoi: 
would be impossible unless these rights were acquired. The power 
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company, in turn, were in the midst of refinancing their organization, 
and it was necessary for them to have some definite knowledge as to 
what was to happen to their American Falls property. 

We were aided in our efforts with Secretary Fall by Senators BORAH 
and Goopine, as well as by Director A. P. Davis and others. While 
Secretary Fall was very sympathetic, and fully appreciated the situa- 
tion, he felt that he was powerless to proceed with the American Falls 
work unless at least 1,000,000 acre-feet of the reservoir’s capacity 
would be definitely taken by all interested. Various plans were dis- 
cussed, and it, was finally suggested by him that we might be able to 
organize a large Irrigation district and finance ourselves by a bond 
Issue, It being realized that the amount of Indebtedness per acre for 
this purpose would be small, and he was of the opinion that the bonds 
of such a district would be marketable. This seemed to be the only 
way out of the situation, and if successful would enable those desiring 
to participate in the reservoir to pay their part in cash. 

Mr. Swendsen and I agreed to return and present this matter to the 
people for their consideration. This was done, and you know of the 
large amount of work that was put in in devoloping this plan. The 
laws of Idaho are such that a large amount of time was necessarily 
required to create any irrigation district, and an undertaking where 
over 400,000 acres were all to be brought together under one large 
irrigation district was something never before undertaken in this State, 
and it was soon found that legislation would be required in order to 
make any such undertaking feasible. You are familiar with the tre- 
mendous amount of work that a large number of us have put in and 
our eventual success. The district has been organized and represents 
an area of which the assessed valuation exceeds $34,000,000, and the 
entire legality of all proceedings, including the legal lability under the 
contract negotiated with the Government, have all been reviewed by 
the lower courts and confirmed, down to the benefit assessments by 
which the direct liability of each acre of land in all this vast area has 
been fixed. The legality of all of the steps up to and including the 
bond issue will be reviewed by the supreme court of this State on the 
17th of this month, and I am advised that we may expect a complete 
affirmation of the entire proceedings, so that the question of the legal 
existence of this district and the validity of the indebtedness it is 
incurring to pay for this reservoir will be forever concluded. We were 
led to do all this on being told by the large bond concerns who are 
proposing to purchase these bonds that this will very much increase 
their marketability and will assure us a much lower rate of interest. 
A difference of even 1 per cent in the rate of interest would amount to 
nearly $500,000 of savings during the life of these bonds. 

In all this work I wish to say that we have had the hearty coopera- 
tion and good will of all the officers and attorneys of the Reclamation 
Service. Our work has been harmonious. 

At the time I was in Washington to negotiate and conclude the con- 
tract as between the reservoir district and the Government I had con- 
fidently expected that we should be able to conclude all matters affect- 
ing the reservoir, including the purchase of such lands belonging to 
the Fort Hall Indian Reservation as would be flooded by the reservoir. 
I had been told that the Government, in anticipation of this question, 
had appointed a board of appraisers and advisers, who had gone over 
all of these lands and had determined the amount that should be paid 
by the reservoir district therefor. I went over this report and found 
that the appraised values were much higher than lands of similar 
character could be bought for, and I felt that the price was very 
favorable to the Indians. I would be glad if you would inform your- 
self on this branch of it. Many of these lands were actually appraised 
at a higher price than we are charging for lands on this project which 
have a fully paid water right and which are capable of higher-class 
farming than can be had at the elevation of these lands. However, I 
felt that in view of the circumstances it was better for all those 
interested to contribute to this price rather than dispute the appraisal. 

It was expected and understood by many who participated in these 
negotiations that the Secretary of the Interior had the power to 
acquire these lands for this purpose, but when we met with the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs and his assistants and legal adviser, the 
question was raised as to his authority, whereupon the Secretary 
referred the entire matter to his legal adyiser, with the result that he 
was advised that an act of Congress was necessary. You can well 
imagine my surprise to find that notwithstanding all that had gone 
before, and all of the efforts and hard labor that we had all expended 
in this matter, there was this uncertain factor, and I did not feel 
that this district should be called upon to actually sell its bonds and 
create this large indebtedness until this question was cleared up. 

Inasmuch as it was definitely settled that an act of Congress was 
required, I then raised the question as to what would be the attitude 
of the Indian Department toward such legislation, and was informed 
that they would cooperate and that we might expect the enactment of 
this law as a matter of course. I was further informed that this 
whole matter, which involves so large a part of the agricultural por- 
tion of the State of Idaho and its future development, had been con- 
sidered by President Harding and various members of his Cabinet, 
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and that they were all favorable to this development; and I came 
away from Washington entirely satisfied that when Congress met the 
needed legislation would be enacted, and I so informed the people of 
this district and advised that we proceed without delay with all neces- 


| sary steps so that we should be prepared to sell our bonds promptly 


as soon as this act of Congress was passed. This we have done, and 
I know of no reason why we shall not be able to put up our money 
and fully meet our part of the contract. 

I believe you baye a copy of this contract. If so, you will note 
that we are not only to pay the current amount that will be due from 
time to time, but we are to deposit with the Government the entire 
estimated cost of this work that would be chargeable against the dis- 
trict, and that such portion as is not required in cash at the time is 
to be Invested in Government securities, with full authority to sell the 
same from time to time as the money is required. 

I want to call your attention, and Congress should know, that this 
district is not asking one dime of credit from the Government, but is 
paying in advance and is placing its funds entirely at the disposal of 
the Government to meet this obligation on account of this reservoir. 
I hardly think there has ever been any other Government work of this 
character where the contracting parties are providing for the entire 
cost in advance in this manner. I know tha at the time this trans- 
action was concluded we were complimented on the manner in which 
We were proceeding, and it was hoped and expected that we were 
setting a precedent for work of this kind which might materially assist 
in similar undertakings. 


Mr. CRAMTON. I wonder whether my friend the gentleman 
from Idaho would mind an interruption there in order that I 
may make an observation in connection with that statement, Is 
it not a fact that to-day the expenditure of Government funds 
in connection with this proposed reservoir is under way; that 
during the current year money has been spent and is now being 
spent out of the current appropriations? Is not that true? 

Mr. SMITH. That is true. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Is it not also true that this district, repre- 
sented by Mr. Shepherd—which, under the contract, was to have 
paid 10 cents per acre-foot at the time of the approval of the 
contract and then within 90 days after the approval of the con- 
tract $2 per acre-foot more—has not up to this time contributed 
one penny to the Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. SMITH. That may be true so far as the American Falls 
district is concerned, but it is not true with reference to some 
of the individual districts. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. There are certain independent com- 
panies, none of which have been merged with the American 
Falls Reservoir. 

Mr. SMITH, They have advanced about $450,000? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Four hundred and eighty thousand dollars 
against $2,275,000 contributed by the Government. 

Mr. SMITH. But Mr. Shepherd is attempting to explain why 
the bonds have not been sold. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I realize that necessity, but I thought he 
was also saying that not a dime of Government money was 
being expended on their account, and that they were to con- 
tribute and had contributed their own share. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Idaho 
has again expired. j 

Mr. SMITH. May I have time in which to complete the 
reading of this letter? 

Mr. CARTER. How much time does the gentleman from 
Idaho think he will require to complete the reading of the 
letter? 

Mr. SMITH. I should think about five minutes. 

Mr. CARTER. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho is recognized 
for five minutes more. 

Mr, SMITH. I think Mr. Shepherd has reference to eventu- 
ally putting up all the money they are expected to put up, and 
that they are not asking any money from the Government for 
their share of the expense of constructing the reservoir. 


These negotiations were had and entirely completed before the Sec- 
retary and Director Davis had their trouble. I want to say that in 
all of our negotiations we had the hearty cooperation and assistance of 
Director Davis and others of the Reclamation Service, and none of us 
had the slightest idea or inkling of any trouble as between these two 
gentlemen, and I was not aware that there was anything about to 
happen and only learned of it from the newspapers in Washington 
shortly after we had concluded our contract. I realize that this 
episode, which followed so closely after the concluding of our contract, 
gave the impression in certain quarters that the one was in some way 
the result of the other. This is a most unfortunate situation and one 
which has been aggravated to some extent by reason of the fact that 
the successor of Director Davis happened “o be a former governor of 
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to be at American Falls. Neither of these conditions, however, in the 
slightest degree enter into these negotiations nor had anything to do 
with them. 80 far as American Falls is concerned, or Governor 
Davis, neither participate in any way in the use of this reservoir. It 
happens to be the only place in the entire Snake River Valley above 
Milner Dam where it is possible to impound and conserve the waters 
from the large watershed of the Snake River, and If these waters are 
to be conserved and made useful, the reservoir will have to be built 
at that point. 

The Twin Falls districts, both south and north sides, as well as the 
Minidoka project, now have a reservoir at Jackson Lake, Wyo. The 
Fort Hall project now has a reservoir on the headwaters of the 
Blackfoot River. This great plan for the American Falls Reservoir 
makes it possible for these reservoirs to be used for the benefit of that 
large area of the valley lying above American Falls, and this section 
of the country below American Falls contemplates a transfer of its 
storage rights for those desiring the same living above American 
Falls. In this way you can readily see the immense advantage that 
will be given to all of the farmers In the entire Snake River Valley 
who are dependent upon the conservation of Snake River water for 
the agricultural development of this vast region. The work is of 
guch character that it can only be worked out through the agency of 
the Government, and I very much hope you will be able to impress 
upon your associates in Congress the vast importance of this under- 
taking and our entire good faith in the enterprise. I very much fear 
that the controversy which has arisen over the changes made in the per- 
sonnel of the Reclamation Service and the various questions which now 
confront Congress with relation thereto may have a very detrimental 
effect upon this entire valley. Keeping in mind all that has gone before 
and the definite assurance which the people in this valley have had 
with reference to this work, and the fact that they have put them- 
selves in a position to fully comply with the Government's require- 
ments, it will be a very serious matter to have any interruption or 
refusal by Congress to carry out this contract. 

As an instance of the consequences that would follow, I might men- 
tion that some time ago the people of Jerome and the North Side 
entered into negotiations for the building of a sugar factory here. 
We were told that as soon as a supplemental water supply was se- 
cured, so that a recurrence of the conditions of 1919 could not hap- 
pen, the factory would be built. Relying upon this contract, and fully 
expecting that the American Falls Reservoir would be built, an agree- 
ment was entered into a short time ago with the Amalgamated Sugar 
Co. whereby a sugar factory will be built in Jerome in 1925. You 
know what a sugar factory means to the agricultural development of 
any locality, and the fact that a factory would follow immediately 
with the work at American Falls has had a great deal to do with 
putting heart and courage into the farmers of Jerome County. It 
has materially improved the credit and conditions generally here- 
abouts. 

I know of nothing that could happen that would do more to de- 
press conditions up and down this entire Snake River Valley than to 
be told, after all, that the reservoir would not be built. You know 
the full extent to which this enterprise has entered into the business 
and agricultural conditions of this valley, and I sincerely hope that 
after all these people will not bt penalized because of any personal 
controversy that may have arisen and for which we are not in the 
least responsible. 

I know that Mr. Cramron when he was out here was misinformed 
with reference to this enterprise, but I assumed that before ever he 
would take any position adverse to the people of this great valley he 
would advise himself of the true facts, I still hope that the reports 
which reach us at this distance are incorrect, and feel confident that 
you will be able to secure the needed legislation in order that this 
enterprise may not be interrupted, and I shall await with interest In- 
formation on this subject from you. If there is anything that we 
can do to clear up this matter, I shall be very glad to assist in 
doing so. 

With kind personal regards, I am 

Very. truly yours, 


The CHAIRMAN. 
has again expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman one 
minute in order that I may make an observation. I visited 
the project in company with the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. 
FRENCH], of this subcommittee, and the gentleman from Idaho 
[Mr. Surra]. At that time I made definite statement of what 
I thought were the necessities of the situation. That stete- 
ment was rather widely published in Idaho, but until this day 
I have had no word or communication from anyone in that 
organization, from Judge Shepherd or otherwise, seeking to 
furnish me with any further information. 

Mr. SMITH. I am sure Mr. Shepherd would be glad to 
furnish any information you might desire, but probably would 
not wish to take the initiative in doing so. 


R. E. SHEPHERD, President. 
The time of the gentleman from Idaho 
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Mr. CRAMTON, He has had six months of opportunity to 
do so and has had ample notice. 

Mr. SMITH. He ts planning, I understand, to come to Wash- 
ington and talk personally with the gentleman from Michigan 
in regard to the matter. 

I wish to say further that I do not belleve the reclamation 
States have a better friend than the chairman of the sub- 
committee [Mr. Cramron]. Although an eastern man, he 
wishes to aid in the development of the resources of the West 
and is alive to our problems, which he is constanfly studying. 

I recall that when he was in Idaho a few months ago he 
wanted to go across the mountains about 200 miles to look at 
the Blackfeet Reservoir. I tried to persuade him not to go, 
because it would be such an uncomfortable trip, but he said, 
J am going,” and of course I went with him. He has visited 
practically every irrigation project, some of them several times, 
at great inconvenience and discomfort, in his eagerness to 
make the reclamation policy of the Government a real success. 

I desire to submit in this connection the explanation of the 
contracts in dispute by Hon. Ottamar Hamele, general counsel 
of the Reclamation Bureau, to the Subcommittee on Appropria- 
tions, which is as follows: : 


A Government office to be used for carrying on the Ameriean Falls 
development was established at American Falls, Idaho, in 1920, and up 
to December 26, 1920, 24 separate cooperative contracts were negotiated 
with individuals, canal companies, and irrigation districts, These con- 
tracts were prepared upon two common forms approved by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior March 6, 1920. They provided in each case for 
the purchase by the contractor of capacity in the proposed reservoir, 
defined in acre-feet, the cost to be paid in advance, 10 cents per acre- 
foot on the date of the contract, $2 per acrefoot within 90 days from 
date of notice of approval of the contract by the United States, and the 
remainder in installments based on estimates of cost and upon requests 
made by the Government. The contractor provided security for pay- 
ment either by a bond or by a mortgage lien on the contractor’s prop- 
erty. An advisory board of seven members with power to represent 
the contractors in dealing with the Government was authorized by the 
contracts. The United States had the power to cancel the contracts on 
failure of the contractors to make payments. The yalue of these con- 
tracts can not be stated in dollars, for the reason that the cost per 
acte-foot was not known. ‘The size of the reservoir was dependent 


upon the number of cooperative contracts finally secured, and the cost 
per acre-foot of capacity was dependent on the size of the reservoir. 
It was roughly estimated that the cost might be $10 per acre-foot. 
The following is a list of these 24 contracts, showing in each case the 
name of the contractor, the date of the contract, and the acre-feet 
capacity contracted for: 
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Blackfoot Irrication Co.. 
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Lenroot Canal Co. (Ltd.)...... 
Sunnydell irrigation district. 
Rudy Irrigation Canal Co. (Ltd.) 
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M. Eugene Holt. 


Corbett Slough Ditch Co. 
Minnie Schodde 1... 

New Sweden irrigation district 
Snake River Valley irrigation district... 
Murtaugh Canal Co ...-..--e.ceeeees 
Twin Falls Canal Co. 
Martin Canal 
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The terms of all of these 24 cooperative contracts were agreed upon 
at the peak of inflation and before the agricultural depression began. 
All of the contractors paid the initial instalment of 10 cents per acre- 
foot, but on account of the disorders of deflation no second instaliment 
is pow paid. As a result the work at American Falls was practically 
suspended. The 17 contracts first above listed are subject to cancella- 
tion and are not being relied upon. Supplementary contracts have been 
made with the contractors, New Sweden irrigation district, Snake River 
Valley irrigation district, and Murtaugh Canal Co., preserving the old 
contracts and providing for use by these contractors of irrigation water 
from Jackson Lake pending construction of the American Falls Reser- 
voir. Under this arrangement the New Sweden irrigation district has 
paid the United States $125,000, the Snake River Valley irrigation dis- 
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trict has paid the United States $100,000, and the Murtaugh Canal Co. 
has paid the United States $150,000, all for use in American Falls con- 
struction. The rights of the Murtaugh Canal Co. have been assigned 
to the Milner low-lift irrigation district. 

The contractors, Twin Falls Canal Co., Martin Canal Co., Woodville 
Canal Co., and Aberdeen-Springfield Canal Co., have merged their lands 
with other lands in a new irrigation district called the American Falls 
Reservoir district. This district has an assessed valuation of about 
$30,000,000 and has voted bonds for $2,700,000 for the purpose of co- 
operating with the Government in the construction of American Falls 
Reservoir. On June 15, 1923, cooperative contracts were made with the 
American Falls Reservoir district and with a new contractor, the 
Empire irrigation district, for 300,000 acre-feet and 110,000 acre-feet, 
respectively. The Amrrican Falls Reservoir district has the right to 
reduce its contract to 280,000 acre-feet. No payment has been made 
on either of these two contracts, but our understanding is that sub- 
stantial sums will be availible for payment in the near future. 

The new contracts with the American Falls Reservoir district and 
the Empire irrigation district follow in a general way the old forms, 
but with some exceptions. To article 18 has been added a plan for 
determining what amount shall be charged to Government power de- 
velopment at the American Falls Reservoir. To article 43 bas been 
added a proyision that the Government shall be allowed 6 per cent 
interest on moneys advanced by the United States ahead of moneys 
advanced by the contractors. In article 47 a change has been made 
respecting representution on the advisory board, The contract with 
the American Falls Reservoir district is made subject to letter of June 
15, 1923, from R. E. Shepherd to Secretary Work, which letter has 
been put in the record. ‘The five new contracts above referred to are 
listed below: 


Contractor. contract. Acre-feet. 
New Sweden el pene aana a EEE PATENS EA AT Sept. 20, 1922 25, 000 
Snake River Val y irrigation district Feb. 6, 102 20,000 
Murtaugh Canal Co. (Milner low-lift irrigation district, 

r . E July 29,1922 20, 000 
American Falls Reservoir district June 15, 1923 | 2 300, 000 
Empire irrigation distrie 4 0. 110,000 

MOE ee e EIA | 475,000 

1 Supplementary to old contract. 

2 May be reduced to 280,000. 


The Hillsdale irrigation district is now contemplating the execu- 
tion of a contract calling for 26,000 acre-feet capacity in the reser- 
voir. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Idaho 
has again expired. 

Mr. SMITH. May I have permission to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho asks permis- 
sion to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
RANKIN] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, Members of Congress are 
receiving stereotyped copies of letters from the big corpora- 
tions, their agents or representatives, all over the United States, 
soliciting them to vote for the Mellon plan, and some of our 
constituents have asked us what the Mellon plan means. Some 
of them want to know whether that plan is so called because it 
was promulgated by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Mel- 
lon, or because he would be the chief beneficiary thereunder, 
And for information, Mr. Chairman, seeing a large number of 
the leaders on the Republican side present, I wish to ask them 
if some of them will please tell me at this time what Mr. Mel- 
lon's annual income amounts to. I wish to ask them what 
income taxes he pays, If they know or care to divulge it; I 
wish to ask them if they can tell me the incomes of the vari- 
ous and sundry corporations with which he is connected, and 
if not, I should like to ask them if they can tell me what income 
taxes those corporations pay, in order that the people who 
read the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp may at least have some light 
on this so-called Mellon plan. 

Now, I am reliably informed that one of the leading Re- 
publicans in this House stated recently that Mr. Mellon's pri- 
vate income was above $5,000,000 a year. If you leaders on 
the Republican side, who are present here and listening, know 
whether or not that is correct, I should like to have your an- 
swer. If that is true, Mr. Chairman, here is what the Mellon 
plan means: It means that a man with an income of $5,000,000 
a year—such as Mr. Mellon is said to enjoy—would have his 
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annette taxes reduced by $1,500,000 a year under the Mellon 
plan. 

The other day my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Darrow] came in here with a great long petition said to 
be from the farmers of some sections of the United States, 
and which he undertook to lead Congress to believe was in 
favor of the Mellon plan, when, as a matter of fact, when 
properly read and understood, it was only a protest against 
the existing conditions. 

Mr. LOWREY, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I can not yield now. I will yield later. 

Mr. LOWREY. 1 want to ask the gentleman a friendly 
question. 

Mr. RANKIN. When I conclude my remarks I will be 
pleased to yield. 

Now, would you not like to see the farmers of Minnesota, 
who have repudiated the Republican Party and sent inde- 
pendents to both the House and the Senate as a protest against 
existing conditions under the present administration—would 
you not like to see those farmers out there who have annual 
incomes of $5,000,000 and up gathered around the banquet table 
with Mr. Mellon enjoying the hilarity which I am sure will 
come to them when they realize what a great boon there is for 
them in this Mellon plan which would reduce their incomes 
$1,500,000 on the first five million? 

If they have incomes of only $1,000,000 each, as probably 
the farmers of Iowa have, where the distinguished chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. Green] hails from, they 
can still have their joy unconfined because their income taxes 
will be reduced $251,874 apiece. If that is not balm to the in- 
jured spirits and feelings and purses of the farmers of Iowa, 
what do you expect to do for them? 

But if they live farther out—in the State of Nebraska, we 
will say—as the people of that proud Commonwealth registered 
only a mild protest by defeating one-half the Republican dele- 
gation from that State in the last House, and have annual 
incomes of only $500,000 each, owing to high freight rates on 
farm products, they would still have no grievance, because their 
taxes would still be reduced $116,784 each under the Mellon 
plan. Now, that certainly ought to encourage the farmers out 
there in Nebraska, where they are raising Irish potatoes and 
shipping them down to Washington and New York and then 
shaving to go to the bank and borrow money to pay the balance 
on the freight over and above what the amount realized from 
the potatoes lacks of paying the transportation charges. 

But if they live farther down, we will say, in the State of 
Kansas, and only have an income of $250,000 a year, they will 
still get a reduction of $49,284 under the Mellon plan. No 
wonder the farmers of Kansas are so prosperous! But suppose 
we take the farmers over in the State of IIlinols—and I apolo- 
gize to the gentlemen from Illinois, for surely the farmers of 
that State who signed this petition have incomes of more than 
$100,000 each—but we will just say they live in Illinois, for the 
sake of argument, and that they are wheat farmers or corn 
farmers or ato farmers, having incomes of $100,000 a year; 
why, they ought to be satisfied, because this will reduce their 
income taxes $10,284 each under this Mellon plan. 

But if they live in Michigan and happen to be day laborers, 
with incomes of only $50,000 each, they will have their income 
taxes reduced $1,944 each by this wonderful Mellon plan.“ 
Surely labor will fall for that, and there will be great rejoic- 
ing among the laboring men of Michigan when they find out 
they are going to “enjoy” such a reduction. 

But you know the cotton farmers of the South do not re- 
alize that every one of them that clears a million dollars a 
year on his farm is entitled to a reduction of $251,784 in his 
income taxes under the Mellon plan. Possibly that is why 
they did not sign the Darrow petition. 

Of course, if you have an income of no more than $2,000 and 
you happen to be a married man you do not get any reduction 
at all under the Mellon plan. 

If you have an income of $3,000, do you know what you get? 
You get a reduction of $5 a year. The man who has an income 
of $5,000,000 a year, as perhaps the Secretary of the Treasury 
has, who is known to be one of the three or four richest men 
in the world, gets three hundred thousand times as much re- 
duction under the Mellon plan as the man who has an income 
of $3,000 and has a wife and children to support. 

Gentlemen, you talk about the agricultural sections: do 
you know what the matter is with this country? The trouble 
is the farmers have no incomes at all after they pay their ex- 
penses, The average farmer in the United States is not to-day 

ying his expenses and paying the taxes on his land, much 
ess an income tax such as I have described. He is not even 
getting the crumbs that fall from the financial table under this 
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lan, and you all know it. He is not getting a single thing; 
but this plan is only for those men who are able to pay taxes 
and who make these incomes over and above what their actual 
expenses and their ad valorem taxes amount to. Mr. Chairman, 
a great many of the men and a great many of the enterprises 
that are clamoring for this measure were ridiculing the Demo- 
cratic administration and abusing the President of the United 
States for three years before America entered the war. 

They referred to a typewriter as a Democratic machine gun. 
When conditions developed which drew us into that conflict a 
great many of these enterprises began profiteering and taking 
advantage of a weak place in the income-tax law to place their 
ill-gotten gains beyond the pale of taxation. They now come 
up and ask you to reduce the income taxes of those men 
$250,000,000 a year, and at the same time to turn back the 
soldiers of the World War and refuse to pay them their ad- 
justed compensation which they earned in going through the 
dirt and sweat and blood and hell of a world conflict. They ask 
you to take it from them and pour it into the pockets of these 
men who ere most able to pay. That is what the Mellon plan 
means. 

A distinguished ex-Secretary of the Treasury said recently 
that the adjusted compensation could be paid with $1,500,- 
000.000; that $77,000,000 a year for 50 years would pay it and 
at the same time pay the interest on the unpaid principal. Do 
not deceive yourselves. This Mellon plan is brought forward 
primarily to destroy the adjusted compensation for veterans 
of the World War, and it is going to do it the way the thing 
is drifting now. We will relieve the big interests of taxes to the 
amount of $250,000,000 annually, or three times the amount it 
would take to pay the adjusted compensation. Not only that 
but if you adopt that Mellon plan you will create a deficit in 
the Federal Treasury. Where is the money coming from to 
meet it? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. TILSON). 
has expired. 

Mr, RANKIN. May I have five minutes more? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colerado. Yes; I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mre 
Rax kIx] is recognized for five additional minutes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Where is the money coming from? ‘There is 
one way under the present Fordney-McCumber tariff bill, which 
is reducing the farmers of the South and the West and the 
Northwest to a condition of penury. Under that bill the Presi- 
dent of the United States has the right to raise the duty on 
certain articles in order to raise money for the Federal Treas- 
ury. Every time he raises one dollar for the Federal Treasury 
he pours nine more dollars into the pockets of the manufae- 
turers who are the chief beneficiaries under that law. There is 
where your money will come from. 

Ah, the men who are behind this Mellon plan are in fayor of 
what is called a sales tax. They are in favor of putting a tax 
on every article that is sold; and if they have their way, they 
will pass a sales-tax law that will take it out of the pockets of 
the masses who are to-day being ground in the dust, not with 
income taxes, but with ad valorem taxes on the property on 
which they are trying to earn a livelihood, for the average 
farmer and the average day laborer in America has no surplus 
income to pay a tax on. 

That is what the Mellon tax plan means to the American 
people. It may pass; and if it does, it is going to carry out one 
of the purposes of its sponsors; it is going to shut the door of 
hope in the face of the American soldier and open it to the 
millionaire. 

I will yield now to my colleague from Mississippi. 

Mr. LOWREY. You stated, I think, that a man with an 
income of $5,000,000 would have that income reduced, under 
the present plan, $1,500,000. Do you mean under the present 
law? 

Mr. RANKIN. No; I mean under the Mellon plan. Under 
the Mellon plan he would have his income tax reduced $1,500,000 
a year. 

Mr. LOWREY. Would have his income tax reduced $1,- 
500,000? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. : 

Mr. LOWREY. ‘That is what I wanted you to make plain. 
Now, how much income tax would he pay with an income of 
$5,000,000? Have you calculated what that would be? 


The time of the gentleman 


Mr. RANKIN. No. 

Mr. LOWREY. You do not knew how the Mellon bill would 
change that? $ 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; it would reduce his income tax 581, 


500,000. 
Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RANKIN. I will 


Mr. DENISON. The gentleman has anticipated my question. 
I was going to ask him what the tax is on $5,000,000 income 
and what it would be under the Mellon plan. 

Mr. RANKIN. My understanding is that after you pass the 
$200,000 it is 50 per cent on the income from that amount up. 

Mr. DENISON. That would make the tax on a $5,000,000 
income $2,500,000, 

Mr. RANKIN. Not quite, My understanding is that a man 
with $5,000,000 income pays taxes to the amount of about 
$2,500,000 under the present law, possibly a little more. Under 
the Mellon plan his taxes wonld be reduced $1,500,000. 

Now I would like to ask the gentleman if he can tell me what 
Mr. Mellon's income taxes amount to? 

Mr. DENISON. I have no more information about Mr. Mel- 
lon’s income tax than my friend from Mississippi. I never met 
Mr. Mellon in my life. But I think he is too big a man to recom- 
mend a tax system for the United States to fit his own income 
or to benefit himself personally. 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Let me ask the gentleman is it not 
a fact that Mr. Mellon has never made a recommendation to 
Congress that did not involve a saving to Mr. Mellon? 

Mr. RANKIN. I never heard of it if he did. Now he may 
be too big a man to be guided by his own personal welfare, but 
it is my understanding from the bill and figures that have been 
made and the propaganda piled up on my table and of other 
Members of Congress that it Is the big income-tax payers who 
are clamoring for the Mellon plan; that they are spreading this 
propaganda and paying for the other, trying to make the 
American people believe that they are reducing the taxes of the 
average American citizen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired, 

Mr. CARTER. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. DENISON. I want to ask the gentleman this question: 
Of course, any plan of tax reduction that the Secretary of the 
Treasury might recommend for the Nation would result in a 
saving to himself just as it would in a saving to any other 
citizen if he has any substantial income at all, Is not that 
true? 

Mr. RANKIN. I do not believe that the average man as 
Secretary of the Treasury would recommend a bill that would 
reduce his own taxes three hundred thousand times as much 
as it would reduce the taxes of the average citizen of the dis- 
trict that the gentleman represents. 

Mr. DENISON. That is begging the question. 

Mr. RANKIN. Why does he not recommend the reduction of 
the taxes for the small man? Why does he not propose to 
reduce more the taxes on the man who makes $3,000, the man 
with a family, the farmer or laborer, on whose shoulders rests 
the burden and responsibilities of the Nation, instead of a 
plan which would save himself $1,500,000? Let me ask the 
gentleman, Is he in favor of the Mellon plan? 

Mr. BLANTON. That question is rather unfair. 

Mr. DENISON. To tell the gentleman the truth, I have not 
studied it carefully enough to understand it in all its particu- 
lars, I am in favor of it as far as I understand it. There may 
be some features about it that I do not understand, but when I 
have studied it closely I will make up my mind about that. I 
confess 1 am not expert enough on this subject to be able to 
answer the gentleman specifically. I can only state in a general 
way. Generally speaking, I am in favor of the Mellon plan. I 
want to ask the gentleman from Mississippi this question: 
Does not the Mellon pian reduce the small income tax as much 
as the large one, in proportion to the income? 

Mr. RANKIN. Oh, no! The gentleman surely does not 
want that question to go into the Recorp. If a man has an 
income of $3,000 he gets a reduction of $5 on his income tax. 
His tax is $20 and he gets a reduction of $5, which is 25 per 
cent. If he has an income of $5,000,000, he gets a reduction of 
$1,500,000, or about 50 per cent. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The man with a small income 
does not get as large a percentage of reduction as a man with 
the large income. In other words, the larger the income, the 
greater the percentage of reduction. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Nebraska is right. On 
an income of $3,000 he gets 25 per cent reduction; but if he 
has an income of $5,000,000, the reduction is approximately 50 
per cent according to the Mellon plan, which the gentleman 
from Illinois says he indorses. 

Mr. DENISON. I will state in further explanation that if I 
find on investigation that that is the case I would not be in 
favor of that part of the Mellon plan. [Applause.] 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, will the gentleman be kind enough to 
read the table on page 795 of the Recorp of January 10, in 
which the table is set out? I see what is the matter with the 
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Republican side of the House, and I will say frankly that L 
think the gentleman from Hlinols is above the average in 
intelligence. [Laughter and applause.] He is gradually seeing 


the light. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I yield five min- 
utes more to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr, RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, as I said, I consider the gen- 
tleman far above the average for his side of the House; but 
since he has manifested not only a lack of knowledge of the 
Mellon plan but also a desire to learn and to heed after he 
does learn, I call the gentleman’s attention to the table set 
out in the Conaressionat Recorp. of. January 10, 1924, on 
page 795, which shows the workings of this diabolical scheme 
which they are trying to put over now to relieve the large- 
tax payers of their just burden and at the same time to de- 
prive the soldiers of the crumbs that ordinarily fall from the 
table of the average government and unload this burden ulti- 
mately on the small individuals, who support the Nation in 
time of peace and fight, its battles in time of war. 

Mr. DENISON.. The gentleman has studied those tables and 
has studied this question, I am sure, from his discussion of it 
and his familiarity with it. I understand, then, from the gen- 
tleman’s statement that this so-called Mellon: plan will reduce 
the taxes of the man who has a large income by 50 per cent? 

Mr. RANKIN. That is the proposition, about 50 per cent. 

Mr. DENISON. And that it will only reduce the taxes of 


the man with the small income by 25 per cent. T understand 


that this would reduce his taxes 28 per cent: 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON: Whereas the man who has a large income 
would have his taxes reduced by 50 per cent? 

Mr. RANKIN. That is, above the $200,000 income. After 
he passes $200,000 you propose to reduce it 50 per cent. Is the 
gentleman in favor of that? 

Mr. DENISON. Not if it is that much. 
tion in order to get information. 

Mr: RANKIN. Does the gentleman suppose that the rest of 
the Members on his side of the House would like to have some 
information on the subject? Maybe we can convert some more 
of them. 

or SHALLENBERGER. Perhaps the bonus bill before this 
House is not the one for adjusted compensation, but this Mellon 
plan which is a bonus to the millionaires, 

Mr: RANKIN. Oh, yes; they are going to take the bonus 
from the soldiers and give it to the large-tax payers. I thought 
even gentlemen on the Republican side of the House under- 
stood that thoroughly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr: Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN: Yes. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The gentleman knows that I am as much 
in favor of an adjusted: compensation bill as the gentleman, 

Mr. RANKIN. Oh, I yielded for a question. 

Mr. SIMMONS: Does the Garner plan that the gentleman is 
advocating contemplate: and include in it the passage of an 
adjusted compensation bill for the soldiers? 

Mr: RANKIN. The gentleman has gone ahead to tell what 
I know, and I will state now what he knows. He knows that I 
am not advocating any plan except the welfare of the American 
people, and I, for one, am not willing to turn these boys away 
without even the crumbs that fall from the table and reduce 


I asked the ques- 


the taxes on large incomes and at the same time deny relief 


to those farmers, some of whom the gentleman from Nebraska 
represents, and who are unable to make sufficient money to pay 
the taxes on their lands, much less an Income tax such as Mr; 
Mellon enjoys. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. Les. 

Mr. BLANTON. If we could just keep enough of our Repub- 
lican Members upon the floor to hear the gentleman's speech 
of course; the gentleman from IIIinois [Mr. DENISON] stays 
here all of the time—so that they could all be posted upon this 
situation, they would all vote for the Democratic plan. 

Mr. SIMMONS: Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes: 

Mr. SIMMONS, Does the Garner plan proposed: by the 
Democrats contemplate as a part of it the passage of an ad- 
justed compensation bill, which I favor and which the gentle- 
man also favors? 

Mr. RANKIN. I will answer the gentleman's question by 
asking him one. Is the gentleman in favor of the Mellon plan? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Let us get one question out of the way; 
then I shall answer the gentleman. 

Mr. RANKIN. But I have got them both ont of the way.“ 

Mr. SIMMONS: Will the gentleman. answer me? 


Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman. knows that he can not vote 
for the Mellon plan and have an adjusted compensation bill, 
1 he is at all familiar: with this situation, 

One thing I can say, and that is that the Garner plan is: 
infinitely better than the provisions of the Mellon proposition. 

If the party in power really want to help the ex-service: 
men, they have the opportunity to decide whether. they will give 
the adjusted compensation to those men who offered their. 
lives in defense of their country during the dark days cf the. 
World War, or whether they will adopt the Mellon plan, and. 
thereby grant a bonus to those interests that profiteered during; 
that conflict, coining their millions out of the blood and tears, 
of the suffering men, women, and children of the world. 

If they want to help the farmers and day laborers, by whose 
votes they hope to be returned to power next November, they. 
can reduce their burdens by repealing the iniquitous tariff law 
under which they are now suffering, and reducing the exor- 
bitant transportation charges of which they now complain 

But they will get no relief from the Mellon plan, which would 
materially reduce the taxes of the rich only, and ultimately 
transfer that part of the burden to the already over-burdened: 
masses of the American people. [Applause.] 
| Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Roach]. $ 
| Mr, ROACH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-- 
mittee, I desire to discuss briefly the result of the classification 
net of 1923, enacted by this Congress, and its effect upon the 
bill under consideration and the several large appropriation 
bills that are yet to be brought before Congress; Surely all 
will agree that the policy of the last Congress—and I might 
in fairness add, the policy on both sides of the aisle -was to not 
materially increase salaries during a time when our Govern- 
ment was so sorely in need of funds to operate and function: 
the routine. affairs of the Government, pay our just debts,. 
whether old or new, and promptly: pay interest upon our great 
national debt, reduce the principal, and keep our expenses down 
to the minimum. That was announced: to be the policy of 
Congress at the beginning of the last Congress, and it was 
adhered to by the majority and was believed to be a correct: 
policy by both sides of this House. In my. opinion, it is the: 
policy of the present Congress to do the same thing, and that: 
we practice economy at least until we are able to make justified 
increases in the salaries of the employees of this Government. 
Very few, if any, of these employees ever resign, even at their 
present salaries, because of the fact that. they are underpaid, 
for the service they render. 

I venture the assertion that many of their places can be: 
filled by equally competent persons at less salaries. than the 
present employees are being paid. But getting back to the 
point I want to bring to the serious attention of this com- 
mittee and the House for its consideration, which, in my, 
‘opinion, with present information, will be involved in everyy 
departmental appropriation bill that will be bronght before 
this Congress—in every one of these bills, this same question, 
the wisdom of the classification act of 1923, will be involved. 
and how it will operate and affect the operating expenses of 
the Government. Here we have the first departmental appro- 
priation. bill, being for the Department of the Interior, which: 
is to be followed by 9 or 10 others , like importance. ‘This: 
bill carries appropriations: in the aggregate. of $299,312,606.06, 
almost $800,000,000, The taxpayers expect, and have a right: 
to expeet, and look to the membership of this: Congress that 
they will be here upon the floor, as the gentleman from Texas 
just:a: moment ago very properly suggested, familiarizing them» 
selves: with every item contained in this appropriation bill, and! 
to determine whether or not in their honest judgment it should 
be enacted: into law and the $299,312;606.06 should be paid by 
the taxpayers of America. 

Only yesterday a petition was filed in Congress containing 
the signatures of over 300,000 farmers of America, asking that 
this Congress closely scrutinize every appropriation for a salary, 
the necessity for such salary, and every other expense appro- 
priated for by this Congress. The question in my mind is 
whether we are going to do it or not. I for one am. [Applause ]' 
With all respect to the great departments of our Government, 
the chiefs of which are delightful men and whose personal’ 
acquaintance I enjoy, it seems to me, with my limited expe- 
rience in Congress, that it is high time Congress itself should 


‘regulate and control the appropriations that are to be met by 


the taxpayers rather than to let those appropriations. be regu- . 
lated and controlled by the departmental heads of this Gov- 
ernment. [Applause.] ; 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman. yield? 

Mr. ROACH. I will gladly yield for a question. My time is 


80 limited. 
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Mr. BLANTON. 


Out of the 15 Members on the gentleman’s 
Republican side there are 4 Democrats, which leaves 11 Repub- 


licans. If the gentleman could keep them here when this 
$299,000,000 bill—— 

Mr. ROACH. I am not responsible for any Member of this 
Congress except myself. I am here. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. The question I wanted to ask was, if the 
gentieman will permit: The very first subject of this bill is the 
Secretary's office. Last year we allowed $222,000 with every 
position specified. This bill gives $279,000 in a lump sum with 
no position specified. Is the gentleman going to stand for 
that? 


Mr. ROACH. I am coming to that. Certainly I am not 
without a protest, which I will make if not Interrupted too 
frequently. My time is limited to 15 minutes, 

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will permit the observa- 
tion, I am glad to see the interest in economy in this bill on 
the Democratic side. The first real row of the bill on Its 
attempt to economize will be on the abolition of 21 land 
offices, and I hope when this wave of economy draws near 
that States represented on your side of the House will not all 
forget their economy. 

Mr. BLANTON. Here is one who will be here to help the 
gentleman cut it out. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Let us let Mississippi, Alabama, and some 
of the rest speak up. 

Mr. ROACH. If the gentleman from Texas is through with 
his colloquy with the gentleman from Michigan I will proceed, 
if allowed to do so. 

Mr. RUBEY. If the gentleman will permit, I believe my 
colleague from Missouri [Mr. RoacH] is on the right track, 
and I want to say to the gentleman from Michigan Missouri 
is here ready to help in his work. I want my colleague to 
show before he concludes the amount of money that this bill 
appropriates and the total increases for salary and other items 
of increase if his time will permit. 

Mr, ROACH. I thank the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Itvupry] and will do so it my time will permit. I have only a 
limited time. Here is a bill upon which 1,061 pages of printed 
evidence is to be gone over and it is hard to discuss it in 15 
minutes, when you have only had 48 hours to read all this 
evidence and the bill itself, containing 101 pages. I want to 
get back to the necessity of some action by this Congress in 
correcting the blunder of Congress In enacting the reclassl- 
fication act of 1923, at a time when expenses should have been 
decreased in every reasonable way. I assert to this Congress 
upon my official responsibility that the reclassification act of 
1923 would never have been passed at that time had it not been 
for the honest belief of the membership of the House that it 
would not materially or substantially increase salaries in the 
various big departments of our Government. The prime con- 
sideration involved in the reclassification act was that of 
grouping the employees into proper groups or grades to which 
they belonged. In other words, where a dozen persons were 
working for the Goyernment at the same desk, doing the same 
class of work, there was no justice In making a distinction in 
their salaries; all should receive the same salary, and so forth. 
Government employees should be grouped into certain classes 
and grades, without a doubt, and that was the main idea of the 
classification act. We were assured by those having charge 
of the bill at the time, when all wanted economy in Govern- 
ment expenses and at a time when the taxpayers of the coun- 
try were demanding such economy, that the enactment of that 
bill would not increase salaries in the various departments 
of our Government. We were given that assurance by the gen- 
tleman who had charge of the bill upon the floor of the House. 
It was a large bill, complicated with a maze of figures and 
tables, and the Members had very little time to go into it. To 
justify my statement that the chairman of the committee han- 
dling that bill did give that assurance to the membership, 
many of whom would not have voted for it otherwise, I want 
to make a few references to what was stated on the floor, as 
shown by the Recorp, on the day that bill was up for discussion. 

On page 265 of the ConGresstonan Recorp, Sixty-seventh 
Congress, second session, this colloquy occurred on the floor of 
the House when the reclassification bill was under debate. Mr. 
LEHTLBACH, who was chairman of that committee which han- 
died the bill, said: 


If the gentleman will read the specifications he will find that that 
refers to the responsible head of big and important departments. How- 
ever, if the gentleman has done me the honor to read what I put into 
the Recorp, he will find that all these salaries have been reduced. 


Thereupon Mr. Lexisacn incorporated into the RECORD a 
portion of his speecli—found upon pages 171 to 174 of the 


Recorp of the Sixty-seventh Congress, second session—an 
elaborate and extensive table by which he sought to prove to 
the membership that his bill would bring about a general re- 
duction of salaries, notwithstanding that my good friend and 
colleague, Mr. Byrnes of Tennessee, was insisting that the bill 
would increase salaries approximately $9,000,000 annually. Mr. 
Byrnes was not far wrong in his estimate. My calculations 
show that there will be an increase at least of 85,000 000 an- 
nually in several large departments of the Government, and 
even greater than that if the percentage of increase is kept up 
as contained in this bill. 
Then Mr. Clouse, from Tennessee, made this Inquiry: 


I want to be perfectly clear on that, because I am very much inter- 
ested in it, Does the gentleman mean to say that by the passage of 
this bill we are going to reduce the expense to the Government of the 
clerical help that is necessary to carry on? 


Here is Mr. LEKLBACH’sS answer: 


If the revision of the schedule as accepted by the committee is 
written in the bill there will be a reduction in the cost of the mainte- 
nance of the civil service as a result of the reclassification. 

That was his reply. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROACH, Yes. I yield to my friend from Oklahoma, 

Mr. CARTER. Does the gentleman recall Just what informa- 
tion the House was given after the reclussification bill was 
passed as to whether the expenses of tlhe Government would be 
reduced? 

Mr. ROACH. I recall that when Mr. Byrns of Tennessee 
made a statement on the floor of the House as to the estimates 
and as to his own investigations of the subject he stated in 
substance it was his opinion it would increase the cost to the 
Government in the salaries of these employees, and estimated 
the increase would be something in the neighborhood of 
$9,000,000 annually. I am quoting his remarks on this subject 
from memory, but will say for the information of the House 
that his remarks will be found in the record of the proceed- 
ings of the House in Sixty-seventlh Congress, second session, 
and it will be found upon reading the record that I substan- 
tially quoted what he said. Then, again, Mr. Granaw of II- 
nois rose to his feet, and the following colloquy occurred be- 
tween him and the chairman of the committee. I quote now 
from the Recoxp itself, Sixty-seventh Congress, second session: 

Mr. Gaanau of Illinois. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I have studied this bill with what care I could. I have made 
up my mind I can not support it, but 1 do believe that a decent regard 
for the situation requires me to have some good reasons why I do not 
support it. I think I have such reasons, and I want to give them to 
you: 

1. This bill, by the admission of everyone who has participated in 
this discussion, raises the aggregate of the salaries of the civil-service 
employees of the Government. Three years after the end of the war, 
with the price of living decreasing, this is not justifiable, in my judg- 
ment. 

2. The bill in effect continues the war bonus to Government em- 
ployees in the District of Columbia and in the field service indefinitely, 
The bonus was a temporary allowance intended to provide for the in- 
creased cost of living occasioned by the war, and to obviate the neces- 
sity of a permanent increase in salary. ‘To continue this bonus fur- 
ther is, in my judgment, unjustifiable. 

8. The bill proposes to add to the basic salary of every civil-service 
employee $240 without respect to whether the salary of such employee 
is now too low or too high. 

4. The bill deprives Congress of its right and duty to appropriate 
specific sums for statutory salaries, but will necessitate lump-sum 
appropriations for that purpose—an unsafe and dangerous method of 
making appropriations. 

5. It extends the functions of the Bureau of the Budget and makes 
of it a wage-fixing body, something that was not originally intended, 
an which impairs the usefulness of that bureau. 

G. It divides responsibility between the Civil Service Commission, the 
Bureau of the Budget, and the head of a department, where such em- 
ployees are used, thus depriving the head of the department of contro} 
over his department, and at the same time lessening his responsibility 
for what occurs in his department. 

7. The bill leaves to the head of a department the rating of an em- 
ployee as to salary. The result of this will be that within a few years 
every employee in each classification will be drawing the maximum 
salary, thus entailing a maximum expenditure of public funds, The 
power should be retained by Congress to determine the number to be 
employed at each grade. 

8. Finally we have no knowledge of the extent of the expenditnres 
made necessary by the passage of this bill. 

In the absence of such knowledge we ought not to proceed. 

For these reasons, which I think are good, I am opposed to this bill. 
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Mr. LxHI nach. Mr. Chairman, without recurring to the figures and 
comparisons that for the last four days and for two days before the 
recess we have constantly placed before this committee, I now say 
emphatically—and I say it advisedly; I say it upon my reputation as 
a Member of this body, and upon my reputation for veracity—that this 
bill as it stands now will not cause any substantial increase in the cost 
of the maintenance of the civil service. [Applause.] 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman put in 
the Rxconp the figures of how much of an increase it has cost? 

Mr. BLANTON. Four million dollars this year. 

Mr. ROACH. Approximately, I understand it will be some- 
where between $4,000,000 and $5,000,000 increase in salaries 
that the reclassification act of 1923 will cost this Government, 
provided we follow its provisions in fixing the salaries of the 
various employees in the civil service. ‘That is why I made 
the statement in my opening remarks that this Congress should 
seriously consider whether we will follow the provision of that 
act. I now serve notice on the House that I intend, when this 
bill is read for amendment, to offer an amendment by which 
we will only be required to pay the same salaries that were 
paid last year. Tax reduction is the cry, and we can not re- 
duce taxes by increasing salaries. As to section 1, which carries 
an appropriation of $279,640 in this bill, I will offer an amend- 
ment to amend by striking out the figures ‘ $279,640” in sec- 
tion 1, and inserting in lien “ $222,022,” which was the amount 
appropriated in last year’s appropriation covering these same 
items, and which should not be increased in this year’s appro- 
priation if we expect to practice economy. The reclassification 
act referred to by me is the only justification, and we should 
not adhere to it for the present at least. For the information 
of the House I wish to incorporate in to-day's Rxconp before 
we adjourn an amendment which I propose to offer when the 
bill is read for amendment. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman from Oklahoma yield me 
more time? ' 

Mr. CARTER. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes more. 

Mr. ROACH. Thank you. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes more. 

Mr. BLANTON. I doubt if the gentleman could do that 
lawfully. I would like to help him do it, but he could not do 
it lawfully, because the Committee on Appropriations must 
obey the law. They have to appropriate according to the laws 
passed by Congress. We unfortunately passed that reclassi- 
fication law, and now we have to live up to the law. 

Mr. ROACH. I am glad the gentleman has raised that point. 
I thought as he did when I first considered the matter, but 
since then I have made some preliminary study of the question 
and I am now of the opinion that under the Holman rule any 
amendment to reduce governmental expenses is in order, and 
therefore my proposed amendment will be in order, 

Mr, BLANTON. ‘The Holman rule will not apply, because we 
have already fixed the statutory salaries. 

Mr. ROACH, Notwithstanding that, if we want to reduce 
the salaries in an appropriation bill we can do it. The Holman 
rule, as I read and understand it, makes in order amendments to 
reduce items of an appropriation bill notwithstanding existing 
law that may fix the item at a higher rate. 

Mr. BLANTON. If we can reduce the number of employees, 
I will go with the gentleman to do that. We ought to reduce 
them 50 per cent. 

Mr. ROACH. I am of opinion still further reductions to 
what we have already made could and should be made. I pro- 
pose to offer that amendment, and if it is accepted I propose to 
offer other amendments which will harmonize the various sec- 
tions of the bill. There are other increases in the bill which I 
have not time to discuss. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
short statement? 

Mr. ROACH. Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. The thing which the gentleman's amendment 
would accomplish would be this: Not a reduction of salaries, 
because the salaries are fixed by law, and the departments 
would have to comply with the law; but it would reduce the 
number of employees, and that might impair the service. 

Mr. ROACH. I can not agree with the gentleman that an 
amendment to reduce the salaries is not in order. I certainly 
have no intention of impairing the service. Not the least dan- 
ger of that. It is being impaired now by too many employees. 

Mr. CARTER. But the gentleman’s amendment would not 
eventuate in reducing salaries in view of the classification 
act, but would eventuate in reducing the number of employees, 


Mr. ROACH. Either one would be a godsend to this country 
becca 1 people are being taxed to death, in my opinion. [Ap- 
plause. 

Now, I desire to call your attention to this: Take the Secre- 
tary’s office, for instance, as to the increase carried in this bill 
beyond what was appropriated in last year’s appropriation. 
For the Secretary’s office there was appropriated last year a 
total amount of $222,022 under last year’s appropriation. This 
bill carries $279,640. Likewise I could call your attention to 
other increases throughout the entire bill of 101 pages if my 
time would permit, which I hope to be able to do under the five- 
minute rule. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mtr. RANKIN] has just 
spoken of tax reduction. I entertain a high regard for him. 
He is honest and faithful to his people and the people of the 
Nation. It is my opinion that he and all the members of 
this House are in favor of tax reduction. There may be some 
different ideas as to how the subject should be treated, but we 
are all in accord on the proposition that if tax reduction can be 
made in the interest of the tax-paying public, it should be done. 

One thing at least I have learned in my limited experience in 
Congress is not to cast my vote upon a bill until the roll call 
is had upon the bill, and I shall not do so on either the Mellon 
tax plan or the Garner or Frear tax plan proposed until I 
have thoroughly investigated and considered each and every 
one of them and heard the arguments for and against them. 
This is what our courts instruct a jury of honest men to do— 
withhold your opinion until all the facts and arguments are 
a you for consideration in determining justice. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROACH. Yes. I gladly yield to the gentleman for a 
question. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Do the gentleman’s investigations show 
that in this bill we provide for the payment of greater salaries 
than we have ever paid in the former bill or bills in the past? 

Mr. ROACH. Well, we will increase salaries in this one 
bill approximately four or five hundred thousand dollars in 
one department alone, and this at a time when we should be 
saving the money of the taxpayers, and the only excuse offered 
is that we are compelled to follow the reclassification act of 
1923, and I contend that we do not have to follow that act. 

Mr. McKEOWN. And these increases are in the face of the 
¢lamor for reduced taxation? 

Mr. ROACH. Yes; in the face of the clamor for reduced 
taxation and in the face of a petition signed by 300,000 farmers, 
and which petition every farmer in America would have gladly 
signed had he been given an opportunity to do so. I repre- 
sent an agricultural district and know how our farmers feel 
about extravagance, useless and wholly unnecessary expendi- 
ture of the taxpayers’ money. 

Now again referring to tax reduction: I.am inclined to 
feel, from investigations I have thus far made of the three 
tax-reduction proposals to which I have referred, that a greater 
number of the common people and smaller-tax payers will be 
accommodated by the so-called Garner plan. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] But I am just in the middle of my investi- 
gation. I am here to represent my people, and I am going into 
this tax question with all the intelligence I possess, and then, 
as has just been expressed by my colleague from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. RANKIN], I intend to vote in the interest or the 
masses of American people. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Very few, if any, people in the district I have the honor 
to represent have an income in excess of $100,000, and 1 in- 
tend to try to see that my constituents are fairly treated in 
tax reduction. 

I have heard it said that perhaps it would throw things a 
little out of balance in tax matters to adopt the so-called 
Garner plan. I am not speaking for either of the pans now, 
but in general terms. Do not misunderstand me. Rut L 
merely make the observation in passing that matters have 
been out of balance for some time on taxation, to my way of 
looking at it. [Laughter and applause.] 

I wish to call attention to some figures, but do not assert 
positively that these figures are absolutely correct, although 
they came to me from what I consider to be more or less reli- 
able sources. The data I refer to show that in 1916 1,296 
men—and I want you to listen to this—whose incomes were 
over $300,000 paid exactly $1,000,000,000 in taxes. That was 
in 1916. In 1923 there were only 246 men whose incomes 
were supposed to be over $300,000, and they paid only 
$163,000,000 in taxes. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield? A 

Mr. ROACH. Yes; I yield to my friend from Arkansas. 

Mr. WINGO. In order that I may follow the gentleman, has 
the gentleman cited those figures 
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Mr. ROACH. I am not verifying these figures at this time, 
lut expect to do so later, as they came to me from somewhat 
reliable sources, but I have not had time to check up on them. 

Mr. WINGO. Are you citing those figures to the House as 
evidence of Republican prosperity or inefficiency, which? 

Mr. ROACH. I am citing them, first, to show that there 18 
Republican prosperity, brought about by a Republican Presi- 
deut and Republican Congress, largely because we heretofore 
reduced the high surtax levied as à war measure and accord- 
ingly the excess-profits taxes, thus opening and making it pos- 
sible for business to proceed, which it has done. That is why 
we made the reduction before, but the same reason may or 
may not apply for this year. That question I will try to an- 
Swer later on. I have my own ideas upon the subject. 

Mr. RANKIN, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROACH. Not just now; my time is almost expired. 

Mr. WINGO. I am obliged to the gentleman, because I now 
understand him, and I really wished to follow his argument. 

Mr. ROACH. I do not know whether you understand me or 
not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WINGO. I believe I do. 
last time. ; 

Mr. ROACH. Now, proceeding with the figures I have just 
cited, do you mean to tell me that if in 1916 we had 1,296 men 
who made over $300,000 and paid a billion dollars tax that in 
the year 1923 we have only 246, or 1,050 less than in 1916? 
What became of all those fellows—this 1,050 men, with plenty 
others to keep them company? I will tell you. Many of them 
went into the tax-exempt securities investments; that is where 
they went. Rockefeller's estate is an example. It is reported 
he had 60 per cent of his wealth invested in tax-exempt securi- 
ties, upon which he paid no taxes. In the name of high 
heayen, are the men here in Congress willing to permit such 
condition to continue, especially when we know the American 
public—that is to say, the honest taxpayer—is opposed to the 
issuance of Government tax-exempt securities any further in 
this country. unless possibly to sustain our farm-land banks, 
established to aid the farmer, which I approve? I now have 
a constitutional lawyer of reputation and standing investigating 
the question of whether or not the incomes derived from Goy- 
ernment tax-exempt securities are subject to a Government tax 
levied by Congress. I am of the personal opinion, without 
having given a great deal of study to the subject, other than 
reading the Constitution and before receiving the written 
opinion of this lawyer, that Congress can do that very thing; 
and if I determine it can lawfully do so, I serve notice on the 
House now that a bill will be introduced by me taxing the in- 
come from certain classes, at least, of Government tax-exempt 
securities. These Government tax-free securities have been a 
hiding place for the wealth of our war profiteers, and enabled 
them to force the poorer classes to pay the tax burdens as a 
result of the war. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri has expired. 

Mr. ROACH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER. In yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. WINdo] [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Wisdol is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, one does not have to serve 
very long in this House until he has friendly attachments, 
even on the opposite side of the aisle, which make him appre- 
ciate the dilemma in which he sometimes finds his friends, and 
that is my feeling for my friend and colleague, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Roach, who has just addressed the com- 
mittee. I am fond of him personally. He frequently has a 
conflict between whether he will follow his party or follow his 
natural judgment as to the interests of the people, to whom he 
has just reaffirmed his allegiance, and I can understand the 
torture of his soul which was evident to those who listened 
to him. 

You remember the question I asked him. At first I did not 
catch what his position was when he said he came here at the 
last session of Congress and voted as he was requested to 
relieve the tax burden of big business. He is a sincere man; 
he did ont want to unduly burden business, and you will find, 
I venture to say, if you look at the record, that he voted to 
reduce the tax load on business by repealing the excess-profits 
tax; and I imagine he also voted to reduce the higher surtaxes. 
In other words, he reduced the tax burden on business some- 
thing like $500,000,000, 
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Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield in order that I muy 
make a short statement? 

Mr. WINGO. Yes. 

Mr. ROACH. Does not the gentleman believe that my vote, 
which helped to take off the high excess taxes, did relieve busi- 
ness and restore prosperity to this country and that we now 
have prosperity? 

Mr. WINGO. The evidence is very conflicting, and I do not 
know whom to believe. My duties as a member of the Banking 
and Currency Committee impel me, out of a sense of responsi- 
bility, to read reports that are made by experts, on both sides, 
on the financial condition of the country; and I confess myself 
confused. I find the members of the Cabinet, with a unison 
that indicated a prearrangement, at the beginning of the year 
gave out announcements to the American people that prosperity 
was here. They were afraid the American people had not dis- 
covered it. They said we were richer and happier and more 
prosperous than ever before. Then I tura around and I pick 
up a great financial report, Dun's, and I find that, lo and be- 
hold, under the lust year of Republican administration the 
assets of failed banks during the last year, 1923, under a Re- 
publican administration, umount to just exactly double the as- 
sets of the failed banks under the entire Woodrow Wilson 
administration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. WINGO. Wait until I finish a statement of the evi- 
dence, because I know the gentleman is trying, just like I am, 
to find out just what the facts are. I do not intend in my re- 
marks here to advocate one thing or the other. I just want to 
call your attention to some facts that may help the gentleman 
in the dilemma that confronts him. I hear what the gentleman 
heard then and what he hears now and what he repeated 
awhile ago, that John D. Rockefeller has $60,000,000 of tax- 
exempt securities—was that it? 

Mr. ROACH. Sixty per cent of his income. 

Mr. WINGO. You are going to make old John D. sell them 
and put them into productive enterprise. Where are you going 
to get the money to buy them? Will you tell me that? Who 
is going to buy them? Somebody has got to have the money 
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Mr. ROACH. The holder would have to pay income tax 
upon the interest, would he not, whoever held them? 

Mr. WINGO. I suspect he would, although I can not see 
the books under this administration. I do not know whether’ 
they make them do that or not. A man on your own side 
tried to find out whether or not certain penalty clauses under 
the revenue act had been carried out, and could not find out. 
But let us go on with the record. I am not discussing whether 
certain proposals are wise or unwise; I am just trying to state 
the conflicting facts. 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman let me give him the in- 
formation about the banks? 5 

Mr. WINGO. But there is another cry. They say business 
is languishing; that you can not get the necessary funds to 
carry on the productive enterprises of this Nation; that you 
have got to kill exempt securities; that you have got to reduce 
the surtaxes according to the Mellon plan. Why? Because 
they say business is languishing; that legitimate productive 
enterprises in this country can not get the necessary capital; 
is not that the cry? Upon the other hand, I take up the 
papers and I examine the files to ascertain what capital Issues 
were floated during the last year. I summed it up this morn- 
ing, and I make the assertion now, and I challenge any man to 
contradict my assertion, that never in the history of this Nation 
or any nation since corporate securities were issued, were there 
issued more securities, new capital issues, than were Issued 
during the year 1923. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

In one breath you come to me and say that is evidence of 
Republican prosperity and in the next breath you come te me 
and say that business is languishing and that capital can not 
be obtained for productive enterprises. This morning's papers 
call attention to the fact that call money went down to below 
4 per cent. In a few days’ time the rediscounts of the Federal 
Reserve Bank in New York City fell off and were reduced 
greater than they have ever been reduced at any time in the 
life of the system. So, gentlemen, when I recite these facts, 
what can I, a poor, unsophisticated country boy, anxious to be 
just and act wisely, regardless of any political cry of whether 
we were prosperous under a Democratic administration or a 
Republican administration—how on earth am I going to take 
these conflicting statements and arrive at the truth? 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINGO. Is not that the difficulty that confronts us 
here? Whose evidence are we going to take? Is the country 
prosperous and is productive business getting all the capital it 
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needs, or is it being stifled and is it languishing and dying and 
will it perish if we do not come to its rescue? 
Mr. CARTER, Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. WINGO, Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. If the country is in this prosperous condi- 
tion, then why the necessity of reducing the taxes on these 
larger incomes in order that we may make the country pros- 
perous? 

Mr. WINGO. Well, they give you the reason for that. If 
that condition exists, then the argument is good. If that con- 
dition does not exist, then the argument fails. Now I yield to 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. RoacH]. 

Mr. ROACH, The gentleman from Arkansas knows that my 
remarks in that respect which he has been discussing referred 
to the industrial conditions of this country, including the bank- 
ing business; and I want to make this observation to the gen- 
tlemun: That at this time the banks are in good, solvent condi- 
tion, and that at the close of Woodrow Wilson's administration 
practically all of them were “ busted.” 

Mr. WINGO. Well, that is a startling statement. I will 
call to the witness stand and Introduce in evidence to rebut the 
gentleman’s statement the speech made the other day by my 
charming, gymnastic friend from Ohio [Mr. Bree]. When 
asked by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Stevenson] 
why we had so many bank failures, my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
Beca] replied—and you can read the Recorp; I read it—and 
you will find that although he did not exactly commit himself 
to the theory that is implied, he did say that the reason was 
they had overextended themselves and that everybody was play- 
ing the game as high as the cat's back and there was inflation 
and abnormal prosperity during Woodrow Wilson’s adminis- 
tration, 

Mr. ROACH, 
ties. 

Mr. WINGO. 


They were loaded up with Government securi- 


Loaded up with Government securities? 

Mr. ROACH. Indeed they were. They were patriotic. 

Mr. WINGO. In other words, he blames the Democratic 
Party because in time of war the banks of the country took 
Government securities. That shows you the dire extremities 
to which a Republican is reduced when he seeks to maintain the 
false hypothesis that there is prosperity now and that there 
was adversity in 1919 under a Democratic administration. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINGO. Yes. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Were the banks unpatriotic in taking up 
these bonds to help win the war and help the boys carry on 
the fight? 

Mr. WINGO. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I never faced a more solemn 
moment in my life than I did on that fateful day in April 
when I, with those of you who were here then, had to pass on 
the issue of peace or war. I regretted the necessity of hav- 
ing to vote for war. I thought it was absolutely necessary, 
but, ah, Mr. Speaker, the tumult and the shouting has died 
and the boys have come home but the burden of debt is here 
and the reaction has come. Sometimes when I hear some 
bitter Republican speaking words of reproach and denuncia- 
tion of Wilson for leading us into war and sneering at the 
broken man who was in the White House at that time, I wonder 
which were the braver, the foolhardy, so-called conscientious 
objectors who went to prison rather than support the war or 
the Republican politicians who then joined in the mad ery 
because war was popular then and now seek to get office by 
sneering at Wilson and appealing to the feelings of disloyalty 
of those who were against the war. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic Side.] 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINGO. Oh, my friend from Missouri mistakes; I am 
not engaging in a controyersy with him; I appreciate his 
dilemma. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
has again expired. 
Mr. CARTER. 

the gentleman. 

Mr. WINGO. I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. ROACH. We were discussing the condition of the banks, 
and I asserted that it was due to the fact that they were loaded 
up with Government securities and long-time loans, I did not 
gay it in criticism of any administration, but as a matter of 
fact. 

Mr. WINGO. Well, now, the gentleman makes an amend- 
ment, He said before that it was on account of being loaded up 
with Government securities, and now he adds long-time loans. 
What was the cry in 1920? They denounced the Democratic 
Party because they said we permitted the wheat farmer and 
the cotton farmer to haye abundant credit. As soon as the Re- 
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publicans got control of Congress—and the gentleman was pres- 
ent when the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Luce] led an 
onslaught here on the Democratie Party for permitting bank 
loans in the agricultural sections to be overextended, and said 
that they ought to be deflated. Over in the other end of the 
Capitol that distinguished Republican gentleman from Illinois, 
Senator McCormick, introduced a resolution calling on the 
Federal Reserve Board to tell what they were doing to stop 
inflation. They said that under a Democratie administration 
farmers were given too much credit, and as a result prices were 
high, and some Republicans said it was an outrage that the 
cotton and wheat farmer received such high prices, and that 
they should be deflated. They said the price of wheat was too 
high, They said the price of cotton was too high. ; 

Now, the Republicans deflated the farmer in 1920 and 1921, 
and we haye reached a point where wheat is down to a dollar, 
and the wheat growers are clamoring at the doors of Congress 
begging the Republican administration to stop the cry that the 
country is prosperous and that prosperity is spread like a mantle 
over the whole land, and asking Congress to come to the relief 
of the wheat growers. Then the Republican leaders talked 
about the Democratic administration being too liberal with the 
wheat grower, the cotton grower, and now the same gentlemen 
say that the Federal reserve ratio is higher to-day than ever 
before and the country is prosperous as a result of Republican 
deflation. Secretary Hoover says we have so much gold that 
we do not know what to do with it and is begging some one to 
come and take it away. He says if they do not we are liable 
to get inflated again. The Republican Party is afraid that real 
Democratic prosperity will come back again to this country, and 
not the present one-sided Republican prosperity, where big busi- 
ness booms and farmers bust. 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield once more, and then 
I will not ask him again? 

Mr. WINGO. I yield. 

Mr. ROACH. The gentleman has spoken about wheat. What 
about corn? At the gathering time it brought the highest price 
in Missouri. 

Mr. WINGO, If the gentleman can find any economist in the 
Republican Party that can solve the dilemma that confronts the 
corn grower and the man that handles the pork problem at the 
same time he is a great genius. I appeal to gentlemen from 
the Corn Belt to explain to my Republican friend the feelings 
of the corn farmer feeding high-priced corn to low-price hogs, 
and his disgust when he realizes that freight and other charges 
reduce his return on corn he markets to a disgusting minimum. 

Why, my friend from Ohio [Mr. Brac] was up here the other 
day, and evidently he saw these representatives of the farmers 
coming up asking for the Norris-Sinclair bill, and that irritated 
him, and he said, in substance, “'The idea of farmers coming 
up here under a Republican administration ” 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield now? He has dis- 
covered that I am in the House. 

Mr. WINGO. Oh, the gentleman will wait until I get through 
with the recital, and then I shall yield. He said, in effect, “ Just 
the very idea of farmers coming up here. Go back and do for 
yourselves. We are prosperous, everything is lovely, and the 
goose hangs high. What is wrong with you wheat farmers? 
Have you not heard about this Republican prosperity?” That 
in effect was what my Republican friend said. Gentlemen, why 
do you not radio this prosperity out to them if we are reveling 
in such prosperity as you claim at the present time? Why tell 
the farmer to go back home, diversify, and bless the Re- 
publican Party? You Republicans slam the door in the face of 
the wheat growers when they come here and ask for what they 
believe is proper relief, but you let the glove manufacturers 
and the woolen manufacturers and the others come down here, 
and you say that they are patriotic gentlemen who are trying 
to assist in maintaining the prosperity of a great Nation. 
When the farmer comes you say “ You must not ask for pater- 
nalistle relief; that is not the function of government; you must 
stand alone and take your chances in the open markets of the 
world and rely upon the laws of supply and demand.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
has again expired. 
Mr. CARTER. 

the gentleman. 

Mr. WINGO. But when the poor, inefficient, helpless manu- 
facturer, the proverbial “infant industry“ which has been 
only able to multiply its capital out of his earnings perhaps one 
hundred times over in the last 30 or 40 years, comes down here 
trembling to the doors of the Ways and Means Committee, 
erying for help, saying that if they are not relieved industry 
will perish—“ You have got to give us protection by taxing all 
of the American people for the benefit of us, and if you do not 
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we can not exist "—what then do our Republican friends do? 
They say, “Oh, yes; we have to maintain the public welfare 
by giving these fellows relief.“ {Laughter and applause on 
Democratie side.] 

Mr. Chairman, in the history of nations long ago, when 
nations went to war, it was the custom to issue commissions, 
ealled letters of marque and reprisal, to sea captains, author- 
izing them to sail the Seven Seas and to capture and destroy 
and convert and appropriate to thelr own use the property of 
enemy nationals in ships upon the sea; but after the nations 
commenced trying to grope upward from the darkness of bar- 
barism they said that even though they could not abolish war 
they weuld at least cut out some things, and they abolished 
letters of marque and reprisal, and no more does a civilized 
nation, even in war times, issue commissions which authorize 
pirates to sail the high seas in the name of a civilized Govern- 
ment. But in this wonderful century this Nation still clings to 
a barbarous custom, a piratical theory; and while it issues no 
etters of marque and reprisal to pirates to sail the watery seas, 
yet under the leadership and the historic tariff tax policy of 
the Republican Party there are granted to American manufac- 
turers letters of marque and reprisal to sail the seas of the 
domestic market and take a toll from the helpless consumers of 
over $4,000,000,000 a year when they buy clothing, food, and 
the necessary things to maintain their families. But I am an 
optimist. I believe that we are going onward and upward, and 
I think the day will come when this Nation will forsake a 
policy of that kind, and whenever it is necessary to levy a 
tariff tax we will levy it for the reason that we levy an income 
tax or anything else, solely to meet the necessities of the Gov- 
ernment, and we will not farm out to any group of people, 
whatever their necessities, the right to plunder at will the 
helpless consumers of the land. 

That is the theory of the Republican Party. 

Oh, I shall vote against this pending appropriation bill, and 
why? I will tell you why. It carries in it certain items that 
I will not agree to. It carries with it a philosophy that I do 
not agree to. That philosophy is that representative govern- 
ment is a failure. It was the glory and the very inception of 
the old Anglo-Saxon theory of independence and government 
that the people’s representatives should hold the people’s purse 
strings, and that theory is embodied in our Constitution and 
form ef government. The theory was that this House should 
hold the purse strings of the Republic, and that we alone should 
originate bills of taxation, but the newspapers of all classes, 
whether radical or otherwise, have joined the hue and ery and 
denounced this body as a helpless, cowardly, inefficient bunch 
that can not attend to the people's business, and the Repub- 
lican Party surrenders and says in effect that there is not 
enough wisdom on the Republican side of this House to origi- 
nate a tax measure, and they turned to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and are sitting over there like a bunch of young jay 
birds with their mouths wide open ready to swallow any worm 
that Andy Mellon may ram down their throats. Nobody knows 
what it is, I believe in representative government. I was for. 
a budget to restrain the expenditures of the departments, and 
I was against a budget that would shackle the people’s Repre- 
sentatives here. I was against that rule which tied our hands 
so that we can not do a thing, because some people will make 
a point of order and say that is against the law or the Budget, 
and the only hope you have is to go away up yonder to the old 
Rules Committee—and I will say to my new friends here that 
if we sit here in this city until next summer and it gets to be 
too hot for you, just go to the Rules Committee and you will 
find icicles hanging from the chandeliers in the hottest day in 
summer. Why, icicles rattle in the breeches of every member 
of that committee on the hottest August day. [Laughter.] 
People say that we have to have a Rules Committee to restrain 
unlimited debate, and my Democratic friends come to me and 
complain that because we are going to carry the next House 
I ought not to take the attitude that I do, because we do not 
want the House to be run as a town meeting. Mr. Chairman, 
why should not the House of Representatives be open to every 
Member for free diseussion of whateyer may be under consid- 
eration? [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
has again expired. All time has expired, and the Clerk will read 
the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Orrice or THE SECRETARY. 
SALARIES. 


Secretary of the Interior, $12,000; First Assistant Secretary, Assistant 
Secretary, and other personal services in the District of Columbia in 
accordance with “the classification act of 1923,” $267,640; in all, 


$279,640: Provided, That in expending appropriations or portions of 
appropriations, contained in this act, for the payment for personal 
services in the District of Columbia in accordance with “the classifi- 
cation act of 1923,” the average of the salaries of the total number 
of persons under any classification grade in any bureau, office, or other 
appropriation unit shall not at any time exceed the average of the 
compensation rates specified for the grade by such act: Provided, That 
this restriction shall not apply (1) to grades 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the 
clerical-mechanical service, or (2) to require the reduction in salary 
of any person whose compensation 18 fixed, as of July 1, 1924, in 
accordance with the rules of section 6 of such act, or (3) to prevent 
the payment of a salary under any grade at a rate higher than the 
maximum rate of the grade when such higher rate is permitted by 
“the classification act of 1923” and is specifically authorized by 
other law. 


Mr. CRAMTON and Mr. BLANTON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Permit me first to make a statement as 
to what the committee has in mind with reference to our 
program. The committee has no desire to read the bill any 
further to-day, If anyone desires to offer an amendment and 
have it pending so that it may be in the Recoxp, that is en- 
tirely agreeable, or if there is occasion for a point of order 
to be made, that can be held pending. Then there would be 
no final action to-day on anything pertaining to the matter. 
There might be a little debate, but the debate itself would 
not be concluded and then we will go over until the bill comes 
up next week. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I think it would be much 
better if the gentleman would move to rise. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I hope the gentleman will not object to 
my getting this in the Recorp. I should like to make a state- 
ment of abont five minutes of certain features; not an argu- 
mentative statement, 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman would not object to an 
amendment going in the Rxconůb to be pending and for the in- 
formation of the Members? 

Mr. ROACH. I hope the gentleman will let us file our 
amendments, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. On Tuesday this bill will 
come up again. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It will only take 10 or 15 minutes to get 
this in the RECORD. 

Mr. CARTER. I hope my friend from Tennessee will not 


object until the gentleman from Michigan has concluded, and 


also permit the gentleman from Texas to have his amendment 
go in the Record and be pending. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to have it in the Reconp for 
the information of the House. 

eS RORGH: I would like to have my amendment pending 
as well. i 

Mr. CRAMTON. The committee would like a chance to study 
these amendments: also. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, it is not my desire now to 
make an argument for or against the rates under the classifica- 
tion act. It is only my desire to piace in a very condensed 
form certain information before the- House, challenging their 
attention for the next two or three days, because it is apparent 
from the discussion we have had that the question is not en- 
tirely clear to all. I will ask unanimous consent to revise 
and extend my remarks in a very limited way. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Reconp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, in the briefest form I want 
to sketch the situation. We passed last year a classification 
act. We provided in section 4 for an allocation of positions in 
the departments by the head of each department to the appro- 
priate grades in the compensation schedules and fixed the com- 
pensation of each employee therein in accordance with the 
rules of section 6 of the classification act, and provided for a 
review of that section by the Personnel Classification Board. 
In section 6 it provided rules for the determination of the com- 
pensation to be established initially for the various positions, 
Section 7 provided for certain increases of compensation to be 
allowed thereafter under appropriate efficiency rating, with the 
proviso that in no case should the compensation of any em- 
ployee be increased unless Congress has appropriated money 
from which the increase may be lawfully met; that is, in- 
creases beyond the initial allocation. The new law provides 
for the different services and grades and describes the exact 
rate of compensation that shall apply in each grade under each 
service, That is all definitely fixed in the law. Section 14 pro- 
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vides for the transmission of estimates of expenditures and 
appropriations thereunder to the Congress and that it shall not 
be effective until the first of the next fiscal year. Now, under 
that law the board was organized and they proceeded with 
their work and the persons have been allocated to these differ- 
ent grades and services. The above provisions are as follows: 


See, 4, That after consultation with the board, and in accordance 
with a uniform procedure prescribed by it, the head of each de- 
partment shall allocate all positions in his department in the District 
of Columbia to thelr appropriate grades in the compensation sched- 
ules and shall fix the rate of compensation of each employee there- 
under, in accordance with the rules prescribed in section 6 herein, 
Such allocations shall be reviewed and may be revised by the board 
and shall become final upon their approval by said board. When- 
ever an existing position or a position hereafter created by law shall 
not fairly and reasonably be allocable to one of the grades of the 
several services described in the compensation schedules, the board 
shall adopt for such position the range of compensation prescribed 
for a grade, or a class thereof, comparable therewith as to qualifica- 
tions and duties. 

Sec. 6. That in determining the compensation to be established 
initially for the several employees the following rules shall govern: 

1. In computing the existing compensation of an empioyee, any 
bonus which the employee receives shall be included. 

2. If the employee is receiving compensation less than the minimum 
rate of the grade or class thereof in which his duties fall, the com- 
pensation shall be increased to that minimum rate, 

8. If the employee is receiving compensation within the range of 
salary prescribed for the appropriate grade at one of the rates fixed 
therein, no change shall be made in the existing compensation. 

4. If the employee is receiving compensation within the range of 
salary prescribed for the appropriate grade, but not at one of the 
rates fixed therein, the compensation shall be increased to the next 
higher rate. 

5. If the employee is not a veteran of the Ciyil War, or a widow 
of such veteran, and is receiving compensation in excess of the range 
of salary prescribed for the appropriate grade, the compensation shall 
be reduced to the rate within the grade nearest the present com- 
pensation. 

6. All new appointments sball be made at the minimum rate of the 
appropriate grade or class thereof. 

Sec. 7. Increases in compensation shall be allowed upon the attain- 
ment and maintenance of the appropriate efficiency ratings to the next 
higher rate within the salary range of the grade: Provided, however, 
That in no case shall the compensation of any employee be increased 
unless Congress has appropriated money from which the increase may 
lawfully be paid, nor shall the rate for any employee be increased 
beyond the maximum rate for the grade to which his position is 
allocated. © * © 

Sec. 14. That the estimates of the expenditures and appropriations 
set forth in the Budget to be transmitted by the President to Congress 
on the first day of the next ensuing regular session shall conform to 
the classification herein provided, and that the rates of salary in the 
compensation schedule shall not become effective until the first day 
of the fiscal year estimated for in such Budget. 


Section 5 provides for extension of the work of classification 
to the field: 


Sec, 5. That the compensation schedules shall apply only to civilian 
employees in the departments within the District of Columbia * * », 
The board shall make a survey of the field services and shall report to 
Congress at its first regular session following the passage of this act 
schedules of positions, grades, and salaries for such services, which 
shall follow the principles and rules of the compensation schedules 


herein contained in so far as these are applicable to the field services. 
* * ° 


This report has not yet been made. If the present classi- 
fication schedule is not made effective in accordance with the 
law, it is manifest it can not be extended to the field. 

All this discussion has reference only to employees in the 
District of Columbia and not in the field. There is in the hear- 
ings a full statement, pages 1003 and following, of all the posi- 
tions in the department next year and the number of persons 
in each grade and service, the salary they have had hereto- 
fore, and the salary they are to have under the classification 
act, and the total has been brought down to what these 
salaries will amount to. So that in the Department of the 
Interior as to the initial cost next year this is the situation, 
As to the department, 5,954 employees the current year at 
a total salary of $9,380,143, including the appropriations of 
the current year as carried in the Interior Department appro- 
priation bill and the $240 bonus carried in a separate act. 
The estimates have reference to 5,593 employees, a decrease of 
about 861 employees with salaries amounting to $9,581,199, 


being an increase of $510,988—increase in estimates for salaries 
for 1925 due to the classification over the total salary that the 
same number of employees received in 1924. The estimate of 
appropriation for 1925 over the estimated expenditure for 
1924 is an amount of $201,056 as to the Interior Department, 
the difference between $510,988 and $201,056 being due to re- 
quired reduction in number of personnel. I put in the Recorp 
here a statement similarly summarized as to all the depart- 
ments of the Government, as follows, being Budget statement 
24, found on page A71 of the 1925 Budget. 
Statement summarizing and comparing the Budget estimates of appro- 
priations for the fiscal year 1925 with the estimates of erpenditures 
for 1925 for the personnel of the executive departments and estalish- 


naa in the District of Columbia classified under the act of March 
A 5 


Estimated ex- 
penditures, fiscal 


Estimates of appropriations, 
year 1924. fiscal year 1925. 


i Increase 
Increase in: 
estimates | (+) or de- 


for sala- aoe 
Salaries Bo mates of 
Department or estab- un to classi. | 8Ppropria- 
lishment. Num- Basic sala- Num- classifica. fosti = | tions for 
ber of | ries plus | ber of | tion act of CANN» |19250veror 
em- Increase of] em- | Mar. 4, ol 5 — under esti- 
ploy- compensa- ploy- | 1923, as 1 Man mated ex- 
ees tion. ees. | included ation pendlitures 
that the 
a De same num-| for 1924 
udget. per of em- 
ployees 
beer Na 
Executiye Office... ... $82, 440 38 $93, 520 $11, 080 +$11,080 
Alien Property 
todian 262,025 102 WN OO se ads — 4, 625 
American Battle 
Monuments Com- 
Pt ee ere Perey SERIES PEE Srp Pers 13 3 ee +24, 400 
8 5 2 146, 650 52 151, 320 4,670 +4, 670 
zu 
. 521, 040 295 531,240 19,340 +10, 200 
Commission of Fine 
1 3,000 2 3,420 420 +420 
Employees’ W N 
sation Com on.. 132, 580 74| 138,040 4,020 +5, 460 
Federal Board for Vo- 
cational Education. 144, 500 52 152,820 8,320 +8,320 
Federal Power Com- 
TF Se PA 5,000 1 6,000 1,000 -+1,00 
Federal Trade Com- 
misslon 816, 800 295 804, 240 2, 950 — 42, 560 
General Accounting 
it eee ee ee 3, 323, 808 | 2,004 | 8,399,612 187, 044 +75, 804 
Interstate Commerce 
Commission... ...... 3,515, 116 | 1,120 | 2,749, 654 11,425 | —765, 462 
National Adv! 
Committee for Aero- 
shipping Board BERN soio) e) aouo] 1 9630 
Smithsonian Institu- É , 
o 525, 002 417 584, 539 53,956 +59, 837 
State, War, = — 
en! x 
535 1,692,838 | 1,551 | 1,638,215 60,877 —56, 623 
Tariff Commission 210 587415 614, 15, 930 +28, 805 
United States Veter- 
ans’ Bureau 7, 350, 622 | 4,499 | 7,474,360 84,738 +114, 738 
Department of Agri- 
Gn 8,005,026 | 4,712 | 8,976,226 390, 432 +371, 200 
Department of Com- 
WMO e otek te 4,634,677 | 2,550 | 4,957,387 | 308,503 | +822,710 
Department ofthe In- 
Dee 9,380, 143 | 5,593 9, 581, 199 510, 988 4-201,056 
673 62 00 +150, 839 
+31, 460 
+220, 
+73, 
—515, 816 
—179, 334 
+363, 737 
+239, 937 
+2,319, 579 
—1, 664, 440 
655, 139 


The estimates for 1925 call for 54,074 employees, at 887, 
075,689, a net increase of the entire salary roll for next year 
under the classification act of $655,139. It is only fair to say 
that the increases will be greater in years to come as promo- 
tions come under the act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will ask for two minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for two additional minutes. Is thera 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. CRAMTON. I am not trying to argue the salaries of 
the Classification Board are too high or too low, but I want 
you to know the situation; that is all. 

The item before you has always been a statutory roll. It 
appears before you now apparently as a lump sum. In the 
hearings, on pages 1008 to 1006, inclusive, it appears that the 
roll proposed by the department under the classification rates 
would total $287,780. A part of the increase over the current 
item is due to the fact that a number of positions elsewhere 
in the bill have been transferred to this item. ‘Those are all 
enumerated on the pages I have mentioned. So we say the 
item is $287,780, as against 

Mr. ROACH. That is the increase of this one department? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. I have already given you that as 
$201,050, and an increase in all the departments together of 
$655,000. I am using this item now simply as an illustration. 
Taking into account the bonus, and taking into account the 
other items transferred from other places in the bill into this 
item, the appropriation for 1924, basic and bonus, was $273,100. 
The effect of the Classification act on this item was to bring it 
up to $287,780. The Budget Bureau cut off $4,140. They have 
cut off from that roll of employees $4,140 of the increase, so 
that if we had reported it and it had become a law as ap- 
proved by the Budget, the Secretary's office would have been 
obliged to absorb $4,140. 

Now, the only change the committee has made in that is a 
further reduction of $4,000, because of a shift of the personnel, 
bringing it down to $279,000, 

I want to emphasize this and get the information clearly 
before you. The Committee on Appropriations is the agent 
of the House, and we have not attempted to fix any salaries 
in this bill. The classification act was intended to do that, 
and we have taken the figures as they have come to us, and 
the classification act will cover each of these items -which 
nppear on their face to be lump-sum items, but in reality the 
discretion, is no longer there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has expired. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Michigan be given one minute more. I 
want to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Michigan may 
proceed for one minute more, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARTER. The gentleman states that it is necessary to 
appropriate only $650,000 more, He said it would take $650,000 
more than the amount carried in the bill last year for the 
salaries of these employees. 

Mr. CRAMTON. That 
Government. 

Mr. CARTER. The entire Government employees in the 
Distriet of Columbia? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; the employees of the entire Govern- 
ment in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CARTER. Now, is it not also a fact that the increase 
in the salary of the same number of employees that we had 
at the time of the passage of the act would be about $3,200,000, 
but that the balance has been cut off by the reduction of the 
personnel? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. The theory of that is this: It has 
always been claimed that by higher salaries they could get 
more efficlent people and do with fewer in number. The Budget 
prs has taken them at their word and acted upon that 

eory. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLAN- 
TON] has offered an amendment. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. To save the time of the committee, 
I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the Recorp with- 
out being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that his amendment be printed in the RECORD 
without being read. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I reserve all points of order on the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to be inserted in the 
Record without reading, with all points of order reserved and 
pending. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to be heard for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 


is with reference to the entire 


Following is the amendment referred to: 


Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON : Strike out Hnes 9, 10, 11, and 
12 on page 2, including the total, $279,640, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“Secretary of the Interior, $12,000; First Assistant Secretary, 
$5,000; Assistant Secretary, $4,500; chief clerk, who shall be chief 
executive officer of the department and whe may be designated by the 
Secretary to sign official papers and documents during the temporary 
absence of the Secretary and Assistant Secretaries, $4,000; assistant 
to the Secretary, $2,750; private secretary to the Secretary, 82.500; 
assistant attorney, $2,500; 2 special iuspeetors (whose employment 
shall be Umited to the inspection of offices and the work in the several 
offices under the control of the department), at $2,500 each; 6 luspec- 
tors, at $2,500 each; chief disbursing clerk, $2,500; chiefs of divi- 
slons—1 of supplies, $2,250, 1 of appointments, maiis, and files, $2,250, 
and 1 of publications, $2,250; expert accountant, $2,000; clerks— 
4 at $2,000 each, 12 of class 4, 2 at $1,740 each, 14 of elass 3, 20 of 
class 2, 1 $1,820, 20 of class 1, 1 $1,140, 3 at $1,000 each; returns 
office clerk, $1,600; female clerk, to be designated by the President, 
to sign land patents, $1,200; 8 copyists at 8900 each; multigraph 
operator, $900; assistant multigraph operator, $720; 2 telephone 
switchboard operators at $720 each; automobile mechanic, $1,400; 
cha uſfeurs—1 51,080, 8 at $720 each; 12 messengers at $840 each; 
6 assistant messengers at 8720 each; laborers—3 at $600 each, 1 
$600 ; messenger boys—1 $540, 3 at 8420 each; 5 packers at $660 each; 
clerk to sign, under the direction of the Secretary, in his name and 
for his approval, all tribal deeds to allottees and deeds for town 
lots made and executed according to law for any of the Five Civilized 
Tribes of Indians in the Indian Territory, $1,200; in all, $220,020. 

“ Provided, That in addition to the above said employees shall be 
paid such increases as are authorized by the classification act of 1623, 
as executed by the Classification Board, and to cover such increases, 
the additional sum of $46,270; in all, a total of $268,290." 

Mr. CARTER. Can not the gentleman from Texas defer 
that? 

Mr. ROACH. FT do not want to be heard on my amendment, 
but I would like to offer my amendment to section 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that his amendment may be printed, with all 
points of order reserved, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following Is the amendment referred to: 


Amendment by Mr. Roach: Amend section, 1 of the bill as follows: 
After the werd “ Columbia,” in line 11, page 1 of the bill, strike out 
the remainder of line 11, and also strike out all of line 12 to and 
including the figures “ $279,640," and insert in leu thereof the figures 
and words following: “ $222,022. no portion of said amount to be used 
in paying to any person employed in the Department of the Interior a 
higher rate of salary than was paid for the same character of services 
rendered by such person during the last preceding fiscal year.“ 

Amend section 1 further by striking out the word “ provided" in 
line 12, pages 1 and 2, and all words and figures thereafter down to 
and including the word“ law” in line 17, page 2. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the only object I have in 
view in offering this amendment is to get away from this new 
lump-sum proposal and keep to the present statutory roll. so 
that we may know what we are doing. Now, is there a new 
lump-sum proposition im this bill? I want you to remember 
what Mr. Mappen, the chairman, said the other day. Here are 
his words, found on page 791 of the RECORD: 


The recommendation which we make will result in eliminating from 
the appropriation act specifie appropriations for specific services—that 
is, statutory salaries can no longer exist’ with any degree of safety 
under the act. We shall be compelled to appropriate in lump suns. 

Now, notice what he later says: 

Lump sums I have always objected to in the past. 

Then, later this is what he says: 

Heretofore less than 10 per cent of the civil personnel of the Gov- 
ernment, both in and out of Washington, has been carried on the 
statutory rolls and about 90 per cent upon the lump-sum rolls. So the 
departure to lump-sum rolls is not so radical as it might at first 
appear. 

Because 90 per cent has been carried on lump-suin rolls here- 
tofore, he thinks we ought to carry the other 10 per cent of 
appropriations on lump-sum rolls, so as to have the whole busi- 
ness lump-sum unanimous. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I have but five minutes, and the gentleman 
can answer me on Monday. 
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Mr. CRAMTON. I just want to say that it depends on what 
you mean by a lump sum. 

Mr. BLANTON. A lump sum is where in this bill you say, 
„Mr. Secretary of the Interior, for your office, just for your 
own office, not for the other bureaus under you, but for your 
own office, we give you $279,640,” and the only salary which is 
specified is your $12,000 salary. I call that a lump sum. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] calls it a lump sum. 
The big chairman of the Appropriations Committee says it is a 
lump sum, and I am sure the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Cramronr] will not be guilty of lese majesty by denying that 
that situation exists in this bill, because he will not go against 
his superior officer. 

What are we going to do about it? The gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Mappen] says he has always been against it. The 
distinguished former chairman, the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. 
Good, was against it. I wish you would get his speech and 
read it; I wish every new Member would get the speech of the 
distinguished gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Good, the former effi- 
clent chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and read 
what he said against lump-sum appropriations before and after 
he became chairman. When the Democrats were in power he 
Was against lump-sum appropriations, and he said they ought to 
stop, and I. too, think they ought to stop. 

You men are going to meet yourselves in the road coming 
back, face to face with your proposition, seoner or later. You 
are in power now; you may take advantage of your opportunity 
to pass these lump-sum appropriations and may desire to make 
it 100 per cent unanimous on lump sums for all appropriations, 
because you think your present Cabinet officers will see that the 
money is properly expended. But what are you going to do 
when some election comes around and a change is made, as 
might happen this next November, when the Democrats might 
get into power and you might claim not to have confidence in 
some of our Cabinet officers? What are you going to do then, 
I ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramton]? Are you 
then going to go back to what the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. 
Good, said, We are against lump-sum appropriations”? The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Roach] is against lump-sum 
appropriations. Then the distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Bradl, your straw leader—Mr. Brac leads when the main 
leader is gone—is also against lump-sum appropriations, With 
all of these statements against lump-sum appropriations are you 
going to put them in this bill as a new policy? It is a policy 
which you can not go before your constituents and defend; it is 
a policy that your constituents are against. How are you going 
to answer these 354,000 farmers whose petition and protest 
Mr. Darrow brought here the other day? They said, You 
must stop these increases,” and yet in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior you are increasing the appropriation this 
year from $222,000 to $279,000, and giving it to him in a lump 
sum. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. BEGG. I will answer the farmers in Texas by telling 
them that according to banking statements they have $40,000,- 
000 more on deposit than ever before. 

Mr. BLANTON. You could not get an audience of Texas 
farmers to listen to you three minutes, because they know 
more about the situation than the gentleman from Ohio would 
tell them. He knows about it, but he would not care to tell 
them what he knows about it. 

Mr. BEGG. I would tell them that they have $40,000,000 
oni on deposit in the banks this year than they ever had 

efore. 

Mr. BLANTON. Do you think we should increase the ex- 
penses of this Government every year until we run into a 
$4,000,v00,000 Congress? $ 

Mr. BEGG. No; you asked me what I would tell them in 
reply to their petition, and I said I would tell them they had 
eos egg more on deposit in the banks than they ever had 

efore, 

Mr. BLANTON. What they are interested in is to keep on 
having something on deposit. No matter how much money they 
had on deposit, they do not want Congress to waste a dollar 
or spend a dollar extravagantly. They want us to safeguard 
and protect their money, for every dollar we spend must be 
taken from them in taxes. 

The gentleman from Ohio would tell them a lot of things if 
he thought he could get some of their votes, but he could not 
get any votes down in Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I move the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Timson, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, haying under consideration the bill (H. R. 5078) 
making appropriations for the Department of the Interior for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 34 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, January 14, 
1924, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

277. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
statement submitted by the Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army, showing the name of each civilian engineer employed 
between July 1, 1922, and June 30, 1923, in the work of im- 
proving rivers and harbors, the time so employed, the com- 
pensation paid, and the place and works on which employed; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

278. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the legislative establishment of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, in the sum of $125,000 (H. 
Doc. No. 152); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

158. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimates of appropriations 
for the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1924, amounting to $692,694 (H. Doc. No. 153); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2, Rule XIII. 

Mr. RAYBURN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 657. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the boards of supervisors of Rankin and Madison Counties, 
Miss., to construct a bridge across the Pearl River in the State 


of Mississippi; without amendment (Rept. No. 84). Referred - 


to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAYBURN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 5196. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the construction of a bridge across the Rio Grande; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 35). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 477. A bill to authorize the State of Georgia, 
through its State highway department, to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near Fort 
Gaines, Ga., connecting Clay County, Ga., and Henry County, 
Ala.; without amendment (Rept. No. 36). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 3198. A bill to authorize the States of Ala- 
bama and Georgia, through their respective highway depart- 
ments, to construct and maintain a bridge across the Chatta- 
hoochee River at or near Eufaula, Ala., connecting Barbour 
County, Ala., and Quitman County, Ga.; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 37). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 3679. A bill to authorize the building of a 
bridge across the Peedee River in South Carolina; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 88). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 8680. A bill authorizing the building of a 
bridge across Kingston Lake at Conway, S. C.; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 39). Referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 3681. A bill to authorize the building of a 
bridge across the Waccamaw River in South Carolina; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 40). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, S. 1374. An act to authorize the Norfolk & Western 
Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of the 
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Big Sandy River at or near a point about 14 miles west of 
Williamson, Mingo County, W. Va., and near the mouth of 
Turkey Creek, Pike County, Ky.; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 41). Referred to the House Calendar. 5 

Mr. SNYDER; Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 185. A 
bill providing for a per capita payment of $100 to each enrolled 
member of the Chippewa Tribe of Minnesota from the funds 
standing to their credit in the Treasury of the United States; 
with an amendment (Rept. No. 42). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKS: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. S. 604. An act to authorize the construction, main- 
tenance, and operation of a bridge across the St. Francis 
River, near St. Francis. Ark.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
43). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTNESS: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. II. R. 584. A bill to authorize the county of 
Multnomah, Oreg., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Willamette River in the 
city of Portland, Oreg., in the vicinity of present site of Sell- 
wood Ferry; without amendment (Rept. No. 44). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTNESS: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. II. R. 585. A bill for the purpose of authorizing 
the county of Multnomah, Oreg., to construct a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Willamette River in the city 
of Portland, Oreg., to replace the present Burnside Street 
Bridge in said city of Portland; and also to authorize said 
county of Multnomah to construct a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Willameite River in said city of Portland, 
in the vicinity of Ross Island; with an amendment (Rept. 
No. 45). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTNESS: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 726. <A bill to extend the time for the 
completion of the construction of a bridge across the Co- 
lumbia River between the States of Oregon and Washington 
at or within 2 miles westerly from Cascade Locks, in the 
State of Oregon; without amendment (Rept. No. 46). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTNESS: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. S. 1170. An act to authorize the Highway Com- 
mission of the State of Montana to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Yellowstone River at or near the city of 
Glendive, Mont.; without amendment (Rept. No. 47). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 3265. A bill for the construction of a bridge 
between the Boroughs of Brooklyn and Queens, in the city and 
State of New York; with amendments (Rept. No. 48). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. A 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2551) granting an increase of pension to Mattie 
E. Prewitt; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4832) granting a pension to Forrest L. Robin- 
son; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4999) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Stubbs; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5032) granting a pension to J. E. Williams; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were Introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MILLER of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5316) declar- 
ing pistols, revolvers, and other firearms capable of being con- 
cealed on the person nonmailable, and providing penalty; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (II. R. 5817) author- 
izing certain military reservations to be attached to certain 
school districts for school purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5818) to 
authorize an exchange of lands with the State of Washington; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5319) to amend section 112 of the act of 
March 8, 1911, entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend 


the laws relating to the judiciary ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McREYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 5320) to limit the 
immigration of aliens into the United States; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 5321) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Navy to proceed with the construction of 
certain public works; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 5822) to exclude and expel 
from the United States aliens who are members of the com- 
munistie and similar classes; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5323) to 
amend section 4433 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States and section 4418 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States as amended by the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1905; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BECK: A bill (H. R. 5324) to amend the act entitled 
“Public No. 98, Sixty-seventh Congress,” known as the revenue 
act of 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 5325) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, consider, and 
adjudicate claims which the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians 
may have against the United States, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 5326) to prohibit the col- 
lection of extra or additional fares for transporting persons or 
baggage in parlor and sleeping cars; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5327) to provide for the pay- 
ment to the retired members of the police and fire departments 
of the District of Columbia the balance of retirement pay past 
due to them but unpaid from January 1, 1911, to J uly 30, 1915; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5328) authorizing 
the payment of claims of men of the Army and Marine Corps 
while in training for commissions in the combatant brenches 
of the Army and Marine Corps, and authorizing appropriation 
therefor: to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 5329) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to transfer to the Treasury Department for quar- 
antine purposes a portion of Ship Island, located off the coast 
of Mississippi about 14 miles from Biloxi, Miss. ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 5330) to mark the places 
where military organizations trained for the World War; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5331) to punish official miscuaduet of any 
officer of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5332) to punish any person profiteering 
on the United States in time of war; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCREYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 3333) authorizing the 
payment of claims of men of the Army and Marine Corps while 
in training for commissions in the combatant branches of the 
Army and Marine Corps, and authorizing appropriation there- 
for; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (TI. R. 5334) to provide for the 
appointment of an additional counsel for the Publie Utilities 
Commission of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 5335) to define a period 
in which certain claims may be presented for determination 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for refund of taxes 
erroneously collected from certain estutes of decedents under 
color of section 29 of the act of Congress approved June 13, 
1898, entitled “An act to provide ways and means to meet war 
expenditures, and for other purposes,” and amendments, and 
to authorize payment of amounts allowed in the determination 
of such claims; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5336) fixing the compensation of em- 
ployees in motor-vehicle service, Post Office Department; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. NELSON of Maine: A bill (H. R. 5837) authorizing 
the construction of an international highway bridge over the 
St. Croix River between Vanceboro, Me., and St. Croix, New 
Brunswick; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R. 5338) to regulate the trans- 
portation and importation of labor to any point where a labor 
disturbance or strike is then in progress; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 5339) for the establish- 
ment of a United States industrial home for women; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5340) providing that post-office laborers 
be allowed a noncompetitive examination for promotion; to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5341) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to reclassify postmasters and employees of the Postal Service 
and readjust their salaries and compensation on an equitable 
basis"; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 5342) for the purchase 
of a post-office site and the erection thereon of a suitable public 
building at Clinton, N. C. ; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5848) for the erection of a Federal post- 
office building in the city of Mount Olive, N. C.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5344) for the purchase of a post-office site 
and the erection thereon of a suitable public building at War- 
saw, N. O.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5845) to enlarge and extend the post-office 
building at Goldsboro, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Bulld- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5846) to enlarge and extend the post-office 
and United States court building at New Bern, N. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5347) for the purchase of a post-office 
site and the erection thereon of a suitable public building at 
Beaufort, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 5848) for the construction of 
a bridge across the St. John River between Fort Kent, Me., 
and Clairs, Province of New Brunswick, Canada; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKS of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5849) to provide 
for the completion of the post-office building at Prescott, Ark. ; 
to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 5350) to enlarge and extend 
the post-office building at Greenville, S. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. i 

By Mr. SITES: A bill (H. R. 5351) to enlarge, extend, and 
remodel the post-office building at Lebanon, Pa. and to acquire 
additional land therefor if necessary; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: A bill (H. R. 5352) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to accept a title to a site for the post 
office at Donora, Pa., which excepts and reserves natural gas 
and oil underlying the land; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, $ 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin; Resolution (H. Res. 147) 
amending Rule XI of the House of Representatives; to the 
Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 5353) granting a pension to 
William E. Lytle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BECK: A bill (H. R. 5354) granting a pension to 
Martha A. Straight; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 5355) granting an increase of 
pension to Stella Curtis Garnhart; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 5356) granting a pension to 
Della E. Hudson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5357) granting a pension to David Mid- 
dour; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5358) granting a pension to 
George P. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5359) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha F. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5360) granting a pension to Nellie Pratt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5361) granting a pension to John R. 
Sharp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5362) granting a pension to Eliza Crow; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5363) granting a pension to Virginia Ellen 
Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5364) granting a pension to Emily Brune; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 5365) granting a pension 
to James Percival; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 5366) granting a pension 
to Minnie Dawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (EL R. 5367) for the relief of 
Rodney G. Chase; to the Committee on Claims, 


By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 5868) granting a pension 
to Charles M. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 5369) for the relief of 
David Myerle, as executor of the last will and testament of 
Phineas Burgess, deceased; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 5870) granting a pen- 
sion to John Murphy; to the Committée on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 5371) granting a pension to 
Jeptha Massie, Jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 5372) for the relief of 
Nellie Kildee; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5373) granting an increase of pension p 
Anna M. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 5874) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Guy- 
mon, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5375) granting 
a pension to Charles Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5876) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Millen McCoy; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5877) granting an increase 
of pension to Lodema A. Prescott; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 5878) granting a pension to 
Anna S. Comstock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 5379) granting an increase 
of pension to Herman Linghorst; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5380) for the relief of John Costigan; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5381) granting a pension to Kate D. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 5382) to reimburse 
Hugh T. Caffey, formerly postmaster at Leeds, Ala., for money 
und-stamps stolen from said post office at Leeds, Ala., and re- 
paid by him to the Post Office Department; to the Committee 
on Claims. : 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5383) 
granting a pension to Benjamin L. Swift; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5384) to provide an examination and 
survey of Grays Harbor, Wash.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension 
to Minnie Brabazon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5386) granting a pension 
to Edward Chaney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5387) granting an increase of pension to 
Lee Begley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Als? a bill (H. R. 5888) granting an increase of pension to 
Deliah Blair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5389) granting an increase of pension to 
Burnham Gibson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to Eugene F. 
Rose; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5391) granting an increase of pension to 
Curt T. Spicer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 5892) to correct the military 
record of George A. Winslow; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 5393) for the relief of the 
estate of J. Q. Adams; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 5894) granting an increase 
of pension to Helena B. Holly; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 5895) for the rellef of 
Bernard 8, Rodey; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON of Maine: A bill (H. R. 5396) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellen L. Moore; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 5397) to provide for pay- 
ment of the amount of war-risk insurance policy to a bene- 
ficiary designated by Capt. John W. Loveland, jr., deceased; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5398) for the relief of Trexler Lumber Co.; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 5399) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to Vernon, State of New York, one Ger- 
man cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 5400) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Kelton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5401) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Amberg; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5402) for the rellef of George B. Kelly; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 5403) for the relief of 
Edward Gibbs; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 5404) granting an increase 
of pension to Ida Alexander; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5405) to place the heirs of Wiley L. Dow- 
num, deceased, on the rolls as Mississippi Choctaw Indians; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 5406) granting a pension 
to Isabella S. Robinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5407) granting a pension to George C. 
Peterson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Susan Curley; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5409) to permit the correction of the gen- 
eral account of Charles B. Strecker, former Assistant Treasurer 
of the United States; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5410) for the relief of Miriam 
E. Benjamin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R 5411) granting a 
pension to Albert C. Spurgeon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 5412) granting a pension to 
Harriet Kingsbury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLER: A bill (H. R. 5413) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Ubert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R 5414) granting an increase of 
pension to Mack Raney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: Resolution (H. Res. 148) to pay Welter 
O. Neilson $1,200 for extra and expert services to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions; to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

525. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of committee 
on personnel, Customs Service, Boston, Mass., favoring an 
increase of salaries being granted to employees of the Customs 
Service; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

526. Also (by request): Petition of Elyen Co., Atlanta, Ga., 
urging Congress to take a stand for lower taxes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

527. By Mr. ABERNETHY: Petition of Mrs. S. H. Scott, 
president of the Elizabeth Hendren Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, South, New Bern, N. C., and 
Mrs. J. P. C. Davis, chairman social service of the Centenary 
Methodist Episcopal Church, South, New Bern, N. C., together 
with resolution favoring amendment to the Constitution to limit 
or prohibit the labor of persons under the age of 18 years; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. f 

528. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition of the Huron County Min- 
isterial Association, Bad Axe, Mich., urging the passage of à 
uniform divorce law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

529. Also, petition of the Macomb County Sunday School 
Association, Michigan, urging an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit child labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

530. Also, petition of the Bad Axe Woman's Club, Bad Axe, 
Mich., protesting against the drainage of the Winneshiek 
bottom lands on the Mississippi; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

531. By Mr. DARROW: Petition of 345,516 citizens request- 
ing Congress to pass legislation to cut the cost of goverment 
by reducing all nonessential expenses, eliminating all unneces- 
sary employecs, and voting against all increases in salaries; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

532. By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of Ottawa (IIL) Chamber 
of Commerce; R. D. Mills, probate judge; William ©. Flick, 
probate clerk; Harry Reck, county judge; John L. Witzeman, 
clerk of the circuit court; W. R. Foster, county superintendent 
of schools; E. J. Welter, sheriff; H. G. Cook, Clarence Griggs, 
Oscar Harberle, George O. Grover, Charles E. Woodward, and 
Al F. Schoch, all of Ottawa, III., favoring reclassification and 
increase of salaries of postal employees; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

538. Also, petition of Music Industries’ Chamber of Com- 
meree, favoring scientific revision of the Federal tax laws; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

584. Also, petition of the Illinois Valley Manufacturers’ Club, 
of La Salle, III., favoring repeal of the tax on telegraph mes- 
sages; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

585. Also, petition of the Ero Manufacturing Co., of Chicago, 
favoring repeal of the excise tax on automobile accessories; 
te the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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536. Also, petition of the national legislative committee of the 
American Legion, favoring enactment of the adjusted compen- 
sation bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

537. Also, petitions of the W. D. Allen Manufacturing Co., 
of Chicago, and sundry other citizens of Illinois, favoring the 
Mellon plan for reducing Federal taxation; to the Committea 
on Ways and Means. 

538. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Resolution by Laun- 
dry Workers’ Union, No, 42, Tacoma, Wash., urging fulfillment 
by the Government of pledges with reference to maintenance of 
troops at Camp Lewis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

5389. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of Commercial Club of 
Fargo, N. Dak., in favor of House bill 4159; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

540. By Mr. SITES: Resolution of Washington Camp, No. 
102, Patriotic Order Sons of America, Steelton, Pa., dated Janu- 
ary 8, 1924, requesting the passage of a more stringent immi- 
gration law upon expiration of the present law; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

541. By Mr. TINKHAM: Petition of James C. Shea Post, No. 
190, of the American Legion, favoring the passage of legislation 
granting adjusted compensation to soldiers serving in the 
World War; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


SENATE. 
Monpay, January 14, 1924. 


The Chaplain, Rey. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. As 
we come into Thy presence we want to realize how near Thou 
canst be to us in the midst of the duties and the anxieties and 
the problems of life. We therefore pray Thee to give us such 
a sense of reverence and consciousness of Thy presence that 
whatever we do we may do it to Thy glory. Grant Thy help 
in the betterment of society, in the progress of truth and 
righteousness, and may our land be prospered through Thy 
benediction. We ask in Jesus Christ’s name. Amen, 


The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the 
proceedings of Thursday last when, on request of Mr. Curris 
and by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed 
with and the Journal was approved. 

CALL OF THE ROLI. 

Mr, CURTIS, Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum, 

og PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The principal legislative clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Senators answered to their names: 


Adams Ernst Lenroot Simmons 
Ashurst Fernald Lodge Smith 
Ball Ferris McKellar Smoot 
Bayard Fess McKinley Spencer 
Borah Fletcher McLean Stanfie! 
Brandegee Frazier McNa Stanley 
Brookhart Geor Mayfield Stephens 
ruce Gooding Neely Sterling 
Bursum Greene Norbeck Swanson 
Cameron Hale Norris Tramm 
Capper Harreld Oddie Underwood 
Colt Harris Owen Wadsworth 
Copeland Harrison Pepper Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Heflin Phipps Warren 
Cummins Howell Ralston Watson 
Curtis Johnson, Calif. Reed, Pa. Weller 
Dale Jones, Wash. Robinson Willis 
Dial Keyes Sheppard 
Dill Ladd Shipstead 
Edwards La Follette Shortridge 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-seven Senators 
have answered to their names: There is a quorum present. 
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Public Printer, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the annual report of the Public Printer for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1923, which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR & RAILWAY co. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
communication from Hamilton & Hamilton, attorneys and 
counselors at law, Washington, D. C., transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the annual report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, 
Elevator & Railway Co., which was referred tu the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


1924. 
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TRANSPORTATION OF AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION TO LONDON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
communication from the chairman of the United States Ship- 
ping Board, transmitting, in response to Senate Resolution 105, 
agreed to January 3. 1924, information concerning the attempts 
of the United States Lines to secure the transportation of the 
members of the American Bar Association to London, and also 
to secure the transportation of delegates of the Chamber of 
Commerce of the United States of America and other organi- 
zations in the United States to the second general meeting of 
the International Chamber of Commerce held in Rome, Italy, 
during the week of March 17, 1923, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before ihe Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a list of documents and files of papers not 
needed or useful in the conduct of business and Laving no 
permanent value or historie interest, and asking for action 
looking to their disposition, which was referred to a Joint 
Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the 
Executive Department. The President pro tempore appointed 
Mr. Cameron and Mr. ADAMS members of the committee on the 
part of the Senate, and ordered that the Secretary notify the 
House of Representatives thereof. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

In accordance with the requirements of section 6 of the 
trading with the enemy act, I transmit herewith for the 
information of the Congress a communication from the Alien 
Property Custodian, submitting his annual report of the pro- 
ceedings had under the trading with the enemy act for the 
year ended December 31, 1923. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe Warre Hotse, January 14, 1924. 

INTERNATIONAL STATISTICAL BUREAU AT THE HAGUE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 2 


I invite the attention of Congress to the accompanying re- 
port of the Secretary of State, concerning legislation that will 
enuble the United States to maintain a membership in the 
International Statistical Bureau at The Hague. 

The Secretary of Commerce attaches much importance to 
the work of this bureau, and upon United States membership 
therein. I therefore recommend the enactment of the legisla- 
tion suggested by the Secretary of State as in the public in- 
terest. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE Wirr House, January 14, 1924. 


CLAIM OF SAMUEL RICHARDSON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, witli the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report respecting a claim against the 
United States presented by the British Government for the 
death on November 1, 1921, at Consuelo, Dominican Republic, 
of Samuel Richardson, a British subject, as a result of a bullet 
wound inflicted presumably by a member or members of the 
United States Marine Corps, with a request that the recom- 
mendation of the Acting Secretary of the Navy as indicated 
therein be adopted, and that the Congress authorize the appro- 
priation of the sum necessary to pay the indemnity as suggested 
by the Acting Secretary of the Navy. 

I recommend that, in order to effect a settlement of this 
claim in accordance with the recommendation of the Secretary 
of State, the Congress, as an act of grace, and without refer- 
ence to the legal lability of the United States in the premises, 
authorize an appropriation in the sum of $1,000. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


THe WHITE House. January 14, 1924. 
LXV— 58 


DEVELOPMENT OF ELECTRIC POWER. 


Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I desire to present and 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial which appeared in the 
Washington Herald of this morning with reference to cheaper 
electricity from water power. 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the Recor as follows: 


CHEAP ELECTRICITY WITHIN OUR REACH. 


Mrs. Jack Cullom lives in an attractive, neat little house in Niagara 
Falls, Ontario, just across the border from New York State. 

In spite of the moderate income of her husband, electricity is there so 
cheap that she can afford to run an electric range on which she does 
all her cooking. She has a fan on top of the range. She has an elec- 
trie washing machine, electric irons, a vacuum cleaner, percolator, 
toaster, electric-heated hot-water tank, electric bed pad, and some 35 
large Mazda lamps lighting her eight-room house. 

What do you think her monthly bill amounts to? She uses on the 
average 334 kilowatt hours. Her bill amounts to $3.55 a month, or 
$42.60 a year. 

Mrs. Cullom is a handsome woman, vigorous, evidently not over- 
worked. The house is immaculate. If you ask her whether she keeps 
a hired girl, she contemptuously replies, “I do not. A woman with 
my electric equipment who keeps a hired girl I think is lazy.” 

Mrs. Cullom gets her current cheap because she buys it from a munici- 
pal distributing plant, which buys it from the State-owned Ontario 
Hydroelectric Commission. The city and the State systems supply 
electricity at cost, without profit. 

In the District of Columbia Mrs. Cullom for her 334 kilowatt hours 
would pay monthly, at the present rate of the Potomac Electric Co. of 
10 cents a kilowatt hour, $33.40 instead of $3.55. Over the course of 
a year in Washington she would pay $400.80, instead of $42.60 as in 
the Ontario town. 

When the people of the District of Columbia once get into their 
heads the story of Mrs. Cullom and thousands of other housewives, 
they will understand why it is imperative that Congress should act 
favorably on the proposal to harness Great Falls and give us cheap 
Government-made electricity without profit, just like our Canadian 
neighbors. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
petition of members of the Special Philippine Mission pray- 
ing the enactment of legislation granting independence to the 
people of the Philippine Islands, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions. 

Mr. GREENE presented a petition of employees of the Stasco 
Milling Co., of Poultney, Vt., praying for adoption of the so- 
called Mellon plan of tax reduction and remonstrating against 
the enactment of any legislation which would interfere with 
the carrying out of such tax-reduction program, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILLIS presented a memorial of the division of immi- 
grant education and service of the Ohio Welfare Conference 
meeting in Lima, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of 
House bill 10860, containing a section relative to the annual 
registration of aliens with an annual $5 registration fee, which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of Le- 
land M. Barnett Post, No. 123, American Legion. of Norwood, 
Ohio, favoring the enactment of legislation providing adjusted 
compensation for ex-service men, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Frank D. Adams and 5 
other ex-service men of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation providing adjusted compensation 
for ex-service men and praying for the adoption of the so- 
called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Bond Club, of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, protesting against the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing adjusted compensation to ex-service men and favoring 
the adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Ironton, and the Rotary Clubs of Bucyrus and Xenia, all 
in the State of Ohio, favoring the adoption of the so-called 
Mellon tax-reduction plan, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BURSUM. I present various petitions numerously 
signed by citizens of Fort Worth and Dallas, Tex., urging 
the passage of the bonus bill. I ask that one of the petitions 
be printed in the Rxconb and that all the petitions be appropri- 
ately referred, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? There 
being no objection, one of the petitions will be printed in the 
Record as requested and all the petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The body of one of the petitions is as follows: 


EX-SERVICE MEN’S COMPENSATION OR BONUS PETITION—-THE VETERANS’ 
VOICE. 


We, the undersigned, supporting the Veterans’ Voice, respectfully 
petition our Congress to pass the fourfold compensation bill now 
before the public, known as the Bursum bill. We are sincere in our 
belief that the Bursum bill will furnish adjusted.compensation for 
the former service man without affecting our resources and without 
increasing our taxes, 4 


Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the congre- 
gation of the Oberlin (Kans.) Federated Church, favoring an 
amendment to the Constitution regulating child labor, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry rural letter carriers of 
Geary, Ness, Pottawatomie, Cowley, Sherman, Pawnee, Morton, 
Hamilton, Chautauqua, Jackson, Stevens, Lane, Clark, Douglas, 
Grant, Seward, Hodgeman, Chase, Lincoln, Scott, Wallace, 
Atchison, Morris, Smith, and Franklin Counties and of the 
Kansas Rural Letter Carriers’ Association, all in the State of 
Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation providing a 
rural letter carriers’ equipment allowance, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr, LADD presented the petition of H. L. Chaffee and 29 
other citizens of Amenia, N. Dak., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Coulter bill, providing a $50,000,000 revolving 
loan to the livestock industry, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the North Dakota 
Hotel and Restaurant Men’s Association at Grand Forks, and 
of the Commercial Club, of Fargo, both in the State of North 
Dakota, favoring passage of the so-called Coulter bill, providing 
a $50,000,000 revolving loan to the livestock industry, which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at the annual conven- 
tion of the National Association of Railway & Utilities Com- 
missioners, favoring the passage of legislation amending the 
Interstate Commerce act so as to remove all question as to 
the continued power of State authorities to require common 
carriers to make additions and betterments to their plants and 
facilities reasonably necessary for the safe and proper service 
of the public; to clearly define and limit the power of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission so that no intrastate rate 
may be changed or set aside without proof by competent evi- 
dence and upon findings of fact made that the same injures 
a person or persons or a locality or localities engaged in inter- 
state commerce to such an extent as seriously to diminish the 
business of such person or persons, or seriously to retard the 
growth and development of such locality or localities, ete., 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented a petition of the Bathgate Study 
lub, of Bathgate, N. Dak., praying for the inclusion of the 
Winneshiek bottoms on the Upper Mississippi River in a na- 
tional preserve, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented resolutions of the Commercial Club of 
Fargo and the North Dakota Hotel and Restaurant Men's As- 
sociation in convention assembled at Grand Forks, in the State 
of North Dakota, favoring the passage of the so-called Coulter 
bill providing a $50,000,000 revolving loan to the livestock in- 
dustry, which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE presented a petition signed by E. M. 
Leveille and F. S. Drady, both of Richter McKinnon Camp; 
Chas. L. Clarkson, Unit No. 6, United Veterans of the Republic; 
B. G. Dingler and John E. Oberg, Funston Camp, and F. E. 
Davidson, Miles Camp, as a special committee of the United 
Spanish War Veterans, in the city of San Francisco, Callf., 
praying for the passage of legislation giving satisfactory 
recognition of services rendered by the Spanish War Veterans, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Tehama County 
Farm Bureau, at Red Bluff, Calif., favoring action by Congress 
to help the economic situation in Europe and thereby aid in 
providing a market for California products, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mountain 
View, Calif., praying for the participation of the United States 
in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


He also presented resolutions of the Bakersfield Civic Com- 
mercial Association, of Bakersfield; the Northern California 
Counties Association, of Redding; and the Chambers of Com- 
merce of Exeter, Healdsburg, Kingsburg, Pajaro Valley, Pitts- 
burg, Riverside, San Francisco, San Gabriel, St. Helena, Tur- 
lock, and Yuba County, all in the State of California, protest- 
ing against any action by Congress tending to modify or change 
the transportation act of 1920, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Public Lands and Sur- 
veys, to which was referred the bill (S. 665) to amend section 
13, chapter 431, of an act approved June 25, 1910 (86 Stat L. 
p. 855), so as to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue trust and final patents on lands withdrawn or classified 
as power or reservoir sites, with a reservation of the right of 
the United States or its permittees to enter upon and use any 
part of such land for reservoir or power-site purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No, 29) 
thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (S. 511) to authorize 
the Secretary or the Interior to issue patent in fee simple to 
the Board of Regents of the University of Arizona, State of 
Arizona, of Tucson, Ariz., for a certain described tract of 
land, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 80) thereon. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico, from the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys, to which were referred the following bills, 
reported them each without amendment and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (S. 377) limiting the creation or extension of forest 
reserves in New Mexico and Arizona (Rept. No. 31); and 

A bill (S. 881) to amend section 2 of the act entitled “An 
aet to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other pur- 
1 approved December 29, 1916 (39 Stat. L. p. 862) (Rept. 
No. ). 

Mr. HARRELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1035) for the relief of the city of New York (Rept. 
No. 33); and 
a bill (S. 1664) for the relief of Dr. C. LeRoy Brock (Rept. 

0. 34). 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Commitee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 88) for the relief of Louis Leavitt (Rept. No. 35); 

A bill (S. 593) for the relief of the United Dredging Co. 

(Rept. No. 36); 
A bill (S. 646) for the relief of Ethel Williams (Rept. No. 
37) ; 
eo (S. 796) for the relief of William H. Lee (Rept. 
No. 38); 

A bill (S. 967) for the relief of the estate of C. C. Spiller, 
deceased (Rept. No. 89); 

A bill (S. 1219) for the relief of Margaret Nolan (Rept. 
No. 40); 

A bill (S. 1253) to reimburse J. B. Glanville and others for 
losses and damages sustained by them through the negligent 
dipping of tick-infested cattle by the Bureau of Animal Indus- 
try, Department of Agriculture (Rept. No. 41) ; and 

A bill (S. 1761) to reimburse the city of Baltimore, State of 
Maryland, for moneys expended to aid the United States in 
the construction of works of defense during the Civil War 
(Rept. No. 42). 

Mr. GOODING, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 925) for the relief of Franklin A. Swenson, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
43) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 1605) for the relief of Emma Kiener, reported it with 
an amendment and submitted a report (No. 44) thereon. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 56) for the allowance of certain claims for in- 
demnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 81, 1801, 
as reported by the Court of Claims (Rept. No. 45); 

A bill (S. 661) for the relief of Charles Hurst (Rept. No. 46); 

A bill (S. 894) to extend the time for the refunding of taxes 
erroneously collected from certain estates (Rept. No. 47); 

A bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Capt. Edward T. Hartmann, 
United States Army, and others (Rept. No. 48); 
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A bill (S. 1769) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the Fore River Shipbuilding Co. (Rept. 
No, 49); and 

A bill (S. 1861) authorizing the Court of Claims of the United 
States to hear, determine, and render final judgment in the 
claim of Elwood Grissinger (Rep. No. 51). 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 1435) for the relief of Faxon, Horton & 
Gallagher; Long Bros. Grocery Co.; A. Rieger; Rothenberg & 
Schloss; Ryley, Wilson & Co.; and Van Noy News Co., reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 50) thereon. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 244) for the relief of Marion B. Patterson, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 53) 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 130) for the relief of George T. Tobin & Son, reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 52) thereon. 

Mr. TRAMMELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 827) for the relief of Jessie M. White (Rept. No. 
54); and 

A bill (S. 946) for the relief of the family of Lieut. Henry N. 
Fallon, retired (Rept. No. 55). 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1323) for the relief of Bugene K. Stoudemire 
(Rept. No. 56); and 

A bill (S. 1732) for the relief of Benjamin F. Spates (Rept. 
No. 57). 

Mr. FERNALD, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 211) to provide 
for the building of a conservatory and other necessary buildings 
for the United States Botanic Garden, reported it without 
amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 212) to provide for the acquisition of certain property 
in the District of Columbia for the United States Botanic 
Garden, reported it with an amendment. 


LAURA ATWOOD. 


Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably 
without amendment Senate Resolution 116, and I ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 116) sub- 
mitted by Mr. Greene on the 9th instant was read, considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate 
to Laura Atwood, widow of Joseph W. Atwood, late the special officer 
of the Capito) police, Senate roll, a sum equal to six months’ compen- 
sation at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his death, 
said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other 
allowances. 


ASSISTANT IN SENATE DOCUMENT ROOM. 


Mr. KEYES. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back favorably 
without amendment Senate Resolution 90, and I ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. CURTIS. I should like to ask a question as to the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Secretary will read the 
resolution for the information of the Senate. 

The resolution (S. Res. 90) submitted by Mr. Lenrorr on 
December 18, 1923, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to appoint an assistant in the Senate document 
room at a compensation of $1,500 per annum, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate until the end of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire if an investigation has been made by the com- 
mittee to ascertain whether or not the extra help proposed to 
be furnished by the resolution is needed in the Senate docu- 
ment room? 

Mr. KEYES. Mr. President, I will say in answer to the 
question of the Senator from Kansas that the matter involved 
in the resolution was brought to the attention of the committee 
by the Secretary of the Senate, who stated the condition exist- 
ing in the document room and the necessity that further help 


be given if the business there was to be carried on expeditiously 
and properly. 

I myself took occasion to go to the document room and, as 
well as I could, to make a pretty careful investigation as to 
how matters were handled there. I found they have at the 
present time only four men in the document room, while pre- 
viously they have, as I understand, had five and six. The 
work there has fallen behind. The four men there have ap- 
parently made every effort to expedite business and to keep 
up the work current, but they seem to be unable to do so. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire are there not just as many men working there 
this year as there were last year? 

Mr. KEYES. I understand not, Mr. President. I under- 
stand that up to not very long ago there were five men em- 
ployed in the document room, but that one man became in- 
capacitated and had to be put to other work in the Secretary’s 
office, where, I am told, he is doing good work. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
New Hampshire yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. KEYES. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON. In order that an opportunity may be af- 
forded Senators to investigate the matter and satisfy them- 
selves concerning the propriety of the passage of the resolu- 
tion, I suggest that the resolution go over under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
resolution will go to the calendar. 


TAX REVISION, 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I have noticed in the papers 
a controversy that has been published, evidenced by some letters 
between the distinguished Senator from Michigan [Mr. Couz- 
ENS] and the Secretary of the Treasury with respect to the so- 
called Mellon tax bill. Would the Senator have any objection 
to having inserted in the Recorp those letters from the Senator 
to the Secretary of the Treasury and the letters received in 
reply? 

Mr. COUZENS. Not at all. 

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, this is a matter of such im- 
portance to the country, and so many people accept the views 
of the distinguished Senator from Michigan, that I ask unani- 
mous consent that all that correspondence be embodied in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

DECEMBER 20, 1923. 

Dear Mr. SECRETARY: As part of the program for tax revision con- 
veyed in your letter of November 10 to Acting Chairman Green of the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, and 
further upheld in your annual report for 1928, you propose a reduc- 
tion in maximum surtax rates from 50 to 25 per cent. In support 
of this proposal you affirm that the productivity of the surtax is 
shrinking, contending that present rates encourage various legal forms 
of tax evasion, notably investment in tax-exempt securities by receivers 
of large incomes, and also that these rates seriously impede the de- 
velopment of business by diverting capital for productive industry 
to other forms of investment, especially to tax-exempt securities. To 
be specific, you say you “have considered this problem in the first 
instance solely from the standpoint of the Government's revenue, and 
it is clear that from this standpoint alone a reduction in surtaxes is 
necessary’; that “the high rates now in effect are progressively be- 
coming less productive of revenue”; that taxpayers subject to surtaxes 
“are withdrawing their capital from productive business and invest- 
ing it instead in tax-exempt securities”; and that “the constantly 
growing mass of tax-exempt securities is reaching such proportions as 
to undermine the development of business and industry.” 

A reduction in the maximum surtax rate from 50 to 25 per cent 
would represent a drastic cut in the taxes imposed on that class of 
incomes popularly considered as most capable of bearing taxation. I 
feel, therefore, that legislative action in conformity with your sug- 
gestions should be supported by very conclusive evidence that such 
reduction would be for the good of the country as a whole. Your com- 
munications on this subject do not seem to contain such evidence. 

The only statistical evidence presented appears at the end of your 
letter to Mr. Green in a “Table showing decline of taxable incomes 
over $300,000" from 1916 to 1921. Tou show here the number of in- 
come-tax returns received, the net incomes reported, and the dividends 
and interest recefyed in these years by individuals making return of net 
incomes of over $300,000. But you do not show, either there or in 
your report, the actual amount of surtax collected for these years. In 
other words, you give no figures to prove that the surtax revenue has 
itself decreased or, if so, to what extent. 
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Furthermore, in presenting these figures on incomes over $300,000 
you make no allowance for the fact that 1921 was a year of severe 
depression, beginning with a price collapse in 1920. I note, however, 
that Mr. Edward White, statistician of the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
of your department, stresses this fact in a discussion of the 1921 
income-tax statistics, presented by him on November 5 before a local 
club. He points out that the effect of this business depression was 
reflected in the number of income-tax returns received for 1921, in the 
amount of net income reported, and in the amount of income tax paid. 
It appears that these three items, in consequence of the depression in 
business, were less in 1921 than in 1920 with respect to every income 
group, and that, accordingly, a falling off in returns in net income 
and in taxes paid for the surtax groups can be explained in this year 
and to some extent in 1920 without reference to the rutes of surtax. 

Also, you do not state how large the income-tax collections for 1922, 
made in the current year 1928, have been to date or what the probably 
total figure for the year will be. Since our recovery from business 
depression was well under way in 1922 I should expect income-tax 
collections for that year to improve. May I ask, therefore, that you 
furnish me with definite and, if possible, statistical evidence in sup- 
port of your statements that the surtax revenue of the Government is 
shrinking, that it is doing so on account of the present surtax rates, 
and that it may be expected to lessen progressively in the future unless 
the rates are reduced. 

I should also be glad to recure some definite proof of the relation 
of the tax-exempt securities question to surtax reduction. In your 
communications on tax revision, I find nothing to indicate the pro- 
portion of tax-exempt investment existing it large fortunes. What 
are the amounts of tax-exempt securities held by the receivers of large 
incomes as compared with thelr other investments, and what is the 
loss in taxes pald to the Government by reason of this method of 
investment? What is the entire amount of tax-exempt securities 
outstanding and what could be its estimated maximum effect on the 
surtax return? 

Apparently your proposal for a reduction in the surtax ig based 
on your observations of the investor—-I mean the investor who may 
buy railroad bonds, industrial bonds, or Government, State, and munici- 
pal bonds. Everyone knows the return usually received on these 
kinds of investments. There are many people, however, who receive 
incomes from bank stocks and as the result of conducting businesses 
as traders, jobbers, merchants, or manufacturers, but are not, strictly 
spenking, Investors in the same sense as above referred to. Those 
latterly referred to are in more speculative business, and many of them 
are receiving incomes of from 10 to 100 per cent on their invest- 
ment. It seems to me that your proposal for a reduction In 
surtax will give the biggest relief to this class, and that is the class 
which can best afford to pay. 

In your report you point out that taxpayers paying surtaxes in 
the highest brackets would have to have investments to yield about 
10.4 per cent in order to be as attractive as 5 per cent tax-exempt 
securities, but you do not deal with the income from bank stocks 
and the common stocks from many industrial concerns, which, as 
stated above, pay from 10 to 100 per cent, such cases, for instance, as 
the Standard Oil dividends of $138,423,205 in 1923. Certainly tax- 
exempt securities held no attraction for them. 

It would appear that the Members of Congress will not be in a 
position to pass judgment on your proposals for reduction in surtax 
rates until the facts which I have referred to are before us in the 
most definite form possible. 

Very sincerely yours, 
JAMES Cobzxxs. 
Hon. Andrew W. MELLON, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. O. 


SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, January 2, 1925, 

My Dear Senator: I have your letter of December 20, the purport of 
which is that my statement that high surtax rates are becoming pro- 
gressively less productive has not been sustained by the figures which 
have heretofore come to your notice. You also state that the year 1921 
was a period of business depression which would necessarily be reflected 
in a reduction of income, and that you desire similar statistics for 
the taxable year 1922 from the returns of the year 1923. 

The preparation of income statistics is a matter of considerable 
time and labor, and can not be done until all returns are in from 
the collectors, can be assembled, examined, and tabulated. ‘The statis- 
tics of 1921 returns were available in October, 1923. The 1922 sta- 
tistics will not be available until next fall. I can not, therefore, pre- 
sent the 1922 figures to you at this time. 

We have, however, statistics, the force of which is most compelling. 
May I call your attention first to Table 2, an appendix to my letter 
of November 10, to Mr, GREEN and from which you quote? This table 
contains the total net incomes reported from all classes as well as 
the net incomes of those in the $300,000 class. It is true that the 
year 1921 shows less total income than the year 1920, but 1921 is 


substantially the same as 1919, and may, therefore, represent a not 
unusual situation. If you will take the full six-year period (1916-1921) 
shown in the table, you will notice that the total net incomes returned 
have increased from $6,298,000,000 to $19,577,000,000, whereas in- 
comes in the $300,000 class haye decreased from nearly $1,000,000,000 
to $155,000,000, and in number of taxpayers in that class from 
1,296 to 246. Again referring to the same table, you will note that 
dividends and taxable interest on investments have increased during 
the period from $3,200,000,000 to $4,160,000,000, whereas dividends 
and taxable Interest on investments of the $300,000 class taxpayers 
have decreased from $706,000,000 to $155,000,000. If you will now 
refer to the prosperous year 1920, you will note that whereas that 
year showed a peak in total net incomes and total dividends and 
taxable interest on investments, it made no halt in the progressive 
diminution in the number of taxpayers with incomes in the $300,000 
class in their total net incomes, or in their incomes from dividends 
and taxable interest on investments. 

The following table shows the amount of surtax returned on account 
of incomes In excess of $300,000 for the six-year period, together with 
the total surtax returned and the Percentage the surtax on incomes 
in excess of $300,000 was in relation to the total surtax: 


2 1916 was a year of low surtax rates. 


From this you will note that, whereas the total surtax has varied, 
the percentage of surtax paid by the $300,000 class has progressively 
decreased from 66.8 to 20.6, without a break for any prosperous year. 

We have, therefore, for the six years of varying degrees of prosperity, 
statistics showing a marked and continued tendency, That the sta- 
tistics of 1922, when available, will show a reversal of this tendency 
under the same conditions which have caused it heretofore is im- 
probable. 

I stated in my annual report that— 

“tax-exempt securities are not the only means by which the wealthy 
taxpayer within his strictly legal rights avoids a burden which 
appears to him to be confiscatory. It has been the history of taxation 
throughout the world that means have always been found by the 
ingenuity of the citizen to avoid taxes inherently excessive.” 

It is not necessary, therefore, that we consider solely tax-exempt 
securities as the means of tax avoidance, but the existing tax-exempt 
securities which would be unaffected by any constitutional amendment 
are the most open and well-known invitation to the avoldance of 
high surtaxes. There are approximately $11,000,000,000 of wholly 
tax-exempt securities outstanding, and the loss of revenue to the 
Government over what it would receive If the income were taxable is 
estimated at over $200,000,000 a year, and the loss of revenue over a 
similar investment In productive business at over $400,000,000 a year. 
In the 1921 revenue act the Congress removed the requirement that tax- 
exempt income be reported. The extent to which people of wealth 
have had resort to this means of avoidance is not available to the Goy- 
ernment except in return for inheritance-tax purposes. The inheritance- 
tax unit of the Internal Revenue Bureau has taken 21 returns, filed 
in 1923, of estates of decedents baving net estates of from $1,000,000 
up. These returns were taken at random from the estates of various 
net values of the great number of returns filed in that year which 
have not yet been audited for statistical information, and therefore, 
while typical, do not include all of the returns over this net value. 
Individually, of course, they vary, but as a whole they show that the 
percentage of wholly tax-exempt securities to total gross estate in 
1923 was 28.97, and the percentage of wholly tax-exempt securities to 
total bonds and stocks was 41.98. This compares with similar per- 


centages for previous years, as follows: 
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Again we have proof of this progressive diversion of wealth from 
productive to unproductive business, 
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Your statement to the effect that tax-exempt securities are not 
attractive as compared with bank stocks and industrials which yield 
from 10 to 100 per cent on their investment is misleading if you make 
your basis the amount originally invested. ‘The proper basis is the 
market value of the securities. The question is, Can a taxpayer get 
more return after income taxes out of $1,000 worth of tax-exempt 
securities or out of $1,000 worth of some taxable Investment? I know 
of no sound bank stock which yields as high as 10 per cent on what 
it cam de sold for and the money put in tax exempts, nor of any 
sound investments which run up to 100 per cent on the market value 
of the stock. It is true that speculation sometimes gives these high 
returns, but it is the very demand for such returns on account of the 
high surtaxes which has kept capital out of ordinary productive busi- 
ness and attracted it only to such projects as give opportunity for 
undue profit. 

Your citation of the Standard Oil dividends in 1923 as an example 
of investments which would be made in preference to tax-exempt 
securities is most appropriately answered by the return of the estate 
of Mr. William Rockefeller, who was undoubtedly quite familiar with 
the possibilities of the Standard Oil companies. The total market 
value of his investments in those stocks was less than $7,000,000, 
whereas the value of his wholly tax-exempt bonds was over $44,000,000, 
six times what he had in the four Standard Oil companies. 

We have in this country a system of war-time high surtaxes which 
have been and will continue to be progressively less productive of 
revenue to the Government and which by driving capital out of pro- 
ductive business and destroying the Ameriean spirit of business initia- 
tive are working grave economic harm. It is not those who have the 
capital who are hurt; it is the whole country who would benefit by 
its productive use who suffer. Common experience and all statistics 
available point to the same end. What is the remedy? Let us have 
diagnosis and cure, not autopsy and verdict. 

Very truly yours, 
A. W. MELLON, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. James COUZENS, 
United States Senate. 


JAN UART 9, 1924. 


Dear Mn. SECRETARY: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter 
of the 2d, a copy of which was given to the press of the country 
last Saturday. 

The argument advanced in that letter to sustain your proposal for 
a reduction in surtax rates is not at all conclusive. Nothing in 
your letter proves the conclusion that we have in this country a 
system of war-time high surtaxes which have been and will continue 
to be progressively less productive of revenue to the Government and 
which are driving capital out of productive business and destroying 
the American spirit of business initiative, thereby working economic 
harm, 

You have produced no evidence that lowering the rate of surtax 
to a maximum of 25 per cent will increase the income from surtax, 
nor have you offered any evidence that it will increase industrial 
productivity. The facts are that there seem to be no lack of indus- 
trial productivity at this time and certainly no lack of capital for 
producing the country’s needs. I observed in the Detreit papers a 
few days ago that the Ford Motor Co. was to expend in De- 
troit and environs $110,000,000 fer expansion, the Michigan Tele- 
phone Co., a subsidiary of the American Telephone & Telegraph 
Co., $5,000,000 for expansion in Detroit, and to-day I hear the 
General Motors are to spend many millions in Michigan fer ex- 
pansion; and in addition to these I know of many eases where in- 
dustries now successfully engaged in the producing of manufactured 
goods are buying more real estate to extend their plants, buying coal 
mines, iron mines, and timberlands so as to insure their supplies 
of raw material. They are doing this in many cases in preference 
to paying out dividends which they would normally pay out except 
for the present rate of surtax. 

There are evidences every day of a flood of money for all success- 
ful or necessary development purposes. 

All we have to do is to look over the financial papers of the large 
cities to confirm that. Is this not conclusive evidence that the surtax 
does not curtail business expansion or initiative, but rather insures it? 

So much for your claim that we have in this country a system of 
war-time high surtaxes * * * which by driving capital out of 
productive business and destroying the American spirit of business initi- 
ative is working grave economic harm.” 

Now as to the productivity of the surtax, your statement that 1921's 
decrease in tetal income below that of 1920 represents no unusual 
situation because it is substantially the samé as 1919 is mest mislead- 
ing. The facts are that the total incomes of 1921 were undoubtedly 
offset by great losses which were sustained in 1921. For example, 
corporate profits, from which large incomes are mostly derived, de- 
clined from $8,415,.872,217 in 1919 to $5,873,231,069 in 1920, and al- 
most disappeared in 1921, being only $457,828,679, while the income 


reported as arising from business fell from $3.877,000,000 in 1919 to 
$2,366,000,000 in 1921, faets which quite well establish the statement 
in my former letter that the depression year of 1921 was largely re- 
sponsible for lessened surtax returns. 

Further, profits reported from sales on real estate, stocks, and bonds, 
an important source of surtax revenue, were much lower in 1921 than 
in 1919. In 1919 this figure was $999,364,287, while in 1921 it fell 
to only $462,858,673. These statistics are eyen more pertinent to this 
discussion when attention Is called to the fact that losses resulting 
from such sales are not dedueted from these figures in either year, but 
appear under the column of “General deduction.” Obserye, for in- 
stance, that general deductions rose in 1921 to $3,751,569,404, from 
$2,578,194,377 in 1919. The profits from sales, as stated above, fell 
from $099,364,287 in 1919 to $462,858.673 in 1921. 

For some reason your records do not show the amount of losses 
which you have permitted to be deducted from profits on sales; but if 
this were shown, it would indicate a very important reason for the 
falling off of the surtax return. 

Another strange thing is your explanation that the 1922 incometax 
statistics will not be available until next fall, yet in the Daily State- 
ment of the United States Treasury there are figures for the total 
income tax collected in 1923 for income earned in 1922. If these two 
items, corporate and personal income, were’ reported separately, we 
might be able to get more up-to-date information. However, the com- 
bined item amounted in 1922, on incomes earned in 1921, to $1,506,- 
604,000, and the corresponding figure for 1923 on incomes earned in 
1922 amount to over $1,800,000,000, 

I have many other figures to sustain the statement that the personal 
tax on 1922 incomes will be materially higher than those collected on 
1921 incomes. It is quite conclusive that at least $180,000,000 more 
will be collected on 1922 incomes over 1921, and that at least $100,- 
000,000 of this will be on surtaxes. In view of this, what I do not 
understand is the haste in getting the surtaxes reduced when we have 
only had one year’s experience under the present law. I particularly 
do not understand it when it is admitted that 1923 was perhaps the 
most successful industrial year this country has ever had, and in view 
of that I think it might be safely assumed that the 1923 surtaxes will 
be higher than ever. 

So as not to make this letter too long, I am writing another letter 
dealing with what you call tax-exempt securities, about which the 
Treasury Department has handed out so much misinformation and 
abont which it has made so much noise. 

In concluding your letter you say, “ Let us have diagnosis and cure, 
not autopsy and verdict.” With this I am in complete accord, but I 
dissent from permitting one individual doing the diagnosis and pre- 
scribing the remedy. I propose to engage in this diagnosis myself and 
perhaps have some voice in the decision. 

Very sincerely, > 
JAMES COUZENS. 
Hon. ANDREW W. MELLON, 

Secretary of the Treasury, 
Washington, D. C. 


January 11, 1924. 

Dran Mn. Secuerary: In another letter, dated January 10, I took 
up certain features of your letter of Janunry 2, and in this letter 1 
am going to point out further reasons why the surtax should not be 
reduced and the little effect that tax-exempt securities have upon Gov- 
ernment receipts. In my former letter I think I proved conclusively 
that millions of dollars are being retained im industry for expansion 
and in the inerease of the productivity of industry because of a lack 
of desire to distribute profits with the surtax at its present point. 

Undoubtedly there are many hundreds of millions of dollars now en- 
gaged in industry which would be distributed and many investments 
transferred to other owners if assurance of a material reduction in 
surtax were had. The mere transfer of ownership from one person to 
the other through the sale of bank stocks, industrial stocks, and other 
investments has no construetive force in the country’s business. The 
original investor in bank stocks, industrial securities, and in business 
does not figure his return on the market value of the securities, but 
figures it on the basis ef what he really invested. 

Several years ago, from personal experience, I had many inyest- 
ments which, on the basis of the money E put into these investments, 
returned me from 20 per cent to 40 per cent, but on the basis of 
market value for these investments they only returned about 84 per 
cent. I therefore believe that your statement that the proper basis 
is the market value of the securities is not well founded. The market 
basis is fixed because of the earning capacity of the industry and has 
no weight with the original investor except when he wants to sel! his 
securities. The country is not interested whether he is able to sel} his 
securities, because it only means a transfer of ownership and not the 
establishment of any new machinery of productivity. 

As a personal experience in this matter, I desire to point out that 
during the 10 years that the Federal Government has collected income 
taxes I have paid into the Federal Treasury $8,223,697.21, nearly all 
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of which has been surtax. Ta 1920, based on 1919 Income, I paid 65 
per cent surtax, or a total of $7,229,161.75, to the Federal Treasury. 
This resulted entirely from a transfer of ownership of certain property 
I had and in no way had any effect whatever upon the industry of 
the country. Had the present law been in force, I would have saved 
nearly $2,000,000, and if your present proposal of a maximum of 25 
per cent in surtax had been the law, I would have saved nearly 
$4,000,000 ; so I do not see where the country gains by creating these 
enormous savings for those well able to pay. 

If your proposal is enacted into law, there will be a deluge of 
dividends out of industry to private individuals, many of whom have 
undoubtedly adopted the plan that you so well know about, namely 
that of dividing estates among members of a family so as to reduce 
the high bracket incomes, and following, of course, reduce the per- 
centage of surtax, 

You refer in your letter to the William Rockefeller estate as appro- 
priately answering my citation of the Standard Oil Co. dividends 
in 1923. This does not answer my citation at all. because you give 
no analysis of what returns Mr. William Rockefeller received on his 
$7,000,000 of Standard Oil Co. stocks, but rather you attempt 
to prove that the balance of his estate invested in tax-exempt bonds 
could have been further invested in the Standard Oil Co. stock. 
If it had, it would have been nothing more than a transfer of owner- 
ship, all of which, as I have above stated, is of no interest to the 
public. 

You refer to the tax-exempt securities with great frequency and 
greatly overplay the effect they have upon the Government revenue. 
You claim there are approximately $11,000,000,000 of wholly tax- 
exempt securities outstanding, of which $1,500,000,000 are Federal 
obligations. This entire amount of outstanding tax-exempt securities 
in relation to the total outstanding amount of corporate stocks and 
bonds of every kind is so small as to give an appearance of the whole 
discussion as a tempest in a teapot. 

On page 32 of your “ Statistics of income for 1920,“ the total par 
value of all capital stock of corporations outstanding is reported as 
$70,230,476,755. On page 12 of your “ Statistics of income for 1921 
is shown the total interest paid by all corporations in that year. Cap- 
itulizing this latter figure at 6 per cent gives about $52,000,000,000. 
Allowance for loans at banks would probably reduce this to about 
$30,000,000,000 or $385,000,000,000 of corporate bond issues. Were 
similar statistics available for 1923, both these figures would undoubt- 
edly be appreciably larger, but I used the latest figures obtainable. To 
these two figures should be added the $20,000,000,000 of Federal obli- 
gations outside the tax-free 3)'s, making a total of $120,000,000,000 
to $125,000,000,000 of outstanding securities in addition to tax ex- 
empts. It consequently will be seen that the entire amount of tax- 
exempt securities are only about 8 per cent of the total mass of existing 
American securities of all types. 

I find by consulting “ Statistics of income for returns of net Income 
for 1921," page 14, that in 1921 corporations reported wholly tax- 
exempt income, consisting of tax-free interest on obligations of the 
United States and subdivisions thereof, of $188,788,627. Capitalizing 
this interest at 41 per cent, a conservative figure for the average rate 
of return on those tax-exempt securities as a whole, it appears that 
corporations in 1921 owned $4,442,000,000 of the $11,000,000,000 tax- 
exempt securities outstanding (which includes holdings of banks, say- 
ings banks, life-insurance companies, etc., that pay no income tax), 
This leaves only $6,558,000,000 to be held by individuals of all classes, 
The interest on this principal amount at 4} per cent would be about 
$278,715,000, the total possible income which would be received by 
individuals from tax-exempt securities. Yet you stated in your recent 
letter to me that the loss in revenue to the Government, I. e., possible 
taxes collectible from the existence of tax-exempt securities, is $200,- 
000,000 a year. I do not know by what means this estimate is reached, 
but very apparently no such sum could be lost through the ownership 
by individuals in the surtax group of tax-exempt securities, even 
though they owned every tax-exempt security outside of corporations. 
But apparently these tax-exempt securities are not held in any con- 
siderable amount by owners of large incomes. 

The second table given in your letter to me indicates the very small 
percentage, 2 per cent to 10 per cent, of such securities held in large 
estates in comparison with the entire property represented, or with 
the amounts invested in stocks and other bonds. The percentage 
(28.97) you give from statistics based on estates filed in 1923 shows an 
increase in this percentage figures over that of any previous year, which 
on the face of it is quite ridiculous. Such a decided jump is so very 
evidently out of line from the percentages for earlier years, as shown 
in your table, that it is apparent to the most casual observer that the 
small number, 21, of estate returns, taken as u basis for your 1923 
figures, can not be acceptable as a reliable criterion of the situation. 
Especially is this obvious when it is pointed out that your 1922 per- 
centage, for instance, is based on 12,203 estate returns. 

In this connection, I might add that such men as the late Mr. 
Rockefeller, who are quite familiar, as you point out, with the possi- 
bilities of the best industrial stocks, yet who invest largely in tax- 
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exempt securities, do so very often, not from any desire or concern to 
escape taxes, but rather from a desire to escape business responsibilities 
and risks and to insure the future income of their families. This is 
my own experience, as I have largely invested my capital in State, 
county, and municipal bonds, on which I really prepaid the taxes by 
taking a greatly reduced return from what I would have secured had 
I taken investments in new industries with the possibility of securing 
returns such as are made by original investors in motor atocks, bank 
stocks, and other more or less hazardous undertakings. 

Further evidence of the amount of tax-exempt holdings among tax- 
payers is to be found in your Annual Report for 1923. On page 388 
is a table showing the total income on Federal, State, and municipal 
tax-exempt securities reported in 1920 by individuals having net in- 
comes of $5,000 or over. For obvious reasons, which you perhaps can 
explain, this table also includes salaries received from States and sub- 
divisions thereof. You point out that the completeness of the figures 
can not be guaranteed as the reports were only requests for informa- 
tion. Since requests for information on returns, however, are pretty 
generally complied with, and since as an offset to any deficiencies of 
this type we have the inclusion of the salary figures, and, most im- 
portant of all, since these are the only figures I find compiled in any 
year from income-tax returns showing holdings of tax-exempt securities, 
I think it is safe to accept their evidence as at least confirmatory of 
the inheritance-tax evidence referred to above. 

The total amount of interest reported arising from tax-exempt 
securities held by all individuals reporting, including salaries as men- 
tioned above, are only $105,485,172. Capitalizing this figure at 44 
per cent, we get a total of tux-exempt securities, held by all individuals 
reporting, of only $2,482,000,000. The total of interest received from 
these securities held by persons in the income brackets of $50,000 and 
above, as shown in the table, is only about $53,062,000. This amount, 
if it pald an average surtax rate as high as 30 per cent, would escape 
a surtax of only $15,918,600, while the total surtax paid in 1920 was 
8596, 803,000. 

Judging from these evidences taken from the publications of your 
own department, it would appear that the receivers of large incomes 
are not escaping any such large amount of surtaxes through the owner- 
ship of tax-exempt securities as would make it desirable for the Govern- 
ment to lower surtaxes In order to secure more revenue for itself 
or to release capital for business investments, k 

Furthermore, whoever the holders of tax-exempt securities may be, 
no proof or line of argument has been adduced to show that a lowering 
of the maximum surtax rate would shift the capital now invesied in 
these obligations to industrials and railroad securities. Whatever hap- 
pens or does not happen to the surtax rate, the body of tax-exempt 
Securities now in existence will continue. These securities must be 
owned by some one so long as they are outstanding. This fact can 
not be escaped by changing the surtax rate. 

Municipalities, if they are to live, must have funds from some 
source. You make the statement that the investment in State and 
municipal bonds creates a progressive diversion of wealth from pro- 
ductive to unproductive business. Do you contend that it is less pro- 
ductive to invest money in thousands of Schoolhouses, to invest money 
in waterworks, lighting plants, street railway plants, good roads, col- 
leges, etc., and for sewerage and other sanitation and health-serving 
institutions, such as hospitals, than it is in theaters, office buiidings, 
moving-picture houses, ball parks, distilleries, breweries, chewing gum 
and cosmetic factories, ete.? Does not the money paid for these munici- 
pal and governmental activities go to labor, to cement and material 
manufacturers, and to manufacturers of all kinds of things used in 
this work? Why is the use of capital in the construction of highways 
and other things [ have mentioned not as productive as that used in 
private industry? Is it not a fact there is no scarcity of capital for 
productive activities? Is it not a fact that the American Telephone & 
Telegraph Co.'s recent issue was greatly oversubscribed? Is it not a 
fact that many millions of dollars were loaned to foreign countries last 
year? 

As a matter of fact, there is no such thing as locking up capital, 
because even if you put it in the bank and are contented with bank 
interest, the bank loans it to industries for productive purposes. 

I could write on indefinitely, but I think the best way to settle 
this apparent difference of opinion between us is to perhaps debate 
the subject before an audience, where both of us will be required to 
rely upon our knowledge of the subject rather than rely upon statis- 
ticians who can make figures tell any kind of a story, or clever lawyers 
who can argue from any side. 

We are both business men, so I think that a joint debate would be 
a fair test of our knowledge of the subject and enable the people of 
the country to get at the truth. Therefore, in a perfectly friendly 
manner, I suggest that we engage some large hall, divide the expeuses, 
and invite the public to hear the discussion. 

Very truly yours, 
JAMES CoUzENS. 

Hon, ANDrew W. MELLON, 

Seoretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. O. 
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BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A Lill (S. 1910) to provide for weekly pay days for postal 
employees; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LODGE (by request) : 

A bill (S. 1911) to enable the President to restore Second 
Lieut. Henry Ossian Flipper to grade, rank, and status in the 
United States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 1912) granting a pension to Mary A. Kane; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1913) to purchase a site for the erection of a 
post-office building in the city of Norfolk, Va.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1914) authorizing the appropriation of $15,000 for 
the purpose of constructing suitable roads upon the Govern- 
ment-owned grounds at Wakefield, Westmoreland County, Va., 
and for the purpose of improving and maintaining said grounds; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1915) for the relief of the Eastern Transporta- 
tion Co.; 

8 bilt (S. 1916) for the relief of Henry A. Kessel Co. (Inc.); 
anc 

A bill (S. 1917) for the relief of W. Bernard Duke, W. B. W. 
Mann, Joseph J. Hock, Timothy J. Hooper, E. R. Haggett and 
the Arundel Corporation; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. FERNALD: 

A bill (S. 1918) relative to officers in-charge of public build- 
ings and grounds in the District of Columbia; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 1919) to repeal section 422 of the transportation 
act, 1920, approved February 28, 1920, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1920) to provide a 1-cent postage rate on local 
letters and expedite the handling of that class of mail matter; 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 1921) to fix the annual salary of the collector of 
customs for the district of Georgia; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

A Di (S. 1922) authorizing the donation of certain can- 
non; an 

A bill (S. 1923) providing for the appointment of Second 
Lieut. Robert Brice Johnston as first lieutenant in the In- 
fantry, United States Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1924) to amend paragraph 3, section 16, of the 
3 commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


1 bin (S. 1925) authorizing investigation by the United 
States Geological Survey to determine location and extent of 
potash deposits in the United States; to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. LENROOT: 

A bill (S. 1926) to amend the act to regulate interstate and 
foreign commerce in livestock, livestock products, dairy prod- 
ucts, poultry, poultry products, and eggs, and for other pur- 
poses, approved August 15, 1921; to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

By Mr. DIAL: 

A bill (S. 1927) to enlarge, extend, remodel, and improve 
the public buildings at Columbia, S. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1928) to provide a penalty for brokers and com- 
mission houses fraudulently neglecting to carry out their con- 
tracts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUZENS: 

A bill (S. 1929) to refund to Clinton G. Edgar income tax 
erroneously and illegally collected; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 1930) for the relief of the San Diego Consolidated 
Gas & Electric Co.; to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1931) amending the Army appropriation act ap- 
proved July 9, 1918, providing for appointment and retirement 
of officers of the Medical Reserve Corps or contract surgeons; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BALL: 

A bill (S. 1932) to change the name of Thirty-seventh Street 
between Chevy Chase Circle and Reno Road; 


A bill (S. 1933) to authorize the extension of Vermont Ave- 
nue from Florida Avenue to Howard Place, and for other pur- 


DOSES ; 

A bill (S. 1934) to amend, revise, and reenact section 549 of 
subchapter 4 of the Code of Law of the District of Columbia, 
relating to the appointment of deputy recorder of deeds and 
fixing the compensation therefor; and 

A bill (S. 1935) to amend, revise, and reenact subchapter 3, 
sections 546 and 547, of the Code of Law of the District of 
Columbia, relating to the recording of deeds of chattels; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 1986) granting a pension to John C, Collins (with 
accompanying papers); te the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1937) for the relief of the Staples Transportation 
Co., of Fall River, Mass. ; 

A bill (S. 1938) for the relief of the owners of the steam 
tug Juno; 

A bill (S. 1939) for the relief of the owner of the steamer 
Norfolk; and 

A bill (S. 1940) for the relief of the East La Have Trans- 
portation Co. (Ltd.), owner, A. Picard & Co., owner of cargo, 
and George H. Corkum, Leopold S. Conrad, Wilson Zinek, 
Freeman Beck, Sidney Knickel, and Norman E. Le Gay, crew 
of the schooner Con Rein, sunk by United States submarine 
K-4; to tht Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 1941) for the relief of Ezra S. Pond (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1942) to protect navigation from obstruction and 
injury by preventing the discharge of oil into the coastal navi- 
gable waters of the United States; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LADD: 

A bill (S. 1943) for the relief of Isaac J. Reese; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 1944) to establish an auxiliary fish-cultural sta- 
tion in the Yellowstone National Park; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 1945) to regulate interstate commerce, to incor- 
porate the Federal Transportation Co., and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. BURSUM: 

A bill (S. 1946) to provide for a refund to veterans of the 
World War of certain sums deducted from their pay for allot- 
ments and insurance and to compensate such veterans in an 
amount equal to the additional allowance paid civilian em- 
ployees of the United States during such war, and to the losses 
sustained upon the disposition of Liberty bonds purchased or 
subscribed for by veterans during such war; to the Committee 
on Finance, 

By Mr. ELKINS: 

A bill (S. 1947) for the relief of L. R. Elkins; to the om- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: 

A bill (S. 1948) granting a pension to Dorothy Annie Brit- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRELD: 

A bill (S. 1949) granting an increase of pension to Lucinda 
Stump; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1950) to provide for issuance of patents to home- 
stead entrants, who served in the war between the German 
Empire and the United States and were honorably discharged, 
within three years after application, and relieving them of 
compliance with requirement of proof as to residence and im- 
provements; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. HARRISON: 

A bill (S. 1951) for the relief of John G. Sessions; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: 

A bill (S. 1952) granting a pension to John A. Robinson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 

A bill (S. 1953) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Langford (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1954) granting a pension to Emma Williams 
Rhodes (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1955) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Campbell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S 1956) granting an increase of pension to Clara 
Holmes (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1957) granting an increase of pension to Cetoia 
Eidson (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Jennie L. 
Kirk (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1959) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Harper (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 1960) to prohibit the entry into the United States, 
and to levy an excise tax on certain weapons; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMERON: 

A bill (S. 1961) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to inquire into whether or not the immigrant Cherokees by 
blood are entitled to be reimbursed for lands allotted to negro 
freedmen Cherokees from lands granted to immigrant Chero- 
kees by blood under treaty of 1835, and inquire into and deter- 
mine the validity of the treaty of 1866; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NORBECK: 

A bill (S. 1962) granting a pension to Ella M. Sims; 

A bill (S. 1963) granting a pension to Mathias Backes; and 

A bill (S. 1964) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Zimmerman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (S. 1965) for the relief of John C. Palmer, 3d; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: 5 

A bill (S. 1966) making eligible for retirement under the 
same conditions as now provided for officers of the Regular 
Army, Capt. Oliver A. Barber, an officer of the United States 
Army during the World War, who incurred physical dis- 
ability in line of duty; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 58) for the relief of citizens of 
Cradock, Va.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 59) to enable the people of the 
Philippine Islands to form a constitution and national govern- 
ment and to provide for the recognition of their independence; 
to the Committee on Territorles and Insular Possessions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 60) to stimulate crop produc- 
tion in the United States ; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. FERNALD: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 61) authorizing the Director of 
the United States Veterans’ Bureau to grant a right of way 
over United States Veterans’ Bureau hospital reservation at 
Knoxville, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

AMENDMENT TO INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ODDIE submitted an amendment proposing to continue 
the land office at Elko, Ney., and also proposing to increase 
the apprepriation for operation and maintenance, continuation 
of construction, etc., of the Newlands reclamation project, 
Nevada, from $155,000 to $400,000, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENNSYLVANIA CLAIMS. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 1817) for pay- 
ment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the Court 
of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts approved 
March 8, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the 
Bowman and Tucker Acts, and under the provisions of section 
No. 151 of the Judicial Code, which was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 

ANNIE M. PETERSON. 

Mr. CURTIS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
121), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate 
to Annie M. Peterson, sole surviving child of John Hickman, late a 
skilled laborer for 58 years in the employ of the Senators’ barber shop, 
a sum equal to one year's compensation at the rate he was receiving by 
law at the time of his death; said sum to be considered as including 
funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


OPERATION OF THE PRESENT TARIFF ACT. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I desire to 
give notice that at the close of the morning hour to-morrow I 
shall address the Senate upon the result on the country of the 
operation of the Fordney-MeCumber Act during its first year, 


SOVIET GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA, 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there is a resolution on the 
table, coming over from a former day, which I should like to 
have disposed of at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reached. 

Mr. BORAH. I know it; but I thought perhaps we could 
dispose of the resolution now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BORAH. I eall the attention of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Lovee] to this resolution which I ask to have 
considered. It relates to a report from the Secretary of State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho 
requests unanimous consent to take up a resolution coming over 
from a previous day, which will be read by the Secretary. 

The reading clerk read Senate Resolution 114, submitted by 
Mr. Bonak on the 7th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State is requested, It not incompatible 
with the public interests, to send to the Senate the following reports 
made during the last six years touching Russian affairs: 

Reports of William Boyce Thompson, Col. Raymond Robins, General 
Graves, Gov. J. P. Goodrich, Major Slaughter, and Major Faymonville, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

2 


PENITENTIARY AT M’NEIL ISLAND, 


Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, before the Senate recessed last 
week I made some remarks in the Senate criticizing a judge 
in South Carolina for having sentenced a prisoner to imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary at McNeil Island, in the Pacific Ocean. 
I saw in the paper a few days before that where a trial was 
had in South Carolina and this sentence was imposed. I natu- 
rally thought the case was tried by the present judge, a new 
appointee down there, who took his office, I believe, in the latter 
part of November. I criticized the judge for sending this 
prisoner clear across the continent, 

After the Senate took a recess I was informed that I was in 
error as to the judge who tried the case. It was not the new 
appointee, but it was the judge who had retired. This is the 
first opportunity I have had to correct that criticism and I am 
glad to do so. I do not want intentionally to do anyone any 
wrong. 

However, Mr. President, I do not exactly understand why 
any judge should sentence a prisoner tried in a State bordering 
on the Atlantic Ocean to a penitentiary in the Pacific Ocean. 
I believe this island is about 33 miles beyond the shore. I 
see in the News and Courier, of South Carolina, published on 
Sunday, a statement in reference to these remarks which I 
made, which says: 


The judge who sentenced the prisoner was not a new judge, but 
was Judge Henry A. M. Smith, lately retired from active service on 
the bench. The prisoner was sentenced to confinement at McNeil 
Island, on the Pacific coast, for the reason that that was the place 
designated by the Attorney General of the United States, who, under 
the law, has absolute control of the place of confinement of prisoners, 
and the power to designate as he sees fit. 


I was also told that perhaps this is the only penitentiary to 
which a marine or a man in the Navy can be sentenced. As to 
that I am not certain, but if such is the case the law ought to 
be amended. If the Attorney General simply designated that 
as the place of confinement, unless it was mandatory for him 
to do so, the criticism ought to apply to him for being ex- 
travagant. Anyway I am having the whole matter looked into; 
and if that is the law, and there is no other place in the 
United States to confine a sailor or marine than to send him 
clear across the continent at an enormous expense, I will 
introduce a bill to amend the law. I am very glad to make 
this correction, as I did the judge an unintentional injustice, 
and this is the first opportunity I have had to correct my 
remarks. 


That order has not yet been 


THE MUSCLE SHOALS PLANT. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may I ask if the morning 
business is closed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr, McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
five minutes, out of order, at this time, 

Mr. President, the so-called superpower system, composed of 
several power companies located in Georgla, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Alabama, and Tennessee, have made a bid for 
Muscle Shoals to be transferred to one or any of them in oppo- 
sition to the bid of Henry Ford. 
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I do not believe that the bid of these power companies should 
be accepted by the Government. There are many reasons for 
my opinion; but there is an all-controlling one, and the others 
need not be considered. 

It is a well-understood fact that 70 per cent of the stock of 
the Alabama Power Co., the principal bidder, is owned by Brit- 
ish stock and bond holders. For the United States Government 
to lease and turn over this plant, which was built by it for the 
purpose of being independent of all other nations in the produc- 
tion of nitrates in war times, to a corporation whose principal 
stockholders are subjects of its leading commercial rival, would 
be little short of attempted national suicide. How any right- 
minded, thinking, patriotic, disinterested American citizen 
would be willing for our Government to turn over this water 
power to such an association or organization, composed at least 
largely of aliens, is inconceivable to me. That it will not be 
done is a foregone conclusion, 

Muscle Shoals, under Henry Ford’s offer, will probably de- 
velop more horsepower than all the horsepower developed by 
all the nine companies joining in the combination bid. It is per- 
fectly apparent, however, that the Alabama Power Co. will be 
the chief beneficiary of the bid and the controlling force in the 
organization if the bid should be accepted. If, by any mis- 
chance, we should ever get into a war with Great Britain, 
which I pray God may never come, but should it come—and the 
best of friends among nations sometimes fall out—our Govern- 
ment would be in the attitude of having to request citizens of 
Great Britain to turn over to our Government a water-power 
plant built by us for war purposes, and without which we 
might be wholly unable to wage war. This fact alone furnishes“ 
a conclusive reason why the combination bid should not be 
accepted by our Government or by the Congress. 

Mr. Ford is the logical man to have this plant. I am now, 
as I have always been since the matter first came up, in favor 
of leasing it to him. Of course, it might be said that we could 
commandeer the plant in the event of war; but if Great Britain 
happened to be our adversary, or if she happened to be more 
friendly with our adversary than she was to us, the plant could 
be destroyed or made useless before we could possibly take it 
over. However friendly we may be with any foreign nation— 
and of course, as we all know, we are probably more friendly 
with Great Britain than any other foreign nation—still we do 
not want to be, and in my judgment will not be, put in a posi- 
tion to ask Great Britain or any other nation to permit us to 
have the use of our best war asset. 

Suppose the majority of the stockholders of the Alabama 
Power Co. were Germans or Japanese. Would we be willing to 
think even for a moment of giving or leasing them this plant? 
Japan is an ally of Great Britain at the present time and Ger- 
many may be an ally at any moment. If reports be true, she 
is an earnest bidder for such an alliance. Guns are useless 
without powder. Great Britain, according to reports, dominates 
the Chilean nitrate fields, heretofore our sole source for war 
nitrates and explosives, and in the event of war Japan could 
make it very difficult for us to secure nitrates. We must guard 
sacredly our supply of war-time nitrates. We can not do this 
by having them in the keeping of an alien-controlled company, 
however friendly such alien company may be to us at the time. 

Mr. President, I earnestly hope that this all-controlling reason, 
as it seems to me, will appeal in like manner to the other Mem- 
bers of this body and to the Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and that this bid may not even be considered. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, without criticizing the Senator 
for his argument against the acceptance of this combination bid, 
agreeing with him in the argument he has made against it, I 
want just briefly to add that every argument he makes against’ 
the acceptance of the bid made by these combined power com- 
panies applies with equal force against the acceptance of the 
bid of Henry Ford. 

The Senator has said that some of the stock of the Alabama 
Power Co, is owned by foreigners. We have no way of prevent- 
ing all of it from being owned by foreigners before we may get 
into another war. Nobody knows now but that if Henry Fard's 
offer were accepted at the very beginning the corporation he 
proposes to organize might likewise be owned by foreigners. 
Everybody knows he will not live a hundred years and that 
somebody else will own the stock, and it may be foreigners. If 
that is an objection against one, the same objection applies to 
the other. 

If we want to protect’ ourselves against such a condition 
arising in the future, then we ourselves ought to retain the 
ownership of this great power proposition, which may, if we are 
so unfortunate as to get into a war with a foreign country, 
mean the difference between victory and defeat. 

The Senator has said that if Ford gets Muscle Shoals we will 
have it in case of war, but that if the other companies get it 


and there are foreigners among the stockholders we can con- 
demn it and take it, but that they might make it absolutely 
worthless before we could get around to takiug it; all of which 
might be true. Likewise that might be true under the Ford 
offer. If Mr. Ford’s offer provided that we could take the prop- 
erty back at what Mr. Ford pays for it now in case we wanted 
to, if there were a war in which we were engaged, there would 
be something in the Senator’s argument; but under Mr. Ford's 
proposition, if we should take the property back, we would be 
in the same situation as though we took it from anybody else 
who owned it; we would pay what it was worth at the time we 
took it back rather than what he would invest in it now. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this 
question at this time, but later on I will have something to 
Stiy as to why I think the Ford offer should be accepted, 

I will say this in reply to the Senator from Nebraska, that 
Ford’s present offer protects the Government’s rights. Ford 
is simply to lease the property. It would not get out of the 
hands of the Government. The Senator from Nebraska has said 
that when Henry Ford is dead some foreign company might 
acquire considerable interest or control of Muscle Shoals. It 
could be provided in the measure we pass accepting the offer 
of Mr. Ford that at no time shall this property pass into the 
hands of foreigners, and I think that such a provision should 
be put in the act. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Before the Senator from Alabama takes 
his seat I would like to ask if he does not understand that if 
Ford incorporates, then the company would be an American 
corporation owned by Americans? It would be the easiest 
thing in the world to stipulate, as the Senator suggests, that 
the stock shall never be owned by foreigners; but the fact is 
that we know that a majority of the stock of the Alabama 
Power Co. is now owned by aliens, and it would be in a sense 
suicidal for us to turn over this great nitrate plant to a foreign- 
owned corporation. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Some of the stockholders in that company 
are foreigners. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, both Senators have said that 
we could easily incorporate a provision in the act ratifying the 
Ford bid that the stock should not be owned by foreigners. It 
would be just as easy to incorporate such a provision in the 
other bill. There is no difference. If foreigners owned any 
interest, they would have to sell it or the bid would be rejected. 
On the other hond, if we accept Mr. Ford's bid we will not be 
allowed to put that stipulation in. We could, it is true, in our 
act accepting the bid provide that none of the stock should 
ever be owned by foreigners, but that would not be an accept- 
ance of Mr. Ford’s bid. We could, if we sold the property to 
these other parties, likewise put a provision in the act that no 
foreigner could own any of the stock; but that is not in their 
bid. 

So, Mr. President, when we come to the proposition of pass- 
ing an act accepting any bid it would be just as easy to put 
the stipulation in one as in the other, and I think we ought 
to put such a stipulation in. I agree with the Senators, and 
I would be glad to have such a condition in the act if we ac- 
cept anybody’s bid; but it is not in Mr. Ford’s offer and it is 
not in the other offer. To say that this corporation Ford is to 
organize is to be an American corporation is again getting out- 
side of the bid. There is nothing in the bid which would pre- 
vent a majority of the stock in his corporation, from the very 
first day of its organization, being owned by Germans or Eng- 
lishmen or any other foreigners. There is no stipulation in the 
bid to the contrary. 

CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, a number of newspapers 
on last Saturday carried a report that the Senator from South 
Jarolina [Mr. Surrhl, chairman of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, had prepared a statement which did not meet 
my approval and that of other Democratic Senators, and that 
the Senator from South Carolina had been prompted to substi- 
tute a different expression from that originally intended by 
him. This press report is unfounded. The statement issued 
by the Senator from South Carolina meets my hearty approval. 
and he was not either expressly or impliedly requested to 
modify any statement in contemplation by him. 

I take occasion to say that the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. SmrrH] was elected chairman of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce after a prolonged contest in the Senate, receiv- 
ing the support of every Democrat, save one, and of a number 
of progressive Republicans and the two Farmer-Labor Senators. 
The Republicans have a majority of 10 in this body, including 
the two Senators designated as members of the Farmer-Labor 
Party. So marked are the differences between what is known 
as the conservative and the progressive elements of the Re- 
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publican Party in the Senate, respecting legislative policies as 
they relate to transportation, that it was found impossible for 
them to agree upon a Republican of either wing for chairman 
of the Interstate Commerce Committee. Democratic Senators 
feel themselves justified in refraining from supporting any 
Republican and in voting for one of their own number whose 
record, experience, and sound judgment justify confidence in 
his ability and integrity. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smrrx] was for 
many years chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
while the Democrats were in control of the Senate. His efforts 
and accomplishments while serving in that capacity demon- 
strated fairness and just dealing toward both the public and 
the railroads. Democrats in the Senate desire to see the trans- 
portation system of the United States improved so that not 
only investors in railroad securities may be treated fairly but 
also that shippers and consumers may be better protected 
against discriminations and oppressive charges and receive 
transportation service at just and reasonable rates. 

The difficulties in the way of a complete reorganization of 
the freight-rate structure advocated by the President in his 
annual message to Congress must be recognized by every Sena- 
tor and by students of the railroad problem generally. Never- 
theless, transportation charges are intimately related to the 
cost of living and the prosperity of industry. Agriculture has 
been very especially embarrassed, and readjustments of freight 
rates seem essential before that industry can be placed upon 
the basis of permanent prosperity. This applies not only to 
farm products, but with equal force to commodities which 
farmers consume. 

Even if it should prove Impossible to reorganize the freight- 
rate structure, it is necessary that some plan be provided for 
substantial reductions in rates and for the removal of in- 
equalities and deficiencies in service, 

The railroad managements have made notable progress during 
the lust year in this latter respect, and Congress should mani- 
fest its readiness to facilitate this advance in every proper 
way. 

Widespread demand exists for the elimination of the Pullman 
surcharge, and this should receive the consideration of Con- 
gress, and I believe should be acted upon. 

While the respons‘bilities incident to the selection of a 
Democrat for this important chairmanship, when the opposi- 
tion numbers a majority in the Senate, is accompanied by 
difficulties, substantial relief may result through the coopera- 
tion of all who desire to see it brought about. 


TRANSPORTATION OF AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION TO LONDON. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, the report of the 
Shipping Board on the resolution with reference to the trans- 
portation of the bar association is on the table. I ask that it 
may be ordered printed and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce; and in that connection I ask that a letter to me from 
Mr. Wadhams, the treasurer of the American Bar Association, 
together with the answer to Senator Witars's letter, which he 
inclosed to me, and the answer of the Shipping Board to that 
letter, may be printed as a part of this report. That will give 
both sides of the controversy in full. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, is the report very long? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Not very. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Is it too long to be printed in the Rxconp? 
It is a very important matter, I think. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. We might print it in the Recorp 
and not print it as a document. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask, then, that with this report 
the letters to which I have referred may be printed in the 
Record and then referred to the Committee on Commerce witb- 
out further printing. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 
I understand. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it Is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


UNITED Srares SHIPPING BOARD, 
OFFICE OF THR CHAIRMAN, 
Washington, January 9, 1924. 


The Senator is modifying his request, as 


The PRESIDENT or THY SENATE, 
Washington, D. C. 
Sm: In accordance with Senate Resolution 105, passed by the Senate 
January 3, 1924, I am transmitting the following information concern- 
ing the attempts of the United States Lines to secure the transporta- 


tion of the members of the American Bar Association to London and 

also to secure the transportation of delegates of the Chamber of Com- 

merce of the United States of America and other organizations in the 

United States to the second general meeting of the International Cham- 

sir of Commerce held in Rome, Italy, during the week of March 17, 
3. 


With reference to the transportation of the American Bar Associa- 
tion, the officials of the United States Lines first heard of the pro- 
posed trip indirectly and not as the result of direct communications 
from the officers of the American Bar Association in the fall of 1922, 
One of the solicitors of the United States Lines immediately got in 
touch with Mr. W. Thomas Kemp, secretary of the association, in 
Baltimore, who gave an outline of the proposed trip and referred the 
solicitor to Mr. Frederick E. Wedhams, treasurer, Albany, N. Y. with 
the information that he would be in charge of the arrangements. Mr. 
R. I. Dunigan, assistant passenger traffic manager of the United 
States Lines, at once took personal charge of the solicitation and got 
in touch with Mr. Wadhams immediately and arranged a meeting 
between Mr. Dunigan and Mr. Wadhams in the New York office of the 
United States Lines. At that meeting Mr. Dunigan learned that Ameri- 
enn Bar Association officials had been already in touch with repre- 
sentatives of foreign lines. 

The transportation of the members of the American Bar Association 
on either the steamship Leviathan, which was then being recondi- 
tioned, or the steamship George Washington was discussed many times 
during the winter and spring of 1923, and once with a committee of 
the American Bar Association at the office of the Hon. John W. Davis 
in New York City. 

Rates, ships, and technical features were discussed, and both the 
steamship Leviathan and steamship George Washington were offered to 
the committee. Reference had been made to offers made by an English 
line, and information was requested as to whether the United States 
Lines could meet such offers. Mr. Dunigan made the assurance that 
the United States Lines would meet any offer made by a competitor, 
and in order to make sure requested permission to receive a confirma- 
tion of this assurance, 

On February 16, 1928, a letter was written to Mr. Wadhams by Mr. 
Dunigan, in which the following appears: 

“If, as you stated at the last meeting, you require a flat minimum 
rate to meet your own situations and the competition offered by a 
foreign line, I confirm the wording and intent of my letter of February 
5, to wit, that we are prepared to name the same terms and conditions 
as have been or will be advanced by any of our competitors,” 

Negotiations continued up to October 81, 1928, during which time 
the steamship Leviathan held its trial trip, on which the president, 
secretary, and treasurer of the American Bar Association were invited. 
the secretary and treasurer accepting. During the trial trip meetings 
were held in which every phase of the trip of the American Bar Asso- 
clation was discussed, 

On October 31, 1923, the new committee on transportation of the 
American Bar Association held a meeting, and the steamship Beren- 
garia, of the Cunard Line, was chosen. Just prior to this meeting a 
conference was held between Mr. Wadhams and Mr. Dunigan, during 
which Mr. Wadhams was informed that the schedule for the sailings 
of the Leviathan and George Washington in July, 1924, had not been 
fixed, and that they were, therefore, free ships. No question was raised 
that we would not be able to make a schedule that would sult the needs 
of the American Bar Association should they select one of our steamers, 
and the schedule was not actually made up until the early part of 
December, 1923. Mr. Dunigan requested permission to attend the above- 
mentioned meeting, but was told that it would be impossible to grant 
that request, 

This movement was solicited continuously for nearly one year. 

Copies of correspondence and of a report of conferences held between 
the representatives of the American Bar Association and the United 
States Lines are appended hereto, comprising the following: 

December 15, 1922: F. E. Wadhams to United States Lines, stating 
Mr, Hawthorne, of United States Lines, had called to see Mr. Kemp, of 
American Bar Association, relative to possible meeting of that associa- 
tion in London. 

“December 24, 1922: 
penses of trip to London, 

“December 26, 1922: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams, giving infor- 
mation relative to Leviathan and expenses of trip thereon. 

“ Deecmber 28, 1922: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, acknowledg- 
ing above and asking for further information. 

“January 4, 1923: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams, answering 
above and giving information relative to Leviathan and George Wash- 
ington. 

“January 23, 1923: Union National Bank to United States Lines, 
asking date, ete,, of meeting of American Bar Association in London. 

January 25, 1923: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams, asking what 
he wishes done relative to above request of Union National Bank. 


F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, asking ex- 
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“January 26, 1923: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, replying to 
above, states matter of meeting in London will not be finally decided 
until after Minneapolis meeting, August 81, 1923. 

“ January 29, 1923: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, inviting him 
to appear at committee meeting in office of Hon. John W. Davis, New 
York, on February 8, 1923. 

“January 31, 1928: R. I, Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams, accepting 
above inyitation. 

“February 5, 1923: Memorandum from R. I. Dunigan, headed 
„Memorandum re American Bar Association,’ giving result of above 
meeting. 

February 5, 1923: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadbams, offering rates 
on the Leviathan and the George Washington, 

“February 8, 1928: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, answering 
above and asking further details. 

“February 14, 1923: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, requesting 
reply to above. 

“February 16, 1923: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams, answering 
above letters of February 8 and 14, 1923. 

“April 2, 1925: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams, asking status of 
proposed trip of American Bar Association to London. 

“April 5, 1923: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, answering above 
and stating information would be furnished upon receipt of replies 
to circular letter to members, 

“April 9, 1923: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams, acknowledging 
above. 

“June 28, 1923: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, inclosing clip- 
ping from Albany Evening News containing story given by Mr, 
Wadhams to a reporter of that newspaper, 

“June 29, 1923: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams, acknowledging 
above. 

“August 23, 1928: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams, introducing 
Mr. Highman, vice president of Raymond & Whitcomb Co. 

September 15, 1923: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, acknowledg- 
ing above. 

“September 15, 1923: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, stating 
American Bar Association voted to accept inyitation of British bar 
to hold meeting in London in 1924; that a meeting to arrange de- 
tails would be held in New York in a month or six weeks, 

“September 18, 1923: R. I. Dunigan to F. E. Wadhams. acknowl- 
edging above. 

October 1, 1923: Memorandum from R. I. Dunigan to Mr. Boring 
(advertising manager, United States Shipping Board), giving in- 
formation re to plans taken to secure passage of American Rar Asso- 
ciation to London. 

“November 9, 1923: F. E. Wadhams to R. I. Dunigan, statiug com- 
mittee on transportation of American Bar Association had decided 
the Berengaria was most suitable steamer for trip to London, her 
sailing date being July 12, 1924.“ 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


The United States Lines received in March, 1922, a communication 
from a steamship and tourist agency with reference to Information 
concerning a contemplated trip of the American International Chamber 
of Commerce. The correspondence continued up until April, 1922, 
when information was received that the proposed trip was postponed 
until March, 1923. The matter had been taken up with an officer 
of the National Chamber of Commerce, requesting consideration at 
the time they made the trip. Nothing further was heard from that 
party. 

The tourist agency later took the matter up with the Chamber of 
Commerce, and was informed that the whole matter had been turned 
over to the American Express Co. and that arrangements 


ranean cruises of the American Express Co. and carried other pas- 
sengers. In January, 1923, when the United States Lines estab- 
lished an office in Washington, the head of that office immediately 
went to the Chamber of Commerce and was advised to the same 
effect. He was also informed that the United States Shipping Board 
and the International Mercantile Marine Co, did not bid although 
they had been requested to do so. No record of any request, either 
written or oral, can be found. 

The party consisted of 33 men and 10 women, and was trans- 
ported direct to Italy on the Caronia of the Cunard Line. The 
United States Lines had no direct passenger service to Italy. 

Many of the delegates patronized the ships of the United States 
Lines on their return. 

Copies of correspondence concerning the trip of the Chamber of 
Commerce of the United States of America are appended hereto, com- 
prising the following: 

March 17, 1922: E. I. Ober, of Ober's Steamship & Tourist Agency, 
Washington, D. C., to United States Lines, asking If United States 
Lines could transport delegates of American International Chamber 
of Commerce to Europe. 

“March 22, 1922: United States Lines’ reply to above. 


22, 


had 
been completed for a Cunard boat, which was on one of the Mediter- | 


“March 27, 1922: E. E. MacNary, general passenger agent, United 
States Lines, to E. I. Ober, stating United States Lines can accommo- 
date above party of 200 delegates, provided sailing is put off until 
September. 

“March 28, 1922: E. I. Ober to E. E. MacNary, replying to above, 
stating it will be decided in a week or 10 days when and where this 
convention will be held. 

“March 30, 1922: E. E. MaecNary to Alvin E. Dodd, National Cham- 
ber of Commerce, asking his aid in haying delegates use ships of United 
States Lines. 

“April 5, 1922: E. I. Ober to E. E. MacNary, stating meeting of 
International Chamber of Commerce in si es or Rome has been post- 
poned until March, 1923. 

“April 11, 1922: E. E. MacNary to E. 1. Ober, acknowledging above. 

“January 23, 1923: Telegram from Henry P. Wright to R. I. Duni- 
gan stating 100 passages booked last July on Cunard steamer Caronia; 
that Shipping Board and International Mercantile Marine Co. ie not 
bid though requested to do so.” 

The reason why the United States Lines did not secure the 8 
tation of the members of the United States Chamber of Commerce was 
undoubtedly because it did not have a passenger service running direct 
to Italy. The Shipping Board does not know what the reasons are 
that prevented it from securing the transportation of the members of 
the American Bar Association, 

Very respectfully, 
Epwarp P. FARLEY, Chairman. 

(Inclosures.) 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 
December 31, 1923, 

Hon, WESLEY L. JONES, 

United States Scnate, Committee on Commerce, 

Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sexaror Jones; I have your letter of December 28, and 
I think I have written you that in reply to a letter which I received 
from Senator WILLIS, of your committee, concerning the matter re- 
ferred to in your letter I wrote him a letter of which the Iinclosed 
is a copy. 

I wish to add a statement which has not heretofore been made by 


| me in connection with this matter. 


Another charge was made in the public press that the United 
States Shipping Company were denied a hearing by our committee. 

I wish to assert emphatically that that is a misstatement of fact. 
One request for a hearing was made by them and that was granted. 
and their representative appeared before our committee to make a 
preliminary study of the situation to determine whether or not we 
should accept the invitation to go to London, which committee met at 
Mr. John W. Davis's office in New York. 

No subsequent request to appear before a committee of this asso- 
ciation was made by the representatives of the United States Lines. 
Had such a request been made it would most assuredly have been 
granted. . 

Very truly yours, 
Frep E. WADHAMS, 
Treasurer. 
{Copy of the letter of Frederick E. Wadhams, treasurer of the Ameri- 
ean Bar Association, to Senator WIC is in reply to his inquiry con- 
cerning the facts relative to the selection of a foreign steamship for 
the London trip of the American Bar Association.) 


DECEMBER 28, 1923. 
Hon, Frank B. WILLIS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Sexaror WILLIS: Your letter of December 20 to Mr. 
W. Thomas Kemp, secretary Americun Bar Association, Baltimore, Md., 
was by him sent to me for answer since I, acting for our committee of 
arrangements for the London meeting, had conducted the negotiations 
with the various steamship companies. 

I want most earnestly to denounce as unfair and wholly unwar- 
ranted the attack upon our association because of the selection by us 
of the Berengaria, of the Cunard Line, for our London trip. 

My negotiations with the United States Lines began, as I find by 
reference to my files, as long ago as December 26, 1922. I then gath- 
ered certain information from the various steamship lines and pre- 
sented it at the meeting of our executive committee January 15 and 
16, 1923. 

I took particular pains to give the United States Lines every possible 
opportunity to secure this business. I was in frequent touch with 
them, My files contain 11 letters that I received from them, and I 
made frequent calls at their offices in New York conferring with the 
passenger traffic manager. 

The date of sailing was a most important factor in my negotiations 
with the steamship companies, since it was necessary that our special 
meeting in London should be held in July for the reason that when 


the English bar presented their- invitation they especially- called’ at- 
tention to the fact that according to ancient: custom: their long vaca- 
tion would begin on August 1. 


meeting there before the long vacation: and alse enable us to bold our 


annual) meeting in this country before sailing and after the national 


holiday of July 4. We were, therefore, practically forced to seleet 
July 12 as the date of sailing, because that would allow uss to hold our 
annual meeting after July 4 (say, July 8, 9, and 10) and would bring 
us to London July 18 or 19, so that we would have the week beginning 
Sunday, July 20, for our meetings and the functions and entertain- 
ments, incident to our stay in London. 


On the afternoon of the day of the last meeting of the committee of 


arrangements for the London meeting, which was held in New York 
October 31, 1923, D called at the office of the United States Lines for 
tho purpose of making u final effort to get the date of sailings in July, 
1924, ot the Leviathan, I) had had various conversations. concerning 
that ship and also the George Washington. 
manager that the committee of arrangements for the London meeting 


would meet that night and that I particularly wanted the date of 


sailing: ot the Leviathan. He told me aguin that he could not fur- 
nish: me with the date, of sailing of that ship, but le gave me the date 
ot sailing ot the George Washington as of July 5, which was too early 
for us. I was, therefore, obliged to appear before the committee that 
night without being able to give them any information as: to the date 
of sailing: of the- Leviathan. 

The only vessels with adequate accommodations that the United 
States Lines had to suggest were the Leviathan and the George Wash- 
ington, They stated that the George Washington had first-class ac- 
commodations for only 450 persons, which was entirely inadequate for 
our needs. I have already received at this early. date over 800 appli- 
cations for first-class cabin accommodations: 7 

I also discussed this matter with the representatives of the White 
Star Line and the Cunard Oo: The latter company. ngreed to change 
the date of sailing of the Berengaria to conform to our convenience, 
fixing it at July 12, when the regular date of sailing had already been 
fixed for July 18. 

The Berengaria has first-class cabin accommodations for about 900 
persons, on all of which we have secured an option: 

Under these circumstances I made my report to the committee of 
arrangements whith met in New York that evening, October 31, 1923. 
There were present at this meeting Judge Parker; the chairman of the 
committee, and Messrs. George W. Wickersham, Paul D. Cravath, 
William. Brosmith, Harold B. Beltler; and myself. The committee con- 
cluded to accept the Cunard Co.’s offer and to contract without farther 
delay for the Berengaria: 

T feel jastified in saying to you that the representatives of the United 
States Lines in my negotiations with them seemed indifferent and 
apathetic. I have sinee learned what T firmly believe to be the reason 
for this attitude toward us. It seems that an association known as the 
Associated Advertising Clubs of the World began negotiations with the 
United States Lines in September last for the purpose of securing ves- 
sels to take their party abroad next July. I am informed that from 
1.500 to 2,000 of their members will go to London on two ships of the 
United’ States Lines, namely, the Republic, which is scheduled to sail 
July 2, and the Leviathan, which, it now appears, will sail on July 5, 
both vessels arriving in Southampton about the same time. During 
all of my negotiations with them I talked abont a party of 800 or 
900 persons. May it not be Inferred that the representatives of the United 
States Lines were not keen to accommodate us with a date of sailing 
in the month of July, when they had in prospect a party of from 1,500 
to 2,000 persons? 

I am reliably informed that the manager of the United States Lines 
prophesied that we would not have more than 700 people in our London 
party: Therefore it was quite natural from a business standpoint that 
he should hesitate to commit himself to us when there was a very 
good prospect of obtaining the business of the Advertising Clubs, who 
would have a party of from 1,500 to 2,000 persons, 

Very truly yours, 


' 
Treasurer: 
UNITED STATES LINES; 
New York, Janvery 5; 1924. 
Hom Wester L. Jones, 
United States Senate, Committee on Commerce, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr Dran Senator Jones: I return to you Mr. Wadhams's letter of 


December 31, together with the mimeographed copy of his letter of 
December 28 to Senator Frank B. WILLIS. For your information, I 
am also inclosing a copy of our answer to the Senate resolution. 

I must first take up the issue raised by Mr. Wadhams in his letter 
to you that the request for a hearing is a misstatement of fact. Our 
statement was that we had requested permission to attend meetings, 


CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD—SENATE. 


We were; therefore, obliged to set 
a date of sailing that would bring us to London in time to hold our 
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You will observe, in my letter of February 16, in the penultimate para- 
graph, that I stated that 1 would be in Washington on the 23d (Febru- 
ary, 1923) to take care of some detail in connection with our new 
office; and that if I could be of any assistance to Mr. Wadhams before 
the committee at that meeting to consider me at his disposal. We 
never received an acknowledgment of. this. Additionally, on the 
last day of my personal contact with Mr. Wadhams—Oetober. 31—in 
the office of the United States Lines, I discussed this movement with 
him for at least one hour. I say emphatically that I asked him to 
bermit me to attend this final meeting and was advised by Mr. Wad- 
hams that this was not possible. On the other hand, I walked with 
this gentleman from our reception room to the main entrance of our 
ofice and asked him to piedge himself personally to take our part be- 
cause 1 would not be allowed to attend. 

The fourth paragraph of Mr. Wadhams's letter states that I was 
invited to a meeting in Mr. Davis's office: Quite true, but two of 
the highest officials of the Cunard Line were in attendance at this 
meeting while I was waiting in an anteroom. At this point I wish 
to call your attention to the fact that the American Bar Association 
did not of its own accord take up the matter of transporting its. mem- 
bers with the United States Lines. It was through confidential in- 
formation received on October 18 that caused the solicitation. A Mr. 
Copeland, of the, Cunard Line, had already been in touch with Mr. 
Wadhams several times before we knew of this situation. 

1 how take up the items in Mr. Wadhams's letter to Senator 
s: 

In paragraph 4 of the letter it quotes: “T took particular pains 
to give the United States Lines every possible opportunity to secure 
this business.“ I question this very strongly, In all of my per- 
sonal meetings with Mr. Wadbams and through the sense of the 
correspondence, it appears that we were not given the same oppor- 
tunity: as was. given the Cunard Line. Evidently the American Bar 
Association committee assumed thut the United States Lines was not 
prepared’ to provide a steamer to carry their delegation when, as a 
matter of fact, we were going as far as their committee would per- 
mit us to assure them that we were ready and anxious to carry them. 
To be very frank, the idea of inviting the committee on the trial 
trip of the steamship Leviathan was because of my belief that our 
chances were waning and that with this committee on board the 
steamer; for five-days we could conelude the matter expeditiously, 

Great stress is laid on the absence of a date of sailing. ‘This 
would not have been apy obstacle: to the committee had they sin- 
cerely wished to engage either the steamship Leviathan or the steam- 
ship George Washington. We had made no commitments: whatever 
on these two steamers, but were holding the space open pending a 
decision on this particular traffic. What we did say to Mr. Wadhams 
in regard to the sailing. dates was that no dates had been set, and had 
our direct) offers, been made to the committee the steamer could have: 
been engaged the same day. As to giving a sailing date of the 
steamship George. Washington, it. was simply an estimate date based 
on our quota requirements. for arrival on the 1st of. August. 

When this movement first. started it was my understanding that 
the affairs would be handled by, the secretary; and treasurer and our 
negotiations continued without much interruption for nearly. a. year 
under that program. In the middle of Oetober a new committee was. 
appointed, as I understand it, to take the matter out of the hands. 
of Mr. Wadhams. This committee apparently gave little considera- 
tion to the United States Lines or the advantages of confining the 
movement under strictly American auspices. 

The inference which Mr. Wadhams draws in the next to the last 
paragraph of. his letter concerning the Associated Advertising. Clubs 
of the World is made without knowledge of the facts. Ile infers that 
the bar association could not haye the steamship Leriathan, as we 
were suspending the steamship Leviathan for the Associated Ad- 
vertising Clubs. Being intimately acquainted, with the arrangements 
made for these various movements, I win say to you. definitely that 
neither the Associated Advertising Clubs or the United, States Lines 
at any time contemplated the nse of the steamship Leviathan for 
the trip of the Advertising Club to London. Up to the time we were. 
officially advised by the American Bar Association that they, had se- 
lected the steamship Berengaria, the Advertising Club negotiations 
only involved the chartering of the steamship, Republic. We are 
still negotiating with them. It may be possible, under the present 
circumstances, that they will request a small allotment. of space on 
the steamship Leviathan. This had not been done, however, when 
we were negotiating with the American Bar Association, 

In reference to the prophecy made by the manager of the United 
States Lines that the bar association would not have more than 700 
people, I wish to explain that this was a forecast made by myself. 
When I first met Mr. Wadhams he spoke in terms of two or three 
thousand people. The reduction from that number to that of seven to 
nine hundred was my judgment of the amount of traffic which would 
be handled. From a traffic standpoint this is based on experience, but 
with this fact in mind we were still hoping that we could secure this 
business for the steamship Leviathan, 
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I trust that you will have the time to consider the written corre- 
spondence fully. Our solicitation of this business, in behalf of the 
United States Lines, began with a personal appeal for the support of 
the American merchant marine; the influential status of the organiza- 
tion was pointed out, and the ultimate effect of such an important 
Movement on other Americans was stressed. Assurance was also gtven 
Mr. Wadhams that the members of the American Bar Association would 
be making no personal sacrifice in sailing on a vessel operated by the 
United States Lines, but would be availing themselves of a service 
which Is stated to be unequaled by any other Atlantic line. Since we 
learned the American Bar Association fs planning to sail on the Cunard 
Line, we have made up our schedule in accordance with our regular 
trafic demands, 

Very truly yours, 
R. I. DUNIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Traffic Manager. 


AMERICAN Ban ASSOCIATION, 
December 15, 1922. 
UNITED STATES LINES, 
44 Broadway, New York City. 
(Attention of Mr. H. H. Hawthorne.) 


GENTLEMEN : Mr. W. Thomas Kemp, of Baltimore, our secretary, 
writes me under date of December 13 that your Mr. Hawthorne had 
called to see him with regard to a possible meeting of the association in 
London in 1924 and that you talked with him concerning vessels to 
convey us if we decided to go. 

I am leaving for New York this afternoon and will call your office on 
telephone to-morrow morning, and, if possible, I would like to have a 
conference with Mr. Hawthorne, and we can arrange the time if it is 
possible for me to see him to-morrow when I telephone you, which I will 
do about 9.30 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Very truly yours, 
FREDERICK E. Wapkaus, Treasurer. 


AMERICAN Ban ASSGCIATION, 
December 24, 1922. 


R. I. Denican, Esq., 
Assistant General Passenger Agent, 
45 Broadway, New York. 

Dear Sin: I am desirous of sending out letters to some of our 
prominent members that I may ascertain what the probabilities are con 
cerning the attendance at the London meeting and wish to secure 
replies to my letter before our executive committees meet on the 15th 
of January. 

I wish to make some reference in my letters as to the probable 
expense of passage, though I do not expect you can give me at this 
time definite information on that subject. 

When may I expect to hear from you concerning this matter? 

Yours truly, 
FREDERICK E. WADHAMS, Treasurer. 


UNITED STATES LINES, 
December 26, 1922. 
Mr. FREDERICK E. Wap haus, 
Treasurer American Bar Association, 
= 78 Chapel Street, Albany, N. F. 

Dear Mr. WADHAMS: I must at first thank you for the courtesy of 
your visit to our office in connection with the proposed tour of the 
American Bar Association to London. 

From my understanding of the personnel which makes up the 
American Bar Association, I can see no steamer which would cover 
the varied requirements other than the famous steamer Leviathan. 
Your association numbers, among its members, men not only from 
the average financial standing of men in America, but to those who 
can pay and expect to find the very highest grade of accommodations 
designed. With this in mind any steamer selected would have to 
have highly desirable second-class rooms, first-class rooms with a 
wide range of selections, and, finally, accommodations de luxe and 
suites found in the most approved type of American hotels. I know 
of no steamer flying the American flag that can compare in 1924 with 
the steamer Leviathan, 

I will briefly mention some of the characteristics of the steamer 
Leviathan, which I know will be interesting to your members: 

Length, 949 feet 9 inches, 

Breadth, 100 feet. 


Displacement tonnage, 66,800. . 
Complement of crew and passengers. 
Total OUE e . ern. 
CCC An A a A T E E a E E E E E O ES ERAR T ai 
NN o S N ENARE 542 
aS RE aE (Cla T RPE ee F S 
Ponne gers, fourth: CU x i eee 936 


Total passenger capacity, souls 3. 398 


It Is expected that this steamer will make from 22 to 24 knots per 
hour. I would like to point out, as general information, such items as 
$5,595,000 for reconditioning and conversion to an oil burner and about 
$3,000,000 for equipment and decorations. The entire high-grade pas- 
senger traveling public is awaiting the commission of this steamer with 
great interest, as she will be the flagship of what we expect to be a 
paramount American merchant marine. 

It is rather early to forecast with a degree of accuracy what the 
first and second class rates will be for this steamer in 1924. I can 
only offer what are expected to be her rates in this coming year. The 
minimum first-class rate should not exceed $270 per person. The 
second-class rate to an English port should not exceed $135. These 
rates, of course, will be higher in proportion to the accommodations 
selected and will extend in the first class as high as four or five 
thousand dollars per suite. I hope, in quoting these rates, that 
some latitude will be permitted, as the steamer is not yet classified 
for rating purposes. 

In advocating this steamer and soliciting your personal cooperation 
in having the American Bar Association avail of transportation facili- 
ties offered under the American flag, I am acting, first, from a sense 
of duty for my position and, secondly, from the sense of just pride 
in what has been and what will be accomplished in the development 
of our passenger marine. It is inspiring at this date to see our 
passenger vessels leaving with their accommodations so well filled 
after contemplating the fact that we have formerly been compelled 
to use like facilities controlled by foreign interests. With theso 
thoughts in mind I bespeak for your special ald and efforts to confine 
this movement to the United States Lines and let the visit of the 
American Bar Association be under the auspices of the American 
flag. 

Very truly yours, 


R. I. DUNIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Trafic Manager. 


AMERICAN Ban ASSOCIATI@N, 
December 28, 1928. 
R. I. DUNIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Traffic Manager, 
45 Broadway, New York City. 

Dran Mr. DUNIGAN: I have received your letter of December 20, 
and thank you for it. 

Will you please inform me how many days would be spent in the 
passage of the steamship Leviathan? 

It seems to me that we talked about there being no distinction be- 
tween the first and second class passengers. That is, the second-class 
passengers had the same privileges, including dining rooms etc., as the 
first class so that, as a matter of fact, your minimum rates would 
be 8135 per person and no mention made of first or second class. 

My thought is that I don’t like the idea of having a man admit 
that he is traveling second class, What have you to say on that point? 

Also, should you not quote us price on some other steamer that 
would not cost as much as the Leviathan? I hardly think the cheaper 
steamer would be taken but it would be useful to have the price 
by way of comparison. 

Please give me time required for the passage on any other steamer 
which you see fit to mention to us. 

Very truly yours, 
FRED., E. WADHAMS, Treasurer. 


JANUARY 4, 1923. 
Mr, FREDERICK E. WADHAMS, 
Treasurer American Bar Association, 
78 Chapel Street, Albany, N. F. 

Daar Mr. WApHAMS: I have been delayed in answering your favor 
of December 28 on account of the holidays. 

The steamship Leviathan is expected to make the trans-Atlantic 
trip in five and one-half days. In agreement with our discussion; there 
will be no difficulty on our part of abolishing the first and second class 
distinctions for the purpose of the trip; and if that was done at the 
time, the minimum rate will have to be the minimum first-class rate. 
The agreement among the steamship lines would not permit this other- 
wise, as this would throw the first class Into a second-class status. 
As a matter of fact, by such a translation of accommodations the 
second class would become first class instead of inversely, so the 
$135 rate would not obtain if this class distinction was maintained. 
I agree with you that anyone making the trip with the association 
would not care to be in a second-class classification. On the other 
hand, I do not think that the minimum first class would be prohibitive. 

The nearest approach to the steamship Leviathan would be our 
famous steamship George Washington, and this steamer would take 
eare of sufficient persons in the first class under the arrangement which 
we contemplate on the steamship Leviathan; that is to say, the first 
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and second class could be melded into first class only. 
of the steamship George Washington would begin at $230 for the 
summer season and increase in price according to the accommodations 
selected. The steamship George Washington retains all of her original 


The minimum 


beauty and is now well known historically. You will recall that ex- 
President Wilson made several trips to and from the Versailles con- 
ference, and the quarters occupied by himself and Mrs, Wilson are 
known as the “ presidential suite.” Throughout the first class there 
are other suites which are called“ grand suites,” and cabins de luxe 
in ample numbers. The speed of this steamer is about 18 knots and 
her crossing in the summer to Plymouth is about seven days. 

There are many other salient points about the steamship George 
Washington which make her the wonder ship of our fleet to-day; but 
as the steamship Leviathan will be beralded as the paramount flag- 
ship of the American merchant marine, I would say that she is the 
appropriate steamer for the occasion. 

From time to time I will be indeed willing to give you whatever 
information and assistance you require, whether it 18 directly about 
the steamers or any other point about the passage. There also may 
be matters about England and the questions about London which we may 
save you time and investigation. If so, please do not hesitate to make 
use of our time and facilities. 

Yours very truly, 


R. I. DUNXIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Trafic Manager. 


THE UNION NATIONAL BANK, 
January 23, 1923. 
Unite Staves LINES, 
45 Broadway, New York City, N. Y. 

GENTLEMEN: Kindly give us the date and any other information 
which you might have regarding the American Bar Association confer- 
ence in London, as we expect to send out circulars for this occasion. 

Thanking you very much, we are, 

Yours very truly, 


THE UNION NATIONAL BANK, 


Manager Foreiyn Department. 


JAN UART 25, 1923. 
Mr. FREDERICK E. WADHAMS, 
Treasurer American Bar Association, 
78 Chapel Street, Albany, N. Y. 


Dear Mn. WADHAMS: I have just received a letter from the Union 
National Bank, signed by the manager of their foreign department, 
requesting that we give the date and any other information in regard 
to the American Bar Association in London, stating that they expect to 
send out circulars for this occasion. 

I am not certain as to what you wish me to do in the matter and 
shall appreciate your instructions, 

Yours very truly, R. I. Dunican, 
Assistant Passenger Trafic Manager. 


AMERICAN Bak ASSOCIATION, 
January 26, 1923. 
R. I. DuniGan, 
Assistant Passenger Traffic Manager United States Lines, 
45 Broadway, New York City. 

My Dear Mr. Dunigan: Your letter of the 25th is received. 

At the meeting of our executive committee held on January 15 and 
16 a subcommittee was appointed to make a survey of the association 
concerning the proposed meeting in London in 1924. That committee 
will report to the executive committee at our annual meeting which 
will be held in Minneapolis on August 29, 30, and 31, and then the 
executive committee as it then exists will be in a position to fix the 
time and place for holding our annual meeting in 1924, so the matter 
will not be finally decided whether we meet in London in 1924 or not 
until August 81, 1923. 

You will understand the executive committee of 1923 can only decide 
for the meeting to be held in the year 1923, and can not decide for the 
meeting to be held in 1924. 

From the investigations which we will make we will be able to pre- 
dict between now and our meeting in August what the result will be, 
and I shall be glad to report to you from time to time what we find 
from our inquiries made relative to the wishes of the members of the 
association. 

Very truly yours, 
FREDERICK E. WapHAMs, Treasurer. 


AMERICAN Ban ASSOCIATION, 
January 29, 1923, 
R. I. DUNIGAN, Esq., 
Assistant General Passenger Agent, 
United States Lines, 45 Broadway, New York City. 


Dear Sm: Our committee, which has in charge the plan of holding 
our annual meeting in 1924 in London, will meet in the office of Hon. 
John W. Davis, president of the association, at No. 15 Broad Street, 
New York City, on Saturday morning of this week at 9.45. 

I would thank you if you could appear before our committee some 
time during the forenoon, say, at 11 or 11.30, that we may confer 
together concerning the matter. 

Very truly yours, 
FREDERICK E. WADHAMS, Treasurer, 
Unitep STATES Lines, 
January 81, 1923, 


Mr. F. E. Wabnaus, 
Treasurer American Bar Association, 
78 Chapel Street, Albany, N. T. 


Dear Mr, Wapnaus: Thank you very much for your letter of 
January 29 asking that I appear before your committee on the morn- 
ing of Saturday, February 3. 

I shall be pleased to attend and hold myself in readiness to assist 
the committee to the greatest extent possible. 

With appreciation, I am 

Yours very truly, R. I. DUNIOAN, 
Assistant Passenger Traffic Manager. 


FEBRUARY 5, 1923. 
(Memorandum re American Bar Association.) 


In accordance with the next attached letter from Mr. Wadhams, I 
attended a meeting of the committee at the office of the Hon. John W. 
Davis, 15 Broad Street, this afternoon. 

There were about seven gentlemen present, including Mr. Davis and 
Mr. Wadhams. 

Previous to my call before the committee Mr. Whatmough and Mr. 
Borer, of the Cunard Line, came out. 

We discussed rates and the capacities of the Leviathan and George 
Washington for the movement of the bar association, which will number 
about 900 first class. The sailing to be between July 10 and July 15, 
1924. The difficuities of prohibition were discussed, but the committee 
seemed indulgent in the matter and did not record it as a definite ob- 
stacle. A proposition was made to the committee by the Cunard Line 
that they would furnish the entire first-class accommodations of one 
of their largest steamers at a flat summer minimum in effect at the 
time of sailing; that they would sell the accommodations on behalf of 
the bar association at full tariff rates, thereby permitting the associa- 
tion to make the net profit. The question was asked as to whether we 
would do the same. 1 promised them a definite answer, but pointed out 
that it was a violation of the agreement among the lines. I stressed 
the obvious fact that the association should sail under the American 
flag on a United States Lines Government-owned steamer. The attitude 
of the committee was decidedly friendly. 

The result of the Interview was reported to Mr. Rossbottom and Mr. 
Rutherford. In discussing the Cunard’s proposition Mr. Rossbottom 
pointed out that while he did not like the idea, still we could sell the 
association the accommodations at the minimum rate outright and, 
in turn, act as their agents in disposing of the space. As Ìt is essen- 
tial that this movement should be confined to our line, the attached 
letter to Mr. Wadhams and a copy to Mr. John W. Davis will be sent. 

R. I. Dusican. 
Unirep Srares Lines, 
February 5, 1928. 
Mr. F. E. WADHAMS, 
Treasurer American Bar Association, 
78 Chapel Street, Albany, N. F. 

Dran Ma. WADHAMS: I wish to thank you for the privilege of ap- 
pearing before your committee on Saturday last and the opportunity 
given for meeting the gentlemen in question. 

The first-class carrying capacities of the steamship Leviathan and 
the steamship George Washington, with their minimum summer rates 
based on 1928 facts, would be as follows: 


Rate 
Steamer. Capacity. (mini- 
i mum). 
rc ß Saks gonss stneeseuss| 976 $270 
enn cnevitewtcendssensdatussccdeces 048 Zi 
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We offer the choice of these steamers for the movement of your asso- 
ciation in mid-July, 1924, from New York to Plymouth at the above- 
mentioned summer minimum rates or whatever summer minimum rates 
are in effect in July, 1924. As the question of olher arrangements for 
the sale of accommodations was brought up by your committee, I desire 
to inform you that we are prepared to name the same terms and condi- 
tions as have been or will be advanced by any of our competitors. 

Please note that the actual first-class carrying capacity of the steam- 
ship Leviathan is 976 persons; the carrying capacity of the steamship 
George Washington, namely, 948, is to be made by combining the per- 
manent first class and * class into one first class without dis- 
tinction. 

Our interest in the 8 of your association will continue 
until final action by your executive committee, and accordingly please 
consider our services at your disposal. 

With appreciation, I am, 

Yours very truly, R. I. DUNIQAN, 
Assistant Passenger Trafe Manager. 


AMERICAN Bak ASSOCIATION, 
February 8, 1923. 
R. I. Duniean, Esq., 
Assistant Passenger Trafo Manager United States Lines, 
45 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

My Deag MR. Duxtdax: I have your letter of February 5, and hank 
you for It. 

1 want to be in a position to state what it will cost for a passage 
per person from New York to Southampton or Plymouth or other 
landing point in England, 

As I understand it, if the George Washington should be selected, you 
could make the entire capacity of the ship first class and you could 
accommodate 948 persons and the minimum charge for each one would 
be $231. Am J to understand from that that no matter what the 
room is that is assigned to our members, they would each one of them 
pay for the room they occupy, provided that ig our wish, 82317 I 
understand that you suggested that we could ourselves grade the 
accommodations for 948 people, charging some of them $231, the mini- 
mum price, and others a larger price to correspond with the accom- 
modations offered—that is, some rooms have bath and other luxuries, 
and so whoever occupied them would naturally be willing to pay an 
additional price in order to secure them, 

Can you tell me, please: 

1. How many rooms have you tn the George Washington for which 
you charge ordinarily and regularly the minimum $231 per person? 

2. How many persons occupy each of such rooms? In other words, 
how many people can you carry for the minimum rate of $231? 

8. About what do the persons who do not occupy the minimum rooms 
at $231 per person ordinarily pay and how many persons do you carry 
at such a charge? 

I would like to get the same Information concerning the Leviathan. 
As I understand it, you do not propose to combine her first and second 
class rooms in one class, and on the Leviathan there would be some 
first class and some second class. 

We are to have a meeting in Washington on the 23d of this month 
which will be attended by people, I expect, from all over the United 
States. I want to be able to tell them and to communicate generally 
with our members concerning the cost of going to London. 

I have neyer been over but once and then I went on the Imperator 
and returned on the Mauretania. There will be a large number of 
our members who will go who never have been abroad betgre ; I am 
surprised myself, in talking to different lawyers, to find so many of 
them who have never been over once, and the first question that will 
come up will be, What will it cost me per person? I want to be 
able to answer that question. 

The minimum price charged for the Mauretania is $264, but they 
only have 10 rooms at that price. I can hardly think this is a fact 
and believe there must be many more than 10 rooms at the minimum 
charge. I suppose they would expect to get two or three persons in 
each room, but, supposing they did, the 80 people that would so be 
charged the minimum price would constitute a very few, whereas we 
must furnish accomodations for several hundred, and I want to know 
what the average price will be for those who exceed in numbers, we 
will say, 30 people, who would occupy all of the minimum rooms fur- 
nished by the Mauretania. 

Of course, I am asking the price on your steamers and not on the 
Cunard Steamship Lines, and I fully understand that you will be 
prepared to furnish the same terms and conditions that are giyen us 
by any other line. I am not expecting that you will give me now 
absolutely the exact cost, but I want to know and be able to tell 
those who inquire what it will probably cost per person. Can you 
give me a statement that will be perfectly plain and approximate? 

Very truly yours, 
Frepertck-E, WADHAMS, Treasurer. 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 
February 14, 1923, 
R. I. Denican, Esq, 
Assistant Passenger Trafflo Manager, 
United States Lines, 45 Broadway, New York City. 

My Dear Mn. Duxieax;: I hope you will excuse me, but I am 
very anxious to be in possession of the facts along the lines mentioned 
in my letter of February 8 before I leave for Washington on the 20th 
of this month, There Is to be a large gathering of lawyers through- 
out the United States in Washington to attend a meeting and I want 
to be able to impart information concerning approximate expenses 
attending our meeting in London. I realize that date of our meeting 
is some distance off, but the trouble is the people I must communi- 
cate with are “some distance off” also and I want to embrace every 
opportunity offered by personal contact with our members from dif- 
ferent parts of the United States, hence my desire to get this in- 
formation without fall in time to take it to Washington with me 
when I leave on the afternoon of the 20th. 

Very truly yours, 
FREDERICK E. Wapnaus, Treasurer, 


Unitep STATES LINES, 
February 16, 1923. 


Mr. F. E. WADHAMS, 
Treasurer American Bar Assocation, 
78 Chapel Street, Albany, N. Y. 


My Dear Mr. Wapnaus: I have delayed answering your favors of 
February 8 and 14 pending the receipt of definite leck plans of the 
steamship Leviathan. I have these now, and therefore am able to 
take up categorically the questions in your first letter. 

Your understanding that we will combine the first class and second 
class capacity on the steamship George Washington to accommodate 
948 persons, or thereabouts, at the minimum charge of $231, is cor- 
rect. If, as you stated at the last meeting, you require a flat 
minimum rate to meet your own situations and the competition 
offered by a foreign line, I confirm the wording and intent of my letter 
of February 6, to wit, that we are prepared to name the same 
terms and conditions as have been or will be advanced by any of our 
competitors. The practical operation of such a procedure would be 
that the accommodations would be given to your association at the 
minimum rate and we, in turn, would dispose of them at an agreed 
schedule prepared by yourselves, or according to the regular tarii 
schedule, which we have for the United States Lines. I have no 
doubt that you will be able to dispose of the accommodations in the 
sime manner as ordinary trafic offers to our own line at such a 
season, 

Answering your queries: 

No. 1. There would be about 120 rooms with capacity of 460 
people, for which we ordinarily charge the regular minimum of 
8231 per person. 

No. 2. The accommodations in the above rooms are for 460 persons 

No. 3. To answer this question we would have to take all of the 
accommodations above the minimum-priced rooms and say that the 
average first-class rate on the steamship George Washington from 
the point of minimum to the point of maximum would be $325. As 


to the steamship Leviathan, there are 85 rooms with capacity for *. 


95 persons on this steamer for which a minimum rate of $269.50 or 
$270, whichever it may be, would apply. The average rate would be, 
in first class, about $450. 

As the first class on the steamship Leviathan has a sufficient capacity 
for our purposes, there would be no need for using this space unless 
you would find some isolated cases where the passenger would require 
a second-class rate. The second-clasa rate on the steamship Leviathan 
will be $145. 

It is a remarkable fact that the successful busy men of America have 
in few instances made an ocean voyage, and I would not be surprised it 
this is not true of more than 60 per cent of your association. To ba 
able to say what the cost will be per person is best handled, in my 
judgment, by the statement that there will be several hundred accom- 
modations at the rate of $231, and after that it will depend on the 
individual desires or financial capacity of the traveler. 

I have expressed our position in previous letters to the effect that 
the quotations of rates are based on the present rates without anticipa- 
tion that there will be an increase. From my experience and forecast 
of traffic for next season the rates will either be the same or slightiy 
lower. If so, all trans-Atlantic passenger lines who are members of 
the steamship conference will be similarly affected. 

I trust that the foregoing is clear and will be of the required assist- 
ance at the meeting. I might state at this junction that I will be in 
Washington on the 28d taking care of some details in connection with 
our new office at 1419 G Street NW. If you believe that I would be 


of any personal assistance to you before the committee while in Wash- 
ington, I am sure that you will not hesitate to call on me and I shall 
be glad to place myself before your disposal on that date. 

With appreciation for your letters and with kind regards, I am, 

Yours very truly, 

R. I. DUNIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Trafic Manager. 

UNITED States LINES, 
> April 2, 1923. 

Mr. F. E. WADHAMS, 
Treasurer American Bar Association, 
78 Chapel Street, Albany, N. Y. 

Dran MR. WapHAMS: Just a little reminder to let you know that I 
am still thinking about the trip of the American Bar Association, and 
wondering if you will not let me hear the present status. 

You know how intensely I wish to confine this to our steamers, 
and trust I have your support in the same. 

With kindest regards, I am very truly yours, 
R. I. Duxtaax, 
Assistant Passenger Trafic Manager, 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 
April 5, 1923. 
R, I. DUNIGAN, Esq. 
Assistant Passenger Traffic Manager, 
45 Broadway, New York City, 

My Dran Mr. DUNIGAN : I have your letter of the 2d instant. 

We have decided to send out a letter to the members of our general 
council, there one man from each State, and also to the vice 
president of each State and four members constituting the local council 
in each State, telling them of the invitation received and asking their 
views concerning its acceptance. 

It has been suggested that we divide our meeting, holding a part 
of it at some eastern point and then the balance of it in London. This 
will avoid any criticism, we think, on the part of our members who 
otherwise would be deprived of attending the annual meeting in 1924 
if they are unable to go to London. 

This plan has not yet been announced and, therefore, it is not for 
publication and I would thank you if you would so consider it. 

We will know more about this matter when we get replies to the 
letters which we will soon send out. 

Very truly yours, 
FREDERICK E. WADHAMS, Treasurer. 


UNITED STATES LINES, 
April 9, 1923. 
Mr. FREDERICK E. WADHAMS, 
Treasurer American Bar Association, 
78 Chapel Street, Albany, N. Y. 

Dear Mr, WADHAMS: Many thanks for your very kind letter of the 
5th advising me of the present status of the bar convention. I will 
consider the matter confidential and will hope to hear from you again 
as soon as the matter has assumed a more definite aspect. 

Yours very truly, 
R. I. Dr NIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Traffic Manager. 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 
June 28, 1928. 
R. I. Duntean, Esq., 
Assistant Passenger Trafic Manager, 
45 Broadway, New York City. 

My Dear Mr. DuniGan: I am taking this liberty of sending you clip- 
ping from the Albany Evening News, issue of June 27, which contains 
a story which I gave one of their reporters yesterday. I hope the 
facts are stated correctly. : 

Permit me to assure you that Mr. Kemp and I enjoyed very much 
the cruise on the Leviathan, 

Very truly yours, 
FREDERICK E. WADHAMS, Treasurer, 


UNITED STATES Lines, 
June 29, 1923. 
Mr. FREDERICK E. WADHAMS, 
Treasurer American Bar Association, 
78 Ohapel Street, Albany, N. F. 

My Dear Mr. WADHAMS: I have received your kind favor of the 
28th inclosing clipping from the Albany Evening News, for which 
please accept my sincere thanks, 


Yours very truly, R. I. DuNIGAN 
— . 2 


Assistant Passenger Trafic Manager. 
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UNITED States LINES, 
August 23, 1923, 
Hon. FRED. A. WADHAMS, 
78 Chapel Street, Albany, N. Y. 


My Dran Mr. WaDHAMS: I take pleasure in introducing through 
the medium of this letter Mr. H. A. Highman, vice president of the Ray- 
mond & Whitcomb Co, 

No doubt you will recall one of my last conversations on the 
Leviathan regarding the many difficulties which you would have in 
making fixed arrangements for your association while abroad, and I 
suggested at the time that an organization like the Raymond & 
Whitcomb Co. would be the solution of what appeared to be your major 
difficulties. If you will also remember, Mr. Kemp thought very well of 
the suggestion. 

Mr. Highman’s position in the Continent tourist work is well known, 
and I am sure he will be of great assistance to you. 

With kind regards,-I am yours very truly, 
R. I. Duncan, 
Assistant Passenger Trafo Manager. 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 
September 15, 1923. 
Mr. R. I. DUNIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Traffic Manager, 
45 Broadway, New York City. 

My Dran Mn. DunIGAN: I have received your letter of August 23 
wherein you introduce Mr. Highman, vice president of the Raymond & 
Whitcomb Co., and have filed the same for future consideration. 

Very truly yours, 
FREDERICK E. WAaDHAMS, Treasurer, 


AMBRICAN Ban ASSOCIATION, 
September 15, (923, 
Mr. R. I. DUNIGAN, e 
Assistant Passenger Traffic Manager, 
45 Broadway, New York City. 

My Dear MR. DUNIGAN: The association voted unanimously to ac- 
cept the invitation of the British bar to hold our meeting in London 
next summer. It was decided that we would hold a full and complete 
meeting of the association the same as we usually hold before going 
to London and that that meeting would be beld in some Atlantic 
seaboard port. It will undoubtedly be held in New York and imme- 
diately following that meeting we will sail for London. 

This is in accordance with my expectations, but at the same time 
it is a great relief to know that we are to make the trip. 

The Canadian Bar Association also accepted the invitation of the 
British bar to met in London with us. They will, however, sail from 
some Canadian port. : 

I attended the annual meeting of the Canadian Bar Association last 
week in Montreal and we arranged to have one of their representa- 
tives meet us in New York within the next month or six weeks and 
talk over the plans for the meeting. When that meeting is held we 
will be in a position to confer further with you concerning the 
matter. 

Very truly yours, 
FREDERICK E. WaDHAMS, Treasurer. 


* UNITED STATES Lines, 
September 18, 1923. 
Mr. FREDERICK R. WADHAMS, 
Treasurer American Bar Association, 
78 Chapel Street, Abany, N. F. 

My Dran Mr. WapHAMS: I must thank you for your note of Sep- 
tember 15 giving me further information about the meeting that the 
association will hold in London next summer. It is good news that 
the Canadian Bar Association has also accepted the invitation of the 
British bar to meet in London with you. 

If I can be of any advantage to you when you have the next meet- 
ing, please do not hesitate to call on me. I am at your disposal at 
that time. 

A most important question for you to consider would be which one 
of our ships would be the most suitable for the transportation. As I 
explained to you in our last meeting, it would be necessary to secure 
the consent of the management to use the combined first and second 
class on the steamship George Washington as one entire first class for 
the purposes of the trip; and, further, that your committee would have 
to inspect the steamer and confirm that such a combination of classes 
would be satisfactory. 

Very truly yours, 
R. I. DUNIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Trafo Manager. 


1924. 
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OCTOBER 1, 1923, 


Memorandum, 
Mr. BORING: 


Answering for Mr. MacNary your memorandum of September 24 
in reference to our plans for securing the business of the delegates 
to the American Bar Association to be held in London, July, 1924: 
We have been working on this since October, 1922, and have met 
all the principals. I have attended an executive meeting in the 
office of Hon. John W. Davis, who brought back the official invita- 
tion and urged the acceptance by the American Bar Association. I 
have continuously been in touch with Mr. Frederick Wadhams and 
Mr. W. Thomas Kemp, who are the steering committee. I had these 
gentlemen on the trial trip of the steamship Leviathan and secured in- 
vitations for them from Chairman Lasker. We have submitted the 
characteristics of the steamship Leviathan and steamship George Wash- 
ington, and after continuous discussions of the two steamers it appears 
that they are inclined to use the steamship George Washington. There 
will be some scattered bookings on the steamship Leviathan, probably of 
those who decide to travel apart from the party. 

I have a letter from Mr. Wadhams, dated September 15, which 
states that the Canadian Bar Association has also accepted the in- 
vitation of the British bar to meet in London with the American 
Bar Association. They will sail from a Canadian port. There is 
to be a meeting in New York very shortly, when final plans will 
be discussed, and Mr. Wadhams states that he will then be in a 
position to confer further with me concerning the movement. 

You can assist us directly by placing a suitable advertisement in 
the American Bar Association Journal, which is the immediate ap- 
propriate medium for reaching the members of the American Bar 
Association. 

R. I. DUNIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Trafic Manager. 


AMBRICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 
Albany, N. F., November 9, 1923. 
R. I. Dunican, Esq., 
Assistant Passenger Traffic Manager United States Lines, 
New York, N. F. 


My Duar Mr. DuNIGAN: After a careful consideration of the time of 
sailing, rates, and the accommodations offered by your line and that 
offered by the International Mercantile Marine and Cunard Line, the 
committee on transportation decided that the Berengaria was the most 
desirable steamer for our purposes, her date of sailing being fixed for 
July 12, and so that steamer was selected by the transportation com- 
mittee and report made accordingly to our executive committee, which 
committee has now ratified our action. 

The transportation committee did not think it advisable to unite the 
first and second cabins of the George Washington, and, furthermore, her 
date of sailing, July 5, was too early, since we must hold our regular 
annual meeting for three days before sailing. 

I want to thank you for the very courteous attention which you 
extended to us in this matter, 

Very sincerely yours, 
FREDERICK E. WADHAMS, Treasurer. 


INTERNATIONAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE CONVENTION IN EUROPE, 


Ounnn's STEAMSHIP & TOURIST AGENCY, 
Washington, D. C., March N, 1922. 
UNITED STATES LINES, 
45 Broadway, New York Oity. 


GENTLEMEN: At the request of Mr. John F. Proctor, an official of 
the American International Chamber of Commerce, headquarters in this 
city, I called at his office to-day in connection with the contemplated 
trip to Europe for a party of delegates who will attend a conference to 
be held in Paris or Rome in June or September next. Mr. Proctor 
stated that there would be about 200 delegates to make this trip, and 
said that they would want to sail between May 20 and June 15 or 
August 15 and September 7. (The exact date will be decided within 
the next two weeks.) He wishes to know if you can accommodate them. 
Mr. Proctor states that they have made a number of trips to Europe, 
and that last year they had 150 people in their party, stating that all 
accommodations were at the minimum first-class rate regardless of 
rooms furnished. 

Would appreciate very much if you will kindly advise me if you can 
handle this party. It has not been decided as yet when they will re- 
turn, but that will be decided the same time as the eastbound date. I 
have all the plans of steamers to furnish him and would be glad if 
you will send sailing dates up to October 81. This is a first-class and 
sure proposition, and I trust that you will give it consideration, 

Very truly yours, 
E. I. OBER. 


LXV—459 


UNITED STATES LINES, March 22, 1922, 
Osenr’s, STEAMSHIP & TOURIST AGENCY, 
No, 1 Woodward Building, Washington, D. 0. 


GENTLEMEN: We are in receipt of yours of the 17th instant relative 
to request of Mr. John F. Proctor of the International Chamber of 
Commerce. In reply, beg to advise that we will indeed be pleased to 
arrange, if possible, for this party provided, of course, that you can 
give us further particulars at a very early date. 

We might mention that it would hardly be possible for us to ar- 
range anything eastbound in June or westbound in September, but we 
would, of course, decide further on this just as soon as we hear from 
you. 

Yours very truly, UNITED STATES LINES, 
Per * 


Marca 27, 1922, 
Mr. ERNEST I. OBER, . 


1 Woodward Building, Washington, D. C. 


Deak Sin: Confirming our conversation on the Lone Star March 
23, we will be pleased to accommodate the party of 200 delegates, pro- 
vided you can arrange to have the sailing put off until September. I 
am inclosing a copy of our present sailing List. 

As I already have promised you, I will get In touch with Mr. Alvin“ 
Dodd in the International Chamber of Commerce and urge him to get 
behind the plan in order to assist you. If a personal representative 
of the lines will be of help in Washington send us a wire. 

Yours very truly, 
E. E. MacNary, 
General Passenger Agent. 


Ounn's STEAMSHIP & TOURIST AGENCY, | 
Washington, D. O., March 28, 1922, | 
Mr. E. E. MACNARY, | 
General Passenger Agent United States Lines, | 
45 Broadway, New York City. 

My Dear Mr, MacNary: Replying to your letter of the 27th iastant 
relative to International Chamber of Commerce convention in Europe, 
beg to advise that I called on Mr. Proctor yesterday, and he infcrmed | 
me that it will be decided in about a week or 10 days as to when and 
where this convention will be held, and he promised to take the matter 
up with me at this time. 

I do not think it would be worth while to have one of your repre- | 
sentatives come to Wahsington on this case just now, but I do, how- 
ever, think after this develops, that it would be a very desirable thing 
to send a representative to assist me in this matter, as I am particclarly 
anxious to land this movement. 

Had a bully good time on the Lone Star State, 

Again thanking yon for your courtesy, I am, 

Very truly yours, 2 


E. I. Oper. 


UNITED STATES LINES, 
March 30, 1922. 
Mr. ALVIN E. DoDD, 
National Chamber of Commerce, Washington, D. 0. | 


Dear Str: Confirming my talk with you on the telephone regarding 
the proposed trip of the representatives of the National Chamber of 
Commerce to the international convention, I would greatly appreciate 
if you will get behind the idea of haying delegates travel on United 
States ships. 

The United States Lines is a unit of the United States Shipping 
Board, and the surplus cash we take in goes directly back to the Gov- 
ernment and reduces taxes. We have proven since we started opera- 
tion, September 1, that Americans can operate a passenger fleet efm- 
ciently. Our ships are going out full, while other companies are hay- 
ing small sailing lists. This is because of the fine service we give and 
the extraordinarily fine table that is served on each of our ships, 

If the delegates are to travel in September or the latter part of 
August, we can reserve sufficient room and can make the rates attrac- 
tive. This last statement is unofficial and confidential, 

Inclosed I am sending you sailing lists, first-class rate sheet, and 
some views of our ships. 

Whatever you do to help this matter will be of service to the Gov- 
ernment, and I assure you that the delegates when they have returned 
will feel that you had done them a service in suggesting the United 
States Lines to them. 

Yours very truly, 
$ E. E. MACNARY, 
General Passenger Agent. 
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OBER STEAMSHIP & TOURIST AGENCY, 
Washington, D. C., April 5,‘ 1922, 


“Mr. E. E. MacNary, 
General Passenger Agent United States Lines, 
45 Broadway, New York City. 


Dean Sin: Referring to our conversation while in New York and pre- 
vious correspondence relative to meeting of the International Chamber 
of Commerce in Paris or Rome in June or September next, beg to 
advise that in conversation with the secretary of the Chamber of 
Commerce, this city, be informed me that the meeting has been post- 
poned until March, 1923. I will keep in touch with this gentleman 
and of course take the matter up with bim at some later date, 

Very truly yours, 
E. I. OBER, 


UNITED STATES LINES, 
April 11, 1922, 
Mr. E. I. OBER, 
Obers Steamship £ Tourist 1 e 
1 Woodward Building, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: This is to acknowledge your letter of April 5 stating 
that the meeting of the International Chamber of Commerce has been 
put off until next year. 

Inclosed is a copy of my letter to Mr. Alvin E. Dodd, National Cham- 
ber of Commerce. It would do no harm to keep in touch with him. 

Yours very truly, 
E. E. MacNary, 
General Passenger Agent. 


[Copy of telegram.] 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 23, 1923. 
N. I. DUNIGAN, 
Assistant Passenger Trafic Manager United States Lines, 
45 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 


United States Chamber of Commerce advise 100 passages booked last 
July Cunard Caronia. Shipping Board and International Mercantile 
Marine did not bid, though requested to do so. 

Henry P. WRIGHT. 


RIGHT OF REPRESENTATION AT SENATE COMMITTEE HEARINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which 
will be read. 

The reading clerk read Senate e 118, submitted by 
Mr. Sxoor on the 9th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That any person, firm, corporation, Government depart- 
ment, or Government agency whose act or acts are subject to inquiry 
at any hearing or investigation conducted by any Senate committee 
under authority of Senate resolution shall have the right to be present 
at such hearing or investigation in person or by a representative and 
to be represented by counsel, and whenever the character, honesty, in- 
tegrity, motives, or competence of any sueh person, firm, corporation, 
Government department, or Government agency shall be attacked or 
impugned they shall bave the right to cross-examine witnesses by 
counsel and to have witnesses subpenaed and give testimony in their 
behalf and to introduce affidavits and other documentary or written 
evidence. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I wish to make a brief state- 
ment witn reference to the resolution now before the Senate, 
Senate Resolution 118, I do so because I infer that the reso- 
Yution had its inception in certain proceedings before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, of which I am a member, and I make 
the statement because of the absence of the senior Senator 
from Montana [Mr. WALSH]. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. ADAMS. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to assure the Senator that there was no 
such thought in my mind in introducing the resolution, I 
made no reference to nor did I think of the Public Lands Com- 
mittee hearings. The resolution has reference to the future, 
not the past. It involves a policy which, in my opinion, ought 
to be adopted by the Senate of the United States. I hope the 
Senator will not make any statement with the view or even 
with the thought that the resolution was inspired by any hear- 
ing that has been held by the Public Lands Committee or to be 
held by that committee that I know of. 

Mr. ADAMS. As I said, I was led to infer, simply by reason 
of some proceedings there, that possibly the suggestion came 
from incidents in the proceedings of that committee. I recog- 
nize fully that it applies to all future hearings as well as to 
pending hearings, but it occurs to me that the Senator from 


Utah has not fully appreciated the full purport and effect of 
the resolution, if adopted. It means that the control of investi- 
gations and inquiries by Senate committees would be taken 
entirely out of the hands of those committees. 

The first portion of the resolution provides that when any act 
or acts of any person, any corporation, or any firm, or Goyern- 
ment bureau or agency are inquired into they shall be entitled, as 
a matter of right, to appear at the hearing and be represented 
by counsel. In other words, there is nothing coming within the 
scope of an inquiry by a Senate committee which could be con- 
ducted without affording an adequate opportunity for every 
person whose acts are inquired into to come before that com- 
mittee and to be there represented by counsel. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a moment? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I am convinced that the resolution is quite 
far-reaching in its effect and is more important than the Senate 
can really appreciate from merely having it read. The Sen- 
ator’s statement discloses almost conclusively to my mind that 
there are objections which may be urged against it with great 
force. I think the Senate ought to hear the discussion. Does 
the Senator object to having me suggest the absence of a 
quorum? 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not. 

Mr. SMOOT. Perhaps it would be just as well, because it 
is now lunch time, to let the resolution go over until to-morrow 
and then take it up to-morrow, when we will have more time. 

Mr. ROBINSON. We have all the time to-day that there is, 

Mr. HEFLIN. What else have we to do to-day? There is 
nothing else to do. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing to go on, but more than 
half of the morning hour to-day has expired, and to-morrow 
we could have all the Senators here; they would not be out 
of the Chamber for lunch. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may I make a parliamentary 
inquiry? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Colorado yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. ADAMS. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Ought not the resolution to go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate? It involves very material expenditures by the Senate 
out of its contingent fund, and manifestly it ought to go to 
that committee first, and then, I think, it should be considered 
by the proper committee before it comes before the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is no direct appropriation involved. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It does not involve a direct appropria- 
tion, but it affects the appropriations to be approved by that 
committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator suggested, for instance, as one 
other Senator asked me just now, whether the counsel fees 
for the firm or corporation should be paid by the Government. 
They certainly would not be so paid, and if there is any 
question about it I shall offer an amendment, so there can be 
no doubt about it. 

Mr, ROBINSON. Mr. President, I did not intend to inter- 
rupt the remarks of the Senator from Colorado, who was dis- 
cussing very pointedly the resolution. I felt that the Senate 
ought to have a chance to be present to hear his remarks and 
some remarks that others will submit touching the matter. 
If he yields for that purpose, I would suggest the absence of 
u quorum; but if he prefers to go on with his remarks, I shall 
defer to his wish, 

Mr. ADAMS. I yield for that purpose, 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Adams Ernst Ladd Simmons 
Ashurst Fernald Lenroot Smith 
Ball Ferris Lodge Smoot 
Bayard Fess McKellar Spencer 
rah Fletcher McKinley Stanfield 
Brandegee Frazier ee A anley 
Brookhart George Mayfie Stephens 
Bruce Gooding Neely Sterling 
Bursum Greene Norbeck Trammell 
Cameron Hale Norris Underwood 
Capper Harreld Oddie Wadsworth 
Copeland Harris Pepper Warren 
Couzens Harrison Phipps Watson 
Cummins eflin Pittwan Weller 
Curtis Howell Ralston Mis 
Dial Jones, N, Mex Reed, Pa. 
Dill Jones, Wash. Robinson 
Edwards Keyes Sheppard 


1924. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wurts in the chair). 
Sixty-nine Senators having answered to their names, a quorum 
is present. The Senator from Colorado will proceed. 

Mr. ADAMS. The portion of the resolution to which I was 
addressing myself when the inerruption came, and which I 
shall read, provides: 


That any person, firm, corporation, Government department, or 
Government agency whose act or acts are subject to inquiry at any 
hearing or investigation conducted by any Senate committee under 
authority of Senate resolution shall have the right to be present at 
such hearing or investigation in person or by representatives, and to 
be represented by counsel, 


I was seeking to point out the effect and purport of the reso- 
lution, The senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] corrected 
one impression that I had, the result of which is that I am now 
impressed with the belief that the resolution is of greater im- 
portance than I at first thought. I had the impression that it 
had its inception perhaps in incidents which occurred in one 
particular committee investigation, but I find that it is the 
plan to adopt the general idea as to all investigations. 

If the resolution were to be adopted, such an investigation 
as that being conducted into Russian affairs would be im- 
peded and probably absolutely stopped, because it would be 
necessary to give the right to Mr. Trotski, Mr. Lenin, and 
the whole catalogue of Russians whose names were read the 
other day by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Nr. 
Lopce], in order that they might exercise their right to be 
present at the hearings, and they would also be entitled to be 
represented by counsel. That would be true of the investi- 
gation in the Veterans’ Bureau. That could not be conducted 
without granting. if the resolution were adopted, the right to 
every employee and agent of that bureau whose acts were 
under consideration to be present and to be represented by 
counsel. That would be true if it should be seen fit to investi- 
gate the acts of a military official in the Philippines as to his 
phenomenal financial success. He would have to be permitted 
to come before the committee and to be represented by counsel, 
as would all his agents, brokers, and advisers. We could not 
even investigate the Emperor of Sulu without permitting him 
to be present in person and by counsel. 

There is no form of investigation which could be success- 
fully conducted if the resolution should be adopted, because 
it would permit—in fact, it would require—that any person 
whose acts should be the subject of inquiry should have the 
right to be present and to be represented by counsel. So if it 
be the desire of the Senate to defeat all investigations—and 
that may be the purpose—this is the resolution it should adopt. 

Again, if it were sought to investigate railroad rates or to 
investigate manipulations of the market, under the resolution 

. we should be forced to bring in owners, shippers, managers, 
brokers, purchasers, operators, organizers, corporators, all 
those whose acts are under investigation or at least to give 
them the right to appear in person or by attorney. Otherwise 
we should be defying our resolution. 

Again, we could not even inquire into the record of a soldier 
in France for the purpose of bestowing upon him the congres- 
sional medal of honor, unless he were represented and given 
the opportunity to appear before the committee. In other 
words, there is no exception whatever; no investigation into 
the acts of any persons, whether the investigation be to estab- 
lish eredit or to establish discredit, whether it be interested or 
disinterested, may be conducted under this resolution without 
meeting that obstacle. 

Then follows a second portion of the resolution, which is of 
still more far-reaching importance. It reads: 


And wheneyer the character, honesty, integrity, motives, or competence 
of any such person, firm, corporation, Government department, or Gov- 
erninent agency shall be attacked or impugned they shall have the 
right to cross-examine witnesses by counsel and to haye witnesses sub- 
Donned and give testimony in their behalf and to introduce affidavits 
and other documentary or written evidence, 


In other words, whenever in any of these investigations a 
question is suggested as to the motives, as to the competence, 
as to the integrity of any person, whether he be an officer of 
the Government or not, he then becomes vested with an absolute 
right to appear by counsel before the committee, to cross- 
examine the witnesses brought before the committee, to require 
the committee to subpæna witnesses to give testimony on his 
behalf, to introduce documents, and then to do what no court 
permits—introduce affidavits. 

To illustrate, we have had that very matter before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys, where men occupying 
high public place were under inquiry. They were permitted 


to meet the investigation by the filing of affidavits only. Others 
sought to escape the glaring light of cross-examination by 
making written statements and remaining away from the 
meetings of the committee, but this method not having been 
acceptable to the senior Senator from Montana and to part of 
the committee, personal examination of the witness was had, 
which has resulted in complete refutation of the written state- 
ment of another witness on an important matter, as to which 
the Senate will later be more fully advised. An investigating 
committee, if it is to accomplish anything, must have before it 
the men whose acts are being inquired into, in order that they 
may be examined and cross-examined; but this resolution 
would open the way to those whose acts are sought to be in- 
vestigated to send in their written statements and other docu- 
ments, to send their attorneys, and then to absent themselves. 
That very character of proceedings has been recently attempted, 
though not very successfully. As a matter of fact, one very 
unfortunate incident which came before the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys would have been obviated had the 
gentleman inyolved seen fit to appear before the committee and 
not to send in a written statement and subsequently be com- 
pelled to abandon the position formerly taken in that statement. 

An investigation usually arises when some question is raised 
as to the propriety of some act affecting the Government. To 
illustrate again from the Teapot Dome inquiry, there were 
brought out in that investigation the acts of certain promoters. 

They have purchased certain interests from the United States 
in the way of oil leases; they have taken those and endeavored 
to foist them upon the people of the United States by “ rigging” 
the market. Stock which they held at a value of $17 a share 
for their own purposes was placed upon the market in New York 
through the manipulation and organization of brokers at from $40 
to $58 a share. The investigation showed that a combination was 
created and put into operation in order to deceive the public and 
to create the impression of an actual market at those values. 
Yet under this resolution we could not investigate that matter 
without permitting each and every one of those operators to 
appear by his attorney. All purchasers and sellers of the 
stock would be entitled to submit affidavits and to present docu- 
ments of every kind and character. The committee is not given 
any power or authority to regulate the character of affidavits or 
the character of the testimony or to put limits upon the cross- 
examination. Under the resolution, should it be adopted, the 
Senate would find its committee rooms flooded with attorneys, 
with witnesses, and other interested parties who would be 
able to dictate and direct the course of its proceedings. It 
would soon be an investigation of, by, and for those sought to be 
investigated. 

If an investigation were sought to be delayed and impeded, 
this resolution would afford an absolute and complete means of 
suppressing every possible investigation before this body. If 
the Senate wishes to say that there is no act affecting the 
public interest which ought to be investigated, if the Senate of 
the United States wishes to abandon all opportunity to investl- 
gate those things at which the hand of suspicion is pointed, 
then it should pass this resolution. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me? I desire, if I may, to ask him a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. ADAMS. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator from Colorado were asked 
to frame a resolution which would effectively squelch all in- 
vestigation by the Senate which is now going on or which may 
be instituted between now and next November on election day, 
could he conceive of a resolution which would more effectively 
accomplish that purpose? 

Mr. ADAMS. I should say that Senate Resolution 118 would 
be a perfect instrument to accomplish that purpose. 

Mr. McKELLAR.. I entirely agree with the Senator as to 
that. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Throughout a service of 20 years in the 
House of Representatives and the Senate of the United States, 
where any person, firm, or corporation, or any officer or agent 
of the Government presented a request for a hearing and that 
request was based upon circumstances which might be fairly 
considered to justify the committee in hearing him, I have 
never known of an instance where such a request has been 
denied. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar- 
Kansas yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I feel that this is an important 
matter, and I think the Senators should hear the argument, 
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Mr. ROBINSON. A quorum was in the Senate very recently, 
and if it is not here now it is by reason of the fact that Sena- 
tors have found other duties more important. So I do not 
believe that it would be desirable to suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not think the absence of 
Senators indicates a lack of interest, but, as the Senator well 
knows, this is the lunch hour and many of them are at lunch. 
I think, however, that Senators should be here to listen to this 
argument, and, if the Senator does not object, I should like to 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Well, I yield to the Senator for that 


purpose. 

Mr. JONES. of New Mexico. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is 
suggested. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


eninge — a 1 —— 
yar er roo ep 
Borah George Lodge Shipstead 
Brandegee Gooding McKellar Simmons 
Brookhart Greene McKinley Smoot 
Bruce Hale McNa proce: 
Bursum Harreid Mayfi anfield 
Cameron Harris Neely Stanley 
Capper Harrison Norbeck Stephens 
Copeland Heflin orris Sterling 
Curtis Howell, Oddie Trammell 
Dill Johnson, Calit. Owen Wadsworth 
Edwards Jones, N. Mex. r Watson 
Ernst Jones, Wash. Phipps Weller 
Ferris 5 ston i 

Fess Ladd Pa. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is | 
on the adoption of the resolution. The Senator from Arkansas 
is recognized. | 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, before the absence of a 
quorum was suggested I had stated, in substance, that under | 
the practice which now prevails in the Senate I have never 
known any person who could be fairly considered as having a 
right to a hearing before a committee investigating him or his | 
interests to be denied that privilege. Both Houses of the Con- 
gress—certainly the Senate of the United States—have been | 
liberal and generous in this particular. | 

Under the practice as it is now pursued, the committee 
intrusted with investigations under resolutions of the Senate 
exereise their sound judgment in receiving testimony and in 
refusing to receive the statements of witnesses and documentary 
evidence. That practice has not resulted in injustice or hard- 
ship. Everybody but the Senate of the United States knows that 
proceedings here are difficult and tedious to a point that is dis- 
couraging to those who desire prompt and well-considered 

. action. If we adopt this resolution we will end the usefulness 
of committees in Congress in investigating frauds against the 
public. We will hamper, restrain, and interfere with the pro- 
ceedings of our own committees and make their labors in- | 
effective through the technicalities of those whose sole interest 
and desire is to avoid publicity touching their dealings and | 
relations with the Government we represent. Í 

I call now on every Senator to state an instance in his ex- | 
perience when any man in his opinion entitled to a hearing | 
before a committee of the Senate investigating his conduct 
was denied that hearing. Answer now, or take until to-morrow 
to answer; and if there has been no abuse, manifestly the pur- | 
pose and effect of the resolution is not to right a wrong. 

The committees of the Congress are too lenient, too generous, 
to citizens and officers of the Government whose conduct is 
under investigation. In instances which every Senator will | 
recall permission has been granted by committees of the Sen- | 
ate to file letters and statements and affidavits, and the privi- 
lege of not being cross-examined has been extended, so that the 
only effect and purpose of the resolution is to give the right to 
delay, to embarrass, and hamper. I repeat, there is not a single | 
instance in the history of the Senate within my seryice here 
where any man under investigation has been denied the right 
to appear in person, or by counsel, for that matter. 

Not only would this resolution assist in preventing dis- 
coveries which the Senate has the right to make, but it would 
render the procedure of our committees so cumbersome as to 
make impossible a conclusion of their activities in a number 
of instances. 

Ten years ago the Senate entered upon an investigation of 
what was known as the lobby. Thousands of persons were 
interested in that investigation. Thousands that the Senate 
never heard of were interested, and they swarmed into this 
Capitol. The committee making the investigation heard every 


one who could present a claim or a right to be heard; but if 
this resolution had been in effeet then, the committee would 
have been compelled to rent an auditorium in order to make 
room for the men, the firms, and the corporations whose con- 
duct was under investigation. 

If the resolution of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] 
prevails, under the technical terms of this resolution we would 
have to transport fo this country hundreds of Russians whose 
conduct is under investigation, and whose character for honesty 
and integrity and whose motives or competence are under 
consideration. 

The resolution is not workable. It would take away from 
the committees the power to control their own proceedings and 
turn that power into the hands of technical and trained 
lawyers, and the result would be that it would require 30 days 
to find ont the simplest fact. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. Pres!dent, I should like to 
get the opinion of the Chair as to whether this resolution, under 
the law, must not be referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I call atten- 
tion to this language: 


They shall have the right to cross-examine witnesses by counsel and 
to have witnesses subpenaed and give testimony in their behalt 


And so forth. Nothing is stated in the resolution as to the 
payment of the expenses incurred in the attendance of these 
witnesses and the service of subpenas, and so forth. Unques- 
tionably, if the resolution should pass just as it reads, any 
party would be entitled to go before the chairman of the com- 
mittee and insist upon the issuance of a subpeena. 

Mr, ROBINSON, And he could subpena just as many wit- 
nesses as he chose. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexieo, He could subpœna just as many 
witnesses as he pleased, and they would necessarily come here 
at the expense of the Government. In all of these investiga- 
tions which we have, involving the expenditure of funds out 
of the Senate contingent fund, the resolution must be passed 
upon by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. That is made incumbent by a statute. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. While the Senator was ont of the Cham- 
her I made the point of order on this resolution, which has not 
yet been passed upon by the Chair, that it should be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. That point of order, of course, must be disposed 
of before we come to a vote. It seems to me impossible that a 
resolution of this kind should pass, whether it is first passed 
upon by the committee or not. Surely the Senate of the United 
States never would so hamper and bamstring its own power as 
to permit a resolution like this te pass. However, the point of 
order has already been made. 7 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I was not aware that the point 
of order had been made, and I rose for the purpose of raising 
the point of order. Whether or not the resolution is subject 
to the point of order, however, it would be unwise to pass a 
resolution containing a provision that anyone who might feel 
aggrieved by the course of any investigation or any proceedings 
could come and demand that a subpena issue for an unlimited 
number of witnesses. If that were done, we would perhaps 
have a great many “joy rides” on the part of persons desiring 
to come to the city of Washington. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I suppose if the person under investiga- 
tion could not get his witnesses as the result of the compulsory 
process, he would be entitled to a continuance on account of the 
absence of material witnesses. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If we were to follow legal pro- 
cedure, that would doubtless be the case. 

Mr. ROBINSON. And the committee would not be at liberty 
to use its own discretion in the matter. 

Mr. FLETCHER and Mr. SMOOT addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator froin 
Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. In this connection, I should like to call 
the Senator’s attention to the provision, which is also found in 
the resolution, to the effect that the person, firm, corporation, 
Governinent department, or Government agency whose acts are 
the subject of inquiry are not only entitled to be present them- 
Selves or by counsel but in addition to that they are to be 
represented by counsel. The language is “and te be repre- 
sented by eounsel.” So that at every hearing the room will be 
filled with lawyers claiming to represent the parties who are 
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the subject of inquiry, and the lawyers can ask for the attend- 
ance of witnesses and argue the points and discuss the matter, 
and we will never get anywhere with ‘any sort of an inquiry. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Under the technical language employed, 
since the resolution gives the person under investigation the 
right to have counsel, if he is unable to employ counsel the 
committee would be compelled to arrange for the employment 
of counsel, although I do not think that was the intention of the 
framer of the resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from New Mexico 
has raised the point that under the law this resolution will 
have to go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

If the resolution should pass just as it reads to-day, not a 
cent of expense would be attached to it. If any hearing is 
ordered by the Senate at which expense is to be incurred, that 
resolution will have to go to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 

So I quite disagree with the Senator from New Mexico as to 
this resolution. If it is agreed to, the practice will be just the 
same as It is te-day under the law, that any resolution calling 
for the expenditure of money out of the contingent fund will 
have to go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I want to say, further, that my only object in 
introducing this resolution was really to protect the Govern- 
ment of the United States. I do not care whether it applies to 
persons or firms or corporations, but I do think the Government 
of the United States ought to have a representative to speak 
for them if they so desire. 

I ask at this time that the resolution may go ever to-day, and 
I will prepare the necessary amendment to cover the points 
raised. Not only that, but I want te prepare an amendment so 
that there will not be any question about the attorney having 
to be paid, not out of the contingent fund of the Senate, but by 
the department which has the attorney, if any department 
wants an attorney to represent it at a hearing. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I call to the 
attention of the Senator from Utah the language of the resolu- 
tion in the beginning. It provides that any person, firm, corpo- 
ration, Government department, or Government agency whose 
act or acts are subject to inquiry at any hearing,“ and so forth. 
It seems to me that language is undoubtedly broad enough to 
include all hearings which have been authorized by the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. As the Senator knows very well, if a reso- 
lution calling for expenditures from the contingent fund came 
in the day after this resolution was adapted, there would not 
be any question at all but that_it would have to go to the 
Cemmittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

Mr. FLETCHER. We have already passed general resolu- 
tions respecting every standing committee, giving them au- 
thority to proceed with investigations, to pay reporters, and for 
other expenses, and so forth. This would come under them, 
it seems to me. We would not have to pass a special resolu- 
tion for a particular investigation or inquiry, because we have 
already passed general resolutions authorizing investigations. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but if a special committee is appointed 
which has not the right te incur those expenses, the resolution 
would have to go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the Senator from Utah has asked that the resolution may go 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will offer the necessary amendments to- 
morrow, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quest of the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Pending that request, I simply want to say 
that I am in hearty sympathy with the position taken by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Apams]; the Senator from Ar- 
kausas [Mr. Rortxson], the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
KeLtaR}, the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Jones], and the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Fxercuer}. 

Mr. McKELLAR, Will the Senator yield to me for a mo- 
ment at this point? ‘The Senator from Utah has stated that this 
was not a resolution which sbould go ot the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
On page 28 of the Standing Rules of the Senate occurs this 
purugraph: g 

Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, to consist of five Senators, to which shall be referred all reso- 
lutions directing the payment of money out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate or creating a charge upon the same, 


Is there objection to the re- 


Unquestionably this resolution will create a charge upon the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. It may not. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course, it is possible it may not; but, 
in fact, it does. It may just as well as not create such a charge, 
and, of course, if it has the effect of creating an addition: 
charge, then it should go to the Committee to Audit and Oon- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I make the sug- 
gestion, if the Senator from Alabama will permit me, that 
before we grant the unanimous-consent request of the Senator 
from Utah the Chair rule upon my point of order, which was 
made some time ago, that this resolution should go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing that the Chair shall 
make a ruling right now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand 
that any point of order was pending. None has been made 
while the present occupant of the chair has been presiding. 
Will the Senator state his point of order? 

Mr. McKHLLAR. My point of order is that this resolution 
should, under the rules of the Senate, go to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear the Sena- 
tor on that point: 

Mr. McKELLAR. I make the point because it is a resolution 
creating a charge upon the contingent fund of the Senate. The 
proof that it does make such a charge will be found im lines 
11 and 12 of the resolution. Indeed, the whole resolution 
shows that to be a fact, but especially that part. It reads: 


And whenever the character, honesty, integrity, motives, or compe- 
tence of any such person, firm, corporation, Government department, 
or Government agency shall be attacked or impugned they shall have 
the right to cross-examine witnesses by counsel and to have witnesses 
subpensaed and give testimony in their behalf and to introduce affi- 
davits and other documentary or written evidence, 


Unquestionably that will create an additional expense in 
every hearing. It takes more time; it takes more stenographic 
labor. Stenographers must take down the testimony. It will 
inevitably cost more and be a charge upon the contingent fund 
of the Senate. Otherwise the resolution is meaningless, If it 
does not require additional affidavits to be taken down by 
stenographers, if it does not require additional evidence to be 
taken down by stenegraphers, if it does not require addi- 
tional subpeenas, then it does not mean anything. I think it 
does mean something and, of course, will be a charge upon the 
contingent fund ef the Senate, and this resolution should go 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just one word before the Chair 
rules. 

Mr. HEFLIN, I can not yield for a long discussion of the 
point of order. 

Mr. SMOOT. A point of order is always debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear from Sen- 
ators on the peint of order before the Chair rules. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Alabama had the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I had the floor, and jnst yielded to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
has made a point of order upon which the Chair must rule, 
and the Chair will not rule while any Senator desires to be 
heard on the point of order. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I did not yield the floor. I want to submit 
some remarks on the resolution and also on the point of order. 

Mr. President, some Members of this Senate are undertaking 
to do some very important things for the American peopie. We 
are trying to investigate what to my mind is one of the worst 
scandals ever perpetrated against the people and Government 
of the United States, the unlawful and wrongful disposition 
of the Teapot Dome oil lands. I think an investigation of the 
facts in that case will disclose a national scandal which will 
arouse the people of the United States as they have not been 
aroused in a long, long time. 

I do not know what the purpose back of the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Utah is, but I know what its 
possibilities are. I know that under its well planned pre- 
visions investigations may be long drawn out. It promises 
delay and indefinite postponement in matters of great moment 
to the country. 

It offers ways and means for preventing an early day of 
final reckoning. 

I am not willing that that shall be done. I do not care 
whether he is a Democrat or a Republican, any official who 
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betrays a public trust and disposes of property which belongs 
to the people ought to be removed from office and prosecuted 
after he is removed. 

There has been no complaint, as the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Rosryson] has said, about the conduct of committees 
heretofore regarding the rights and interests of persons in- 
volved in investigations, and why should this resolution be 
now brought into the Senate, and favorable action sought upon 
it, when the Committee on Public Lands is now going right 
earnestly into the investigation of the Teapot Dome scandal? 
It looks as if some people are not precisely pleased with cer- 
tain tendencies and certain doings of that committee. I want 
to commend that committee for what it is doing, and I want to 
urge it to go the limit in bringing out the truth and the 
whole truth in this very grave and important matter. 

Some of us in this Chamber will sustain to the uttermost 
those Members who dare to hew to the line in the discharge of 
their duty to their country. I want to announce here and now as 
one Senator that there will be no whitewashing tolerated for 
anybody in the Forbes case or any other case. There is some in- 
timation in some of the newspapers that a large whitewash, brush 
is being constructed and that quite a quantity of whitewash ma- 
terial is being manufactured. I heard a little of the Forbes in- 
vestigation and I saw a lawyer representing Mr. Forbes and 
one representing the Government, I saw no attempt before that 
committee to deny anybody a fair deal, and I take it that the 
Committee on Public Lands will not deny anybody a fair 
deal. I would not have it do so. I fear that some persons 
standing off yonder at a guilty distance who see this com- 
mittee, under the leadership of the Senator from Colorado 
{Mr, Apams], moving dangerously near to them want to do 
something to hamper or hold up the investigations. I want to 
commend the Senator from Colorado for the courageous and 
able stand that he is taking in this matter. Those who do not 
want a real investigation do not want him and others on that 
committee moving in the direction of those who are guilty of 
being in a conspiracy to defraud this Government and to deprive 
this Nation of the finest oil lands in the world. 

I understand that two or three gentlemen have made mil- 
lions out of that deal already. I understand that one gentle- 
man has already made more than $100,000,000 on the Teapot 
Dome oil deal. I am in favor of the Caraway resolution. I 
would vote to cancel that lease to-day and make Mr. Sinclair 
and those with him pay back to the Government every cent 
they have made out of it, and until the Congress of the country 
reaches the point that it will go back into those transactions and 
say that no fraudulent deal shall stand you are going to have 
difficulty in preventing crooked performances in high places, 

This is a serious matter, Senators, one of great importance 
to the country, and I want to commend the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. ApAmrs] for his timely discovery of the dangerous 
provisions of this resolution. He is a member of the Committee 
on Public Lands, and he is earnest and active and able in 
this most important work. He is rendering a great service, 
not only to the people of the State he honors in this body 
but he is rendering signal service to the people of the whole 
country, to good government, and to common honesty in the 
affairs of the American people. 

It is suggested that the Senator from Montana [Mr. Wars] 
is entitled to great credit, and he is, for the splendid work he is 
doing on that committee. I was speaking principally about the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Apams], who is taking the lead 
in the discussion of this resolution. I commend all those on 
the committee who are really in earnest and are going into 
this Teapot Dome case to give the truth to the Senate and to 
the country. It is a serious matter. I repeat what I said in 
the outset, it does not make any difference with me whether an 
unfaithful official is a Democrat or a Republican, I am against 
him. I am a Democrat. My Democracy is part of my religion. 
I believe that the just solution of all the questions that vitally 
concern the common masses of the common people lies in the 
hands of the Democratic Party, a party that is as old as the 
Government, the party that has never yet betrayed a trust or 
bowed its knee to the Baal of the money power or lowered its 
arm in battle with predatory interests. I feel that way. 

I think I demonstrated to the Senate, in a fight I led here 
for nearly two years against the governor of the Federal Re- 
serve Board, who had been a Democrat, and who came from 
a southern State, and who went over, with those with him in 
that conspiracy, and supported the Republican ticket In 1920, 
that it does not make any difference with me whether a man 
is a Republican or a Democrat if he is guilty of wrongdoing. 
If he proves to be unfaithful in high place, he ought to be 
kicked out, and the searlet letter of repudiation and unfaith- 
fulness branded on his brow. 


There will be no whitewashing business in the Teapot Dome 
scandal if I can prevent it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wars in the chair), 
The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order made by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR], who makes a point 
of order that under the rule and the law this resolution must 
go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

The provisions of the standing orders of the Senate and of 
the rules upon this are very clear. First, the rule as to the 
payment of money, taken from the standing rules of the 
Senate, is as follows: 


Hereafter no payment shall be made from the contingent fund of 
the Senate unless sanctioned by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Then the section referred to by the Senator from Tennessee 
reads as follows: 


Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, to consist of five Senators, to which shall be referred all 
resolutions directing the payment of money out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate or creating a charge upon the same, 


The resolution in question provides that if any of the per- 
sons or agencies named in the first part of the resolution shall 
be attacked or impugned— 


They shall have the right to cross-examine witnesses by counsel 
and to have witnesses subpœnaed and give testimony in their behalf 
and to introduce affidavits and other documentary or written evi- 
dence. 


The Chair has carefully read the resolution and is unable 
to find in it any authorization for expenditure. Any expendi- 
ture that would be made would have to be made under action 
of some committee that would be making the investigation. 
A resolution authorizing the investigation by that committee 
undoubtedly would have to go to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, but the reso- 
lution before the Senate does not direct the payment of money 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, nor does it create a 
charge upon the same. Therefore the point of order is over- 
ruled. S 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to assure the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Hertin]—and I am quite sure every 
member of the Public Lands Committee will agree with me, 
and if the Senator from Montana [Mr. WaLsH] were present 
I am sure that he would say—that he has had all the leeway 
which could be asked by any human being in the investigation 
of the Teapot Dome oil leases. He has never made a single 
request of the committee that I remember now that has not 
been granted. He has had witnesses called from all over the 
United States. There has not been a word uttered by any 
member of the committee against any action that he may have 
taken in the matter. 

So far as the resolution is concerned, it has nothing whatever 
to do with the hearings before the Public Lands Committee. 
In fact I may say that virtually those hearings are concluded. 
So careful was I of the expenses that might be put upon the 
Government of the United States in that investigation that, as 
chairman of the committee, I decided that we would not even 
employ an attorney. It is true that a number of the members 
of the committee spoke of the employment of an attorney. It 
is true that I spoke to a number of Democrats in relation to 
whom we should employ for that purpose, if anyone. But 
finally we decided that we could go on with the hearings with- 
out the employment of any attorney. 

As to what the hearings have disclosed, that will be pre- 
sented to the Senate in the report of the committee. Then will 
be the time to take up the question of what the Senate shall do. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Herttn] is not the only 
honest man in this body. He is not the only man who wants 
to protect the interests of the United States. When the report 
is made and when the Senators, who have given months of time 
almost daily to the investigation, decide upon the results of 
the investigation they will give the Senate their reasons for 
their conclusions. 

However, the case is not before the Senate and I simply 
wanted to state this much at present so that there could not 
be a wrong conclusion drawn perhaps by any newspaper report 
that may be made of the remarks of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Alabama is going to have 
a good deal to Say on this subject. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, undoubtedly. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I have only touched the surface. I probably 
know a good deal more about certain phases of this matter 
than the Senator thinks I know. I am getting information 
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from the outside and suggestions about the investigation and 
how the whole thing was pulled off, and if no other Senator 
does so I shall to the best of my ability give the facts as I 
understand them to the Senate and the country. 

Mr. SMOOT. No one objects to the Senator doing that. No 
one is going to prevent him, nor could prevent him, if he wanted 
to do so. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator Is correct in that last statement. 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly, we all understand that; and every 
other. Senator in the body has the same right as the Senator 
from Alabama and can take all the time wanted. We all under- 
stand that. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, until the committees of the 
Sixty-elghth Congress were chosen, I was a member of the 
Committee on Public Lands. While I was not in Washington 
during the summer, I came back about a month before Con- 
gress convened, and from that time until I ceased to be a 
member of the Committee on Public Lands I attended the 
Teapot Dome hearings. I do not know that anybody ought 
to come to the defense of the committee or its then chairman, 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Suoorl. I consulted with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WatsH] on some of the things 
that he was doing, on some of the witnesses that he subpœnaed. 
and I think I attended all the meetings while I was in Wash- 
ington and a member of the committee, 

While I do not agree usually with the Senator from Utah 
in a great many matters of legislation, I want to say to the 
Senate that us far as I was able to observe—and I do not 
think that I am egotistical when I say that I was able to 
observe—the Senator from Utah as chairman of that committee 
did what he said a while ago he did, he gave absolutely the 
widest latitude for the investigation. I want to commend him. 
As far as I could see in that investigation he did all that any 
chairman could do. I am confident that if the Senator from 
Montona [Mr. WatsH] were present—he is now temporarily 
absent I think on part of that very investigation—he would 
gladly corroborate what I have said. 

I have been on a good many investigations and committees 
and have been In that kind of business nearly all my life. I 
think I know a fair judge when I see him work a while. I 
think I know a prejudiced and biased official when I see him 
operate. I want to say to the Senate and to individuals what 
it seems somebody ought to say here, that that investigation 
as far as the Senator from Utah was concerned, as the presid- 
ing officer of the Committee on Public Lands, was absolutely 
open, absolutely fair, and that no one was denied an oppor- 
tunity to secure any evidence anywhere. In the examination of 
witnesses who came before the committee never once was the 
Senator from Montana, who did most of the questioning, im- 
peded or interfered with in any way. I took some hand in 
some of the questioning myself, and while I concede that some 
of the questions that I asked might have been debatable as 
to whether they were relevant or not, neither the Senator 
from Utah nor any other member of the committee raised any 
objection or ever interfered in any way. I have felt that I 
ought to say this much on the present occasion. 

I do not agreo with the Senator from Utah in the matter of 
his resolution. I think the Chair decided properly when he 
overruled the point of order, because I can not understand how 
Senators could claim that the resolution would take any money 
from the contingent fund of the Senate. But that is past, 
aoe has been no appeal taken from the decision of the 

air. 

Now, on the face of the resolution it looks as thongh it were 
fundamentally to preserve the rights all American eltizens 
ought to have when they are assailed or their character or 
their motives brought in question. When I first heard it read 
I could see no objection to it. I wondered why it was, however, 
that it was introduced. I wonder now why it is necessary that 
we should pass this kind of a resolution to protect the rights 
of those who are investigated before a Senate committee. If it 
could be disclosed to me that any individual or corporation or 
governmental official who had been investigated or was being 
investigated had had his or its rights curtailed, that the com- 
mittee had not given the proper opportunity to defend, I would 
feel like supporting the resolution. Every one of us, as Ameri- 
can citizens and believers in the Constitution, must believe, it 
seems to me, that every man assailed anywhere in any tribunal, 
from a justice of the peace to a justice of the Supreme Court, 
ought to be given a fair and an honest right to defend himself, 

A committee of the Senate making an investigation is just 
a little different from a court. The theory is at least—and as 
a rule I think it is fair to say that it is carried out—that a 
committee does not represent any side of a controversy or in- 
vestigation, It is for the purpose of making inquiry and find- 


ing out what the facts are. It is just as careful to defend the 
reputation and character of witnesses and those who are being 
investigated as it is to bring out evidence that would have the 
opposite effect. When we go into court we find attorneys on 
both sides, and under certain regulations and rules and laws 
they bring out evidence. Except in very rare cases a judge 
would not feel that he was called upon to come to the defense 
of anybody. Individuals are represented on one side or the 
other by counsel. 

That is not always true before a committee. I think most 
of the time it is not true. I have been on committees investi- 
gating a great many times, and on a good many occasions have 
presided at such investigations. I have never known of an in- 
stance in all my experience where any representative of a cor- 
poration or any individual was the subject of an investigation 
that his right to be heard by counsel when he so desired was 
denied. I have never denied such an opportunity at a hearing 
over which I presided. I know of one instance before the Com- 
mittee on Agricuiture and Forestry two or three years ago, 
when we were investigating the packers. The investigation 
went on for months, and was a very extended Investigation. 
Every one of the packers was represented by some of the ablest 
attorneys in the United States. No one questioned their right 
to have counsel. It was granted as a matter of course. They 
cross-examined witnesses whenever they wanted to do so. I 
would have felt on that occasion that we had lacked in doing 
our duty if we had not permitted them to have those attorneys. 

But I ean see, in making an investigation where the commit- 
tee has no attorney making inquiries in its behalf, that the in- 
vestigation might be prolonged almost to an indefinite extent it 
we permitted everybody who wanted to and whose methods 
might be questioned by the investigation to hire an attorney. I 
have never known of an occasion when a committee did not 
have an attorney, but what if some man who was being investi- 
gated wanted a witness asked a question he either asked it him- 
self or had a member of the committee ask it. 

The members of the committee, if they are doing their duty, 
ought to be as anxious to cross-examine witnesses and to bring 
out the truth, if they think the witnesses have not properly 
testified to it, when they are against the man or corporation 
which is being investigated as when they are in favor of the 
investigation. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Will the Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator. x 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator will keep in mind that at 
any sort of an inquiry involving acts of persons or of depart- 
ments this resolution not only requires the presence of the 
party concerned but the presence of counsel. So that the 
committee would be obliged to permit the employment of 
counsel or other representative, 

Mr. NORRIS. The person being investigated would be en- 
titled to be represented by counsel if he so desired, 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; in any inquiry. 

Mr. NORRIS. Asa rule, when a person is being investigated, 
I think he ought to be given that right. I would not decline 
to give him that right. 

Mr. FLETCHER. But the investigation might not involve 
his character at all. It might not involve anything which 
reflected on him. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; but it seems to me, Mr. President, that 
if men’s rights and privileges have not been abused, have not 
been trampled upon by the procedure in the past, we might 
well go on in the same way. It certainly would save some ex- 
pense I should think. 

We come to another class of cases, and I look at such cases 
a little differently, Often we provide that a committee shail 
bave the right to employ an attorney. That is one of the 
best ways of conducting an investigation. Where an investiga- 
tion requires a great deal of detailed study it is necessary to 
have somebody perform that work, for if the members of the 
committee do it, they have to give up everything else. We 
therefore frequently provide for the employment of attorneys. 
Usually when that is done before the committee gets actively 
to work they employ their attorney and give him a week's, 
perhaps a month’s, time, depending upon the magnitude of the 
investigation, to look into the matter, to talk to the witnesses, 
examine documents, and get ready to make the investigation. 
When that is done there is more reason why, it seems to me, a 
firm or corporation which is being investigated desiring an 
attorney should have the right to have one. If the resolution 
were confined to that kind of cases, in my humble judgment 
it would remove very much of the objection that now exists 
against it, 
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I should dislike very much to vote against such a resolution 
as that, because on the face of it it would look as though one 
were trying to deny some man who is being investigated the 
right, which everybody ought to have, to appear in any tribunal 
that has before it the consideration of his character or his 
rights or his motives. It would seem as though we were depriv- 
ing him of that opportunity. 

If committees had been in the habit of doing that, I should 
support a resolution of this kind, but I have not heard of any- 
body making that charge; I have not heard anyone say that; 
and, so far as I know, it can not be said that in the past com- 
mittees of the Senate have conducted investigations in that way. 
So it seems to me it would be well to let the matter alone and 
allow the present practice to continue. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I should like to 
hear the sponsor for the resolution explain some features of 
it. In our investigation into the Veterans’ Bureau we found 
that a great many people were mentioned during the course of 
the proceeding, and sometimes in connection with matters which 
were entirely irrelevant to any question which we were investi- 
gating. AS soon as they were mentioned in any way to their 
apparent discredit they came in and demanded the right to be 
heard by counsel and to have certain witnesses subpoenaed. 
In some cases it was proper that they should have that privi- 
lege, and the committee granted the request. For example, 
Colonel Forbes appeared, and, having been reflected on in the 
testimony which was taken in the matter under inquiry, asked 
leave to call some witnesses. He did call witnesses for an en- 
tire week, and the cost to the United States for the mere 
transcription of the testimony of his witnesses that week was 
over $1,000. At the end of the week he announced that he had 
scarcely begun, and he gave us a list of 31 additional witnesses 
whom he desired to call. ‘The committee decided, however, that 
if the investigation was to have any value it had to be promptly 
concluded, and if we allowed him to call 31 more witnesses, 
when he had already taken up a whole week with but 6 or 7 
witnesses, it would postpone the conclusion of our hearings 
more than a month and would add to our expense approxi- 
mately $5,000 for stenographers’ bills alone. 

That, however, was not the worst case. We found that in 
the course of the testimony regarding Colonel Forbes's official 
conduct it was mentioned. rather incidentally, that on a certain 
trip he had taken for business purposes, when a great deal of 
drinking was said to have occurred, a lady was present at 
some of the parties. That Indy was named by some of the 
Witnesses merely as being present. We did our best to keep her 
name out of that hearing, but, unfortunately, it was dragged 
in and it got into the headlines of the newspapers. Then in 
she came asking to be represented by counsel and to call wit- 
nesses to prove that her motives and character were all right. 
We answered that the committee did not doubt it at all; that 
we had never charged the contrary; but still she insisted that 
the newspapers and headlines had cast reflections on her char- 
acter and that she was entitled to disprove what had appeared 
in the newspapers. We decided, however, that she was not; 
that it would be dragging a red herring across the trail of the 
investigation and would carry us off into a long inquiry on 
a collateral issue. We said that she could not produce her 
witnesses and that we would not allow her counsel to cross- 
examine witnesses who were called on other points. 

I mention these instances at such length because it occurs 
to me that the resolution ought to have some qualifications 
limiting the subject on which witnesses may be called to mat- 
ters which are relevant to the issue. 

We all agree that, as a matter of common American fairness, 
aman who is being investigated or a corporation or department 
of the Government which is being investigated ought to be 
represented. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Has the Senator ever known of an in- 
stance in which that privilege has been denied? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; I remember an investiga- 
tion by the House of Representatives about 10 years ago—— 

Mr. ROBINSON. I am speaking about the Senate. The 
pending resolution does not purport to relate to proceedings of 
the House of Representatives or any other body; it relates 
only to investigations under resolutions of the Senate. x 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator's question was no 
limited to the Senate. If he does limit it to Senate inquiries, 


I will say that I do not know of any such case. 
Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator understands that this reso- 
lution does not relate to proceedings in any other body, but 


relates only to the Senate; so that the resolution would not 
give relief against what might occur in any other body. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylyania, The Senator asked me if I 
knew of any such instance. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Of course, I meant one which would be 
affected by this resolution. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I answer no; if that is his 
question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Then, I ask the Senator what can be the 
necessity for any such resolution at all? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That is one of the questions 
which I hope the Senator who has sponsored the resolution 
will explain. To cut my statement short, what I am afraid 
of is that, unless we qualify the resolution and limit it to the 
questions under investigation at the hearing and exclude irrele- 
vant matter, we will find ourselves trying 8 or 10 cases at 
once, That is what we would haye been doing in the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau investigation if we had yielded to the importu- 
nities to call witnesses on incidental matters. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am interested in the statement the Sen- 
ator has just made. I do not have the resolution before me 
relating to the investigation of the Veterans’ Bureau, but the 
Senator is familiar with it and can probably answer my ques- 
tion. Did the resolution requiring the committee to make the 
investigation specify any particular person? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It did not specify any particu- 
lar person. 

Mr. NORRIS. It referred to an investigation in general? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It referred in general terms 
to the manner in which the Veterans’ Bureau had been ad- 
ministered. 

Mr. NORRIS. I suppose in that case there would be vari- 
ous divisions or branches of the bureau that might become in- 
terested in that investigation as it proceeded, and there is a 
large number of them. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. There are 28,000 employees in 
the bureau and every one of them was reflected on to some 
extent by the charges of inefficiency. 

Mr. NORRIS. That illustrates where this kind of a resolu- 
tion might put the Senator’s committee. If every one of those 
upon whom any reflection was cast by any of the evidence had 
the right to employ an attorney, there might have been an 
army of attorneys there. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That is just what I mean. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wanted to amplify the question, because it 
seems to me it rather illustrates what might happen under 
this resolution if it became a standing order of the Senate and 
controlled the committees. 

As I understand the Senator, the committee had to do what 
a court often is called on to do; namely, stop the offering of 
witnesses on a particular point. Everybody admits that it is 
within the discretion of every court of general jurisdiction to 
take such action, and, unless the court abuses that discretion, 
no appelate court will reverse its findings. The Senator from 
his experience will recognize, as will others who have had to do 
with the courts, that often the presiding judge will stop the 
production of evidence on some point and say, “We can not 
keep on along this line forever. I have allowed you so many 
witnesses, but you can not have any more; you must quit now.” 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; we were compelled to do 
N two or three instances in order to get through with our 
Work. 

Mr. FLETCHER. 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator is a distinguished member of 
the bar, and, as a lawyer, I desire to ask him a question. I 
should like his opinion as to whether or not the right given in 
the resolution “to cross-examine witnesses by counsel and to 
have witnesses subpcenaed and give testimony ” would not mean 
that the cost of the subpœnaing those witnesses and the wit- 
nesses’ fees would all fall on the Government. Is not that a 
necessary implication? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I was apprehensive of that, and 
for that reason have suggested to the Senator from Utah that 
the resolution should be qualified in that regard: First, that 
the cost of counsel should clearly not be upon the Government; 
next, that the cost of the stenographer’s transcript of the 
primary copy of the record should not be placed upon the Gov- 
ernment for such testimony as might be introduced under this 
resolution; and I think in the same way the cost of bringing 


Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
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witnesses from a distance should not be put upon the Govern- 
ment. I understand, however, that the Senator from Utah 
contemplates certain amendments to the resolution which will 
cover those cases. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts obtained the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will yield for just a moment, the Chair should like to 
be advised of the situation. The present occupant of the chair 
is of the opinion that the resolution should have gone to the 
calendar at 2 o'clock, 

Mr. SMOOT. That is according to my understanding. I 
thought the resolution would go to the calendar at 2 o'clock, 
and therefore I have not made any effort to speak on it at this 
time. I think that under the rules of the Senate it could not 
do anything else but go to the calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, having been 
recognized, I should like to make a few observations. First of 
all, the resolution ought to have its name changed. It ought 
to be called a resolution to extend filibusters from the House 
of Representatives and the Senate to the committee rooms. 
That is just what the result would be if the resolution were 
adopted. I have had the honor to serve upon investigating com- 
mittees. Jam now a member of one presided over by the very 
able and very just and very impartial Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Reep]. I am sure he will agree with me that if 
this resolution had been the law when we undertook that 
investigation, the investigation would never end. 

I have served on investigating committees where counsel 
were permitted to participate. I have in mind a very im- 
portant investigation of the coal industry in the winter of 
1920. Counsel for the operators were permitted to participate 
in that investigation, and what was the result? The learned 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FERNALD] served on the committee 
and will recall the accuracy of what I have to say. The 
result was that they kept the committee busy with suggestion 
after suggestion and requests for witnesses and delay until the 
4th day of March came and the whole investigation ended. No 
report was ever made, and all the testimony went into the 
waste-paper basket. Nothing was accomplished. 

The resolution is objectionable for another reason, It is an 
indictment of the personnel of the Senate. It amounts to say- 
ing that the Members of the Senate are not capable of being 
impartial, of being fair, of being just, of protecting the rights 
of the parties accused and of witnesses accusing. These com- 
mittees are composed of members of both political parties. 
Some of us have some knowledge of the law. It is inconceiy- 
able that a Senator of any political party would sit upon one of 
these committees and allow any accusation to be made against 
any public servant or any corporation or any individual or any 
business concern in this country and not give the person or 
corporation accused full and ample and complete opportunity to 
make answer, I do not believe it is possible to find any com- 
mittee among the membership of this body that would permit 
unfair advantage to be taken of any witness or accused party. 

No honest man needs to fear investigation. No honest Goy- 
ernment official needs to have a lawyer. No corporation doing 
an honest business needs to be protected by legal talent here. 
Every public agency whose acts are the subject of inquiry will 
find plenty of people on either side of this Chamber who are 
willing to see that his rights are secure, though there may be 
some who may undertake to press too hard into his private 
affairs or perhaps assume the rôle of persecutor, 

Mr. President, I repeat, the resolution is unnecessary. It 
will result in delaying and postponing business. It will make 
farces out of investigation. It will result in filibusters in the 
committee rooms. It will be a protection to the guilty parties 
whom the Senate seeks to investigate, 

Mr. FERNALD, Mr. President, may we have the regular 
order? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, my object in introducing this 
resolution was more particularly with regard to its applica- 
tion to the Government of the United States and the Govern- 
ment agencies, I do not care whether persons or firms or cor- 
porations are mentioned in the resolution or not, but I do 
think the resolution ought to apply to the Government depart- 
ments and the Government agencies, 

What is the practice of committees of the Senate making 
investigations? I say now that seven-eighths or more of the 
persons whose acts are inquired into are never represented by 
anyone outside of the committee itself. I think that wherever 
a department of our Government is under investigation, the 
department understands that the witnesses to appear before 
the committee are to be called by the committee. 

Take the Appropriations Committee of the Senate. No 
member of our Government departments is there unless he is 


called there by the committee. Take the various investigat- 
ing committees. No one testifies before those committees unless 
he is called there by the committees themselves. Our Govern- 
ment officials understand that to be the case. That has been 
the practice in the past. It is the practice to-day. It seems 
to me that if the committee wants the information, many times 
the only way it can receive it is from a department of the 
Government, or an attorney representing that department to 
present the case and the facts before the committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator pardon an 
interruption? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I can not see the relevancy of that argu- 
ment. Under the practice as it now prevails, whenever a 
committee wants a representative of a department before it, 
it sends for him. 

Mr. SMOOT, Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. And whenever a representative of a de- 
partment wants to appear before a committee, the committee 
hears him. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that is just exactly the crux 
of the whole question. The departments are not going to come 
up here and ask to be heard under the practice of to-day; but 
if we pass this resolution it will be notice to every department 
of our Government that if they have some information that they 
think the committee ought to be in possession of they can send 
a representative from the department to give it to the com- 
mittee. They will have the right to do that and will not be 
obliged to wait for the committee to call them. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 
a further interruption, has not the Senator himself known of 
humerous instances where representatives of the departments 
have come down and asked for hearings before the committees 
of the Senate? I will say that in every committee I have ever 
served upon where the transactions of a department have been 
questioned, almost universally representatives of the depart- 
ment have appeared, and they have never in any instance been 
denied the right of a hearing. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not so understand it, and that has not 
been my experience with investigations affecting the Govern- 
ment. I do not know of a single, solitary Government employee 
or Government official who has ever appeared before a commit- 
tee of which I have been a member who has not been re- 
quested to come there, and I know of none that has ever asked 
to come. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Let us follow that just a little further. 
If they do not ask to come, if they have not been denied the 
privilege of coming, what is the object in formally extending 
them the privilege of coming? 

Mr. SMOOT. If this resolution passes, it will say, as far as 
the Senate is concerned, that they can ask to be heard at any 
time, whether they have been requested to appear or not. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator will kindly yield to a fur- 
ther statement, unquestionably an analysis of the resolution 
justifies the conclusion that the resolution is prompted by some 
abuse existing in the practice of the Senate. I say that no such 
abuse exists. No instance has been cited where one who was 
entitled to a hearing and who has requested it has been denied 
it; and therefore I say there is no necessity whatever for any 
resolution on the subject. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not know whether there 
has been any case where persons have been denied permission 
to appear or not. As far as my experience is concerned, I do 
not think they have; but we must admit that if a committee 
decided not to hear a person, under these circumstances he 
would not have that chance. I think wherever a department 
is under investigation, or wherever a question arises as to its 
honesty, its integrity, its motives, or its competence, it ought 
to have the right to appear, and not have to wait until it is 
asked. I do not believe it ought to be denied that privilege. 
That is-all that this resolution grants, if it is confined to the 
Government and the agencies of the Government; and, as I 
stated before, that is what I intend to confine it to whenever the 
resolution comes before the Senate for action. 

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the business before the Senate? 

The FRESIDENT pro tempore. The business before the 
Senate is Senate Resolution 118. It is the opinion of the 
Chair that it ought to have been sent to the calendar at 2 
o'clock, and that the proceedings since that time have been by 
unanimous consent. It is further the opinion of the Chair 
that no vote can be taken upon the resolution at this time, save 
by unanimous consent, 
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Mr, FERNALD. It seems to me that we are not getting 
anywhere in undertaking to discuss a matter that is not before 
the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, Just a moment.. I think, as 
suggested by my friend on my right here, that it is well enough 
to preserve the integrity of the precedents of the Senate. 
There is no unfinished business of the Senate. When the hour 
of 2 o'clock arrived the Chair did not send the résolution to the 
calendar, and it was perfectly competent for the Senate to 
proceed with the consideration of the resolution, and it has 
done so. Certainly the resolution of the Senator from Utah 
is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair bases his opinion 
upon the third paragraph of Rule VII, which provides as fol- 
lows: 

On Mondays the calendar shall be called under Rule VIII, and dur- 
ing the morning hour no motion shall be entertained to proceed to the 
consideration of any bill, resolution, report of a committee, or other 
subject upon the calendar except the motion to continue the considera- 
tion of a bill, resolution, report of a committee, or other subject against 
objection as provided In Rule VIII. 


Mr. FERNALD. That is as I understood it, Mr. President. 
I now ask unanimous consent to take from the calendar Senate 
bill 210, for the relief of Peter C. Keegan and others. 

Mr. SMOOT. I suggest that the Senator ask unanimous con- 
sent to begin with the calendar. 

Mr. FERNALD. If the Senator from Utah desires, we will 
begin with the calendar. I ask that the calendar be now 
considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed with the con- 
sideration of the calendar. While the Chair is not wholly clear 
with regard to the status 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that we proceed with 
the calendar under Rule VIII and dispose of the bills on the 
calendar under that rule. There are only five or six bills on the 
calendar, and it will not take us over 10 or 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair first directs that 
the resolution heretofore under consideration shall be placed 
upon the calendar. The Secretary will report the first bill upon 
the calendar. 

TAX ON MOTOR-VEHICLE FUELS. 


The bill (S. 120) to provide for a tax on motor-vehicle fuels 
sold within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
was announced as first in order on the calendar. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


WACCAMAW RIVER BRIDGE, 8. C. 


The bill (S. 384) to authorize the building of a bridge across 
Waccamaw River, in South Carolina, near the North Carolina 
State line, was announced as next in order, and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I desire to have some words on 
line 10 transposed. After the word “ point” I desire to insert 
the words “suitable to the interests of navigation“ and to 
restore the words “north of,” so that it will read “suitable to 
the interests of navigation at a point north of and near Bel- 
lamy Landing.“ 

Mr. McKELLAR. May I ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina if he is referring to Senate bill 1192? 

Mr. DIAL. No; to Senate bill 384. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It does not appear to be in my file. 

Mr. DIAL. It is just a local bridge bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. DIAL. I ask the Senate to disagree to the committee 
amendment striking out “north of,” and that those words be 
restored, and that the words to which I have referred be trans- 

d so as to make the language harmonious. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The Reaptne nk. The first amendment offered by the 
Senator from South Carolina is, on page 1, line 10, to insert 
after the word “point” the words “suitable to the interests 
of navigation.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Carolina asks that the vote by which the amendment in line 10 
striking out the words “located by road survey north of and” 
be reconsidered, and, without objection, the vote will be recon- 
sidered; and the question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
next amendment of the Senator from South Carolina. 


The Reaprna Crunk. The Senator from South Carolina 
ods ae strike out the words “located by road survey” in 

ne 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
Carolina now moves that the vote by which the amendment 
inserting the words “suitable to the interests of navigation,” 
in line 1, page 2, was agreed to be reconsidered. Without ob- 
jection, the vote Is reconsidered; and the question now is upon 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the North and South Carolina Waccamaw 
Bridge Co. be, and the same is hereby, authorized to construct, oper- 
ate, and maintain a bridge, with approaches thereto, across the 
Waccamaw River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation 
north of and near Bellamy Landing, Horry County, S. C., in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
construction of bridges over navigable waters, approved March 23, 
1906." 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


CLAIMS OF AMERICAN CITIZENS, 


The bill (S. 1192) to confer jurisdiction upon the United 
States District Court, Northern District of California, to adjudi- 
eate the claims of American citizens, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Let that go over. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I hope the Senator who objected will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I withhold the objection if the Senator 
desires to submit an explanation of it. I thought the Senator 
was absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. As the title indicates, this bill is in- 
tended to confer jurisdiction upon the United States District 
Court for the Northern District of California to determine and 
give judgment in certain claims of citizens of the United States 
for damages suffered by them as a result of the seizure and 
forfeiture of certain vessels engaged in sealing in the Bering 
Sea, 

Years ago, by proclamation, sealing in the Bering Sea beyond 
the 3-mile limit was declared to be illegal. Thereafter certain 
of our vessels were seized and forfeited. Russia had issued a 
like proclamation, and Russia seized certain of our vessels. 
Our Government also seized certain British vessels sealing in 
Bering Sea. 

Thereafter it was held by all parties that the proclamation 
or order of our Government and of the Russian Government 
was illegal, and thereupon we made demand upon Russia to 
compensate our citizens for loss suffered. Russia recognized 
the validity of our claims and paid them. Great Britain simi- 
larly made demand upon us on behalf of the subjects of that 
empire, and we recognized the validity of the claims and paid 
them. 

Our own citizens, however, who suffered like losses, have 
never been paid. This bill was considered in the House several 
times and reported favorably. It has never become a law. 

The purpose of the bill, therefore, is to confer jurisdiction 
upon the district court to hear and pass upon these claims, 
I might answer thus briefly, adding a word, that the Judiciary 
Committee have considered the matter and reported it favor- 
ably and I am sure unanimously. 

It is a just bill, and we seek to do for our own citizens what 
we have done for British subjects, and what Russia, as stated, 
has done for citizens of the United States, 

I trust the Senator will permit the bill to be considered and 
that it may pass. 

Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. President, after hearing the statement 
made by the Senator from California, I see no objection to the 
present consideration of the bill. I inquire of the Senator from 
California whether the bill is in the usual form adopted in 
such cases? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, I think so, 

Mr. ROBINSON. I note that the court is authorized to 
render judgment for the amount of damages found. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That is true. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That jurisdiction be, and it is hereby, conferred 
upon the United States District Court, Northern District of California, 
to hear and determine the claims of American citizens, their heirs and 
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legal representatives, for damages or loss occasioned by or resulting 
from the seizure, detention, sale, or interference with their voyage by 
the United States of vessels charged with unlawful sealing in the 
Bering Sea and water contiguous thereto and outside of the 8-mile 
limit during the years 1886 to 1896, inclusive, and to enter judgment 
therefor, the measure of damages to be the same as that demanded 
and collected by the United States of America from the Government 
of Russia under that certain protocol entered into between the United 
States and Russia on the 26th day of August, 1900, for the unlawful 
seizure of vessels owned by citizens of the United States engaged in 
sealing in the Bering Sea. 

Sec. 2. That all American citizens whose rights were affected by 
said seizure, detention, sale, or interference specifically referred to in 
section 1 hereof during the years 1886 to 1896, inclusive, may submit 
to the United States District Court in and for the Northern District of 
California their claims thereunder, and the court shall render judg- 
ment thereon. 

Sec. 3. That claims not presented within two years from the pas- 
sage of this act shall hereafter be forever debarred. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ST. JOHN RIVER COMMISSION. 


The bill (S. 210) for the relief of Peter C. Keegan and 
others was considered as in Committee on the Whole, and was 
read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Peter C. Keegan, the sum of 
$1,700; to the estate of John B. Madigan, the sum of $348.14; to the 
estate of Oscar F. Fellows, the sum of $2,950.77, said sums represent- 
ing additional compensation for services rendered on the St. John 
River Commission. 


Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator 
frota Maine [Mr. Freenatp], who introduced the bill, to ex- 
plain it. 

Mr. FERNALD. I will be very glad to make a brief state- 
ment regarding the bill. When it was reached on the calendar 
last Thursday I was absent from the Chamber, and I am desir- 
ous of making a very brief statement regarding it. 

The bill carries an appropriation of a little less than $5,000. 
The St. John River, the boundary line between Maine and 
Canada, has been used by the lumbermen for very many years 
for floating their logs down the stream. 

About 1909 there was a difference of opinion between the 
Dominion lumbermen and the Maine lumbermen which caused 
a dispute, and it looked at one time as though it might be very 
serious. The matter was taken up with the State Depart- 
ment, and the Government appointed commissioners to meet 
commissioners of the Dominion of Canada. They met on the 
river, and for days and months held meetings, calling in sur- 
yeyors and engineers. They had to go over the old Webster- 
Ashburton treaty to find the provisions of that instrument, and 
the matter dragged along until about 1918. 

Mr. DIAL. Is thé bill for the relief of the commissioners? 

Mr. FERNALD. It is for the pay of the commissioners. 
The matter was taken up by the State Department, with Mr. 
Polk, I think, the Undersecretary, and there was no question 
except as to the amount to be allowed one of the attorneys, 
the counsel for the States, Mr. Fellows. Mr. Fellows claimed 
that he ought to receive $50 a day. The department said that 
that was more than was customary in such cases, and held 
that $25 a day was sufficient. There was no question about 
the pay of the other two commissioners. Mr. Fellows was the 
counsel. 

The Dominion had three counsel, who worked 517 days and 
received $50 per day. Mr. Fellows was alone as counsel for 
the States, and put in but 374 days, a little more than half 
as many as the Dominion counsel, and he claimed that he 
should receive at least as much compensation per diem as 
they did. But the department felt differently about it, and 
finally last year Mr. Fellows died, and the first commissioner 
died; the second commissioner was appointed and he died, so 
that now there is only one of the original commissioners left. 

Mr. Fellows's sons came here and we took the matter up 
with the Secretary of State, who said that he would go over 
the accounts and come to some settlement, that it had been 
dragging along for so many months. He did so, and I hold a 
letter in my hand from the Undersecretary with a statement 
of the account. Last year the item was put in the Budget, 
but when it came to the Committee on Appropriations it went 
out on the point of order that it was a claim and should be 
considered by the Committee on Claims, 


Last week I went before the Committee on Claims and 
stated the case in detail. There seemed to be no trouble at 
all. There was a very full attendance of the committee, and 
they were all of the opinion that the claims should be allowed. 

Mr. DIAL. They were asking for $25 a day, and not $50? 

Mr. FERNALD. Yes; the claim is for $25 a day. 

Mr. DIAL. I notice that the report states that “It is con- 
siderably greater than the number of days for which the 
Canadian members of the commission received compensation, 
as is indicated by the following comparative table.’ But I 
accept the Senator’s statement that it was less time. 

Mr. FERNALD. The Secretary recommends that this 
amount shall be paid them, Mr. Fellows died believing that 
he did not receive sufficient compensation. He felt that inas- 
much as the time he put in was only about half as much as 
that of the Dominion attorneys, he ought to receive at least 
as much per day as they did. But he passed out, and his 
sons and all of the estates of the commissioners are entirely 
Satisfied with the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. The bill is still open to debate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is, 


TAX REDUCTION PLANS. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, for several weeks the 
papers have been full of propaganda in behalf of the so-called 
Mellon plan to reduce taxes. Not only have the papers been 
employed in carrying on that propaganda, but the motion pic- 
tures have been used quite extensively to create the impression 
in the country that the Mellon plan to reduce taxes is the only 
wise and just plan. In fact the propaganda has been ingenious, 
so general, and so well organized that it has about got the 
country to believe that the Mellon plan will cure all ills and 
that a Congressman would be almost a traitor to his country 
if he should suggest any modification or other plan. Of course 
in time the American people will know better. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is it not also the attitude that he should 
not only not suggest any other plan, but that he must accept 
the Mellon plan without emendation? 

Mr. HARRISON. Without the dotting of an “i” or the 
crossing of a “t.” Why, already there has been, upon the part 
of the minority in the other branch of Congress, a splendid 
plan suggested, one that will reduce taxes and guarantee a tax 
reduction. The main difference in the two plans is that out 
of the 6,662,000 income-tax payers of the year 1921 the so- 
called Garner plan would give a greater reduction in taxes to 
6,650,000 than would the Mellon plan, and that the Mellon 
plan would give a greater degree of reduction of taxes to 12,000 
out of the 6,662,000. 

While the minority plan, known in the House as the Garner 
plan, is a more equitable and just plan, one that would lift 
greater burdens from the American taxpayer than the so-called 
Mellon plan, they have sold the latter plan to the country 
and people are writing letters to their Senators and their 
Congressman by the basket load, telling them to accept nothing 
but the Mellon plan, 

I have called attention to the newspaper propaganda and to 
the motion-picture propaganda. I had no idea, until I was 
handed the piece of propaganda which I now hold in my hand, 
that the banks had had letters printed to send to their cus- 
tomers asking them to write to their Congressmen and Sena- 
tors to do nothing to obstruct the Mellon plan from being 
enacted in toto, and going to the expense upon the part of 
their stockholders of preparing a form letter for their cus- 
tomers so that they would not have to take the unnecessary 
time and go to the unnecessary expense of writing out a letter 
for themselves, the letter being addressed to their particular 
Congressman and Senator. 

This document came into the hands of a customer of a big 
bank in New Jersey. It reads as follows: 

Voters and tarpayers: 

There is no more important economic problem before our citizens 
to-day for solution than that of reducing the expenditures of our Gov- 
ernment and of establishing proper tax programs to secure only the 
moneys necessary to meet these expenditures. 

The substantial tex-reduction plan proposed by Secretary Andrew W. 
Mellon is of particular interest to every taxpayer, especially to the 
great mass of people with moderate incomes, and it has struck a re- 
sponsive chord throughout the country. 

This plan will mean not only a reduction in your taxes, but also a 
reduction in your expenses. Many do not realize it, but they are inter- 


ested whether they pay taxes directly or indirectly, for high taxes 
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cause one to pay more for clothing, food, rents, ete. Every taxpayer, 
whether his or her income is derived from salary, business, real estate, 
stocks, or bonds, will benefit. The reduction will allow expansion and 
development of industry and commerce, which will mean employment 
and more wages, dividends, and interest for our people. 

If you are interested in haying your taxes reduced, and we presume 
that of course you are, we urge you to communicate with your Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress at Washington, D. C., advocating 
the adoption of this measure. A letter, similar in effect to the form 
appended hereto, should be mailed by you at once to each of those 
representing our State and district, whose names are given herewith: 
United States Senators, Hon. Warrzr E. Epen and Hon. Epwanp I. 
Epwarps. Congressmen, Hon. CHARLES F. X. O’Brien, twelfth dis- 
trict; Hon. Jonx J. Bean, eleventh district; and Hon. FRANK 
McNovury, eighth district. 


Then the form letter that is suggested by the bank to be 
written to these gentlemen reads as follows: 


Hon. 


* 
Washington, D. 0. 

Dran Sin: As a voter and taxpayer I respectfully urge and request 
you to take an aggressive and persistent stand for lower Federal taxes, 
to support the Mellon tax-reduction plan, and to refrain from voting 
in favor of any legislation which will interfere with the carrying out 
of such a tax-reduction program, 

Very truly yours, « 


But they have not stopped at that. Not only are the banks 
and railroads busy, and the motion-picture industry and the 
newspapers, but to my surprise and astonishment, yesterday, 
traveling on a Pennsylvania Railroad train from New York 
to Washington, I found a card in the diner entitled“ Pennsyl- 
vanla Railroad System—Dining Car Menu“ in front of every- 
one who might seek to get something to eat. On the back of 
it in large type are the words: 


Give tax reduction the right of way. 
Then follows this language: 


In his recent message to Congress President Coolidge sald: “ The 
taxes of the Nation must be reduced now as much as prudence will 
permit, and expenditures must be reduced accordingly. 

“Tigh taxes reach everywhere and burden everybody. They bear 
most heavily upon the poor.” 


And yet the President, if he is correctly quoted, refused to 
consent to a single change in a single detail upon the part of 
the Republican organization in the House Ways and Means 
Committee. 


They bear most heavily upon the poor. 


Yes; but the Mellon plan takes it off of the rich and puts it 
upon the poor. The so-called Garner plan takes the taxes off 
to a greater extent from 6,670,000 income-tax payers, while the 
Mellon plan takes it off of only 12,000. Whom did the Presi- 
dent have in mind when he said: 


They bear most heavily upon the poor. 


Was it the crowd that had this printed and placed upon the 
table in the dining car of the Pennsylvania Railroad Co.? 
Quoting further from the President’s message: 


They diminish industry and commerce, They make agriculture un- 
profitable. They increase the rates on transportation. 
They are a charge on ‘every necessary of life. 


This is President Coolidge speaking now, who said that high 
taxes are a churge on every necessary of life, and yet this 
Congress has not attempted and the President has not sug- 
gested a reduction of a single tariff rate imposed in the Me- 
Cumber-Fordney tariff law that places four billions of dollars 
in taxes upon the consumers of America. 

Let me, in passing, Just make this suggestion: If this ad- 
ministration is sincere, if Secretary of the Treasury Mellon 
wants to give some relief to the taxpayers of the country, and 
if you want to make a record to go before the people in the 
coming campaign, do not seek to reduce the high surtaxes from 
50 per cent to 25 per cent, but get busy and try to take off 
some of those iniquitous tariff rates on sugar and meat and 
flour and the other necessaries of life. That would insure 
a reduction, not only in taxes but in the cost of living. 

Mr. CURTIS rose. 

Mr. HARRISON, Yes; I was addressing my remarks to 
the Senator from Kansas, who is a member of the Finance 
Committee. 

Mr. CURTIS. I suppose the Senator would like to have us 
place the country in the same position it was in under the 
Underwood tariff act in 1913 and 1914, when, in the winter 


months, it was necessary to maintain soup houses all over 
the country for the poor. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am glad the Senator called attention to 
that, but he is just as inaccurate about that as he is about 
many other matters. The country will not forget that under 
the Underwood tariff law we had a balance of trade in our favor 
in 1914—— 

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Wait a moment. The Senator has asked 
for information. He has come to the right source, and I am 
going to give it to him if he will just permit me. Under the 
Underwood-Simmons tariff law—I suppose the Senator voted 
against it? 

Mr. CURTIS. I did, and would do so again. 

Mr. HARRISON. I supposed he did; but that legislation 
was in the interest of the people. Under the Underwood-Sim- 
mons tariff law we had a balance of trade of $3,000,000,000, and 
yet under the law which was framed by the Senator and his 
party during the last year we have a balance of trade, includ- 
ing the exports and imports of gold and silver, not in our favor, 
but against us, to the amount of 830,000,000. If it had not been 
for the Senator and his colleagues thwarting the plans of the 
people who wanted to restore Europe and have it get upon its 
feet, we would have a greater degree of prosperity than we 
have to-day. 

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator very wisely picks out a year 
after the war began in Europe. Not until the war began in 
Europe did our exports exceed our imports. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is exactly what I wanted the Sena- 
tor to say. 

Mr. CURTIS. That fs what I said. 

Mr. HARRISON, I thought the Senator would fall into that 
error. I picked out the year before the war began. 

Mr. CURTIS. When did the war begin? 

Mr, HARRISON. If the Senator will refresh his memory 
and go to the statistics, he will see that under the Underwood- 
Simmons tariff law we had the greatest balance of trade ever 
given to us under any tariff act. Now, if I should have chosen 
to take the war period, I would have stated that it increased 
to $9,000,000,000 in our favor. That is startling to the Sena- 
tor, and I know it is. But I must give him facts. 

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator does not give the date when the 
war began in Europe, because if he does he will have to state 
it as in 1914. 

Mr. HARRISON. I mentioned 1914 and 1918. Our balance 
of trade in 1913 was between two billion and three billion dol- 
lars. In 1914 it was about $3,000,000,000, and during the war 
it rose to something like $9,000,000,000 or more, but now it is 
$20,000,000 against us. Is there anything else the Senator 
wants to ask me? 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 want to ask the Senator if he was as 
accurate about the tariff as he probably was about the reduc- 
tion of taxes? Does not the Senator know that under the Mel- 
lon plan there would be a reduction of taxes all along the 
line? 

Mr. HARRISON. 
said—— 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes; the Senator admits it now, but the 
Senator in his previous statement did not admit it; in other 
words, he tried to avoid it. 

Mr. HARRISON, The trouble with the Senator from Kansas 
is that he was not listening to me. I am going to refresh 
the Senator's memory about what I did say. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to say 

Mr. HARRISON. Does not the Senator want to hear me? 

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator is so inaccurate in all of his 
statements that I really do not care much whether I hear him 


Yes; of course. I admit that, but as I 


or not. 


Mr. HARRISON. I do not know how I could be any more 
accurate. I have given to the Senator the exact figures. He 
does not disclaim that the figures are correct. I said the so- 
called Garner plan would give a greater reduction of taxes to 
6,650,000 income-tax payers in America out of the 6,662,000 than 
the Mellon plan, and that the Mellon plan would give a greater 
reduction of taxes to 12,000 income-tax payers. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Wait until I finish. 

Mr. CURTIS. If the Senator had said that in the first place, 
I would not have asked the question. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Mellon plan gives a reduction of taxes 
all down the line, but the Democratic plan gives a greater re- 
duction of taxes all down the line except on the 12,000 big 
fellows who pay the high surtaxes, and on those it seeks to 
give a very fair and equitable reduction. 
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Mr. CURTIS. But the Senator did not state that at first, 
or at least I did not so understand. 

Mr. HARRISON. I state it now, and that Is what I wanted 
to do. The Senator is adroit. He is not only a great debater 
but he is a pretty smooth organizer, and he knows the old 
trick of trying to divert attention when his opponent is on the 
trail of some one. He did not want me to read the message of 
President Coolidge, but I am going to finish the reading of it 
notwithstanding that fact. I am going to read this’ propa- 
ganda that is gotten out by the Pennsylvania road, and I pre- 
sume by other railroads in the country, to “write to your 
Senator, write to your Congressman, and indorse in toto the 
Mellon plan.” 

I make the prediction now in the presence of the distin- 
guished Senator from Kansas, one of the leaders on the floor, 
that he would not now vote for the Mellon plan just as Mellon 
has presented it to Congress. 

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator from Mississippi suggests that 
because he knows that the Senator from Kansas has intro- 
duced an adjusted compensation measure and proposes that the 
money to pay the adjusted compensation be raised in the 
revenue act. 

Mr. HARRISON. Would the Senator have voted for the 
Mellon plan as it was given to Congress even if the bonus propo- 
sition did not come up? 

Mr. CURTIS. I would not promise to vote for any plan 
until I had time to study it. : 

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, no one would indorse the 
Mellon plan in toto, 

Mr. CURTIS. I am not like the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRISON. And yet we are asked to adopt it as a 
whole, without modification and without suggestion. Does the 
Senator want to ask me something? 

Mr. CURTIS. No; I was just going to remark that I was 
surprised that the Senator would eat a meal on the Pennsyl- 
vania train when he could have waited a little while and had 
a better meal in the Senate restaurant at less expense. 

Mr. HARRISON. But I was traveling on the train. I would 
rather eat in the Senate restaurant, if that were possible. 
a to the message of President Coolidge, I read fur- 

er: 


They are a charge on every necessary of life. 

Of all services which the Congress can render to the country I have 
no hesitation in declaring this one to be paramount. 

To neglect it, to postpone it, to obstruct it by unsound proposals is 
to become unworthy of public confidence and untrue to public trust. 

The country wants this measure to have the right of way over all 
others, : 


Then having thus quoted from President Coolidge’s message 
the menu proceeds as follows: 


An efective plan for such tax reduction is proposed by Secretary of 
the Treasury Mellon. We all can help to reduce taxes by writing or 
telegraphing to our Congressmen and Senators indorsing this plan. 

You may take this menu, if you so desire. 


That is the species of propaganda which is being circulated 
in behalf of the so-called Mellon plan. Millions of letters 
have come here from people who probably have not read the 
Mellon plan and who in many instances know absolutely nothing 
about the alternative plan; yet they are trying to commit Con- 
gress to such a proposition. 

ST. JOHN RIVER COMMISSION. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 210) 
for the relief of Peter C. Keegan and others. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

MUNICIPAL BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS, MO, 


The bill (S. 987) to extend the time for the completion of 
the municipal bridge approaches, and extensions or additions 
thereto, by the city of St. Louis within the States of Illinois 
and Missouri, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Tilinois [Mr. 
MekKIxIxVI the other day asked that that bill go over, and as 
both the Senators from Illinois are absent I ask that the bill 
now go over. I do not know whether or not they desire that 
the bill shall be passed in its present form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill 
will be passed over. 

MATERIAL AND LABOR FURNISHED FOR DISTRICT BUILDINGS, 


The bill (S. 1342) to amend an act approved February 28, 
1899, entitled “An act relative to the payment of claims for 
material and labor furnished for District of Columbia build- 


ings,” was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was 
read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act relative to the 
payment of claims for material and labor furnished for District of 
Columbia buildings,” approved February 28, 1899, is hereby amended 
80 as to read as follows: 

“That hereafter any person or persons entering into a formal con- 
tract with the District of Columbia for the construction of any public 
building, or the prosecution and completion of any public work, or for 
repairs upon any public building or public work shall be required before 
commencing such work to execute the usual penal bond, with good and 
sufficient sureties, with the additional obligation that such contractor 
or contractors shall promptly make payments to all persons supplying 
him or them with labor and material in the prosecution of the work 
provided for in such contract; and any person, company, or corporation 
who has furnished labor and materials used in the construction or repair 
of any public building or public work, and payment for which has not 
been made, shall have the right to intervene and be made a party to 
any action instituted by the United States or by the District of Colum- 
bia on the bond of the contractor and to have their rights and claims 
adjudicated in such action and judgment rendered thereon, subject, 
however, to the priority of the claim and judgment of the United States 
or the District of Columbia. If the full amount of the liability of the 
surety on said bond is insufficient to pay the full amount of said claims 
and demands, then after paying the full amount due the United States 
or the District of Columbia the remainder shall be distributed pro rata 
among said interveners. If no suit should be brought by the United 
States or the District of Columbia within six months from the comple- 
tion and final settlement of said contract, then the person or persons 
supplying the contractor with labor and material shall, upon application 
therefor and furnishing affidavit to the department under the direction 
of which said work has been prosecuted that labor or materials for 
the prosecution of such work has been supplied by bim or them and 
payment for which has not been made, be furnished with a certified 
copy of said contract and bond, upon which he or they shall have a 
right of action, and shall be, and are bereby, authorized to bring suit 
in the name of the United States or the District of Columbia, for bis 
or their use and benefit, against said contractor and his sureties, and 
to prosecute the same to final judgment and execution: Provided, That 
where suit is instituted by any of such creditors on the bond of the 
contractor it shall not be commenced until after the complete per- 
formance of said contract and final settlement thereof and shall be 
commenced within one year after the performanee and final settlement 
of said contract and not later: And provided further, That where suit 
is so instituted by a creditor or creditors, only one action shall be 
brought, and any creditor may file his claim in such action and be 
made a party thereto within one year from the completion of the work 
under said contract and not later. If the recovery on the bond should 
be inadequate to pay the amounts found due to all of said creditors, 
judgment shall be given to each creditor pro rata of the amount of the 
recovery. The surety on said bond may pay into court, for distribution 
among said claimants and creditors, the full amount of the sureties’ 
liability, to wit, the penalty named in the bond less any amount which 
said surety may have had to pay to the United States or the District 
of Columbia by reason of the execution of said bond, and upon so doing 
the surety will be relieved from further liability: Provided further, 
That in all suits instituted under the provisions of this act such per- 
sonal notice of the pendency of such suits, informing them of their 
right to intervene as the court may order, shall be given to all known 
creditors, and in addition thereto notice of publication in some news- 
paper of general circulation published in the District of Columbia, for 
at least three successive weeks, the last publication to be at least three 
months before the time limited therefor.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendemnt. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Sena- 
tor having charge of the bill what particular change is proposed 
by the bill or what is intended to be accomplished by its pas- 
sage? 

Mr. CAPPER. The legislation here proposed is requested by 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. It simply makes 
applicable to buildings in the District of Columbia the same 
law which applies to Government buildings. The purpose of 
the bill is stated in a paragraph in a letter from the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, and if the Senator wishes 
I shall take just a moment to give him that information. 
The commissioners state that on August 18, 1894, Congress 
passed an act entitled “An act for the protection of persons 
furnishing materials and labor for the construction of public 
works.” They further state: 


The act of Congress approved February 28, 1899, Public, No. 62, 
entitled “ An act relative to the payment of claims for material and 
labor furnished for District of Columbia buildings” makes the terms 
of the act quoted above applicable to the District of Columbia. 


942 ; 


Experience under the act of Congress of August 18, 1894, showed 
that the interests of the United States were not adequately protected, 
and as a result this act was amended by an act of Congress approved 
February 24, 1905. 

The original act gave the person furnishing labor or material to 
a contractor a right of action without limit as to time and without 
giving the United States priority in an action upon a bond. The 
amendatory act of February 24, 1905, gives priority to the claims 
and judgments of the United States and does not permit an action 
other than that brought by the United States until six months after 
the completion and final settlement of tbe contract. It also requires 
that any person having the right of action shall institute same 
within one year after the performance and final settlement of the 
contract, and provides that a person furnishing labor or material under 
the contract shall have the right to intervene and be made a party 
to any action instituted by the United States on the bond and to 
have his rights and claims adjudicated in such action, subject to 
the priority of the claim and judgment of the United States. It is 
also provided that where suit or action is brought by any creditor, 
only one such action shall be brought, but gives the right to any 
creditor to file his claim in such action and be made a party thereto 
within one year from the completion of the work under contract. 

The amended legislation, while applicable to public works of the 
United States, is not applicable to public works of the District of 
Columbia, and in order to correct the defects in the act of February 
28, 1809, relating to publie works of the District of Columbia— 


The commissioners request that this legislation be enacted. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is completed. 


The call of the calendar 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until tomorrow, 
Tuesday, January. 15, 1924, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Egccutive nominations received by the Senate January 14, 1924. 
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
SIGNAL CORPS. 


Capt. John Adams Ballard, Infantry (detailed in Signal 
Corps), with rank from July 1, 1920. 


CAVALRY, 


Capt. Daniel Warwick Colhoun, Field Artillery, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 


COAST ABTILLERY CORPS. 

Capt. Abraham Max Lawrence, Infantry, with rank from 
July 1, 1920. 

PROMOTION IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 
MEDICAL ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS, 
To be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. William Francis Coleman, Medical Adminis- 

trative Corps, from January 5, 1924. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 

Martin Hamlin Burckes, of Massachusetts, to be second lieu- 
tenant of Field Artillery in the Regular Army of the United 
States, with rank from December 19, 1923. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 
14, 1924. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 
Roy B. Gault to be United States marshal, southern district 
of Iowa. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
John Richard Carroll to be chaplain with rank of first lieu- 
tenant. 
James Kirk to be major, Ordnance Department. 
George Philip Seneff to be captain, Field Artillery. 
Sherman Miles to be major, Coast Artillery Corps. 
PosTMASTEES. 
ALASKA. 
George W. Robbins, Valdez. 
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TOWA. 
Arthur E. Granger, Marion. 
MISSOURL 


Lester H. Pettit, Ava. 

Edward A. Birkmann, Beaufort. 
Verner H. Kirkendall, Birch Tree. 
Nellie B. Gallihugh, Blairstown. 
George C. Blackwell, Breckenridge, 
Oleo J. Burch, Brookfield. 

Joe D. Seott, Bunceton. 

A. B. Williams, Campbell. 
Robert D. Gardner, Center. 
Edward J. Schmidt, Centralia. 
Salvin T. Morrissy, Clifton Hill. 
Anna B. Thomas, Corder. 

Isaac N. Parrish, Cowgill. 
Gustave R. Baumann, Creve Coeur. 
Bransby B. Houghton, Orystal City. 
Harry C. Grant, Cuba. 

Percy B. Kidney, Darlington. 
Sallie F. Duncan, Dearborn. 
Loda W. Rogers, Everton. 
Mandana A. Sehriefer, Fornfelt. 
Isaac H. Arnold, Forsyth. 
Henry W. Schupp, Fremont. 
George L. Keener, Galt. 

William B. Green, Goodman. 
Robert C. Remley, Grain Valley. 
Abraham M. Smelser, Grandin. 
Thomas A, Scott, Greenfield. 
Harley C. Shively, Hamilton. 
Ruby E. Howe, Hardin. 

Tom D. Purdy, Harris. 

George Scott, Higginsville. 
Jennette M. Boisseau, Holden. 
William E. Duff, Houston. 
John W. Rissler, Houstonia. 
Amanda P. Renfrow, Humansyille. 
Joseph Q. Martin, Huntsville, 
Maurice Craig, Ilmo. 

Joseph ©. Forshee, Ironton. 
John G. Kies, Jackson. 
Benjamin F. Linhardt, Jefferson City. 
Roy S. Kline, Kearney. 

Victor M. Blankenship, Kennett. 
Hugh L. Virtue, Kingston. 

Ray C. Waddill, Kirksville. 
Oliver H. Simmons, Lancaster. 
Harrison T. Fowlkes, Lees Summit. 
Ernest A. Wilson, Liberal. 
Byron Burch, Linneus. 

William A. Barnes, Marston. 
Ethel I. Kehr, Marthasville. 
Henry H. Jones, Memphis. 
John M. Medcalf. Monroe City. 
Edward F. Walden, Morehouse. 
Howard W. Mills, Mound City. 
Leslie R. Millsap, Mount Vernon. 
Charles E. Curtice, Neosho. 
Ray R. Kelly, New Hampton. 
Celia F. Kerr, New Madrid. 
Eugene . Wyatt, Oak Grove, 
Sam S. Ruton, Odessa. 

Frank L. Zeller, Oregon. 

Henry O. Hopp, Oronogo, 

Amy B. Burchard, Owensville. 
Bruce ©. Maples, Ozark. 
Bettie G. Flanders, Paris. 
James W. Fleming, Parkville. 
Delbert Fisher, Pattonsburg. 
Samuel S. Freeman, Piedmont. 
Eurl A. Blakely, Revere. 

Leon W. Mathews, Rich Hill. 
Jesse A. Linthacum, Ridgeway. 
Lot A. Slade, Rocheport. 

Lester S. Eddings, Rogersville. 
Alfred A. Smith, Rolla. 

Elliot Marshall, St. Joseph. 
Herman G. Roseman, St. Marys. 
Francis B. MeCurry, Salisbury. 
Luster C. Cottrill, Savannah, 
Otis H. Storey, Senath. 

George D. Harris, Slater. 
William S. Copeland, Steele. 
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Rufus G. Beezley, Steelville. 
Waldo E. Andrew, Sweet Springs. 
Charles H. Duncan, Tarkio, 
Estel G. Crawford, Tipton. 
Hattie Stierberger, Union. 

Harry N. Lutman, Versailles. 
Fletcher G. Smart, Webb City. 
Dorothy M. Ritter, Wellington. 
Artie B. Keadle, Wellsville. 

Lee H. Bently, Westboro. 

Archie T. Hollenbeck, Westplains. 
Charles Hawker, Wheeling. 
Cornelius F. Strack, Wright City. 


OKLAHOMA, 


James K. Malone, Allen. 
William S. Sibley, Arnett. 

R. Julian Miller, Bokchito, 
John R. MeIntosh, Chelsea. 
Downey Milburn, Coweta. 
John W. Brookman, Coyle. 
Leroy J. Myers, Dustin. 
Thomas H. Henderson, Fort Cobb. 
Ira A. Sessions, Grandfield. 
Frederick M. Deselms, Guthrie. 
James O. Dowdy, Haskell. 
Isom P. Clark, Heavener. 
Calvin C. Wilson, Henryetta. 
Alfred J. Canon, Hinton. 
Maude S. Chambers, Jenks. 
Noah B. Hays, Keota. 
William H. Jones, Kiefer. 
Rey Sherman, Lexington. 
Jesse T. Webb, Locust Grove. 
John H. Shufeldt, Nowata. 
John A. Norris, Okeene. 
Charles H. Johnson, Pawnee. 
Mary E. L. Allen, Ramona. 
William P. Harris, Sasakwa. 
Howard Morris, Soper. 

Louis G. Scott, Stroud. 
Virgil T. Gannoway, Tuttle. 
Floyd Marty, Wirt. 

Frank C. McKinney, Yukon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 14, 1924. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rey. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Almighty God, how marvelous and wonderful are the works 
of Thy hands. Back of all created things, what wisdom, what 
power, what majesty. Oh, what is man that Thou art mindful 
of him and the son of man that Thou visitest him. May we 
take heed, blessed Lord, and love mercy, do justly, and walk 
humbly with our God. May divine beauty and goodness abide 
in every breast and bless every home. Under Thy guidance 
may our people move forward to higher and grander achieve- 
ments, and in contact with our fellows and in the discharge 
of every duty may we fulfill the law of the prophets. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, January 12, 
1924, was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague, Mr. Korr, may be execused for the balance of 
the week on account of illness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that his colleague, Mr. Kopp, be excused for the balance 
of the week on account of illness, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


APPOINTMENTS BY THE SPEAKER. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the following 
appointments: 

Mr. Garrett of Tennessee a member of the House Office Bulld- 
ing Commiss on. 

Mr. Newton of Minnesota a member of the Board of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. Sutra member of the Board of Trustees of Columbia 
Institution for the Deaf, 


SUNDEY MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 


THE RULES, 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privileged 
report from the Committee on Rules. Pending the reading of 
the report I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
if we can not make some agreement on time that will tend 
toward the orderly procedure of debate, It is not my inten- 
tion to even attempt to move to cut off debate, but I think we 
should have some agreement with reference to it, and that the 
gentleman from Tennessee might have control of the time of 
those opposed and that the gentleman from New York have 
control of time of those who favor the resolution. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, upon this side 
there is no opposition to the resolution as reported, except that 
we have some amendments to offer on the part of the Demo- 
cratic members of the Rules Committee. I do not know 
whether there is any opposition anywhere to the resolution. 
There is a desire to amend. The gentleman's suggestion as to 
the control of time by those in faver and by those against 
might not work out well. 

Mr. My idea was to have some control of the time, 
so that there would not be a dozen men rising and seeking 
recognition at onetime. I suggested a control of the time for the 
orderly procedure of debate and that was all I had in mind. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. After the discussion of the 
resolution itself I do not think there will be five minutes re- 
quired on this side, but when it comes to amendments there 
will be a desire for discussion on this side. I do not know 
whether the gentleman's proposition is that the time be con- 
trolled so that it can be yielded for debate and the purpose of 
amendment or not. 

Mr. SNELL. I intended that we should yield for amend- 
ments as well, simply for the orderly procedure of debate. 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. That we should yield time for 
discussion for amendments? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes; for instance, if the gentleman had con- 
trol of two hours and I had control of two hours, we could 
yield it to Members on each side of the aisle and they could 
offer the amendments and discuss them. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. But you will have to vote for an 
amendment when you offer it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think the amendment should 
be voted upon after being offered. I venture to suggest to 
the gentleman that we let the matter run along for a while 
under the general rules and later in the afternoon probably 
we can come to some agreement upon it. 

Mr. SNELL. That will be satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 146. 


Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the 
Sixty-seventh Congress be adopted as the rules of the House of 
Representatives of the Sixty-eighth Congress with the following 
amendments: 

1. Clause 2, Rule X: Strike out “25” and insert in lieu thereof 
26,“ so that as amended the clause shall read: “On Ways and 
Means, to consist of 26 members.” 

2. Clause 21, Rule X: Strike out “20” and insert in lieu thereof 
21.“ so that as amended the clause shall read: On Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to consist of 21 members.” : 

8. Clause 23, Rule X: Strike out “14” and insert in Hen thereof 
“15," so that as amended the clause shall read: On Labor, to con- 
sist of 15 members.” 

4. Clause 81, Rule X: Strike out the words Reform in.“ so that 
as amended the clause shall read; “ On the Civil Service, to consist of 
13 members. “““ > 

5. Clause 84, Rule X: Strike out the words “of Arid Lands” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “and Reclamation"; strike out 
“15” and insert in lieu thereof “17,” so that as amended the clause 
shall read: “On Irrigation and Reclamation, to consist of 17 
members.” 

6. Clause 35, Rule X: Strike out “15” and insert in lieu thereof 
“17,” so that as amended the clause shall read: “On Immigration 
and Naturalization, to consist of 17 members.” 

7. Clause 50, Rule X: Strike out 16“ and insert in lieu thereof 
“17,” so that as amended the clause shall read: On the Census, to 
consist of 17 members.” 

8. Rule X: Transfer clause 54a to clause 51a. 

9. Rule X; Transfer clause 54b to clause Sia. 

10. Rule X: Transfer clause Sla to clause 51b. 
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11. Rule X: Insert a new clause as follows: Ble. On World War 
Veterans’ Legislation, to consist of 17 members.” 

12. Clause 31, Rule XI: Strike out the words “reform” and “ Re- 
form in,” so that as amended the clause shall read: “To the civil 
seryice—to the Committee on the Civil Service.“ 

13. Clause 34, Rule XI: Strike out the words “ of arid lands,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “and reclamation;” strike out the 
words “of Arid Lands,“ where they appear a second time and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “and Reclamation,” so that as amended the 
clause shall read: “On trrigation and reclamation—to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation.” 

14. Clause 86, Rule XI: Strike out the word “nine” and insert the 
word “ eleven.” 

15. Transfer clause 54a, Rule XI, to clause 51a. 

16, Transfer clause 54b, Rule XI, to clause 54a. 

17. Transfer clause 51a, Rule XI, to clause 51b. 


18. Rule XI. Insert a new clause, as follows: “Sle. To war-risk | 


insurance of soldiers, sailors, and marines, and otber persons in the 
military and naval service of the United States during or growing out 
of the World War, the compensations and allowances of such persons 
and their beneficiaries, and all legislation affecting them other than 
adjusted compensations, pensions, and private claims—to the Commit- 
tee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.” 

19. Clause 56, Rule XI: Add a new paragraph to read as follows: 

“The Committee on Rules shall present to the House reports con- 
cerning rules, joint rules, and order of business within three legisla- 
tive days of the time when ordered reported by the conrmittee. If 
such rule or order is not considered immediately, it shall be referred 
to the calendar, and if not called up by the menrber making the report 
within nine days thereafter, any member designated by the committee 
may call it up for consideration.” 

20. Rule XI: Add a new clause, as follows: “58. The several elec- 
tions comnrittees of the House shall make final report to the House in 
all contested-election cases not later than six months from the first 
day of the first session of the Congress to which the contestee ig 
elected except in a contest from the Territory of Alaska, in which case 
the time shall not exceed nine months.” 

21. Clause 8 of Rule XIII: Strike out all of clause 3 of Rule XIII, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“3. After a bill which has been favorably reported shall be upon either 
the House or the Union Calendar, any Member may file with the Clerk 
a notice that he desires such a bill placed upon a special calendar to 
be known as the Consent Calendar, On days when it shall be in order 
to move to suspend the rules, the Speaker shall, immediately after con- 
sideration of all motions pending on the Calendar of Motions to Dis- 
charge Committees from further consideration of public bills and reso- 
lutions which may be called up shall have been disposed of, direct the 
Clerk to call the bills which have been for three days upon the Consent 
Calendar. Should objection be made to the consideration of any bill 
so called, it shall immediately be stricken from such calendar, but such 
bill may be restored to the calendar at the instance of the Member, 
and if again objected to by three or more Members it shall be imme- 
diately stricken from such calendar, and shall not thereafter be placed 
thereon: Provided, That the same bill shall not be called twice on the 
same legislative day.” 

22. Rule XXVII: Strike out all of clause 4 of Rule XXVII and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

“4. A Member may present to the Clerk a motion in writing to dis- 
charge a committee from the consideration of a bill or resolution which 
has been referred to it 30 days prior thereto (but only one motion may 
be presented for each bill or resolution). The motion shall be placed 
in the custody of the Clerk, who shall arrange some convenient place 
for the signature of Members. The Clerk shall issue a duplicate of the 
motion to the Member, who may present such duplicate to Members 
for signature. 
at any time before the motion is entered on the Journal. After 150 
Members have signed the motion and duplicate the motion shall be en- 


tered on the Journal, printed with the signatures thereto in the Cox- 


GRESSIONAL Recorp, and referred to the Calendar of Motions to Dis- 
charge Committees. 

“On the first and third Mondays of each month, except during the 
last six days of any session of Congress, immediately after the approval 
of the Journal, any Member who has signed a motion to discharge 
which has been on the calendar at least seven days prior thereto and 
seeks recognition shall be recognized for the purpose of calling up 
the motion, and the House shall proceed to its consideration in the 
manner herein provided without intervening motion, except one motion 
to adjourn. Recognition for the motions shall be in the order in which 
they have been entered. 

“When the motion shall be called up, the bill or resolution shall be 
read by title only. After 20 minutes’ debate, one-half in favor of the 
proposition and one-half in opposition thereto, the House shall proceed 
to yote on the motion to discharge. If the motion prevails, it shall then 
be in order for any Member who signed the motion to move that the 
House proceed to the immediate consideration of such bill or resolu- 


A signature may be withdrawn by a Member in writing 
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tion (such motion not being debatable), and such motion is hereby 
made of high privilege ; and if it shall be decided in the affirmative, the 
bill shall be immediately considered under the general rules of the 
House, Should the House by vote decide against the immediate con- 
sideration of such bill or resolution, it shall be referred to its proper 
calendar and be entitled to the same rights and privileges that it 


would have had had the committee to whom it was referred duly re- 


ported same to the House for its consideration: Provided, That when 
any motion to discharge a committee from the consideration of any 
public bill or resolution has once been acted upon by the House it shall 
not be in order to entertain any other motion for the discharge from 
the committee of said measure.” 


Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. In considering this resolution, will 
it be read again by section for atuendment? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will not be again read for 
amendment as in Committee of the Whole. Any amendment 
will be in order at any time. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 
York will be now recognized? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, at 
the beginning of the session we adopted the rules of the Sixty- 
seventh Congress to be the rules of the Sixty-elghth Congress 
until January 14, Last Thursday night I obtained unanimous 
consent that the rules of the Sixty-seventh Congress as amended 
shall be in force during the consideration of this resolution. 
So we are working to-day under the rules of the Sixty-seventh 
Congress. 

The Rules Committee of the present House was appointed on 
December 17. I immediately called the Rules Committee to- 
gether, and we sturted public hearings on the proposed re- 
vision of the rules and amendments on December 20. We held 
those hearings as long into vacation as anyone desired to ap- 
pear before the committee. Immediately after the vacation we 
started public hearings and continued them until last Monday 
night, January 7. We heard every man who desired to come 
before the committee that was present in Washington at that 
time. We gave him a full and ample opportunity to present to 
the committee his views in regard to the proposed amendments. 
From the 7th of January to the present the committec has been 
in executive session considering the various amendments that 
were proposed to the committee. 

We fully appreciate the responsibility and the seriousness and 
the difficulty in amending the standing rules of the House. 
We have approached this proposition with an absolutely open 
mind and with an honest and earnest desire to as far as pos- 
sible reconcile the various opinions of the different elements 
of this House at the present time and present a report that was 
fair to all and would be accepted by the Members of the 


And the gentleman from New 


| House. 


It is not an easy matter, as the older Members all know the 
rules of the House to a very large degree are interdependent 
one on the other, It is almost a physical impossibility to lift 
one rule out of this organization of rules, amend it as you see 
fit, put it back into the organization, and have it still perform 


| the function that is expected of it. To properly amend the 


rules of the House you must study each individual rule and its 
relation to the other rules. 

You must know the history of that rule, you must see the 
reason why it was placed in the body of rules itself, you must 
also follow it clear through to the end, and see just exactly 
what will be the effect of considering legislation under the 
rule as amended, Very often an apparently very unimportant 
amendment, so to speak, will cause you considerable difficulty 
in considering legislation under the rule as amended in con- 
nection with the other rules of the House. 

These rules are not of mushroom growth. They are the 
result of the practice, growth, and development of over 100 
years. They have been drafted by the finest legislative minds 
this country has ever produced. Personally, I believe, notwith- 
standing some minor defects, taking them as a whole, and con- 
sidering them from every angle, they are the best set of rules 
that govern any national legislative body in the world. I have 
no pride of authorship in these rules. I never helped to draft 
more than one or two of them, but I am intensely interested 
in having rules of the House that will, first, facilitate public 
business. 

I want to have rules of the House that will amply protect 
the individual and at the same time protect the House itself 
against the individuals. I am interested in haying rules that 
will give every single possible right to the minority, but at the 
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same time the majority is entitled to have rules that would 
allow them to function and that do not obstruct and hamper 
them in putting their legislation into effect. Above all, I want 
rules that will protect the dignity and the integrity of the 
House itself. It was with these general principles in mind 
that your Committee on Rules entered upon this task, and we 
have tried to be honest, to be just, to be fair in every recom- 
mendation that we are presenting to you in our report. I de- 
sire now to take these rules up, one by one, and explain to the 
membership of the House exactly what we intend doing by the 
proposed amendments, 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin, Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Some of us are very much in- 
terested in other proposed rules that have been presented to 
the Committee on Rules for revision, and I wish to concur with 
what the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] said, that 
there is no opposition to these provisions now before us, save we 
wish to make a few amendments, We are practically agreed 
upon the substance of the report from the Committee on Rules, 
but there are many other propositions before the Committee on 
Rules, and I ask now what the chairman proposes to do with 
reference to the provisions that we have not been able to take 
up. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, as soon as some pressing business 
that is before the committee at the present time is disposed oi, 
we expect again to start hearings, and we propose to discuss 
fairly and squarely every proposed amendment before the com- 
mittee and report on such amendments as seem feasible and 
desirable as fast as it is possible for the Committee on Rules 
to consider them. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will 
yield, the gentleman seems to have dealt with very few of the 
propositions that were discussed before his committee. The 
gentleman has not informed us with respect to the tentative 
views of his committee relative to those propositions. It strikes 
me, without any disrespect to the gentleman, as a little singular, 
with so much time given to hearings in respect to various 
propositions not dealt with in the report, that there has been 
a failure to deal with them. 

Mr. SNELL. I do not think the gentleman can say that the 
Committee on Rules has not thoroughly, justly, and honestly 
given consideration to these matters. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I am not making any charge. 4 

Mr. SNELL. We have worked faithfully and have gone into 
as many as time would allow us to go into and have discussed 
many of them that we are in practical unanimous accord upon, 
but we are not ready to report them at this time, because there 
are many correlative matters involved with them that we are 
not sure enough about to report at this time, and as I told the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, we will consider them and report 
upon them at a later date. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I may say to the gentleman with 
great respect that that would hardly satisfy me from my ex- 
perience with the Committee on Rules heretofore. “A later 
date“ has often meant “ never.” 

Mr. SNELL. Has the present Committee on Rules ever be- 
fore been in charge of the rules of the House? You can not 
always judge the future by the past. 

Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen have before them the print with the 
star at the bottom, they have the corrected resolution. There 
were a few mistakes in the first print and I had it reprinted. 
I wish now to have the attention of gentlemen on the floor 
and I will try to explain the intention of the committee 
relative to each proposition presented. Let us take No. 1, 
where in clause 2, Rule X, it is proposed to strike out “25” 
and insert in lieu thereof “26.” That is simply a change 
in the number of members upon the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee and was granted by unanimous consent at the beginning 
of this Congress. 

No. 2 has reference to the membership of the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds and was also agreed to by 
unanimous consent at the beginning of this Congress. No. 3 
refers to the Committee on Labor and provides for 15 members 
instead of 14 members. No. 4 reads as follows: 


4. Clause 31, Rule X: Strike out the words “ Reform in” so that 
as amended the clause shall read: “ On the Civil Service, to consist of 
18 members.” 


That is simply a change in the name of the committee to 
make it correspond with a similar committee in the Senate. 
It in no way changes the jurisdiction of the committee. 
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No. 5 proposes a change in the name of the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands so that it will be the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation, and shall consist of 17 members 
instead of 15, as heretofore. The number was changed at the 
beginning of this session by unanimous consent, and the change 
in the name is simply to make the name correspond more with 
the work that is now performed by the committee, but it in no 
way changes the jurisdiction of the committee. No. 6 pro- 
poses to raise the number of members on the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization from 15 to 17. That was also 
done by unanimous consent at the beginning of the session. 

The same applies to No. 7, which proposes to amend clause 50, 
Rule X, by providing that the Committee on the Census shall 
consist of 17 members instead of 16 members. 

Propositions 8, 9, and 10 change the numbers in the book and 
make no other changes whatever. 54a refers to the Commit- 
tee on Roads, 54b to Committee on Flood Control, and 51a to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. They involve no material 
changes, except position and number. 

Proposition No. 11 reads as follows: 


Rule X. Insert a new clause as follows: “5ic, On World War Vet- 
erans’ Legislation, to consist of 17 members,” 


That proposes the creation of a new standing committee of 
the House, and the jurisdiction of the same I ‘shall explain 
when I reach the committee on the next page. 

No. 12, clause 31, Rule XI: Strike out the words “ reform” 
and Reform in,” so that as amended the clause shall read: 


To the civil service—to the Committee on Civil Service. 


No. 13, clause 34, Rule XI, simply makes Rule XI conform to 
Rule X as amended. 

No. 14, clause 36, Rule XI: Strike out the word “nine” and 
insert the word“ eleven.“ 

At the time the original rule was adopted there were nine 
expenditure committees in the House. At the present time 
there are 11, and that simply makes that rule applicable to 11 
expenditure committees. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. SNELL. I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. BLANTON. Has the gentleman any suggestion to offer, 
or does he know of any means, that would require any of these 
expendi(ure committees to have a meeting or do any work? 

Mr. SNELL, I have not any at this time. 

Mr. BLANTON, There is plenty of important and valuable 
work for them if they do it. 

Mr. SNELL. That is a matter that is up to the committee 
itself. 

Mr. KING. Has the gentleman from Texas any work he 
desires in that particular? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. KING. If he will refer it to the expenditures of the 
Committee on Agriculture, we would be glad to have it; never 
had anything yet. 

Mr. BLANTON, I will give the committee something to do 
in checking up the big appropriations it expends, 

Mr. SNELL. Nos. 15, 16, and 17 are for the purpose of mak- 
ing Rule XI correspond with Rule X. 

No. 18, I want to call special attention to that. That defines 
the jurisdiction of the World War Veterans’ Committee. 


18. Rule XI. Insert a bew clause as follows: „51e. To war-risk 
insurance of soldiers, sailors, and marines, and other persons in the 
military and naval service of the United States during or growing out 
of the World War, the compensations and allowances of such persons 
and thelr beneficiaries, and all legislation affecting them other than 
adjusted compensations, pensions, and private claims—to the Commit- 
tee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.“ 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. If the gentleman will wait until I have finished 
a short explanation, I will yield. I want to say that there is 
no opposition on the part of the committee or, so far as I 
know, on the part of any Member of the House to the forma- 
tion of this committee, and the only question was that of juris- 
diction. We heard several Members, and we finally decided, 
for the present at least, that perhaps it would be better to con- 
fine the jurisdiction of this committee entirely to World War 
veterans’ legislation, although some Members appearing before 
the committee suggested that it take in other veterans, but to 
see how it would work out we have thought it better for the 
present to start by confining the jurisdiction to World War vet- 
erans alone. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, SNELL, I will yield to the gentleman, 
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Mr. BULWINKLE. Has the committee considered the ques- 
tion of hospitalization for veterans of the Spanish-American 
War and veterans of other wars as recommended by the Presi- 
dent? 

Mr. SNELL. I will say that question was brought up late in 
the discussion and we were not able to reach a definite conclu- 
sion. There was no objection on the part of the committee 
finally to include that when we found out exactly what could 
be done, but we were unable to find out definitely what could 
be done at this time and not interfere with other committees. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Does not the gentleman think that this 
could be so worded as to include the hospitalization of all vet- 
erans—all veterans of these other wars except in the matter of 
pensions? 

Mr. SNELL. It could be done, and if it was the desire of the 
House we could refer all matters to this committee. But here 
is where a little difference of opinion arises. The suggestion was 
made to the committee to include all hospitalization. But we 
found we ran into trouble in doing that, as some branches of 
the service do not want to be included, and we were unable to 
get definite enough information to warrant our including it at 
this time. But if that can be eventually explained to the com- 
mittee and it can be worked out properly, there is no dispo- 
sition on the part of the committee not to include it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I will. . 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The word “pensions,” in line 21, is that 
understood to mean pensions of other wars in which we par- 
ticipated or would that take pension bills for veterans of the 
World War away from this committee to another committee? 

Mr. SNELL. It certainly would. It is not intended to give 
this committee any jurisdiction over the subject matter of pen- 
sions. I now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I would like to ask the chairman if the 
committee considered embodying in the jurisdiction of this new 
committee legislation which might properly come under the 
purview of the Veterans’ Bureau which might not bear directly 
on the needs of the World War veterans? 

Mr. SNELL. Well, we did consider that, and finally the con- 
sensus of opinion was that for the present at least we should 
start as a World War veterans’ committee. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Then, is it proper to infer that if a bill 
were brought in, say, for the Spanish War veterans or for those 
ef the Boxer uprising, or any veterans of other wars in which 
this country has taken a part invelving the provision which 
governs the operations of the Veterans’ Bureau, that those 
bills must be referred to some other committee and not to the 
World War Veterans’ Committee? 

Mr. SNELL. I am glad the gentleman brought up that 
question. That question came up before the committee, and 
we took it up with the parliamentary clerk of the House and 
he said any bill of that character must necessarily be an 
amendment to the present war risk insurance act, and that it 
would naturally be referred to this committee. 

Mr. WINSLOW. But you do not say so. This bears all 
World War veteran legislation, and that concerns only a cer- 
tain number of men. 

Mr. SNELL. The parliamentary clerk thought that under 
the present procedure any such measure would n be 
an amendment to that act, and all amendments to that act 
would go, naturally, to this committee. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Then it would follow as a consequence if, 
on the day when this committee might be formed under this 
provision, a bill should be put in to allow to the Spanish- 
American War veterans certain privileges, and so on, which are 
new accorded to the World War veterans, there would be no 
place to which that bill could be referred. 

Mr. SNELL. I think, under the parliamentary practice and 
procedure now being followed, that it would be referred to this 
committee, because it would be an amendment, as I said, to 
that act. 

Mr, WINSLOW. Yes; but you do not say so. 

Mr. SNELL. I admit that; and perhaps it would be better 
to specify Veterans’ Bureau, 

Mr. WINSLOW. I think Veterans’ Bureau should be specifi- 
cally mentioned in defining the jurisdiction of the committee. 

Now, the question is, Where would that proposition be re- 
ferred? 

Mr. SNELL, I say it would be referred to this committee. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Does the committee believe it themselves? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. Under the rules of the House it devolves upon 
the Speaker to refer bills to the proper committee. Of course 


the parliamentary clerk acts for the Speaker, but if the House 
adopts a new set of rules and creates a new committee and 
specially confers upon that new committee jurisdiction over 
matters dealing with World War veterans, except adjusted com- 
pensation, and a bill were introduced relating to the Veterans’ 
Bureau, would not the Speaker be forced to refer it to the new 
committee? 

I may say that I am in perfect sympathy with my friend, 
but it seems to me that with a new rule giving jurisdiction on 
these matters, considering the fact that the committee was not 
in existence when the legislation was passed, but a committee 
created with power to control that legislation, it seems to me 
the Speaker would have to refer it to that committee, 

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. SNELL. I will, but I wish the gentleman would let me 
complete this, and then later I shall be glad to yield. 

Mr. KINDRED rose. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
first for a question? 

5 Mr. SNELL. I will yield first to the gentleman from Ala- 
ama. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, I believe that everybody will agree 
that soldiers of all wars ought to be treated with a certain 
amount of equality. As the situation stands at present, we 
have three separate committees which deal with Civil War 
soldiers, Spanish War soldiers, and World War soldiers. This 
amendment does not change the situation, but leaves these 
soldiers of the several wars to be continued to be dealt with by 
separate committees. Now, in the past it has so worked out 
that the soldiers of the Civil War receive one kind of treat- 
ment, the Spanish-American War soldiers an entirely different 
treatment, and World War soldiers stilt a third kind of treat- 
ment, and their widows and dependents are discriminated 
against in the same way. Does not the gentleman feel that it 
would be a step of real relief if we could consolidate this sol- 
dier-relief work and give one committee jurisdiction of the 
whole matter and work out some system whereby there would 
be no discrimination as among soldiers of any particular war? 

Mr. SNELL. In reply to the gentleman I will say that we 
had all these propositions before us, and you can not get all 
veterans to agree about what they want. 

Mr. ROACH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL, I regret that I can not yield to but one gentle- 
man at once. 

Mr. ROACH. I merely wanted to hear the gentleman's 
answer on that question. 

Mr. SNELL. All right. I say it was impossible to get those 
propositions all amalgamated together so that it would suit 
everyone. Certain of those who spoke in behalf of the Spanish 
War veterans wanted conditions left as they are. It is im- 
possible to get all veterans to agree, and as we are not taking 
anything away from them, their legislation will go to the 
same committees it always has, and we are simply now trying 
to help out the World War veterans. and later if we can help 
the others out we are willing to do so. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Then are we to expect the situation 
to continue as it now is, where a Civil War widow gets $30 a 
month, a Spanish-American War widow gets $20 a month, and 
a World War widow gets $25? It we had one committee, un- 
doubtedly they would see that some sort of rough justice and 
equality is meted out to all. and no arbitrary and unjust dis- 
crimination meted out to any one of them. 

Mr. KINDRED. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Les. 

Mr, KINDRED. I want to ask the gentleman if there is not 
one activity of this committee on World War veterans upon 
which we should all agree, and that is the hospitalization of 
soldiers of all wars? 

Mr. SNELL. We would be perfectly willing to embody 
that in the rule if we knew where we would land, and if 
we were assured that we would not go too far. The oppor- 
tunity of amendment is open to any Member who desires to 
make an improvement along that line.. For the present we 
thought it best to leave it as it is, and if need be to take it 
up later. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. 1 want to ask the gentleman this 
question 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that the House is not in order. We can not hear. 

The SPEAKER. There is a large attendance here to-day, 
and unless Members forego conversation among themselves 
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it will be very difficult to hear the speakers. The Chair hopes 
that Members will abstain from conversation, so that the 
gentleman from New York can be heard. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. Was not the intention of the com- 
mittee, so far as possible, to conform to the desires of the 
two party caucuses on this matter, in which a number of 
opinions were given, that this committee should only encompass 
legislation affecting the Veterans’ Bureau as at present con- 
stituted, and leave to the future any change to meet the chang- 
ing conditions? In other words, you found the legislation on 
the statute books, and you had to shape and form your com- 
mittee so as to take care of it as it now exists, rather than to 
anticipate any such changes as might take place in the future, 
in case legislation affecting veterans of other wars should be 
referred to the Veterans’ Bureau, which now takes care only of 
legislation relating to the World War veterans? 

Mr. SNELL, That was practically the condition which con- 
fronted your committee and that is practically the conclusion 
at which it arrived. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. And that is what you have done? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. : 

Mr. WINSLOW... Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Personally I am in favor of the establish- 
ment of a committee along the general terms set forth in this 
provision, but by virtue of an experience of eight years, from 
the very beginning of the consideration of problems confront- 
ing the war-risk insurance committee and all the rest, now 
known as the Veterans’ Bureau, I have come to realize that 
there are many sharp angles sticking out which had better 
be considered now rather than when we get into a mess 
later on. The soldier business is a delicately constituted piece 
of work and we have to do the best we can to keep them 
smooth and bring them to realize the facts which govern the 
consideration of the legislation. 

Mr. SNELL, That is what we have tried to do in reporting 
this rule. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Now, my good friend from California 
IMr. LINEBERGER] has suggested that my previous expression 
did not, perhaps, tend to clarify. All I want to do is to im- 
press upon the Members of the House the absolute need of 
clarification to the limit, otherwise we shall have gotten into 
a bad mess here. 3 

Under the present state of affairs the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce is operating in such a way that 
all bills relating to subjects covered by the Veterans’ Bureau 
legislation are referred to it. Now, under the present arrange- 
ment, if an amendment were to be considered to the Veterans’ 
Bureau act it would be referred to that committee and that 
committee could have a hearing, as in the case of Spanish 
War matters, which are really pending and left over from 
the last Congress. 

Now, if the committee can suggest an amendment or would 
accept the suggestion of an amendment, it seems to me we might 
not only cover everything which is here but also cover the scope 
of the operations of the Veterans’ Bureau in such a way that 
other bills, closely allied, could be referred to this committee 
without an amendment to the general law in reference to the 
bureau. 

Mr. SNELL. Along what lines would the gentleman from 
Massachusetts suggest an amendment? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I have not worked it out. I just want a 
clarification, so that the committee itself and Congress would 
not be in a cat fight later on in reference to matters which 
might be left over. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WINSLOW. Les; I yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. JEFFERS. T would like to have the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce in connection with this question. Is it not now a fact 
that the Veterans’ Bureau does have jurisdiction over the pay- 
ment of the $100 death benefit, for example, of Spanish-Ameri- 
can War veterans? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I really do not know, sir. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Well, that is a fact. Is it not also a fact 
that under the present law the Veterans’ Bureau does have 
within its power the right to hospitalize Spanish War veterans 
in its hospitals? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I think so, 

Mr. JEFFERS. The Veterans’ Bureau now does have super- 
vision over some matters not pertaining to World War vet- 
erans, and, in my opinion, the law should be such that any 
Spanish-American War veteran who is entitled to hospitaliza- 
tion in the Veterans’ Bureau hospitals should be allowed 


transportation to the hospital, but, as I understand it, such 
Spanish-American War yeteran is not, under the law, entitled 


to transportation to that hospital. The Director of the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau wants to give it to him, and I think everybody 
wants to give it to him, and I think such an amendment should 
be considered. I think there ought to be some consideration 
given that proposition, and it might be met, perhaps, if you 
would strike out the words “World War,“ and make it the 
“Committee on Veterans’ Legislation and the Veterans’ Bu- 
reau.” ` 

Mr. SNELL. What the gentleman suggests is something 
which the committee did not intend to cover at this time; the 
intention of the committee was to give this new committee 
the jurisdiction contained in this clause and then later give 
attention to the matters which have been suggested here. 
However, up to this time we have been unable to get definite 
information whereby we could absolutely frame all of those 
things into law. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I would like to ask the gentleman in all 
fairness and receive, of course, a frank answer, which is to 
be expected, whether the chairman of the committee himself 
or his committee believe that they have met the issue when 
they confine the work of this committee solely to World War 
veterans? 

Mr. SNELL. I can say that the chairman—and I think 
I speak for the committee—did think they had met the issue, 
but if we are mistaken we are ready to be corrected. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. JONES. I note that the gentleman has stated in con- 
nection with this paragraph, as well as in connection with 
some of the others, that his committee did not finish its work 
but expects to make a subsequent report. I would like to ask 
in that connection whether it is the purpose of the committee 
to give us an opportunity for open discussion, with full oppor- 
tunity for amendment, with reference to those subsequent 
reports? 

Mr. SNELL. Do you mean to-day? 

Mr. JONES. No. I understood the chairman to say that 
the committee had not finished its work with reference to cer- 
tain proposed amendments to the rules. 

Mr. SNELL. That is true. 

Mr. JONES. And that it will be necessary to make a subse- 
quent report or reports if the committee should act favorably 
upon any of them; and I want to know whether it is the pur- 
pose of the committee, when those subsequent reports are made. 
to give a full opportunity for discussion and further amend- 
ment in the House? 

Mr. SNELL. I have no reason to think otherwise. As far 
as I am concerned, it is my idea to let the House have ample 
opportunity to make whatever suggestions or changes it wants. 
I look on this matter as one in which the committee should 
use its best judgment; then, if the House does not agree, it can 
simply go as far as it cares to, making changes and amend- 
ments, 

Mr. JONES. In that connection I would like to submit my 
reason for asking the question. It is that a number who have 
proposed amendments to the rules might feel they would rather 
have them come after consideration by the committee, rather 
than risk a discussion when they had not been acted upon 
by the committee, and in that connection I would like to ask 
if the gentleman has any idea when these subsequent reports 
will be made? 

Mr. SNELL. I can not say definitely, but I will tell the 
gentleman that we will continue hearings. We have heard 
every man who has asked a hearing up to this date. We ex- 
pect to accommodate all and pass upon their suggestions as soon 
as possible, 

Mr. JONES. Yes; and I have no complaint to make of the 
committee to-day. 


Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL, I will; but I will have to yield to one at a 
time. 


Mr. ROACH, The gentleman from New York understands 
that in view of the confusion on the floor of the House, half 
of what is being said can not be heard or understood, 

Mr. SNELL, Well, I can not even understand the gentleman 
now. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the House is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order, 

Mr. ROACH. From what I heard of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Wrnstow] I am inclined 
to agree with him and I believe that is a matter that should 
be well considered and ene that the chairman əf this com- 
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mittee should take into consideration, but the particular ques- 
tion I wished to ask is this: It is proposed to amend the rules 
by adding a new committee to be known as the World War 
yeterans’ committee. 

What reason can we offer to ourselves in justification for 
not including, for instance, the veterans of the Spanish-Ameri- 
ean War? I simply want to get that straight in my own mind. 
If there is a good reason why it can not be consistently done, 
then, of course, we ought to try to find some other method to 
overcome the appearance of things in this rule to show that 
we are not favoring one class of veterans against those of 
another class, which, undoubtedly, we do not intend to. 

Mr. SNELL. We do not intend to show partiality to any 
class of veterans, but up to the present time I do not under- 
stand that the Spanish-American War veterans are entirely 
willing to come under this legislation. They want to retain 
what they have under the old laws, and part of them, at 
least, want to come in under this legislation, and whether 
at the present time we want to give them both is another 
proposition. 

Mr. ROACH. In other words, the veterans of the Spanish- 
American War have not been particularly clamoring for any 
sort of legislation in the past. 

Mr. SNELL. There is no desire on the part of the commit- 
tee to cut off anybody. 

Mr. ROACH. But that is no excuse for this Congress to ex- 
clude them. Im all good faith, we ought to be able to justify 
ourselves in not including them in this amendment to the rules. 
I wanted. a concise statement from the chairman, for my con- 
sideration as well as that of the Members of the House and 
of the country, as to why we are not including them in this 
amendment of the rules. 

Mr. SNELL. The most concise statement I can give you is 
this: At the present time there are several provisions for 
taking care of the veterans of the Spanish-American War, and 
no information has come to the committee that the veterans 
of the Spanish-American War wanted to be transferred and 
come under the legislation covering the World War veterans. 

Some of them do and some of them do not. Some of them 
want to retain what they have at the present time and get the 
additional advantage of the World War veterans, but whether 
the policy of this House is to give them both or not I do not 
know at the present time, and it does not seem to me we ought 
to give them both until we have a definite line marked out as 
to where we would land. 

Mr. ROACH. I merely wish to observe that it seems to me 
we should enact consistent rules of the House regardless of the 
desires of any of these veterans, whether of the World War or 
the Spanish-American War or the Civil War. I think the rules 
of the House should be made uniform and consistent. I thank 
the gentleman for the information. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will you notify me when I have 
used 55 minutes? It is evident from the number of questions 
asked me I will have to ask for an extension of time, and I 
now ask unanimous consent that my time may be extended 30 
minutes, 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SNELL. I will yield to as many as I can. I will yield 
first to the gentleman from California [Mr. LINEBERGER], who 
is now on his feet, and then I will yield to the gentleman from 
Oregon and then to the gentleman from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
his time be extended 30 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York why he did not’ use the words “ Veterans’ 
Bureau legislation,” inasmuch as he has stated here before 
the House that it was the intention of the committee to only 
encompass within the sphere of activities of this committee 
work or legislation affecting the Veterans’ Bureau? 

Mr. SNELL. The original draft of the resolution said 
“ Veterans Bureau“; but, after discussion in the committee 
and. after hearing representatives of the veterans, we finally 
decided perhaps this language would cover it better. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. It seems not, from the discussion. 
Now, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Roach] asked the 
gentleman why you were creating this committee and leaving 
out the Spanish-American War veterans and the Civil War 
veterans? Is it not a fact that this is the only large body of 
veterans which has legislation coming before this House 
which has not had a committee created to handle the legis- 
lation affecting a body of veterans encompassed within their 
own organizations? 


Mr. SNELL. That is so. The present committees of the 
House retain their jurisdiction and will continue to have juris- 
diction over legislation affecting the other veterans. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. Then there is no discrimination against 
the other two classes of veteran 

Mr. SNELL. Absolutely not. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. But simply an effort to equalize the 
opportunities of veterans of the World War by having a 
committee to handle legislation affecting them. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Has the gentleman’s attention been called to 
this proposition: Congress has passed much legislation liberaliz- 
ing the homestead laws and the other land laws for the benefit 
of the ex-service men; for instance, laws dispensing with culti- 
vation, with residence, giving them credit for their time spent 
in the service, and in a number of instances we have granted 
patents to disabled men who were unable to go on and continue 
the improvement, In my discussion with some of the pro- 
ponents of this measure they informed me they did not have 
that in mind, and it was not the intention to take over the 
jurisdiction of the Public Lands Committee regarding public- 
land statutes, That could be easily accomplished by inserting, 
among the excepted classes, public lands,” in line 24, on page 
8, and I doubt if there would be any objection to that. 

Mr. SNELL. That is a proposition that was not brought be- 
fore the committee, and I would be glad to have the gentleman 
discuss it later, and, as far as I know now, I would have no 
objection. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I wish the gentleman would consider that 
proposition. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. In just a moment. I agreed to yield to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Lrrrir]. 

Mr. LITTLE. I simply wanted to ask if the committee has 
heard from the Spanish-American War Society or any orgaui- 
zation representing them? 
isis SNELL. No one appeared before the committee in their 

ialf. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Of course, I recognize the perfect 
good faith of my friend, and as one Member of the House I 
have no disposition to make any unnecessary trouble, but the 
gentleman has spoken of the purpose of the committee to pro- 
ceed with its work to make a further report. If there was no 
definite assurance of that-and no time fixed, I should wish to 
propose some amendments to the existing rules, and one or two 
new rules, and there are other Members in the same attitude. 
Will the gentleman be willing to agree that having acted on 
this report the committee will bring in a further report upon 
propositions pending that may be submitted within a given 
time? 

Mr. SNELL. I have made as strong, careful, and definite 
a statement as I can make at this time. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman be willing to 
say that the committee will bring in a further report by the 
Ist or the 15th of February? 

Mr. SNELL. I will not make any definite date. I tell the 
gentleman that I will bring in a report whenever the commit- 
tee authorizes me so to do. We will have hearings and con- 
sider every proposition that the gentleman desires to present 
to the committee. We have heard every proposition that the 
gentleman has desired to present to the committee up to the 
present time. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The committee has been very con- 
siderate of me. 

Mr. SNELL. Does the gentleman from Virginia know of 
any man who has not had full opportunity to be heard before 
the committee? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I do not, and I am not questioning 
the fairness of the committee, but I do think that in justice 
to the House, in the interest of fair treatment of the House 
itself, that when we get away from this report we ought to 
know when the committee will bring in a further report. 

Mr. SNELL. You will have the rule for the discharge of 
committees, and you can have the Committee on Rules dis- 
charged. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes; a discharge rule which will 
only operate two days in the month, and no one can anticipate 
how effective that will be. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have certainly tried to answer 
the question fairly, and I can not yield any further. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I want to ask the gentleman 
one question, and I want to predicate my question on a stute- 
ment. 

Mr. SNELL. Make it as brief as possible, for I want to 
finish. 
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Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I am in exactly the same post- 
tion 

Mr. SNELL. I am not going to yield for a speech; I only 
yield for a question. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I have seven or eight proposi- 
tions that I would like to present to the House, but I recognize 
that it is preferable that they be considered by the committee. 
I wish the chairman would state a little more definitely 
whether or not we shall have an opportunity again to come ta 
the House if we desire to present these propositions. It will 
save lots of time. If we can have that assurance, we will not 
take the time now. If the chairman will do that, we will not 
press the proposition, but vote on these other things. 

Mr. SNELL. I have made the statement once, and it would 
not be any more binding if I made it again. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Would not the gentleman fix 
the time at 60 days? 

Mr. SNELL. I do not intend to make any definite promise. I 
will follow the instructions of the committee, and that is the 
only promise I can make the gentleman, who is also a member 
of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CELLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. CELLER. What distinction do you make between the 
words “ compensation“ and “adjusted compensation“? 

Mr. SNELL. I do not know as I can give the gentleman the 
exact distinction. 

Mr. CELLER. Does the adjusted compensation refer to the 
bonus? 

Mr. SNELL. That is the accepted meaning of the term. 

The next is paragraph 19, clause 56, Rule XI: Add a new 
paragraph to read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules shall present to the House reports con- 
cerning rules, joint rules, and order of business within three legis- 
lative days of the time when ordered reported by the committee. If 
such rule or order is not considered immediately it shall be referred 
to the calendar and H not called up by the member making the report 
within nine days thereafter, any member designated by the committee 
may call it up for consideration. 


That absolutely does away with any possibility of a pocket 
veto by the chairman of the committee and fully protects the 
committee if the person authorized to call up a resolution does 
not do it within a prescribed time. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman says it will not permit the 
chairman to pocket veto a measure. I suppose he means that 
except within 12 days of adjournment it will not. In other 
words, suppose the Committee on Rules 12 days before ad- 
journment orders the chairman to report a certain piece of 
legislation to the House for immediate consideration. That 
chairman could pocket the resolution for three days, and then 
if he did not report it, it would go to the calendar and have to 
remain on the calendar 9 full days more before any Member 
could call it up, making 12 days in all. I do not say that the 
present chairman would do it, but it has been done by a chair- 
man in the past Congress; and under this present bill, where 
a rule should be authorized 12 days before adjournment, the 
chairman could absolutely kill off any piece of legislation. 
Is not the gentleman willing to reduce the time for reporting 
from 3 days to 2 days, and reduce the time for remaining 
on the calendar from 9 days to 3 days? Then the chair- 
man could only pocket it for 2 days, and within 5 days, instead 
of 12, the House of Representatives could have a chance to 
pass Important legislation. 

Mr. SNELL. I suggest that the gentleman follow his ques- 
tion clear. through and ask, What if he does it on the last day? 
You can not govern by rule every situation that arises under 
the strained conditions during the last five or six days of a 
Congress. This is a reasonable, a fair rule. I know from 
actual experience that sometimes it is absolutely impossible 
for the chairman of the Committee on Rules to present a report 
immediately when it is voted out by the committee. The legis- 
lative situation changes so quickly in the House that you must 
have some leeway in time to present a rule. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr, LANHAM. Under the provisions as stated in Rule XIX. 
the Member who would call up one of these rules for considera- 
tion would have to be designated by the committee. 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. LANHAM. Is there any considerable relief granted by 
this provision as long as the one to call up the rule must be 
designated by the committee? Suppose the committee should 


refuse to designate some one to call it up. Why should not this 
option be left to any member of the committee, or, for that mat- 
ter, to any Member of the House. 

Mr. SNELL. If the committee itself was opposed to it, it 
probably would not designate anyone to call it up, because 
they probably would not even vote it out, but if it was votel 
out the person designated would follow instructions. 

Mr. LANHAM. I can anticipate a condition under which the 
committee could originally report out a rule and be favorah'e 
to it, and yet have conditions arise under which that samo 
majority of the committee might not designate a member to call 
up the resolution. 

Mr. SNELL. That is possible, of course. 

Mr. KING, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Tes. 

Mr. KING. Referring to the second line of the proposed 
provision, I notice that the committee has left out the word 
“resolutions,” and I have wondered if that has been done in- 
advertently. The gentleman knows that a resolution is a rule, 
and is one of the most powerful influences for good or bad that 
we have in this House. Would the gentleman object to an 
amendment adding, after the words “joint rules,” the word 
“ resolutions "? 

Mr. SNELL. This criticism was almed specially at order of 
business in the House or change in rules, and any resolution 
from the Committee on Rules defining the order of business or 
change in rules. I think that is fully covered by the wording 
of the rule. 5 
i pens KING. But there would be no way to call up a reso- 
ution. 

Mr. SNELL. A resolution is generally only a change in the 
rules or a special rule for a special condition. 

Mr. KING. When we first enter the House we think that a 
rule is a rule, but after we have served here for some time we 
know that a rule is a resolution. Speaking of another resolu- 
tion, there is a resolution to investigate, and that necessarily 
goes to the Committee on Rules. We will never get out such 
a resolution under this proposed language. I have had a reso- 
lution in there for four and a half years, and I have never 
been able to get it out, and I have had some hopes that I 
might be able to get it out under this new proposed provision. 

Mr. SNELL. A resolution authorizing an investigation is 
only a change in the rules, and you change them by giving 
authority to a standing committee to make the investigation 
or by creating a special committee with authority to do it. 
Either is a change in the rules and is covered by the proposed 
new rule. 

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. VOIGT. I have observed that the, proposed rule states 
that if the member making the report does not call it up within 
nine days, another member designated by the committee may 
do so. Why not provide that any member of the committee 
may do so without their being designated for that purpose? It 
seems to me that after the 12 days some one has to call a meet- 
ing of the committee in order to be so designated. 

Mr. SNELL. It is the practice in the House that when a 
committee reports out a resolution some member is designated 
to call it up, and it would be necessary to call a meeting of the 
committee to do this, but that will not take long, then it will 
be done in the orderly way. But you are not going to have any 
trouble with anyone breaking faith with the rule in the book. 

Mr. VOIGT. Suppose the chairman should be unfavorable to 
the particular matter in hand and he should refuse temporarily 
to call a meeting of the committee, then you cou not get any 
designation of another member of the committee for the time 
being. 

Mr. SNELL. Oh, I think if all of the members of the com- 
mittee met and passed a resolution, the chairman would be 
obliged to acquiesce. I still believe the commiitee can control 
any chairman. Certainly he would be foolish to defy his 
committee, and I should not expect to be chairman long if I 
did it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman is discussing a 
very important matter. I think we onght to have a clear 
vision of this situation while it is being studied. I venture, if 
the gentleman will permit me, to interrupt him now to state 
what I may elaborate on somewhat when my time eomes. If a 
situation arises in which a numerical majority of the Com- 
mittee on Rules votes for the report of a resolution, of course, 
in the natural order of things the chairman would be expected 
to call up that resolution. If the chairman should chance to be 
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against the resolution, undoubtedly in practice he would so an- 
nounce to the committee at the time. Then the numerical ma- 
jority, not the party majority, would designate the member who 
would be supposed to call up the resolution and who, of course, 
would be bound in all honor under this rule to call it up. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, if I may ask my 
friend a question, I thought this, as a practical proposition, 
was presented and considered; that at the time when the order 
or resolution is passed on and directed to be reported there 
shall be at that time some member designated who may call it 
up in the absence of the chairman, or the inability of the 
chairman 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Or the unwillingness of the 
chairman. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. 
man. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That is what I consider this 
rule to mean, and that, I think I may state, was the under- 
standing of every member of the Commitee on Rules when we 
were considering it and when we agreed to the language con- 
tained herein. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does it seem now to my friend 
that the rule as proposed is entirely free from a different con- 
struction—for instance, the construction suggested a while ago 
by a Member on the other side? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think, with all possible re- 
spect to the gentleman who made the suggestion, that the criti- 
cism was somewhat hypercritical. ` If the time comes during 
this session when a sufficient number of Republicans join the 
four Democrats on that committee to report out a rule, there 
will be a designation of the person to report it out, and it will 
be called up whether the chairman calls it up or not, 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. But we have seen in the last Con- 
gress a resolution for an investigation reported from that com- 
mittee and then the committee recanted. Why? Because we 
know, to be frank, that Is the political committee of the House, 
and it is under the control of the steering committee. I am 
speaking about the majority. Now it is made up so at this 
moment the minority is helpless. In spite of the membership 
on the minority side, we have but 4 representatives on that 
committee composed of 12, and we will be absolutely helpless 
if the committee after having acted is so much directed in its 
eourse by the political powers that are back of it, and I think 
we ought to make it clear what we intend to do in the interest 
of the House and of the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think I may say one prac- 
tical result of this will be that hereafter during this Congress 
the steering committee will give its instructions to the Repub- 
lican Members in advance of the adoption of a rule rather than 
after its adoption. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I will yield to the gentleman from New York 
IMr. LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The word “ designated” here, will that 
require a regular meeting of the Committee on Rules or could 
it be designated informally, say by petition or otherwise? 

Mr. SNELL. No, sir; the Rules Committee in its work does 
not recognize a petition among its members. We always re- 
quire a formal meeting and a majority. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It would require a regular meeting? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I will. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I desire to ask this question: Suppose a 
committee now having jurisdiction of a certain matter has 
considered and is practically ready to report a bill on the 
question. That jurisdiction is transferred to this Veterans’ 
Committee. Now, heretofore having jurisdiction, having care- 
fully considered the question, the committee is proceeding to 
report a bill which is practically ready. Are we to lose all the 
knowledge that is gained by these hearings of the committee 
and transfer it to the other committee? 

Mr. SNELL. I think all legislation that is introduced this 
session will be referred to this committee; that is the intent of 
the Rules Committee. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Including measures on which hearings have 
been held? 

Mr. SNELL. I should think so. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I will. 

Mr. BLANTON. May I suggest this to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT]: That under the change proposed by 
the committee it could happen that 12 days before we adjourn 


Or the unwillingness of the chair- 


the Committee on Rules could direct the chairman of the com- 
mittee to report a resolution providing for taking up certain 
legislation? 

The chairman would have 8 full days to report it if he 
saw fit. If he saw fit, as has been done by other chairmen of 
the committee, he would not report it. Then it could not be 
reported by anybody else for 9 days thereafter, and the 
whole term would expire and important legislation left uncon- 
sidered by the Congress, I think that time should be reduced. 
Why should he have 12 days? Why give the chairman 3 days 
and then provide for 9 other days, making 12 in all, before it 
can be called up by some other member of the committee? The 
committee chairman could bring about the condition we had in 
the last Congress when the chairman of the committee kept 
a report in his pocket day after day and refused to call it up. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the gentleman will permit, 
so far as the last several days of the session are concerned 
the gentleman is correct in his statement—of course it would be 
within the power of a committee not to call up a resolution that 
has been adopted in the last 12 days of the session, but I do 
not think it will work out that way, to be frank with the 
gentleman. This changes the policy. The practical result of 
the adoption of this resolution in my opinion is going to be that 
the majority of the committee will not adopt a rule until they 
are ready to act upon it. 

Mr. BLANTON. They say history repeats itself. 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. But so far as the last 12 or 
last 6 days, whatever it may be, I might say this to the gentle- 
man from Texas: If I could have my own way, personally, I 
would go back to the old system that prevailed in the House 
of Representatives and at one time in the Senate by which a 
joint resolution provided that no bill should pass in the last 
three days of the session except conference reports, so we would 
not get immature, ill-considered legislation through during 
those days. 

Mr. SNELL. No. 20, Rule XI. Add a new clause as follows: 


58. The several election committees of the House shall make final 
report to the House in all contested-election cases not later than six 
months from the first day of the first session of the Congress to which 
the contestee is elected except in a contest from the Territory of 
Alaska, in which case the time shall not exceed nine months. 


We have gone over this proposition quite thoroughly, and 
there seems to be no objection to this rule. Everyone is opposed 
to allowing contested-election cases to run along until the last 
day of the session, as is often done, and we can see no good 
reason for doing so, and have presented this rule for your 
approval. 

Mr. MecLIN TIC. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I will. 

Mr. McCLINTIC. I have read this rule and I have served 
on the Committee on Privileges and Elections. In case the 
committee was not prepared to make a report in six months, 
would some individual Member on this floor have the right to 
introduce a resolution and have it referred to the committee 
W was them to bring out a report for the consideration of the 

ouse 

Mr. SNELL. I have not considered it from that angle; but 
we took this up with the Clerk and with people who seemed to 
be informed and with others who have served on election com- 
mittees, and they all said that they doubted if there was ever 
a case that could not be reported in six months. If there was 
such a case, perhaps we would have to have a special rule and 
consider it separately. 

Mr. McCLINTIC. In all probability if a committee hap- 
pened to think it did not have sufficient jurisdiction it could 
appeal to the Committee on Rules to take action? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. The question occurred to me, Can you compel 
a committee to take action when it does not want to act? 

Mr. SNELL. Perhaps we might go further here with some 
definite provision for cases of that kind; but with that rule 
in force we thought we could hurry them up and get better 
action from the election committees than we have had in the 

ast. 

5 Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL, Yes. 

Mr. CELLER. Do you not use the word “shall” as in the 
nature of mandatory? 

Mr. SNELL. It is intended to be, 

21. Clause 8 of Rule XIII: Strike out all of clause 8 of Rule XIII 
and insert in lieu thereof the following. 


1924. 


This is necessary if you are going to adopt the discharge rule. 
I will not take the time of the House to read this whole rule, 
but there are three new propositions involved in it. First, it 
changes the present practice of the House in this respect: On 
the first and third Mondays of each month it shall be in order 
immediately after the reading of the Journal to call up motions 
to discharge committees before the Unanimous Consent and Sus- 
pension Calendars, just the opposite of the present practice. 
The second new proposition is that it changes the name of the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar to the Consent Calendar. The 
third new proposition is that when a bill is on what has 
previously been known as the Unanimous Consent Calendar, the 
first time it comes up in the House one objection strikes it from 
the calendar, but at the instance of the man who Is the pro- 
ponent of the bill or resolution it can be replaced on the cal- 
endar. But the second time it is called up, under this rule it 
takes three objectors to strike it from the calendar, Those are 
the three changes proposed in section No. 21. 

The next— 


No. 22, Rule XXVII: Strike out all of clause 4 of Rule XXVII and 
insert in lieu thereof the following. 


1 will ask the Clerk to read this new rule. Then I will take 
it up and explain the difference between this and the old dis- 
charge rule. That is the last one, page 5, beginning with line 14. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 5, line 14, clause 4: 

“4, A Member may present to the Clerk a motion in writing to dis- 
charge a committee from the consideration of a bill or resolution which 
has been referred to it 30 days prior thereto (but only one motion may 
be presented for each bill or resolution). The motion shall be placed 
in the custody of the Clerk, who shall arrange some convenient place 
for the signature of Members. The Clerk shall issue a duplicate of the 
motion to the Member, who may present such duplicate to Members for 
signature. A signature may be withdrawn by a Member in writing at 
any time before the motion is entered on the Journal. After 150 Mem- 
bers have signed the motion and duplicate the motion shall be entered 
on the Journal, printed with the signatures thereto in the COXGRES- 
SIONAL RecorD, and referred to the Calendar of Motions to Discharge 
Committees. 

On the first and third Mondays of each month, except during the 
last six days of any session of Congress, immediately after the approval 
of the Journal, any Member who has signed a motion to discharge 
whieh has been on the calendar at least seven days prior thereto, and 
Seeks recognition, shall be recognized for the purpose of calling up the 
motion, and the House shall proceed to its consideration in the manner 
herein provided without intervening motion, except one motion to ad- 
Journ. Recognition for the motions shall be in the order in which they 
bave been entered. 

“When the motion shall be called up, the bill or resolution shall be 
read by title only. After 20 minutes’ debate, one-half in favor of 
the proposition and one-half in opposition thereto, the House shall 
proceed to vote on the motion to discharge. If the motion prevails, 
it shall then be in order for any Member who signed the motion to 
move that the House proceed to the immediate consideration of such 
bli or resolution (such motion not being debatable), and such motion 
is hereby made of bigh privilege; and if it shall be decided in the 
affirmative, the bill shall be immediately considered under the general 
rules of the House. Should the House by vote decide against the 
immediate consideration of such bill or resolution, it shall be referred 
to its proper calendar and be entitled to the same rights and privi- 
leges that it would have had had the committee to whom it was 
referred duly reported same to the House for its consideration: Pro- 
vided, That when any motion to discharge a committee from the con- 
sideration of any public bill or resolution has once been acted upon 
by the House, it shall not be in order to entertain any other motion 
for the discharge from the committee of said measure.” 


Mr. SNELL. I think, gentlemen, if you will allow me to 
explain hurriedly the method of procedure under the old rule, 
and then the method of procedure under the new rule, you will 
understand clearly what we intend to do. Under the old rule 
any Member could present to the Clerk a motion in writing, 
asking for the discharge of a committee. That motion could not 
be presented until after the legislation had been referred to 
the committee for at least 15 days. That motion was then 
entered upon the calendar for motions to discharge. On the 
first and third Mondays of each month, after the Unanimous 
Consent Calendar had been called and after suspensions had 
been considered, it was in order to call up motion to discharge 
committees, 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there 
for a question? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
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Mr. MADDEN. But under that method of discharging com- 
mittees they were required to get a majority of all the Members 
elected. 

Mr. SNELL. If the gentleman will wait until I follow the 
complete procedure. 

Mr. MADDEN. They were required to get a majority of 
all the Members elected to make the discharge, and when the 
discharge was finally accomplished all that was done was 
to put the bill or resolution on the calendar. Now, you propose 
to pass it. 

Mr. SNELL. As I started to explain, the bill or resolution 
must be read by title, and if seconded by tellers, there shall be 
20 minutes’ debate. Then if approved by a majority vote of 
the House it is placed on the proper calendar. When the next 
call of the committee comes any Member may call up this bill 
prior to any bill placed on the calendar by said committee at a 
date subsequent to the discharge of the committee. The weak- 
ness of this rule is the lack of opportunity to move to discharge 
and the provision to consider the bill after discharging the 
committee. 

Now, the present rule as suggested by your committee pro- 
vides that a bill or resolution must first have been referred to 
committee for 30 days. Any Member may file a motion to dis- 
charge with the Clerk. The Clerk must furnish that Member 
with a duplicate motion or petition. The motion that is filed 
with the Clerk shall be kept by him in some convenient place 


-| where it can be signed by any Member at any time. The Mem- 


ber presenting the motion may take his duplicate motion or pe- 
tition and ask the various Members of the House to sign it. 

The Member can take that petition himself, or ask some 
other Member to pass it, but it not to be passed by clerks 
or outsiders. 
brk BEGG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield right 
there? . 

Mr. SNELL. I would prefer to finish this then I will 
answer any questions. 

Mr. BEGG. Very well. 

Mr. SNELL. After that petition has 150 names signed 
to it, this means on either one or both together, then the mo- 
tion shall be entered in the Journal, and the names printed 
in the Recorp, and then the motion entered on the Calendar 
of Motions to Discharge Committees, The rule further provides: 


On the first and third Mondays of each month, except during the 
Jast six days of any session of Congress, immediately after the ap- 
proval of the Journal, any Member * * shall be recognized 
for the purpose of calling up any motion that has been on the cal- 
endar for seven days. 


The procedure is as follows: It shall first be read by title, 
with 20 minutes’ debate, 10 minutes on each side, and then 
the House comes directly to a vote on the motion to discharge 
the committee. If the committee is discharged, then it shall 
be in order and of high privilege to immediately move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House, 
or whatever is necessary, to consider the bill or resolution; 
and if this motion is carried, it is then considered under the 
general rules of the House. That is the general procedure 
under the proposed rule and I think the rule is absolutely 
workable and complete in every detail. All you need is a 
numerical majority of the House. Now I yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Brea]. 

Mr. BEGG, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL, I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BEGG, I am very much interested in that provision 
of the rule, and your interpretation of it, which provides that 
only a Member of Congress may circulate the petition. I want 
to know whether the petition would be invalidated if I were 
to have my secretary carry it over to your office for your sig- 
nature. 

Mr. SNELL. It is distinctly understood that the petition 
must be circulated by the proponent of it, or some other Mem- 
ber of the Honse whom he designates. 

Mr. BEGG, What would happen if such a case should come 
up and I designated my secretary to carry it over to your 
office for signature? : 

Mr. SNELL. I do not know that I can answer the question 
exactly, but the purpose of the rule is that the petition must 
be circulated by Members of the House. It was understood 
that the petition was not to be circulated by anyone except 
the proponent of it, or some Member of the House designated 
by him, and if not done this way I should not consider it a 
valid motion. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana, In that event the gentleman 
would not need to sign it? 


Mr. SNELL. Certainly not; he would not have to sign it 
if it were circulated by anybody except a Member of the 
House; and if it were so circulated, I think it would invalidate 
the petition. 

Mr. VOIGT. Under a reading of this proposed rule only 
the Member who files the motion would be permitted to call 
for signatures; that is, he could not give duplicates to three or 
four Members of the House and ask them to get signatures, if 
I read the rule correctly. 

Mr. SNELL. No. There would be one original motion and 
one duplicate, and that duplicate will be in charge of one 
Member and not several Members, 

Mr. VOIGT. So that the duty of collecting 150 signatures 
would fall upon one Member of the House? 

Mr. SNELL. That was the intention. 

Mr. VOIGT. What would be the objection to having several 
Members take petitions around? 

Mr. SNELL. Well, there were several objections offered by 
the opposition, but it was principally for the protection of Mem- 
bers. So after fair and considerable discussion of the matter 
it was decided that it would be fair to everybody concerned if 
we had one petition placed in a convenient place where any 
Member could sign it who wanted to do so, with a duplicate 
petition which the individual Member who was the proponent of 
the legislation and who was especially interested in it could 
pass among the Members of the House. 

Mr. VOIGT. What is the object of requiring a Member to 
file his motion with the Clerk? It looks to me as though that 
is nothing but red tape. 

Mr. SNELL. Well, I will tell you one of the objections of- 
fered to the committee. One man said, “I might want to sign 
a petition, but it might never be presented to me; but if there 
was a petition in a public place, every Member of the House 
who wanted to sign would certainly have an opportunity to do 
so.” That wag the reason for that. 

Mr. VOIGT? I would like to ask one other question. In 
line 17 on page 5 you provide that only one motion may be 
presented for each bill or resolution. Let us suppose the case 
that a man files a motion to discharge a committee and then 
fails to press his motion, that he fails to go out and get the 
necessary signatures. Would not this rule prevent any other 
Member from moving the discharge of the committee having 
jurisdiction over that bill? 

Mr. SNELL. No; for some other Member could get the 
proper number of signers to complete the motion. If the origi- 
nal Member kept his petition you still have the one with the 
Clerk, and when you have the proper number of signers any 
one of them ean call it up. 

Mr. SPEAKS. Suppose there are several Members of the 
House who are equally interested in the bill under considera- 
tion; what objection would there be to another Member mak- 
ing the motion in case the Member who made the original 
motion was incapacitated in any way? The Member who 
originally made the motion might become sick and thereby be 
unable to give proper attention to the petition, and in such 
a case what objection would there be to having some other 
Member, equally interested in the matter, circulate that peti- 
tion? 

Mr. SNELL. I do not know of any objection to that, be- 
cause the Member making the motion can designate some one 
else to circulate the petition. 

Mr. SPEAKS. You have provided for that? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes; but we have not provided for the cir- 
culation of numerous petitions. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. The gentleman’ inadvertently 
misinformed the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Voter]. Mem- 
bers can designate another Member to circulate the petition, 
but not more than one petition. 

Mr. SNELL. That is what I meant to convey to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes; I yield to my colleague from Alabama. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It was well understood and agreed when 
we were preparing this rule that the privilege would be ex- 
tended not only to the Member who had requested the signa- 
tures but that he in turn might transfer the petition to another 
Member of the House to circulate. 

Mr. SNELL. That is what I have told them. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. But if the gentleman will read our reso- 
lution he will find that technically it does not confer that 
privilege and that it ought to be amended to meet that situation. 

Mr. SNELL. That was the intention of the committee, but 
if the rule does not provide for that I am willing to take it 
up later with the gentleman and see that it does meet the 
situation. 
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Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Maryland, 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Under this rule one copy of the 
motion is filed with the Clerk, and there is no possible objection 
to 40 Members of the House going around and getting Members 
to go to the Clerk’s office and sign that one petition, is there? 

Mr. SNELL. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. SCHAFER. I should like to ask the reason for the 
following words, appearing In line 12 on page 6, “ except one 
motion to adjourn,” and for this reason: If a Member brings 
up a proposition for a vote, and in view of the fact that Mem- 
bers are only allowed to bring up such motions on the first 
and third Monday, and it eee to be the first Monday and 
some Member desired to prevent a vote he could make a motion 
to adjourn, and then the Member could not bring up that propo- 
sition until the third Monday? 

Mr. SNELL. It is absolutely impossible to cut off a motion 
to adjourn in the House; that is provided for in the Consti- 
tution, but if you have a majority that wants that legislation 
considered it would be impossible for the other Members to 
adjourn. 

Mr. SCHAFER, If, under the Constitution and rules of the 
House, it is absolutely impossible to cut off a motion to ad- 
journ, then why this additional matter in this rule saying, 
“except one motion to adjourn” ? ; 

Mr. SNELL. I think it is absolutely necessary to put it 
there and that is the form which is used in practically all of 
the rules. There is nothing hidden in connection with it what- 
ever. It means just exactly what it says. You can make one 
motion to adjourn and that is all. 

Mr. SCHAFER. One more question. Is there objection to 
changing the number of signatures from 150 to 100? 

Mr. SNELL. From my standpoint there is. That will be 
discussed later. 


Mr. KING. Will the gentleman. yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. KING. I want to ask the gentleman by what process of 


reasoning or divine aid they reached the figure 150? 

Mr. SNELL. I will say to the gentleman, in answer to him 
and to the other gentleman, we reached that simply in a spirit 
of compromise. This whole proposition does not represent my 
views or the views of any other one individual man in the 
House. We took into consideration the conditions that exist 
in the present House of Representatives. We appreciate the 
fact that there are several elements here, and we desired to 
bring out something here that as far as possible would combine 
the ideas of all the Members. 

Mr. KING. 
country? 

Mr. SNELL. Personally, I think it is a destruction of ma- 
jority rule, and if I had my own individual way I would have 
put a majority in there; but, as I said before, this was done in 
a spirit of compromise and is a middle-of-the-road proposition, 
to meet the views of all the Members of this House, and in that 
spirit we agreed on the number 150. 

Mr. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. HOCH. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
language in line 25, on page 5. I understand that a Member 
may sign the motion in the hands of the Clerk or he may sign 
the duplicate? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOCH. There seems to be some doubt as to the lan- 
guage in line 25, “after 150 Members have signed the motion 
and duplicate,” does not the gentleman think that the word 
“and” ought to be “or”? 

Mr. SNELL. In the first place we had it “or” and took 
it out and made it “and.” I have no objection to putting 
“and” and “or” both, because the intention is that when 
they have 150 names on either one or both, there can be filed 
a motion to discharge the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desired to be notified when 
he had consumed 25 minutes of his additional time. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my time be extended 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNELL. I yield to the gentleman from IIIinois. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is there anything in here to protect the 
man who does not want to sign it? 

Mr. SNELL. No. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Of course, we all understand that a ma- 
jority in a deliberative body of this character is charged with 
the responsibility of legislation. If I understand this propo- 


Is it not a destruction of majority rule in this 
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sition, it provides that the signature of 150 of the Members— 
and they may all be from the minority side who sign the pe- 
tition—can start in motion the activity that will bring forth 
a bill into the House that the majority side of the House may 
not wish to have considered. 

I want to ask the gentleman from New York if he does not 
believe that to protect orderly procedure, to protect the majority 
that is charged with the responsibility of legislation, the proper 
rule would be to have a majority of the Members of the majority 
in the House sign a petition to discharge one of its committees 
in order to bring forth a bill? 

Mr. SNELL. I will say in reply to the gentleman from TMi- 
nois that I entirely agree with every word he says, but as a 
matter of actual fact, there is no actual majority in this House. 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, yes; there is. 

Mr. SNELL. No; there is not. 

Mr. McKENZIE. If the gentleman will pardon me, then, is 
not that a very good reason why, perhaps, we should not adopt 
a rule of this character? 

Mr. SNELL. I will say, further, to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, that this rule does not entirely meet my wishes, but we 
thought it was the best we could get under present conditions. 
We tried to bring something in here that was just and fair, 
considering the conditions as they actually exist and not as we 
might wish them to exist. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield right there? If 
this rule is adopted, will it not absolutely destroy the power of 
the majority in this body to conduct the business? 

Mr. SNELL. Not entirely, because there are two provisions 
later in the bill where a majority must vote to discharge the 
committee and again to consider the legislation brought on the 
floor of the House. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield to me again? 

Mr. SNELL, Yes, sir, 

Mr. BEGG. Does the gentleman maintain that a minority 
of 150 on a proposition of legislation—I am not talking about 
committee assignments—in initiating legislation have any 
greater right than a minority of 10? 

Mr. SNELL. As a matter of principle, there is no difference. 

Mr. BEGG. Then why recognize anything other than a 
majority proposition? 

Mr. SNELL. It is the same old proposition. As I said, this 
is a matter of compromise and an effort to get something that 
the House would accept because it was absolutely fair on the 
face of it. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Is it not a fact that the effect of this pro- 
posed rule is about as follows: Assuming the House had, in 
round numbers, 450 Members, it proposes to give 150 Members 
the power to put the other 300 on record? 

Mr. SNELL. Absolutely. 

Mr. SCOTT and Mr. MOORE of Virginia rose. 

Mr. SNELL. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let me call your attention to line 16 on page 5. 
My recollection is that when the matter came before the com- 
mittee that was to be a public bill or resolution. I think the 
House should be apprised of that fact, because if you allow 
every small bill or resolution to be included you will flood this 
House with such matters. 

Mr. SNELL. That was the intention. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the original understanding was that it 
should be a publie bill or resolution. 

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman is entirely correct, so far as 
that is concerned, and we will put in the word “ public,” as it 
Was evidently omitted. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of Louisiana. The limitation placed upon 
the number of intervening motions that can be made does not 
exclude a point of order being made of no quorum being 
present? 

Mr. SNELL. Oh, no; you can make a point of order of no 
quorum at any time. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I am very much interested in the 
information the gentleman gave a while ago that there is no 
majority in the House. 

Mr. SNELL. Is it news to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does the gentleman believe if there 
were a majority in the House any of these proposed modifica- 
tions of the rules would have the slightest chance of being 
favorably considered? 

Mr. SNELL. No, sir; I do not admit that at all. 


Mr. HILL of Maryland. Is it the gentleman’s view that in 
line 16, page 5, the word “ public” should be inserted? 

Mr. SNELL. I think perhaps it might be. I think it was 
fe intention that this should apply to public bills and resolu- 

ons. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The gentleman will offer that as 
an amendment later probably? 

Mr. SNELL. I will be glad to take care of it. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. I notice on line 17, page 5, in 
parentheses, the language “but only one motion may be pre- 
sented for each bill or resolution.” Now, if you present one 
motion and file it with the Clerk, you may do that under this 
provision without any desire to have that motion heard. Would 
not that preclude any other Member from circulating and get- 
ting 100 or 150 signatures to a petition? 

Mr. SNELL. No; he could go to the Clerk and get a dupli- 
— 5 of that petition and get signatures to the motion already 

ed. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. It says only one motion may be 
filed. I may file a motion under that provision and then take 
a duplicate motion and not pay any attention to it or not care 
about doing anything with it and that precludes everyone else. 

Mr. SNELL. It is presumed that if anyone goes that far he 
is interested in getting the legislation before the House and 
will follow the matter up. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. My point is that some one may 
file that motion for the very purpose of preventing others from 
doing that. 

Mr. SNELL. There is no way you can prevent Members 
from signing the motion filed with the Clerk. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Well, what is the objection—— 

Mr. SNELL. And any one of them can call up the motion 
to discharge. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. What is the objection to allow- 
ing Members to circulate the petition? 

Mr. SNELL. We have been over that once before. It 18 
simply a question of protection to the Members. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I believe the gentleman stated that this 
rule is upplicable to the Committee on Rules as well as any 
other committee. 

Mr. SNELL. It is applicable to every committee of the 
House. 

Mr. COLE of Ohio. In lines 24 and 25, on page 5, the lan- 
guage is “after 150 Members have signed the motion and dupli- 
eate.” Does that mean the Member will have to sign both the 
motion and the duplicate? 

Mr. SNELL. No; it means that if you have 150 names on 
either one, or both together. 

Mr. COLE of Ohio. Why should not it be “ or“? 

Mr. SNELL. Well, we had it “or” in the first place and we 
took it out and put in “and.” I have no objections to it being 
changed or to having both put in. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from New York will bring 
about one great reform by this. It will compel the majority 
to have a majority of its majority on the floor every first and 
third Monday. 

Mr. KELLY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. KELLY. I notice on page 6 that the Calendar for Dis- 
charge of Committees is being made in order on the first and 
third Mondays. The rules provide for suspension of the rules 
and unanimous consent on the same day. Why did the com- 
mittee decide to put three calendars on the same day of the 
month? 

Mr. SNELL. Because there are not days enough in the 
week to put it anywhere else. They are nearly all taken 
up with special orders at the present time. Let me say that 
it is not expected that these motions to discharge committees 
will be used very often. About every man who brought up the 
proposition before the committee said that it would be in 
emergency cases. That this would not be used up as a fili- 
bustering proposition. 

Mr. KELLY. What would be the order of consideration? 

Mr. SNELL. The unanimous consents and suspensions of 
the rules would come after the motions to discharge commit- 
tees. They would be the ones to be left out, if any. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I notice on page 6, line 8, that you 
say “‘any Member who seeks recognition.” These older Mem- 
bers here and younger Members who have been here eight or 
nine years, and the gentleman from New York who has been 
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here much longer, know that “seeking recognition” is some- 
times about all we do. [Laughter.] i 

Mr. SNELL. It says in the next line that some one shall 
be recognized for the purpose of calling up the motion. I do 
not know how you could make it any, more definite, 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. Does not the gentleman think that 
there should be a statute or provision that would make it a 
penalty for any lobbyist to approach a Member of Congress, 
trying to get him to sign a petition? 

Mr. SNELL, I would be in favor of that. Gentlemen, in 
considering these amendments the committee fully recognized 
the importance, the difficulty, and the seriousness of changing | 
the rules of the House. We have gone into this as carefully | 
as possible in the time allotted, and tried to present a report | 

to you that fairly and honestly represents the general view | 

of the majority of our members, and we have not taken an 
extreme position on any proposition presented. We fully ap- | 
preciate the different elements that are here. We know we 
have regular Republicans, insurgent Republicans, and Demo- 
crats. We fully appreciate that to get any report adopted at 
the present time it must represent all of these elements. As 
I have said before, we have taken a middle-of-the-road com- 
promise position on every proposition and on every one of the 
contested points. When the revision of the rules was taken | 
up in 1910 the late and beloved Champ Clark, at that time the 
leader on the Democratic side of the House, said that he would 
never advocate on the floor of the House as a member of the 
minority a proposition that he would not be willing to stand 
fer as a member of the majority. He said that he would never 
recommend the adoption of any rule that would help to clog 
legislation, and beyond that he had supreme confidence in the | 
common sense of the House itself. I solemnly subscribe to 
those sentiments. 

Now, I ask the Members of the House in considering these 
resolutions to follow the admonitions of that wise man. If 
you will consider each one of these amendments with the same 
fairness, the same impartiality, all the way through that your 
committee has, and you will vote on each one of them accord- 
ing to the honest dictates of your own conseience, I shall be 
perfectly satisfied with what you do with this report. I 
thank you. [Applause] 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am quite sure 
that I sympathize fully with the sentiment which was expressed 
by the late Speaker of this House, the great Democrat from 
Missouri, which has just been quoted by the gentleman from 
New York. I would not be willing to vote for any proposition 
to go into the general rules of the House while in the minority 
that I would not support if my party were in the majority. 
There have been some propositions suggested by gentlemen on 
my side of the House as proper amendments to the general rules 
of the House at this time with which I did not find myself in 
agreement. But there are certain major propositions that I do 
most earnestly favor which I am here most earnestly to support. 

Upon the creation of the veterans’ committee the caucus of 
my party spoke—uttering, so far as I knew, the first official 
word upon that subject—and we stand united in favor of the 
creation of that committee, and I understand the majority 
party now stands in the same attitude. Certainly I know that 
the majority members of the Committee on Rules stood in that 
attitude. 

Mr. MADDEN. May I ask the gentleman a question for in- 
formation? In creating this rule I am wondering whether it 
has incorporated the power to control legislation that is to-day 
with the Civil Service? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That was not in the thought 
of the Committee on Rules, and I should be surprised to learn 
that it should be so construed. 

Mr. MADDEN. I am afraid that it does, and if it does I 
think it will be a great mistake, because the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service has charge of the general subject and 
it ought not to be transferred to any special committee. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I agree with the gentleman, 
but I should not think it was capable of that construction. 

Mr. MADDEN. The veterans of all the wars have preferen- 
tin] rights, and I wanted to know if the committee thought it 
important to transfer the jurisdiction affecting the modification 
of those rights to this special committee. I am afraid that the 
language of the rule does that. - 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If so, I concur with the gentle- 
man in the idea that that ought not to be coupled. This 18 
what was in the mind of all the members of the Committee on 
Rules—to give to that committee all of the jurisdiction that is 


now had by the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Commit 
plus jurisdiction over matters relating to yeterans of ue 
Wars, except the Civil War, other than pensions. That was in 
the minds of the committee, and that was all. 

Mr. MADDEN. I think the jurisdiction should be as broad 
as that, but I hope the gentleman and the other members of the 
Committee on Rules will consider whether it should be as 
broad as I have suggested it may be. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not think the question the 
gentleman has suggested ought to come within the jurisdiction 
of that committee. That is the first suggestion of it coming 
from any source that I have heard. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: If is conceded that it is 
not the desire of the committee or of those responsible for the 
making of this rule to affect the civil service. If there is any 
question, I think an amendment would be accepted without the 
slightest opposition that would leave out the matter of civii 
service. 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. It could be put in the excep- 
tions. There are certain subjects excepted; and if there be any 
doubt about it, it could be put there. 

Mr. Speaker, on the question of the unanimous-consent rule, 
5 there is no necessity of entering into any discussion 
ata 

1125 GRAHAM of Hlineis. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. I am curious to know just why 
the gentleman thinks there ought to be at least three objectors 
on the seeond hearing. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am very glad to give the 
gentleman my own personal view about that. Very frequently 
I haye seen objections made to the consideration of bills where 
it was perfectly appurent that the objections grew, not out of a 
real fundamental objection to the bill, but ont of the tempera- 
mental disposition of the objector at the time he made it. Some 
gentleman would be angry and would make an objectfon while 
angry, which resulted in great embarrassment to a harmless 
bil. At the same time, I have also seen such splendid work 
performed in the protection of the Treasury of the United States 
and in the interest of the whole people of the United States by 
single objectors that it seemed to me that it was very essential 
to preserve the right in the first instance to a single objector to 
have the bill stricken from the calendar. That gives time for 


| study; that gives time for serious-minded men to look into the 


thing and to determine whether they are ready to join in a 
second objection. It keeps it within the realm of safety and 
removes it from the possible field of temperamental disposition. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. And even then, after three objectors strike 
the bill from the Unanimous-Consent Calendar, the bill still 
remains on a calendar, with all of its rights safeguarded, and 
can come up on certain days as a matter of right, no matter 
how many less than a majority object to it? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Precisely. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The gentleman recalls, of course, 
that toward the end of every session private bills are consid- 
ered under the unanimous-consent rule. Would those private 
bills be left in that status hereafter, or is it anticipated that 
the consent rule provided here might apply to them? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No; it is not. The unani- 
mous-consent rule does not now apply to private bills) They 
are considered frequently by unanimous consent, buf that is 
by unanimous consent outside of the rule, and not under the 
rule. Of course, this rule Is not intended to apply to any 
private bill. 

Mr, MOORE of Virginia. Of course, it would be within the 
province of the House to make such rules by unanimous con- 
sent applicable to the Private Calendar when we come to con- 
sider it shortly in the session. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That would be within the 
province of the House, but one objection, of course, would pre- 
vent that. 

Mr. Speaker, the three propositions that to my mind may be 
properly designated as major propositions involving principle 
are, first, the provision which will prevent a pocket veto of 
a resolution after it has been adopted by the Committee on 
Rules; second, the repeal of clause 3 of Rule XXI; and, third, 
an tmtelligent, workable discharge rule. I think the first has 
been met in as full a way as we may reasonably expect at this 
time—being an innovation, being a matter that must be tried 
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out—by the language contained in the first eight lines on page 
4 of the resolution now before us, which was discussed at con- 
siderable length by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] 
and by me through his permission at the time he was speaking. 
Personally I am satisfied to vote for that proposition as it 
stands. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. It was proposed by a rule which 
I suggested that, coupled with the change which the gentleman 
has just described, there should be this other change, namely, 
that when a resolution or order is reported from the Committee 
on Rules, it shall not be taken up without an interval of one 
day between the time it is reported and its consideration. It 
seems to me that no hardship could accrue from that, and it 
would be to the convenience of the House, because Members 
would haye notice, even though short notice, of very important 
matters, usually of major importance, that are to be considered 
by the House, instead of observing the present practice of the 
Rules Committee meeting, say, at 10 o'clock in the morning 
and immediately bringing a resolution into the House affecting 
some legislation of very great importance, adopting the resolu- 
tion, and having the legislation forthwith taken up, with no 
notice Whatever to Members in advance. I wish the gentleman 
would discuss that feature of the matter. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I should have 
preferred not to enter upon a public discussion of that matter 
without further consideration, but since the gentleman has 
asked me the question, and since I wish to be perfectly frank 
and not evade or seem to evade the discussion of any matter 
relative to that under consideration, I shall do so. I have 
thought much about the proposition submitted by the gentleman 
from Virginia, and I have been unable to convince myself that 
it is wise or expedient to support it. The Committee on Rules 
is the body through which the House functions in many 
instances. 

If it did not have a Rules Committee, it would have to have 
a committee under some other name which would perform the 
same function as the Rules Committee performs at the present 
time. In my experience here I have seen occasions arise, 
no matter what party was in power, whether my own or the 
other, when it was essential for the majority of the House to 
be prepared and able to do business and to do business imme- 
diately. [Applause.] And as I said in the beginning, I am 
not willing to vote for any rule here that I would not be willing 
to vote for if my own party were in the majority; and I believe 
if my party were in the majority now, charged with the respon- 
sibility before the country, I should want to leave my party free 
to be able to do business by a majority when the exigencies of 
the public demanded it. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does the gentleman think, though, 
that is a fair answer to the question why one day should not 
be given? And let me remind the gentleman of the considera- 
tion he and I had of this matter previous to thé rule being 
offered to the House. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes; but the gentleman did 
not understand me to commit myself to that part of the rule. 
I committed myself to the principle in the second part of the 
gentleman's rule as it is now written into the rules of the 
House. If the gentleman had that impression, I am sorry. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I shall refrain from stating any 
details because it would not be worth while. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Now, the second proposition 
is the repeal of clause 3 of Rule XXI, and I shall before taking 
my—— 

Mr. VOIGT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will. 

Mr. VOIGT. I should like to ask the gentleman in regard 
to this rule at the top of page 4. It is provided if after the 
end of nine days the report from the Committee on Rules is 
not taken up that any Member designated by the committee 
may call up the matter. Why does that have to intervene? 
Why did not the committee provide that any member of the 
committee might call up such a matter? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Because it was thought to 
be in the interest of good procedure that a majority of the 
committee voting out a resolution should have the right to 
designate the person who should call it up. 

Mr. VOIGT. Well, suppose the gentleman designated fails 
to perform his function. Is it then necessary to call another 
meeting of the Rules Committee? 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. It is, in my opinion, incon- 
ceivable that the gentleman designated would fail to perform 
that duty. If he did, he would simply be confronted by the 


situation of a gross breach of duty on the part of a Member 
of the House of Representatives. Of course, it seems almost 


Impossible to anticipate that any such thing will occur. 


Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Delaware [Mr. Boyce]. 

Mr. BOYCE. I simply desire to inquire, what objection 
would there be to interlining between the word “ member” 
and “ designate,” “previously or subsequently designated”? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This rule contemplates, I will 
say to the gentleman from Delaware, at least it is thought, as 
I stated a little while ago, that if a majority of the Committee 
on Rules reported out a rule that the chairman would at the 
time announce that he is not going to bring it up, and the 
word “chairman” is purposely omitted, but if the chairman 
announces at the time that he will not himself call it up the 
Committee on Rules will then designate one of those who 
favored the resolution to call it up at the time immediately. 
That is the thought that is in the minds of the committee as 
to the procedure that will occur. I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. Where any of the law committees have 
authorized their chairman to report a piece of legislation on 
Calendar Wednesday and the chairman is not here, under our 
rules and our procedure the next senior member of that com- 
mittee is authorized to call up the bill when the calendar is 
called. Why should not that rule prevail with respect to the 
Committee on Rules? If the chairman does not call it up, 
why should not the next senior member be authorized to call 
it up? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, it might be that the 
next senior member might also be opposed to the rule. 

Mr. BLANTON. Or any member according to seniority who 
does want to call it up, why should not he be permitted to 
call it up? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think it is simpler to say 
any member designated by the committee. Under our uniform 
practice and the courtesy which prevails in a committee the 
highest member in rank on the committee has been designated. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Before asking the question, I 
want some information, and that is if the Committee on Rules 
has a regular day for meeting? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It has not, and in the very 
nature of things it can not. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I thought that was true, of 
course. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee this question: In line 7, page 4, it says “ any member 
designated by the committee may call up for consideration,” 
and that language has been construed uniformly to mean that 
anything which was required to be done by the committee must 
be in a regular called meeting of the committee. It can not 
be done by word of mouth passed around through the House, 
That is true, that it must be a meeting of the committee regu- 
larly called. Now, then, suppose that a rule is ordered by the 
committee to be reported by the chairman and he puts it in his 
pocket and refuses to call a meeting of his committee. How 
is the committee then to direct anybody to do anything? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, I have just stated that 
it is the supposition of the Committee on Rules that when a 
resolution is reported from that committee the chairman will 
then and there, at the time of the report, announce his position 
upon that resolution. It will be developed by the vote taken in 
the committee itself, so far as that is concerned, and if the chair- 
man be against it, it will be known at the time that he will 
not call up the resolution, and the committee will then, at the 
f 1 its adoption, proceed to designate the member who shall 
eall it up. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man permit me to remind him that the supposition that he has 
just made as to the conduct of the Members of the House is not 
justified or borne out by the actual experience of the House? 

The gentleman himself must remember that no later than in 
the last Congress a chairman of the Committee on Rules put 
a rule in his pocket and kept it there for wecks in violation 
of the specific instruction of his own committee. The gentle- 
man himself will also remember that you can not trust, in 
times of bitter partisan excitement, the generosity of a gentle- 
man who is opposed to a measure in consideration of the rights 
of the House. The House has a paramount right here, and I 
will remind the gentleman as a good Democrat—I think I 
have reminded the House before of it, and it is very familiar 
with it—that Thomas Jefferson said that governments are 
founded on distrust of human nature, and you have not any 
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right to assume that the chairman of a committee is going to 
do what it wants him to do. On the contrary, you know from 
actual experience that an outrage in that respect was per- 
petrated upon the House in the last session. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tehnessee. I may say to the gentleman 
that at that time we did not have this rule in the rules of the 
House. I myself regretted the attitude taken by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Rules during the last session of 
Congress. I myself criticized it. I complained of it at the 
time. But we did not then have this rule in the rules of the 
House. I believe that it will be found by experience that this 
rule will meet the situation. Of course, if we should develop 
the fact that it does not, we shall attempt to amend the rule 
further. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman answer this 
question: The committee having no regular time of meeting, 
and the calling of the meeting being in the sole control of the 
chairman himself, can the hostility of the chairman of the 
committee be overcome by the committee if he refuses to call 
a meeting of the committee and the committee can not act? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Let me say to the gentleman 
this, as a practical proposition: If a situation arises in. the 
Committee on Rules in this Congress where I am able to get a 
majority of that committee to vote with me on a proposition, 
I will see that there is designated then and there a member 
to call up the rule when the time comes. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes; I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. In view of the suggestion made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin IMr. Coorrr], in which there is a 
great deal of merit, because this rule is intended to meet an 
actual situation, a delinquency of duty, should we not strike 
out the words “to be designated by“, and insert the word of” 
ami leave the committee free to meet the situation as it may 
arise? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I can only say to the gentle- 
man, as I suggested a few minutes ago, that it was thought 
that under all the customs of courtesy and politeness that pre- 
vail in committees of the House a majority in favor of a propo- 
sition ought to be entitled to the right to designate the member 
who is to call it up. The committee ought to have the right to 
designate the member. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Well, suppose the member who is desig- 
nated does not call it up; why go to such circumlocution or 
delay? Why not allow any member of the Committee on Rules 
to call up the rule? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That might meet the situation. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. If the chairman of the 
committee happens to be in favor of a certain measure and is, 
for that reason, designated by the committee to call up the 
report, and thereafter, by reason of some pressure or otherwise, 
that chairman changes his mind about reporting that bill or 
resolution, and in order that there shall be no report on that 
bill fails or refuses to call a meeting of his committee, is there 
any method under the present rules by which the consideration 
of that matter may be taken up by the House? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Perhaps the discharge rule, 
if adopted, might reach the situation. But let me say to the 
gentleman, it seems to me that the question implies a degree of 
distrust that I confess I do not share. I state it again, that it 
is the thought of the Committee on Rules, as I understand it, 
where a resolution is reported out and the chairman is opposed 
to it, he will so state at the time, and a member is designated 
to call it up. Now, it is my opinion that there is no man, with 
this rule in the rules of the House, that will be selected to the 
great position of chairman of the Committee on Rules who, if 
he does change his mind, would not call the committee to- 
gether and tell them so and give them a chance to designate 
some other person, if they still favor the bringing up of the 
rule. With this rule embodied in the rules of the House 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
another question? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield. 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to make an inquiry that is not going 
too far. Of course, one person is designated. That person can 
call up the rule. But suppose the individual member who is 
designated is incapacitated from doing so. What will be done 
under those circumstances? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. My impression is that he 
would advise the committee to that effect and there would 


promptly be a meeting of the committee and the designation of 
Some other member. I can not conceive that such a situation 
would arise. 

Gentlemen, let me beg of you to think about this thing. We 
are going to be in charge of this House next time. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] We do not want to adopt proposi- 
tions while in the minority which we would not stand for while 
in the majority. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to come to the next proposition. 
We shall offer certain amendments—— 

Mr. SINNOTT. Will the gentleman yield so that I may 
support what I understood the gentleman to state a while 
ago as to the meetings of a committee? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Yes; I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon. 

, a SINNOTT. From section 401 of the House Manual I 
read: 


And in case wherein it was shown that a majority of a committee 
had met and authorized a report he (the Speaker) did not heed the fact 
that the meeting was not regularly called. (IV, 4594.) 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I so understand. 

Mr. SINNOTT. There is no House rule or provision for 
regularly calling a committee. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. We shall offer certain amend- 
ments. The first is to amend by striking out all of clause 8 
of Rule XXI. The other will be—— 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion before he starts on that discussion? As I understand, 
the report which we have from the Rules Committee does not 
deal with that matter of Rule XXI? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It does not. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Now, is it understood that this 
is a final report and that we must deal not only with recom- 
mendations but with propositions that are left outside the 
range of recommendations? 

Mr..GARRETT of Tennessee. So far as the committee is 
concerned, I will say to the gentleman from Virginia that there 
is no understanding about that matter. It was well under- 
Stood by all members of the Committee on Rules that this 
amendment, and another amendment to the discharge rule, 
would be offered at this time. There is no agreement of any 
kind or character as to how far an amendment shall go, but 
so far as the minority of the committee is concerned, the 
amendments I have suggested are the only ones we shall offer 
on behalf of the committee, to wit, this repealing all of clause 
8 of Rule XXI and the amendment to the discharge rule—two 
amendments, in fact, one of which has already been suggested, 
namely, in line 16 on page 5, after the word “a,” insert the 
word “public,” and in line 25, on page 5, strike out the words 
“and fifty.” The latter proposition, the discharge rule, I do 
not propose to discuss at this time. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] was the author of 
the rule which was the basis of the committee’s consideration 
of this proposition, and I am going to let him open the discus- 
sion on that. But I now, Mr. Speaker, offer the following 
amendment, I understand we can vote on amendments at any 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee offers the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Garnetr of Tennessee moves to amend by striking out all of 
clause 3 of Rule XXI. 


Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. SNELL. As I understand, you are just offering that at 
the present time and do not expect to have a vote on it at this 
time? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am going to ask that it be 
disposed of before I conclude and pass on to anything further. 
I believe that is in the interest of orderly procedure. I will 
ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] to agree upon 
time for the discussion of that amendment, because I do not 
want to move the previous question without having some time 
for discussion. 

Mr. SNELL. Then, as I understand, there will be no at- 
tempt made to move the previous question? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Not at the present time, and 
there is no disposition to do so, but I hope we can dispose of 
this matter before we take up any other question. I think we 
had better dispose of these amendments as we go aleng. 

Mr. SNELL. That will be agreeable to me, and we will try 
to agree on time for discussion, 


Mr. MONTAGUE. Would it be permissible for any member 
of the minority to offer an amendment under the method by 
which this resolution is being considered? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes; when he obtains the 
floor. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. To strike out certain words and add cer- 
tain words? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Certainly, when he obtains 
the floor for that purpose, and I understand there is not going 
to be any effort made to cut off those who desire to offer 
amendments, 

Mr. MONTAGUE. The reason I ask is, that if no Member 
will submit an amendment to strike out the words “ designated 
by” and insert of,“ in line 7, on page 4, I should like to do 
So, although I would prefer that some one else do it. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Under your amendment, if I understand 
it, you would leave the rule as it stands to-day? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No; I am not offering an 
amendment to this resolution; I am offering an amendment to 
the rules themselves. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Then I did not understand the gentle- 
man; 1 thought you were striking it out and leaving the rules 
us they exist to-day. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No. The rule which I am 
moving to strike out is that— 


No amendment shall be in order to any bill affecting revenue which 
is not germane to the subject matter in the binn; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item of such bill be in order which does not directly re- 
late to the item to which the amendment is proposed. 


Now, so far as the first part of that language is concerned, 
it is really immaterial, no amendment shall be in order to 
any bill affecting revenue which is not germane to the subject 
matter in the bill.” That is parliamentary law wholly inde- 
pendent of this rule; it is so expressed in other provisions of 
the rule and is thoroughly fixed in our parliamentary system 
and precedents. But that of which I complain is that which 
is contained, und*r the rulings which have been made, in this 
language, “nor shall any amendment to any item of such bill 
he in order. which does not directly relate to the item to which 
the amendment is proposed.” ‘That, gentlemen of the House, 
is a special restrictive rule, under the construction which 
has been given, placed in the general rules of the House. In 
my opinion, it has no place in a sound parliamentary system. 
Of course, it will be stated here, and it is true, that that part 
of the rule was of Democratic origin. But that is not dis- 
turbing me in the slightest. I never did believe it was a 
sound parliamentary principle to put a special restrictive propo- 
sition in the general rules of the House, and I stand ready now 
to take it out of the general rules of the House; and if it 
reaches a point where a majority wishes so to restrict a 
revenue measure, let it be done by a majority, leaving it within 
the power of a certain man to destroy an amendment by 
making a plain, simple point of order. 

It has been advanced, in its construction, to the point where, 
when a tariff bill is being considered, you can net move to 
take an item from the dutiable list and put it on the free list, 
nor can you move fo take an item from the free list and put it 
on the dutiable list. The proposition is unsound. 

Mr, LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman just expressed a hope, 
und I regard it as a very faint hope, of course, that his party 
will be in control of the next House. I ask, and I ask it in all 
frankness for the Recorp, if such is the case, will the gentle- 
man resist any attempt to restore this paragraph as one of 
the permanent rules? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will oppose restoring this 
and putting it into the general rules of the House. I opposed 
it at the time it was first put in [applause on the Democratic 
side] until my party had acted in caucus upon the proposition. 
“The Lord giveth and the Lord taketh away. Blessed be the 
name of the Lord.” 

Mr. SNELL. Win the gentleman yield? I did not under- 
stand the last part of his reply. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I said I resisted it when it 
was first put in the rules of the House until my party had 
taken caucus action upon it. j 

Mr. SNELL. Did the gentleman’s party take any action to 
take this rule out of the general rules of the House during the 
eight years they were in control? 
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there was no caucus 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No; 
action. 

Mr. SNELL. They did not make any move at that time. 
Did they make any move at the time the Republicans were in 
control of the House in the Sixty-sixth and Sixty-seventh 
Congresses? 

ae GARRETT of Tennessee. No effort has been made here- 
tofore. 

Mr, SNELL. This is the first time any effort has been made 
to take it out. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I wonder now 
if we can make an arrangement to come to a vote on this 
proposition, 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman’s proposition to new stop 
the general debate? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No; it is not, except by 
agreement. I mean on the amendment only. 

The SPEAKER. One or two persons have spoken to the 
Chair asking time in general debate on the whole matter. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I have no such thing in mind. 
It is simply on this particular amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wishes to take this amend- 
ment up before the general debate on the rules is completed? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I had hoped to. I had thought 
that would be the logical thing to do. 

Mr. SNELL. I did not get exactly the gentleman’s proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I wondered if we could finish 
the discussion on this matter and vote on it, and then let us 
offer our next amendment and finish that. 

Mr. SNELL. As far as I am personally concerned, I would 
be willing to vote on that right now, unless there is some one 
on our side of the House who desires to discuss this particular 
amendment, [Cries of Vote!“ “Vote! 7 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If you are ready for a vote, 
let us have it. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Tennessee com- 
pleted his remarks? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I have concluded my state- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, but I am still retaining the floor to see if 
We can not get a vote on it. f 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, personally, I would have 
no objection to having a vote on that question now. The gen- 
tleman has stated that paragraph 3, of Rule XXI, was put in 
by Democratic caucus action in 1911 to prevent any amend- 
ment whatever to tariff or other revenue bills; that he now 
recognizes the entire injustice of that action at that time; that 
he feels this provision has no proper place in parliamentary 
law. He has also stated in reply to a question that if by 
some unhappy chance his party should be in contro! of the 
next or some subsequent House, he would not move, of him- 
self, and would resist any effort to reestablish it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. As a part of the general rules 
of the House. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. As a part of the general rules of the 
House. With that statement in view, I personally have no 
objection to immediate action. [Cries of “ Vote! Vote!“ 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire 
to keep the floor? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No: it is my understanding 
we are going to vote now. This is just on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. Garrerr of Tennessee: Amend by strik- 
ing out all of clause 3, Rule XXI. 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker. I simply want to state that 
on this side of the House we are absolutely opposed to striking 
this clause out of the Standing Rules of the Honse. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the rule be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE XXI. 


3. No amendment shall be in order to any bill affecting revenue 
which is not germane to the subject matter in the bill; nor shall 
any amendment to any item of such bill be in order which does 
not directly relate to the item to which the amendment is proposed. 


Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
is going to take the floor now without voting on this amend- 
ment, I am going to yield the remainder of my time, whatever 
I have remaining, to Mr. Crisp, of Georgia. I had hoped the 
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gentleman would be satisfied to let us vote on this amendment 
and then let us offer our other amendment. I think the minor- 
ity is entitled to do that. 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks if any Member desires 
to oppose the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee he is 
entitled to be recognized. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I understood the gentleman 
wanted to discuss the general subject. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, just a short state- 
ment. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] said or gave 
the impression, I think, that we were unanimously against this 
motion. Not so. I voted, too, for the repeal of this motion, and 
I simply want to give two reasons why: First, I agreed with 
the gentleman from Tennessee that we should not have a spe- 
cial rule under the guise of a general rule; and second, it un- 
duly restricts the opportunity to offer amendments to revenue 
bills. Some of us would like, for instance, to restore the ex- 
cess-profits tax. That is absolutely prohibited if this remains 
in the rules. [Cries of “ Question!” „Question! * 

Mr. LONGWORTH, Perhaps it might clarify the situation 
if I asked the gentleman one question. The gentleman stated 
that the amendments he proposed to offer were offered by au- 
thority of the minority of the committee. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That is correct. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. By minority does the gentleman mean a 
political minority or a numerical minority? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. A numerical minority; the 
most of them being a political minority. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Might I ask further whether the gen- 
tleman proposes to offer any other amendment than these 
ugreed to by a numerical minority? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. In view of the fact that in the con- 
sideration of the last tariff bill it was under a special rule 
more restrictive than this rule and the fact that in the future 
the tariff bill will be considered under a more restrictive rule, 
what practical benefit is the House going to get out of the 
repeal of this portion of the rules which the gentleman points 
out? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Let me whisper a secret to my 
friend. [Laughter.| We are not going to consider a revenue 
bill at this Congress under a special rule that will restrict the 
consideration as in the past. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. How is the gentleman going to pre- 
vent it? ; 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think a way will be found. 
But let me say to the gentleman in all seriousness I do not 
think the majority in this House will ever adopt any special 
rule that will attempt to so restrict amendments during this 
Congress. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I think the gentleman pays this Con- 
gress a compliment, but would not the gentleman favor a rule 
which would forbid such a harsh and restrictive rule as the 
tariff bill was considered under in the last Congress? What 
benefit is it to us to cut out this printed rule when it is pos- 
sible for the Committee on Rules to bring in a rule from the 
Rules Committee more drastic, more restrictive, than that we 
cut out and doing the same thing and suffering worse? 

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. It may be possible to bring 
in such a rule from the Rules Committee, but I repeat that dur- 
ing this Congress I do not believe that it will be possible to 
pass it through the House. At any rate, if such a condition 
does come about I may say to the gentleman that it is desirable 
to have this cut out. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, Would not the gentleman favor a rule 
of the House which would forbid such drastie and restrictive 
rules from the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not know whether I 
would favor putting that into the general rules of the House 
or not, I have tried to lay down my position on placing special 
rules in the general rules of the House. Now, Mr. Speaker, if 
we can haye a vote on this proposition I will yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 208, nays 177, 
answered “ present“ 1, not voting 43, as follows: 


Abernethy 
Allen 


Almon 


Browning 
Buchanan 
Bulwinkle 


Collins 

Connally, Tex. 

Connery 

Cook 

Cooper, Wis. 

Corning 

Crisp 

Crol 

Crosser 

Cullen 

Cummings 
vey 

Davis, Minn. 

Davis, Tenn. 

Dickinson, Mo. 

Dickstein 

Dominick 

Doughton 


Ackerman 
Aldrich 
Anderson 
Andrew 
Anthony 
Bacharach 
Bacon 
Barbour 
Beers 
Begg 
Bixler 
Roles 
Brand, Ohio 
Britten 
Brumm 


Campbell 
Chindblom 
S 
Clarke, N. Y. 
Cole, lowa 
Cole, Ohio 
Colton 
Connolly, La. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cramton 
Crowther 
Curr: 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Denison 
Dowell 

Dyer 
Edmonds 
Elliott 
Evans, Towa 
Fairchild 
Fairfield 
Faust 

Fern 
Fitzgerald 
Fleetwood 


Allgood 
Aswell 


Browne, N. J. 
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YEAS—208. 

Doyle Lanham Ramseyer 
Drane Lankford Rankin 
Drewry Larsen, Ga, Rayburn 
Driver Lea, Calif. Reed, Ark. 
Eagan , e. Ga. Reid, III. 
Evans, Mont. lly Richards 
Favrot Lindsay Rogers, N. II. 
Fish Linthicum Rouse 
Fisher Logan Rubey 
Frear Lowrey Salmon 
Fulbright Lozier Sanders, Tex. 

ulmer Lyon Sandlin 
Gardner McClintie Schafer 
Garner McDuffie Schall 
Garrett, Tenn. McKeown Schneider 
Garrett, Tex. McNulty Sears, Fla. 
Gasque McReynolds Shallenberger 
Geran McSwain Sherwood 
Gilbert McSweeney Simmons 
Greenwood Major. III. Sinclair 
Hammer Major, Mo. Sites 
Harrison Mansfield Smithwick 
Hastings Meud Steagall 
Hawés Michener Stedman 
Hayden Milligan Stengle 
Hill, Ala. Minahan Stevenson 
till, Wash Montague Sullivan 
Hooker Mooney Sumners, Tex. 
Howard, Nebr. Moore, Ga. Swank 
Howard, Okla. Moore, Va, Taylor, Colo, 
Huddleston Morehead Taylor, W. Va. 
Huds eth Morrow Thomas, Okla. 
Hull, Tenn. Nelson, Wis. Thomas, Ky. 
Humphreys O'Brien Tillman 
Jacobstein O'Connell, N. Y. Tucker 
James O'Connell, R.I. Tydings 
Jeffers O'Connor, La. Underwood * 
Johnson, Ky. O'Connor, N. L. Upshaw 
Johnson, W. Va. O'Sullivan Vinson, Ga. 
Jobnson, Tex, Oldfield Voi 
Jones Oliver, Ala. Watkins 
Tost Oliver, N. Y. Weaver 
Keller Parks, Ark. Wefald 
Kelly Peavey Williams, Tex. 
Kent Peery Willlamson 
Kerr Pou ilson, La 
Kincheloc Prall Wilson, Ind. 
Kindred Quayle ingo 
Knutson Quin Wolt 
Kunz Ragon Woodruff 
K vale Rainey Woodrum 
LaGuardia Raker Wright 

NAYS—-177. 

Foster McLaughlin, Nebr. Speaks 
Fredericks McLeod Sproul, III. 
Free MacGregor Sproul, Kans. 
French MacLafferty Stalker 
Fuller Madden Stephens 
Funk Magee, N. Y. Strong, Kans. 
Garber Magee. Pa. Strong, Pa 
Gibson Manlove Summers, Wash 
Gifford Mapes Sweet 
Graham, III. Merritt Swing 
Graham, Pa. Miller, III. Swoope 
Green, Iowa Miller, Wash. Taber 
Greene, Mass. Mills Taylor, Tenn. 
Griest Moore,-Tll. Temple 
Hadley Moore, Ohio ‘Thatcher 
Hardy Moores, Ind. Tilson 
Hawley Morgan Timberlake 
Hersey Murphy Tincher 
Hickey Nelson, Me, Tinkham 
Hill. Md. Newton, Minn. Treadway 

och Paige Underhil 
Holaday Parker Vaile 
Hudson Patterson Vestal 
Hull. Towa Perlman Vincent, Mich, 
Hull, Morton D. Phillips Wainwright 
Hull, William E. Porter Ward, N. v. 
Johnson, Wash. Purnell . Wason 
Johnson, S. Dak. Ransley Watres 
Kahn Rathbone Welsh 
Kendall Reece Wertz 
Ketcham Roach White, Kans. 
Kiess Robinson, lowa White, M 
King on, Ky. Williams, Mich, 
Kurtz Rogers. Mass. Williams, III. 
Langley Rosenbloom Winslow 
Larson, Minn. Sanders, Ind. Winter 
Leatherwood Sanders, N. Y. Wood 
Leavitt Scott Wurzbach 
Lehlbach Sears, Nebr. Wyant 
Lineberger Seger Yates 
Little Shreve Young 
Longworth Sinnott Zihiman 
McFadden Smith 
McKenzie 


Snell 
McLaughlin, Mich Snyder 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—1. 


Deal 
NOT VOTING—43. 


Buckley 
Burdick 
Canfield 
Clark, Fla, 
Cleary 
Dempsey 


Dickinson, Iowa 
upré 
Freeman 
Frothingham 
Glatfelter 
Goldsborough 


Grifin 
Haugen 
Kearns 
Kopp i 
Amper 
Lazaro 
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Luce Newton, Mo. Romine Ward, N. C. 

pce — poor ea 4 
ichaelson erkins ague eller 

Morin Reed. N. Y. . Wilson, Miss. 

Morris Reed, W. Va. Vare 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Frothingham with Mr. Tagne. 
Mr. Michaelson with Mr. Dupré. 
Mrs. Nolan with Mr. Lazaro. 

Mr. Kopp with Mr. Martin. 


the vote: 


. Aswell (for) with Mr. Dickinson of Iowa (against). 
. Lampert (for) with Mr. Thompson (against). 

„ Canfield (for) with Mr. Watson st). 

Bell (for) with Mr. Vare (against). 
Barkley (for) with Mr. Newton of Missouri (against). 
Weller (for) with Mr. Burdick (against), 

. Griffin (for) with Mr. Beedy (against). 

. Romjue (for) with Mr. Freeman (against). 

. Morris (for) with Mr. Luce (against). 


Mr. Goldsborough (for) with Mr. Perkins (against). 
Mr. Allgood (for) with Mr. Reed of West Vasina (against). 
Mr, Sabath (for) with Mr. Kearns (against). 


. Ward of North Carolina (for) with Mr. 8 (against). 
Clark of Florida (for) with Mr. Morin ( st). 


Mr. Buckley (for) with Mr. Haugen (against). R 
e Browne S New Jersey (for) wich Mr. Reed of New Tork 
(against). 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to speak of the funda- 
mentals of this situation. Why is it that it has been deemed 
desirable to bring forward a rule for the discharge of com- 
mittees? Why is it that in rare instances the chairman of the 
Committee on Rules or some member of that committee has 
taken if upon himself to put a rule in his pocket? It is because 
of the staggering weight of business which this House has to 
perform. One of two things must be done. Either we must 
transact business more promptly or we must relieve ourselves 
of a number of the propositions which are presented to us. 
This fact altogether transcends in importance a proposed 
amendment of the rules. Very few realize how the business of 
this House has grown or its dependence upon examination by a 
committee. Reference to a committee has been fundamental 
from the very beginning. The oldest committee here is the 
Committee on Elections, which was organized under a resolu- 
tion on the 14th of April, 1789, before George Washington was 
inaugurated as President. In the following autumn followed 
the Committee on Ways and Means, which for a long time had 
referred to it measures relating to expenditures as well as 
revenues. In the year 1865 the Committee on Appropriations 
was organized to take charge of that very important branch of 
legislation, a branch which now in the volume of business and 
in laws upon the statute books surpasses all others. 

Some 20 years ago I called the attention of this House to how 
very limited was the legislation in the early days. The first ap- 
propriation bill, passed in September, 1789, had only 11 lines and 
carried an appropriation of less than $1,000,000. In later bills 
there was more detail and in one of them there was the provision 
that for candles and firewood in the Treasury Department $1,200 
should be appropriated. Let us compare that with amounts in 
recent years. Five billion nine hundred million dollars were ex- 
pended in the flscal year ended June 30, 1920. In the single month 
of December, 1919, there was expended $2,060,000,000. The total 
expenditures of this Government down to the 30th of June, 1861, 
were only $1,970,000,000, $90,000,000 less than in a single month 
at the close of 1919. Let us compare the volume of statutes 
which we now have. In the first five Congresses, from 1789 
to 1799, the number of pages of general statutes was 732, and 
bear in mind legislation for the organization of a government 
and the determination of its policies was involved. In the first 
Congress there were less than 5 pages of private laws. In the 
last Congress there were 1,563 pages of public laws and 236 
pages of private laws. The word “relief” is the one most 
common in the last Congress—for the relief of A, for the relief 
of B, for the relief of O and others. 

I now wish to state to the House some of the rules adopted 
to save time. First, there is the rule in tariff and other bills 
either preventing or limiting amendments. I was here when 
the McKinley Tariff Act of 1890 passed this House. We had 
not gotten through with the chemical schedule, the very first, 
when it appeared that by reason of the desultory discussion, by 
reason of a strenuous contest touching almost every paragraph, 
it would take more than a year to pass that bill. Hence a rule 
was brought in. 

There are other rules under which it is provided that no 
amendments can be submitted; there is also a general pro- 
vision refusing the right to have a call of the yeas and nays 
upon an amendment as in Committee of the Whole. I might 


name, as another illustration, a general custom that has been 
observed by the Committee on Rules to bring in a rule for 
immediate consideration of a bill. All these things are not due 
to any perversity, The fact that committees do not report the 
bills is due to the great mass of propositions which are pre- 
sented to them. Comparing not merely the old-time simplicity 
and relatively small number of regulations, let us come down 
to the present. In the last Congress there were introduced 
of bills and joint resolutions in this House 14,941; 550 publie 
laws were passed and 150 public resolutions and 276 private laws 
and resolutions; in all 931, or about 1 in 16 of the number pre- 
sented. Yet the record of the Sixty-seventh Congress was an 
exceptional one for the transaction of business. In the preced- 
ing Congress there were introduced 16,651 bills and resolutions 
and only 594 were disposed of, or 1 in 28. The record of the 
preceding Congress was even more noticeable. There were 
introduced 16,684 bills and joint resolutions and there were 
passed only 508, or less than 1 in 32. Of committee reports 
in the Sixty-seventh Congress, there were 1,450, and of these 
there were acted upon 1,170, leaving pending 280. In the Sixty- 
sixth Congress 1,095 committee reports were filed; 779 were 
acted upon and 316 were pending at the close of Congress. In 
the Sixty-fifth there were 900 committee reports and only 465, 
or a little more than half, were acted upon. 

What is the situation with some of our leading committees? 

A multitude of propositions are presented. Perhaps the 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee is the most 
notable illustration. Then, also, it has become the custom that 
hearings are demanded from different parts of the country. 
If a bill is reported out of a committee without a hearing, 
there is immediately complaint from Members who advocate or 
oppose that measure, and the country looks upon it with dis- 
favor, because the people consider unfavorably the action of a 
committee without hearing from the outside. 

Here is the proposition with which we are confronted, and 
I want to very briefly offer a few suggestions which may 
afford partial relief. In the meantime let me say in regard to 
reports from the Committee on Rules, so far as I am concerned, 
I favor the consideration of every proposition before us and a 
disposition of each just as soon as the subject can be maturely 
considered and passed upon, and it is my own intention to 
bring forward quite a number besides. We have an altogether 
unnecessary mass of bills. I may give one illustration, The 
calendar of every session has a very large number of bridge 
bills. What is the fact in regard to these bridge bills? In 
practically every instance we implicitly follow the recommen- 
dation which is required by statute of the Secretary of War 
and the Chief of Engineers. As regards an intrastate stream, 
there is a law which provides that in case the legislature 
authorizes a bridge that bridge may be built with the approval 
of the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers, and thus 
no action by Congress is required. 

I shall make this proposition to the House, that these bills 
be referred to the War Department. Let us provide for 
periodically filing reports here, and when the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commence here or the Committee on 
Commerce of the Senate, having respective charge of these 
bills, desire that any case be considered by the House or 
Senate before a final decision, it can be done. There might in 
some cases be a question of policy, such as a question between 
a highway or a railroad on the one hand and the rights of 
navigation on the other, which ought to be brought here to 
the Congress, but usually the granting of the right to construct 
a bridge is a mere matter of detail and should be determined 
in accordance with long-established principles. 

Now, I want to call attention to the District of Columbia. 
There is a resolution pending that unless decided otherwise 
by a two-thirds or a four-fifths vote the District shall be 
entitled to two days in a month. Well, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT], that seems a little 
large. Two days out of, say, 24 we legislate for this munici- 


| pality, while 110,000,000 and more of people only have the 


remaining 22 days. But we have a responsibility to the 
District which we should fulfill, and we give attention to 
District legislation partly because of that responsibility and 
partly because the ordinances and regulations which we adopt 
here are regarded, I do not know whether correctly or not, as 
a proper model for the rest of the country. I will give you a 
few illustrations of the minute, the unnecessary, attention 
given to this legislation. A few days since I was talking to a 
lady who has been a resident of this city since her birth and 
lives in a house which is now in the midst of a grewing business 
section. She said she could not get out from her door to an 
automobile, because every hour during the day automobiles 
were parked, occupying every foot of space. She appealed to 
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the police. The policeman said, “Madam, that is altogether 
wrong. I wish I could help you, but Congress will have to 
pass some law before I can give you relief.” Next, there is an 
unusual degree of dependence upon this Government of ours 
which is said to be so paternal. I remember years ago on 
leaving this city for Cleveland reading in an evening news- 
paper a stinging condemnation of Congress because it had not 
made an appropriation to clear the snow off the sidewalks. 
The next morning I arrived in Cleveland, where there had been 
the same snowstorm, and the first greeting that I had was 
about some lots I owned in a remote part of the city near the 
cornfields where there were very few passing to and fro, 
coming from a police lieutenant, who told me if I did not re- 
move the snow I would be arrested before sundown. Now, what 
is the remedy for this? Regulations as to streets, parks, and 
the opening of streets, and a great variety of police and munici- 
pal regulations might well be made either by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia or by some body which this Congress 
might create. I may say to you that I would reserve a veto 
power like the Erglish statutes, which are passed conditionally 
and are then passed upon by Parliament if anybody desires to 
raise the question, So I repeat, and I wish to impress upon 
you, that we must neglect great general principles, propositions 
of interest to the whole country, or else relieve ourselves of 


this great mass of detail, which not only takes our time but | 


in my judgment lowers the dignity of this body. I do not know 
whether a law has been passed or not, but I will give an illus- 
tration in regard to pensions. 


When a widow was receiving a pension because of the death | 


of a deceased veteran husband and married again that pension 
was suspended. If she should be divorced, not through her 
own fault, or her second husband dies, it was the invariable 
custom to pass a bill restoring that pension. Why should not 
that be taken care of in the Pension Bureau, where there are 
far better opportunities to judge the good faith of the appli- 
cation, than by any committee of Congress? I wish to throw 
out these suggestions, and I trust we may during this session, 
in the face of the demands of a great, growing country, which 
asks that we act on measures for the people and for the whole 
people, give all the time possible to the high spots, to the head- 
lands in the horizon which should require our attention. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. EDMONDS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTON. I will. 

Mr. EDMONDS. As 2,250 of the 14,000 bills of last session 
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But let us consider the possibilities of an obstinate majority 
that might absolutely congest the business here. You speak of 
the congestion that occurs in committees on bills that have 
been referred to committees and that have not been acted upon. 
The time of the House might be taken up entirely on alternate 
Mondays by the 20 minutes’ discussion and the votes. It is alto- 
gether uncertain what will be the result of such a rule, though 
I believe in the adoption of something of the kind; but it de- 
pends upon you, my fellow Members. Are you going to take 
this question of signing a petition solemnly, as imposing a re- 
sponsibility, or are you going to respond to propaganda which 
will come to you from all the four winds of heaven? Are you 
going to observe some promise, injudiciously made, which, on 
deliberation, you find was made hastily and rashly, to sign a 
petition? In the street it is very easy to obtain signatures to 
do various ridiculous things. I trust it may not be so in the 
House of Representatives. I do believe, however, that 150 is 
the least number that can be safe for this very radical change 
in the rules. Heretofore measures have come up only when 
reported from committees. That has been the general rule, 
Now you propose to change it and throw a measure into the 
House, maybe crudely drawn, immaturely considered, which 
should have devoted to its consideration maybe days or maybe 
weeks. Now let us not take this very radical step—which I do 
believe in taking—without so safeguarding it that we shall still 
be able to enact legislation which commends itself to the people. 

Just one final word. I may wish to ask the indulgence of 
the House to speak further on this subject of the rules at some 
other time. But we are facing to-day a crisis in the world’s 
affairs. We are facing questions of tremendous moment in our 
own America. A presidential election is approaching, in which 
the desire of every partisan is for success. But let us bear in 
mind that the polar star is, after all, the good of the country, 
and of the whole country. [Applause.] We can live under 
either party, Many will think that we will go limping along 
and limp badly. But we will probably be able to survive. Let 
us have something of a restoration of that ideal when none 
was for a party and all were for the state. Then shall we 
be able not only to build up our own country and give it an 
even prouder place among the nations of the earth but we shall 


| gain the confidence of our constituents and pass legislation 


were claims, will not the gentleman say a good word for the | 


Committee on Claims? 

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman said 2,200? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Out of 14,000. 

Mr. BURTON. What is the sense of the Committee on 
Cluims passing on them? Why not have the court or some 
other tribunal pass upon them? And people have said that our 
genial Uncle Sam is the worst debtor in the world. I once 
heard a man, who was prosecuting a just claim, say that if 
an individual had been so slack in payment he would have been 
in the penitentiary. I know the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania would be glad to be relieved of that class of work, so 
as to give his time to something else. That is another illus- 
tration of where the duties performed in this House could 
be relieved. 


| 
| 


Now, a few words about the propositions coming before | 


us, and especially about that providing for the discharge of 
a committee. It is not so much the fault of the committees. 
There are a certain number of propositions between which 
they must choose—choose which they will kill—and as Mr. 
Froude in his work of fiction, the Two Chiefs of Dunboy,” 
remarked, “It is very wicked to wish that any individual 
should die, but if there are two persons, both of whom must 
pass on, there is no fault in having a preference as to which 


shall go first.” A committee is confronted with a very large | 


number of propositions. 
regard as the more important. Notwithstanding that, if a 
majority of this House desires to take a bill away from a 


committee, if the committee is recalcitrant, if It is out of line | tee on Rules and its able chairman. 


with the general sentiment of the House, It ought to be in the 
power of this body to bring it before the House for consid- 
eration. 

That makes it a question of numbers. Theoretically it ought 
to be a majority. The proposition on the other hand is 100. 
I give my deliberate opinion, Mr. Speaker, that that proportion 
is too small, I think 150 is the number, the least number, that 
should join in such a petition as that. 

Oh, but you say it depends on the House after all; the 
House must pass on the resolution by a majority to take it up. 


They must select those which they steer the ship to victory, at least he knows how to avoid de- 


which will be of benefit to the common country which we all 
love so well. [Applause.] 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, I concur with all my heart in the eloquent per- 
oration of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron] 
when he says: 


Let us haye something of a restoration of that ideal when none was 
for a party and all were for the state. 


This day these proceedings and the action of the Committee 
on Rules justify the contest that some of us have been making 
in response to that sentiment. 

We can produce many witnesses to-day to justify our course. 
We can point to the distinguished majority leader [Mr. Lone- 
WORTH]. He promised us 80 days ago that we should have this 
day in the House after the Committee on Rules had acted. 
He has kept his word in letter and in spirit. [Applause.] 

He would not have done so, I am sure, had he not realized 
that, after all, we were right in our contention. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman has publicly and privately stated that he also 
favored a revision of the rules, I expected and still expect 
that he will be a rival of mine in proposing various changes in 
the rules, and that he, too, will bring about many reforms in 
our parliamentary procedure. 

Speaking of party regularity and insurgency, we appreciate 
that he has a very difficult task in this House, and if we are to 
have a conserative as leader we know of no one more able, more 
alert, more frank and generous than the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. LoncwortH]. [Applause.] He knows a stone wall when 
he sees it, and he can get around it; and if he does not always 


struction. [Laughter.] 

We have another witness that we will produce—the Commit- 
I do not believe that this 
committee would have made this report to-day on two such 
great propositions and others of importance unless they, too, 
had realized that we were fighting for that which is right. 
Their doing so is a justification of what we have done. 

It Is not parliamentary to speak of what occurred in com- 
mittee, so I shall not do so; but it is perfectly proper to speak 
of that which did not occur in the committee and refer to what 
occurred here at the opening day. A month ago the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BEGG] asked me the question, Did I not know 
that there was a program ready? Then we heard another 
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statesman [Mr. Woop] tell us that the chairman had carried 
in his pocket for a week a plan of revision of the House rules. 
What did not occur in the committee was this: I watched that 
pocket day after day. [Laughter.] I never saw anything 
come from it. [Laughter.] But the fact that this great com- 
mittee has reported these two major propositions surely justifies 
the contest that we have made. 

We produce another witness—the Democratic Party. The 
Democratit Party is a marvelous party. I admire it very 
much. It is useful to the country [applause], but mostly so 
when out of power. [Laughter.] This party announced three 
different reforms that it stands for, and surely that shows that 
we were not wild or foolish when the started this contest. 

Now, I wish publicly to give praise to whom praise is due. 
While some of us were mentioned as the proponents of this 
revision, the gentleman from New York, Mr. Hamuron FISH, 
whose father, by the way, stood with us in the fight some 15 
years ago, inaugurated the contest by introducing a resolution 
last spring. He presented it to me and others. I told him 
that I thought it would be better to wait until the next Con- 
gress convened in December; and I told him also that others 
were thinking of the same thing. During the summer we 
referred to Mr. Fis various suggestions in the way of the 
revision of the rules. He gave much thought to the preparation 
of amendments and has advised with us from time to time on 
the subject. 

Also before we adjourned I talked with the distinguished 
Virginian, R. Warton Moore, who had been thinking along that 
line, and at my request he consented to cooperate in this re- 
form. He has acted most courageously. He has greatly aided 
those of us who are in this contest; in fact, he has prepared 
many changes, and I think most of them very admirable. 

Another Democratic leader, Mr. RAINEY, got into the RECORD 
some 30 days ago with a very sharp and, he thought, very 
humorous criticism of myself and my associates. I call your 
attention to the fact to-day that he has been proven to be a very 
false prophet. These are some of the things he said would 
happen: 

I congratulate the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. NELSON]. He is 
safely on the Rules Committee; he is buttressed there, surrounded 
by a guard of seven stalwart Republicans. He can not get anything 
out of there if he tries. He has consented to be imprisoned—has 
been a party to it—in a double-locked cage, surrounded by the old 
guard, and from his safe position behind the bars he can continue to 
bark dismally at the passing world. [{Laughter.] 


It was not true. I am not behind the bars in that com- 
mittee. I am not guarded by seven such tyrannical men. I 
have found them most affable, most agreeable, and quite will- 
ing to consider any proposition. The chairman has been 
courteous in every way. I can say that so far as I have heard 
the discussions there has not been one acrimonious word 
spoken to me, and I have not been unduly offensive myself. 
I have come and I have gone with perfect freedom, and this 
report shows that we did get something out. 

Now, then, let me read another remarkable statement. Mr. 
Rarxey said, speaking of my fall and meaning, I presume, that 
I had sold out: 


Mr. Speaker, Cæsar three times refused the kingly crown before he 
fell. The gentleman from Wisconsin refused it five thousand times 
before he fell, and when he fell great was the fall thereof. For nine 
days Satan fell from heaven clear down to hell, but that is nothing 
like the fall just accomplished by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 


Then quoting from Milton: 


Hell heard the unsufferable noise. 
* + * * * 
Nine days they fell; confounded chaos roared. * * è hell at 
last yawning received them whole and on them closed. 


My friends, I did not find the Committee on Rules the warm 
place he indicates [applause on the Republican side], nor 
was the chairman decorated with hoofs and horns. He was, as 
I have indicated, far the reverse in every way. On the con- 
trary, it was not so warm; it was rather frigid there, I think. 
(Laughter.] I thought, as I was trying to urge upon these 
gentlemen a revision of the rules, I had learned to know an 
old adage better, “You can drive a horse to water but you 
can not make him drink.” 

I would not be guilty of criticizing the committee for not 
hearing all Members who have introduced propositions to re- 
vise the rules, nor have I any fault to find so far as we have 
gone. The fact is that we have only been able to cover one 
or two real propositions, because of the delay in organizing 
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the House and the Christmas vacation. But it is some job to 
convince men that these rules should be revised, having the 
attitude of mind of my distinguished friend, the chairman of 
the commttee, who believes that these rules are perfect. 

T had almost come to the conclusion to-day that it was our 
only safety to present to the House all our proposed changes 
in the rules. I thought, as I say, that we would be wise to 
present them to-day; that we had better make hay while the 
sun shines, but I have since conferred with the gentlemen of 
the committee individually on both sides and, with the assur- 
ance of the chairman, whose word is good, in my judgment 
perfectly so, and with the statement of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Burton] that these rules are going to 
be considered and that from time to time we shall have an 
opportunity to present these propositions to the House, I am 
not myself going to present any until the committee has had 
a chance to pass upon them, believing that as they have kept 
faith with us this day they will keep faith with us hereafter. 

Now, no witnesses are really necessary to justify us in 
making this fight. While it is true that our rules are the growth 
of years, yet they are by no means perfect, and every decade 
they should be reformed. The rules, too, constitute a living 
political organism which must be progressive; they can not 
stand still or stand pat; we must slough off those which are 
obsolete; we must keep abreast with the movements of the 
country. These rules affect the people directly. Let me give 
you an illustration. 

Suppose at the last congressional and senatorial elections bold 
men for political reasons or financial had rifled the ballot. boxes 
to destroy the will of the people, we would all say that was a 
horrible thing and condemn it, but it is possible to so change 
the rules and so operate under them by committees that you 
can do that very thing; you can defy and thwart the will of the 


| people in its fruitage. That ought never to be done, and there- 


fore we should always so revise these rules that they do permit 
the people’s will to function. 

The history of this subject shows that it is well to revise the 
rules. As a young man I came here in the Fifty-ninth Con- 
gress and marveled at what I saw and I determined to make my 
maiden speech on the rules of the House. I watched and I 
questioned; I went over to the Library of Congress to read the 
literature on this subject; I was surprised at its magnitude, 
As I read I determined my policy. I said, “Here is a job for 
some one to undertake.” So I collated information in this 
Library and in my libraries at home. I made a speech on the 
subject of the Speaker's power in my distriet which I will ap- 
pend to my retiarks for historical purposes. I found the peo- 
ple greatly interested. I was criticized by party leaders, for 
then, as now, this same doctrine was always put forth: “ These 
rules are sacred things; let not a party man lay hands upon 
them.” 

Then, as now, there was no chance to revise these rules; they 
were adopted in caucus and amendments would so to the Com- 
mittee on Rules and die. 

At the opening day of Congress the regular Republican leader, 
Mr. John Dalzell, would offer the rules for adoption; a party 
vote would follow, and that was the end of the story. 

Hon. H. A. Coorrr, at the opening of the Sixtieth Congress, 
got some time, I think about eight minutes, to protest against 
the adoption of the rules without revision. For months I 
watched for an opportunity, a psychological moment, because 
I had noticed that the Hon. Peter Hepburn, of Iowa, was con- 
stantly contending for a change of the rules in the caucus, 
but he would get nowhere there. I weighed the thing care- 
fully, balancing party regularity with the purpose I had in 
mind, and I finally decided to put “State above party.” 

Roosevelt was President then, was immensely popular, but 
had his policies stranded on the rules of the House—on the 
empire of the Speakership of the House. The Speaker then 
was only second in power to the President, and the President 
found his policies failing in the House. On the 5th of Feb- 
ruary, 1908, I got 50 minutes from John Sherman, of New 
York, afterwards Vice President, who was then chairman of the 
Indian Affairs Committee, to speak on The President's mes- 
Sage and the rules of the House.” I remember Mr, Martin 
Mappen, of Illinois, sitting right back of me and asking me 
a question. I thought he was trying to bowl me over. Mr. 
Olmsted, of Pennsylvania, was in front of me. I was nervous 
and a little bit timid, but they were very courteous. 

The country was against the Speaker. The country knew 
why President Roosevelt’s policies had failed. So I found 
my talk had been carried by the press everywhere over the 
country. Mr. Norris, of Nebraska, sat back of me and was 
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the first to say, “You are right; I will help you.” After a 
while we made him our leader. Mr. Victor Murdock, of Kan- 
sas, joined us and became our publicity man. I could mention 
many Members who became insurgents, since famous—Town- 
send, afterwards Senator from Michigan; Kendall, of the Iowa 
delegation, now governor of Iowa; and many others. 

It was a long contest. For two or more years we met and 
planned. I am not going to take the time to relate the 
story in detail, but some day, when I get out of this busy 
life, I hope to write the story of the overthrow of the 
Speaker’s arbitrary power. Before President Roosevelt went 
out of office we knew he was friendly to us. Mr. Hepburn, 
of Iowa, said to us, “If you will go to the White House to 
see the President, he will help you before he goes out.” 

So a committee consisting of myself, as chairman, Mr. Madi- 
son, of Nebraska, and Mr. Gardner, Senator Lobpax's son-in- 
law, who was one of the fairest men I ever knew, called on 
the President, and he told us then he sympathized with-us. He 
premised to write a letter which I might show his friends 
in Congress but not publish. He said he did not know how 
his successor, Mr. Taft, was going to stand: For the first time 
I learned there was a rift between these two. He said, Nine 
months ago I thought that President Taft would keep all my 
Cabinet, but now I do not know. I can not write a public letter 
without seeming to clash with him now.” But he said, “I 
will write a letter which you may show my friends; but do not 
publish it.“ The next day was March 4. Mr. Roosevelt had 
come to the President's room. He sent for me. He told me that 
he could not write the letter because the matter of the rules 
contest had come up in a conversation the evening before, and 
he had discovered that his successor was against us. So he 
asked me to release him from his promise. Mr. Gardner asked 
him to intercede for us with Mr. Taft, who was also present, 
which he did. Mr. Taft took me aside and said he did not Hke 
to encourage a breach in the party. But Mr. Taft was 
persuaded by the Speaker's friends to oppose us, and so brought 
on the breach himself in the party by not doing that which 
was the right thing to do. * 

Now, my friends, after a time Mr. Gardner and I decided to 
confer with Mr. Clark, of Missouri, afterwards Speaker of the 
House, and talked to him about these rules. He said, “Although 
I am going tc be Speaker next time "—I think he was almost 
elected or something of that kind“ I am going to sacrifice the 
Speaker’s power to change these things.” So Mr. Gardner and 
I agreed with him on a program. Mr. Unperwoop was called 
in, and then we inaugurated that celebrated contest, in which 
we were defeated because a very able parliamentarian, Mr. 
Fitzgerald, of Brooklyn, led some 30 Democrats in a bolt from 
the Democratic Party. For nearly two years we held confer- 
ences in the committee room where I am now a member of the 
Committee on Rules. Mr. Hepburn was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Finally, one day 
when we were considering the census question, which was then 
claimed to be privileged under the Constitution, Mr. Norris, of 
Nebraska, rose from his seat to offer as a constitutional privi- 
lege the right to name a Committee on Rules. The Speaker 
refused to put the motion at first. ‘There was an appeal, as I 
recall it. 

Talk about majority rule! Why, the Speaker would not act; 
so all afternoon and all night and all the next day until some- 
time in the afternoon the House was deadlocked. Finally we 
had the Speaker surrendered, and then this House was set free. 
No longer did the Speaker sit upon the Rules Committee; no 
longer was he to appoint all the committees of the House and 
the chairmen; no longer was he to control unanimous consent. 
The Speaker became a fair and impartial presiding officer, like 
the gentleman who now presides over the destinies of this 
House [applause], and I have never found anyone yet who 
said that the result was not a good thing. 

But what happened afterwards? Oh, evils came in. The 
rules of the House, like everything else, must be founded on 
fundamental principles of right and truth and courtesy, espe- 
cially on justice and equality. The House must function 
through the majority, but the tyranny of the majority must not 
ride over the individual or the group, which is more likely. The 
majority will take care of itself always, but the individual or 
the group needs some protection. We need to get rid of all 
abuses, self-interest, self-will, desire to dodge responsibility, to 
do things in the dark, undue love of arbitrary power, and 
special privilege; these things creep into the recesses and 
pockets of the rules. We must stop these possibilities of defeat- 
ing or thwarting the will of the people. 

We found, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. FrsH] did, 
that evils had come into eur rules again. ‘The exhibition of 
one man, chairman of the Committee on Rules, carrying resolu- 


tions around in his pocket, defeated though he was—and he is 
a fine gentleman personally, and I am very fond of him—and 
another, a defeated gentleman, who was floor leader and with 
the Speaker away, because of illness, the chairman of the Rules 
Committee, with his rules in his pocket, was also acting as 
Speaker; and those two lame ducks for two weeks held control 
of the legislation of this House, and there was no way we could 
find out what they were going to do. Is that right? Is that 
something we can sustain in this country of ours? 

So a group of us organized to see if we could bring about 
a remedy, and, as I had been secretary of the insurgents in 
the old fight on Cannonism, I was chosen to direct this contest. 
We knew we had to appeal to the people and we have done so 
successfully. 

My friends, we love party regularity. We are trying to be 
as good Republicans as you are. What is the definition of a 
Republican, anyway? Is a man a Republican because some- 
body somewhere in the Cabinet, who has not been elected to 
his position, says, “ This is a good thing; stand for it“? Or is 
it republicanism when you go back to fundamental principles 
and stand for your constituency? [Applause.] 

Who can tell me that I am not a Republican when I have 
a 25,000 Republican majority behind me? If you can be free 
to vote as you like on the bonus or on the tax question, why 
ean not I be free to change the rules? Wherein is my re- 
publicanism less than yours? This talk of party regularity on 
the rules is mere rot, only buncombe; an attempt to coerce men 
under the party lash. We refused to fear it. 

In this Congress it was soon apparent that we progressives 
held the balance of power. We knew enough about the affairs 
of the other party to know that they would have to be with us; 
they could net stand with the regulars. It was a question of 
getting men that would have the courage and conscience to go 
through. We are not going up hill and down again, as the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ratrey] predicted; we are going 
up hill and down hill to the end of the road. 

Now, let me say something about the discharge rule. Think 
of the condition of the House. It has a hand but it can not get 
that hand to operate. A mere party majority in a committee 
can defy the will of the people. 

Why do we want less than 150 on the petition? I will tell 
you. We have seen two discharge-motion rules fail. Why did 
they die? They were strangled before they were born, they 
never operated a moment; they were trick rules. We do not 
wish to have that happen again. Let us get a rule that will be 
alive for awhile, and if we find that it is too rank we will 
curb it, and I will be one of the first to propose in the Com- 
mittee on Rules that we protect the Members. 

What is this 100? It is merely a second—a showing of 
strong sentiment. Some have said that 100 is an insignificant 
number. A distinguished Member of the House called my at- 
tention a little while ago to what a second of 100 Members 
will mean, One hundred Members of this House represent 
30,000,000 of American people. Is that a little seconding 
proposition that men shall go on record? When 30,000,000 
of people say they want a vote that is not something to be 
sneered at. 

How about the majority? That majority is protected doubly. 
I am not for a majority to second. I do not want to be a 
party te bringing in a rule that will not operate. This motion 
provides that a Member has to file his motion and then he 
must circulate it himself or in relay. The Member knows 
that if there is not a real sentiment in favor of his motion he 
will not get the 100. If he proposes to do something that is 
offensive to the general sentiment he will not get anywhere. 

Now, for the purposes of a party 150 is sufficient, because they 
ean have a caucus and decide on a program, and, of course, 
party members will march up and support it; but for the indi- 
vidual or the group 150 might be prohibitive. In the last Con- 
gress the whole Democratic Party lacked 20 of the limit; they 
had only 130. 

Now, when you have got your 100 finally, what then? Noth- 
ing, except that you knock at the door of the committee room, 
and before you get the committee discharged you must have a 
majority for it. There is a majority protection right here. A 
majority can say no, to give the committee more time. If 
you get the committee discharged, you must get a majority to 
consider your proposition. There is a double protection to 
majority rule. 

But if you are going to put the seconding number so high, a 
discharge motion becomes impossible except for party purposes. 
The individual has been given a discharge rule that will not 
function and the fight is on again. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin Yes. 
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Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman knows that in the last Con- 
gress it was within the last 12 days of adjournment that the 
chairman of the Rules Committee pocketed a rule and would 
not bring it in. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. 
pocket most of the time. 


He kept about a dozen in his 


Mr. BLANTON. It was within the last 12 days that he had 
a rule on an important measure which everybody wanted him to 
bring out. The seven pages of the document the gentleman has 
forced the Rules Committee to bring out before us does not give 
us any relief from that situation, because within the last 12 
days the chairman of the committee could do the same identical 
thing and pocket the rule. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I will say the gentleman uses 
the word “force”—he does not know the committee; they 
could not be forced. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
tation. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. The committee knows what it is 
talking about all the time; they are as shrewd, alert men as 
there are in the House. I tried to get something in the nature 
of a discharge rule, and we thought we were going to get 100, 
but orders came from the leaders which stiffened them to 150. 
Therefore, I made an appeal to the Democratie side. 

My friends, I thank you very much for listening to me so 
patiently. I wish to repeat that we have justified our contest 
by the attitude of the floor leader, by the Committee on Rules, 
by the support we have had from the Democratic Party, by the 
support we have had from the country, and in view of the 
assurances that we are going to get further opportunity to re- 
vise these rules, I ask you all to cooperate with us, Progres- 
sives, Republicans, and Democrats, and let us rival each other 
in now overhauling these rules so that we can serve our 
country. May the people's will prevail. [Applause.] 

Under leave to extend my remarks I herewith print the first 
speech I made on the rules of the House. I followed this Sep- 
tember 5, 1908. with a speech on the President's message and 
the rules of the House. A year later I made an address to the 
City Club of Chicago on the same subject. The address follow- 
ing was made to the people of my district: 

POWER or SPEAKER is ScoreEp—CONGRESSMAN NELSON Says New MEM- 
Ber Has LITTLE Vorce—Svurrexper Now is COMPLETE—IN ADDRESS 
AT WATERLOO DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE DECLARES MEN ATTAIN IN- 
FLUENCE ONLY THROUGH LONG TENURE. 

[From the Wisconsin State Journal, Madison, September 5. 1907.1 

WATERLOO, Wis., September 5.—Congressman JOHN M. NELSON, of 
Madison, and Secretary of State James A. FREAR were the principal 
speakers at the dedication of the flremen's park here yesterday. Mayor 
Becker will deliver an address to-day on good roads. 

One of the features of the program yesterday was the address of 
Congressman NELsox, who spoke of his experience in Congress detail- 
ing the mighty power of the Speaker of the House. He contended that 
all power had been surrendered by the Members from the forming of 
committees until now a new Member will not be recognized upon the 
floor of the House unless he has previously had a conference with the 
Speaker and related to him for what purpose he wished to speak. 

Mr. NELSON’s remarks follow: 


THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES AND ITS WORK. 


With your permission, I will speak to you on the subject of “ The 
Congress of the United States and its work.’ Having consented to say 
something on this occasion, I cast about in my mind for a suitable sub- 
ject. The theme I have chosen occurred to me because I have been 
asked the question frequently this summer, “ How did you find things 
in Congress?” It will also afford me as good an opportunity as I 
will have before the next session of Congress of defining my position to 
the people of the district on some matters of importance. Let me say 
here that after finding out what the Imitations and requirements of a 
Member of Congress are I marked out for myself last spring, as your 
servant, a line of special investigation and study, which I hope to 
pursue along with my official duties, without giving time or thought to 
political matters until after the next session of Congress has adjourned 
in June. My policy is, in brief: This year, public duty; next year, 
personal politics. At the proper time and in the proper way I will 
gladly render to the people of my district an accurate and full account 
of my stewardship. 

LONG PREVIOUS TRAINING NECESSARY. 

Now, what a new Member will find in Congress will largely depend 
upon what he brings with him, If he comes equipped with the seeing 
eye, the informed mind, the habit of study, the love of labor, the pur- 
pose to be right and to do right, he will find in it a field fertile with 
opportunity for service to the people of the district and to the country 
at large. 


I was using the gentleman's own interpre- 


THE VALUE OF PERSONAL EXPERIENCE, 


Was I disappointed in what I saw? Not exactly, but I was surprised 
in many ways. I thought I had a pretty clear previous conception of 
Congress and the things that might be expected to be met with there, 
but how far different is the reality from the picture one forms before- 
hand, 

When you see the proceedings of both the Senate and House at close 
range; when you study the operation of the rules of each House; when 
you see the Members face to face and note thelr varying qualifications, 
experience, and integrity; when you experience the conflicting claims 
that are made upon you by private interests on the one hand and the 
public good on the other; when you face the problem of voting as your 
conscience dictates or as the party organization demands, you get a 
truer conception of Congress and what constitutes success as a Member. 

I believe that it Is best for the Member and best for the district that 
the limitations and requirements of a Member of Congress should be 
known exactly as they are, for it is of the utmost importance to both 
the district and the Member that there shall be between them a mutual 
undertsanding and confidence, because the Member is the district or 
rather the trustee of the lawmaking power of the district in Congress. 


UNIFORM COURTESY BETWHEN MEMBERS. 


How does a new Member feel and how is he treated? Doubtless 
the first strong emotion experienced by the new Member, as he takes 
his seat among the mighty, is that of pardonable pride. You hear 
more or less said of Members of Congress by newspapers in a flippant, 
belittling sort of way, but I want to tell you that on the whole they 
come from the best and brainiest people of the land. A new Mem- 
ber or, as he is called, the “kid Member,” is treated by the older 
Members with uniform courtesy. Particularly do I like to express 
my appreciation of the kindness of my colleagues. I had known 
many of them beforehand, and I learned to know all of them quite 
well. I could not help but think after I had learned to know what 
royal good fellows they are that if the people could know our public 
men better and not merely as they are represented, there would be 
much less of the harsh personal criticism that is usual, especially in 
campaigns. 

SENIORITY 


But whatever may be the feeling of pride of a new Member at the 
beginning, he will feel humble enough when he finds how insignificant 
he is in comparison with the senior Members. He is assigned by the 
Speuker to the tail end of some unimportant committee, and must 
look forward to years and years of long service and hard work before 
he can reasonably expect to become a member of the more important 
committees, not to speak of possible chairmanships. 


THE RULES, 


You will searcely believe what I shall tell you about the rules of 
the House. They are arbitrary, complicated, and centralize power 
in the presiding officer more than the rules of any other legislative 
bedy in the world. Nothing surprised me more than these rules. They 
seem to be especially devised to give the new Member a shock and a 
rude awakening from his ambitious dreams, 


GOVERNS. 


NO RIGHT TO INITIATE LEGISLATION, 


Do you know that a Member has not the right to initlate legisla- 
tion? This is a startling statement, but It is true. The new Mem- 
ber may have come with some bill in his pocket that he wishes to pass, 
some measure that he regards of great public benefit. He may in- 
troduce the bill, I. e., file it with the Speaker, but he will have 
no knowledge or control over the reference of that bill. The Speaker 
will refer it as he sees fit. It will go to some committee, and there 
its chance of resurrection is one in fen thousand. However, let us 
presume that he is persistent, that he has friends on the committee, 
and that the Speaker does not interfere to keep the bill down. He 
may get it reported to the House and placed on a calendar. Now, 
the Speaker is in full control of its fate. It can only be called up 
with the Speaker's consent, for the Speaker not only controls the 
fate of the bill through the control of the floor, but, as the chair- 
man of the Committee on Rules, he also controls the order of business, 
Surely the people onght to know that the right to initiate legisla- 
tion no longer remains with the Members, but rests in the favor 
of the Speaker. 

Let me give you two illustrations of this power. Under Speaker 
Reed it was desired by a majority of the Members of his party to 
take up legislation with reference to the Panama Canal, In fact, 
a petition was handed him, signed by an overwhelming majority. 
But Speaker Reed “ stood pat.” 

There has been a growing sentiment in Congress for revision of 
tarif. Memorials have been received from State legislatures. Last 
session this sentiment crystallized. Congressman Cooper circulated a 
petition among Congressmen for immediate revision. My name is 
fourth on that list. But Speaker Cannon “stood pat” as to tariff 
legislation, 
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NO RIGHT TO THE FLOOR, 


Do you know that a Member has long since lost his right to the 
floor? The new Member does not know that. With a picture of the 
county board in his mind, or the State legislature, he thinks all he 
has to do is to say Mr. Speaker,” to have a chance to address the 
House. This is true in the county board and in the legislature; yes, 
it is true even in the United States Senate where senatorial cour- 
tesy controls, but it is not true in the House. The new Member may 
shout “Mr. Speaker,“ until he is black in the face; and, unless he 
bas risen on a question of privilege or to make a point of order, 
the Speaker will say “For what purpose does the gentleman rise?” 
and if he has seen the Speaker privately in his room, and gotten his 
consent to be recognized, the green Member will be promptly told 
that he is “out of order,” and will take bis seat amid the laughter 
of those who knew better. Surely, it is time that the people of the 
country knew that the right of recognition, the right to occupy the 
floor by a Member, and to address the House, has been surrendered 
years and years ago, and thaf the right of recognition rests entirely 
in the favor of the Speaker, 


RIGHT TO VOTE QUALIFIED. 


The new Member may think he certainly will have the right to vote 
as he chooses, but even here he will soon be made to realize that he 
has that right only in a qualified way. Measures are presented to 
him under suspension of the rules, or under the control .of the previous 
question, or under a report from the Committee on Rules, framed up in 
such a way, with no right to move amendments, that he frequently 
has little choice as to whether he votes aye or no. And again, on 
all party questions he finds that the party caucus aims to control 
his vote under the whip and spur of party regularity and party suc- 
cess. The Speaker is, of course, the impersonation of the party. 

ONE-MAN POWER. 


As the rules of the House, with the decisions of the Speakers, cover 
some 700 pages, and the parliamentary precedents as many more, I can 
only say now that careful study shows there has been a gradual surren- 
der of power on the part of the Members of the House from the time the 
Speaker was given the appointment of committees until the creation 
of the all-powerful Committee on Rules. This surrender by the Mem- 
bers has made the Speaker, whose office is barely mentioned in the 
Constitution. the greatest political force in the United States, not 
even excepting the President. Few realize this truth who are not 
Members of Congress unless they have read up on the rules of the 
House and the growth of the power of the Speaker. 

Perhaps I can give you no better picture of the situation than by 
asking you to imagine that the rules give the Speaker the power of 
hypnotism. Ile is enabled through the rules, whenever he sees fit, to 
render the minority party as helpless as if stricken with paralysis. 
Speaker Reed was asked, “ What is the function of the minority?” 
He said, with perfect candor, To constitute a quorum and to draw 
their salaries.” As to the majority, of which he is supposed to be 
the party chief, if the Speaker wills that they vote “aye,” all of them 
are expected to vote “aye”; if he wills that they vote “no,” they 
are expected to vote “no.” 


SREAKERS, MEMBERS, AND PEOPLE TO BLAME, 


For this condition of things no one in particular is to blame. It 
has been a gradual surrender of power on the part of the Members, or 
shall we say, a gradual encroachment on the part of many Speakers. 
This has been made possible on account of the changing membership. 
Bear in mind that about one-third of the Members at every session are 
new men. The party caucus, that adopts the rules, is held before 
Congress convenes. Now, what does a new Member know about the 
rules or how they ought to be revised? At the second session, an 
election having intervened, about one-third are “lame ducks ’’—1i. e., 
they have been defeated. What do they care about the rules or how 
they ought to be revised? The Members that remain in Congress for 
many years get to be ranking members of committees or chairmen, 
and they, with the Speaker as the pinnacle of power, become what is 
known as the House organization. Naturally, the leaders of the House, 
who are the lieutenants of the Speaker, do not care to change the 
rules, which give them the control of the House of Representatives. 

i MEMBERS RESTLESS UNDER RULES. 


If I read the temper of the Members rightly, the time is not far 
distant when there will be a righteous rebellion against the tyran- 
nical features of these rules. God speed the day! But, for the present, 
there are two powerful forces at work to quiet this rebellion among 
the Members. The one is the strong personal regard and affection 
that a majority of the Members, especially the older ones, have for 
Speaker Uncle Joe Cannon, who has now served 34 years as a 
Member of the House; the other influence is the feeling and the 
knowledge that it is not enough to inveigh against the rules, to tear 
down, we must be prepared to build up again, to put new rules in 
the place of the old rules, and this problem, in view of the immense 
business that must be done and the growing membership of the House, 
is no easy puzzle to solve. 


THEN NECESSITY OF STUDY AND INVESTIGATION, 


But if it requires years of service and long study to master the intri- 
eacies of the rules, which a Member must accomplish if he is to 
amount to anything, what must be said of the long experience required 
to enable one to have even a general knowledge of all the different 
branches of the Federal Government and of their exact needs, which is 
again imperatiyely necessary if he is to vote intelligently and rightly 
on the immense amount of appropriations? 

Did you ever stop to think that in one term of Congress the appro- 
priations just about amount to the value of all the property of the 
State of Wisconsin, real, personal, and mixed? How, then, can a 
Member vote on the expenditure of such a vast sum without an inti- 
mate knowledge of the departments and their needs, even to the details, 
which knowledge can only come from long service and careful, patient 
study? 

Mention is made of appropriations, but it is equally important to 
know what are the wants of the Government in other respects; how to 
strengthen and extend the departments, as, for instance, the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, which will be the great contest in the 
next Congress. Then, too, there are the questions of diplomacy, our 
relations to other lands, our island possessions, not to forget the tre- 
mendous demand that is made upon us, even in times of peace, by 
the friends of the Navy and of the Army. 


HAPHAZARD VOTING. 


It is a common mistake to think that the ‘Member has plenty of time 
to study each question as it comes up. Under the rules the fact is 
that only chairmen of committees, or those especially advised by 
the Speaker, know what measure will come up for consideration. The 
calendars are so large that no attempt is made to take up bills in 
regular rotation. The order of business is controlled by the Speaker 
and is governed by him through committees. The discussion is 
usually brief, and to some extent unreliable, for only the members 
of committees, as a rule, have had any opportunity to inform them- 
selves beforehand. This is, to my mind, the most vicious feature 
of the rules, In nearly every State legislature you know beforehand 
what is coming up, but calendars are no help to the Members of 
Congress at the present time. Therefore, if he is not pretty well in- 
formed by previous study and investigation, he usually votes with the 
party organization or as some other Member votes in whom he has 
implicit confidence. 


THE STRENUOUS WORK DEMANDS YOUNG MEN. 

Naturally the burden placed upon the working Members of Congress 
is very great. I say working Members, for there are many who do 
little more than draw their salaries. Indeed, there are Members who 
have not attended. Congress a single day of the entire session. I 
trust that it will not be considered immodest in me in pointing to this 
feature of my record; I never missed a roll call. But speaking of the 
work of the House, it is a striking fact that the working Members 
are largely young men. The average age of the Members of the last 
session, when elected, was 42 years, The average age at present is 
only 50. There are a very few old men in the House, and with but 
one or two exceptions, these have grown old in the service. Speaker 
Cannon is the best illustration of this fact. He became a Member 
at the age of 37, and has served 34 years. He is now 71 years of 
age. Congressman Payne, Means Committee, was 89 when he entered 
Congress. He is now 64 years old. Congressman Tawney, chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, the next highest in rank, was 37 years 
old when elected. He is now 52. Thus it will be seen that the 
speakership and the most important chairmanships were attained by 
Members who were young men when elected, but have remained long 
in the service, and even now are in the vigor of manhood. 


THE SOUTH ELECTS YOUNG MEN. 


The South wisely elected young men to the House. Thus the 
average age of the delegation from South Carolina, when elected, 
was 37. Not one of them is now over 50 years old. This will give 
them long service. In the event of a Democratic victory it will give 
the important committee assignments and chairmanships to the 
South. 

RANK OF WISCONSIN MEMBERS. 

It is interesting to note that, except in the second district, Wis- 
consin Members have held high rank on committees, due, without 
doubt, to long service. 

PRIVATE INTERESTS VERSUS PUBLIC GOOD. 

Nothing comes home with greater force to a Member of Congress 
than the constant conflict that is on between private interests and 
public good. This ranges all the way from the special interest of 
some person, or locality, to the special interest of corporations, or the 
trusts, at the top of which is the Steel Trust. It is remarkable in 
how many ways special interests seek to make a raid upon the Public 
Treasury, or to get some favorable legislation. For instance, in the 
last session the Steel Trust wanted harbors built, rivers improved, 
the work of the Geological Survey extended, under cloak of the 
public good, but in reality for Its private purposes, or it is constantly 
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looking after its interests in securing contracts. from the Government 


in the way of battleships. Illustrations might be drawn from the 
public lands, the coal fields, the forest reserve, or the tariff, but I 
named the Steel Trust merely as the more striking example of the 
whole class of gigantic. corporations or trusts. that have sought to 
control legislation im the past. It goes without saying, therefore, 
that the Member must be honest, he must be watchful, he must be 
informed, he must be steadfast, he must be unselfish, if he is to give 
faithful service to the people of his district and to the country. 


CONSCIBNCE VERSUS ORGANIZATION, 


Nut the most distressing experience comes to the new Member when, 
as it sometimes happens, he finds himself in disagreemnt with the party 
organization represented by the party leaders in the House. What 
shall he do? Shall he vote as the House organization demands or as 
his conscience dictates? He will see the arguments for and against 
somewhat In this light: If I vote with the House organization, I stand 
a chance of rapid promotion, which means good committee assignments, 
which means recognition by the party leaders, which means success, for 
the district I represent will judge me by the bills I pass and by the 
committees to which I am assigned. The district wants results. To 
vote as conscience dictates means party irregularity, means party dis- 
approyal, may mean failure. 

I am glad that I live in a district where the voters have been edu- 
cated to approve independent judgment. Let me give you three illus- 
trations of how this question was put to me repeatedly in the last 
session of Congress. The three bills I wish to mention are (1) the ship 
subsidy bill, (2) the 16-hour railway bill, (3) the Aldrich currency bill. 


THE SHIP SUBSIDY BILL, 


The pressure for ship subsidy legislation has been enormous for years. 
At the last session it culminated. Three Cabinet officers, the President, 
the Speaker, and the whole House organization were baek of it. Some 
very good arguments were made in favor of it, especially the necessity 
of keeping up our mail service, and of assisting the Navy with trans- 
pert ships in case of war. But the principle of voting subsidies to pri- 
vate interests does not appeal to me and 1 could not justify voting a 
subsidy of millions of dollars to shipping trusts under the guise of 
mail subventions; for cloak ft as you will, in the end I believe some 
shipping, trust would get the money. Tlence I voted “no” on every 
proposition. 

16-HOUR RAILWAY. BILD. 


Again the appeal has been made repeatedly to Congress to protect 
the railway men, who have been foreed into service 24 hours at a 
stretch, Now, I do not like to travel behind an engineer who has 
been 24 hours steadily at work and who, as it frequently happens, 
falis asleep at his post of duty through weariness of mind and flesh. 
And what I do not wish to do myself 1 do not want others to do. 
Hence when the La Follette bill came from the Senate I wanted to 
see effective legislation passed in the House. The substitute bill that 
came from the Interstate Commerce Committee I could not support in 
gowl conscience, although it was backed by the whole organization of 
the House, and, with a few other Republicans, E voted with the 
minority: against its passage under suspension of the rules. We 
blocked its way thus for a week. During that time the railway men 
had been active in bringing pressure to bear. The President threatened 
the proposed bill with the “big stick.“ The result was that the Com 
mittee on Rules reported a rule taking out the objectionable features; 
The bill then passed unanimously. 


THE ALDRICH CURRENCY BILL. 


There had been for some time an urgent appeal to Congress by the 
Treasurer of the United States to furnish him with bills of lesser 
denominations—ones, twos, fives, and tens. He spoke to me about it 
when I called at the Treasury, and I promised to yote for such a bill 
if it came up. He complained that it was being held wp in the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, of which Senator Aldrich is chairman, 
Finally, during the closing days, the Senate committee presented the 
bill, but onto it were grafted many other features. It gave the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury enormous pewer in. depositing public funds with 
national banks, 

. You know how frequently now he comes to the relief of the money 
stringency by making deposits in the national banks of New York and 
other great cities. Bear in mind that the national funds amount to 
hundreds of milliens placed on deposit with these banks; remember 
further that the State of Wisconsin gets 23 per cent of all daily bab 
antes of State funds deposited with banks. Senator Nelson presented 
an amendment to the Aldrich currency bill, providing that banks should 
pay 2 per cent om deposits, which was defeated. The bill eame over to 
the House, and its passage was moved under suspension of the rules, 
whieh gave us no chance to propose amendments, and only 40. minutes 
for debate, 20 on a side. The chairman of the committee took up the 
time on the Republican side. While I was in favor of some features of 
the bill I could not in good conscience vote for this bill as it stood, 
and therefore with six other Republicans I voted with the minority 


am rather proud of them myself, 


against the passage of the bill. However, it passed and became a law. 
Perhaps I was mistaken im my position, but baying resolved to vote 
aceording to the dictates of my conscience I voted as I huve told you. 


OTHER ILLUSTRATIONS, 


Let me giye you two illustrations of how a Member has to face the 
confilct between private interests and public good when it is difficult 
to see the dividing line. I selected the general service pension bill and 
the salary bill: 


GENERAL SERVICE. PENSION BILE. 


The requests for private pension acts from old soldiers have been 
enormous. When F took my seat in Congress I had in the neighborhood 
of 60 applications, and my predecessor had numerous bills pending. 
To meet pressure, and considering the fact that the old soldiers were 
fast dying off, a bill was reported granting to them what is known as 
a general service pension,” varying aceording to age. It was shown 
that this would not inerease the pensiom roll, begause the death rate 
of soldters has become very large and is increasing every year. By 
many this may be looked upon as a bounty from the Government to 
private persons, but I regard it rather as + payment in part for services: 
rendered. These old soldiers had risked life in fighting for their coun- 
try, and now that they are getting to be old and many of them ex- 
tremely needy I thought this was but a just recognition of their patri- 
otic service, and I gladly voted for the bill. 


SALARY BLL, 


Then the question of increasing the salary of the Members eame up. 
There had been no inerease for years. It was known that the cost of 
living had more than doubled. While I recognized the fact that the 
older Congressmen and Senators were worth more than $5,000 a year, 
I could not justify, as a new Member, if I voted for an inereased salary. 
Therefore you will find my name recorded as voting “ No.’ I never 
changed my position. While I have no fault to find with those that 
voted for it, I do belleve that the House made a mistake the second 
time the measure came up by not giving the country a record—an aye 
and no vote. By common consent between the leaders of the Demo- 
cratic minority and of the Republican majority a roh call was not 
demanded, no doubt for the reason that however just the Increase might 
be everyone who voted for it would be sure to have some carping can- 
didate barking at his heels to hound him out of affice, instinctively 
relying on the prejudice of many misinformed’ people. 


MY RECORD. 


It was not my desire to review my votes but to ilustrate some 
phases of what I found in Congress. I will be pleased; however, if 
you will look it up, for, conceding a mistake or two, on the whole 1 
There are two reasons why a voter 
should look into the record of his Representative; the one is that if 
the Member has voted right he may reeeive deserved approval, the 
other is that if he has voted wrong he may be turned out of office: 
Bad Members would be more careful how they voted if they thought 
that more than one out of a thousand voters would look up their 
record. 

TALK VERSUS WORK, 


In the House there is little opportunity for the talker. ‘The effective 
speeches are two, three, or five minutes long by members of the com- 
mittees or other well-informed legislators, ‘There are a few talkers, 
whom I do not care to name, who are bores becanse of their desire to 
“butt in” with a speech on every occasion. They are heartily dis- 
liked, and their influence, if they ever had. any, bas been completely 
destroyed by this ef@¥ing to speechify. The Member who comes to the 
front steadily is the Member who is in attendanee, who carefully re- 
views the reports, who studies the departments of Government, who 
knows exactly their needs, who reads up on publie questions in detail, 
who attends upon his committee meetings—in shori, who looks after 
the steady routine of work, making no particular effort to shine as a 
bright, eloquent star. The talkers are not the workers. Speech 
makers, as a rule, are merely time killers. The legislator who has an 
ungovernable craving to talk is a nuisance in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and those who defend the rules say that but for the wise 
limitations placed upon the tongue of the eternal talker business would 
be impossible, 

VOTING RIGHT. 


The supreme test of a Member's fitness to represent his constituency 
is, iow does he vote? If he is in bis seat day after day and votes 
right, he is a first-class Member. 

For campaign purposes various false and unfair tests are set up. 
The test of right voting is the only proper test. Above all else I would 
not care to be counted among those in Congress whe are known as 
“ windjammers.” 

In conclusion let me define the limitations and requirements as I 
found them and what constitutes success aw n Member. If to make 
good as a Member of Congress means to secure high committee assign- 
ments the first or second term; if to make good, means the securing 
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ot a chairmanship in one, two, or three terms; if to make good means 
the making of many speeches; If to make good means the breaking 
down single handed of established parliamentary laws and precedents, 


then success will not come to the new Member. 
make good, for no one can pick down stars. 

mut if a district is satisfied with a Member who is in his seat regu- 
jarly and never dodges a vote; who aims to study every question with 
care: who is exercising independent judgment in and out of Congress; 
who has but one purpose—to discover what Js right; who aims to be 
brond in his views, charitable in his judgment of his fellows, loyal to 
his district and yet just to all the rest of the country, such a new 
Member may well have an abiding confidence in his soul that he can 
and will make good. 

netween the people and their Representative there is an implied 
contract. If the Member does his best and attends to bis duties, he is 
entitled to the trust and confidence of his district for a reasonable 
period. He is entitled to a fair chance. In return the Representative 
must recognize that in being honored by the district as the trustee of 
the legislative power of 200,000 people, it is not for him to exploit 
his office in his own interests, but to give to the people of his district 
and to the whole country the fullest measure of service. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. Crisp: Page 5, line 16, after the word 
“aq” insert the word “ public,” and in Une 25 strike out the words 
“and fifty.” 


Mr. SNELL Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 

Mr, SNELL. I will say on behalf of the committee that the 
first part of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia was intended to be Included in this print, and we are 
quite willing to accept it. I ask unanimous consent that the 
first part of the amendment be agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. That is satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to agree to the first part of the amendment. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. SNELL. I wonder now if we can not agree upon some 
time for debate upon this amendment? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, there has been unlimited debate 
thus far, and no one has been restricted. Under the rules I 
am entitled to one hour. I think the House will agree that I 
am a rather short-winded horse, that I do not care to talk, and 
T do not like to talk any longer than is necessary. I should like 
to proceed under the rules of the House and not feel rushed 
for time. I assure the gentleman that I shall not take any more 
of the time of the House than I think is necessary to cover the 
subject, and I hope I shall not repeat my argument. 

Mr. SNELL. That is perfectly satisfactory and we appreciate 
the gentleman’s sentiment. We are willing that he should have 
all of the time he wants, but I am wondering if he could not 
come to some agreement on time. 

Mr. CRISP. As to any agreement, I shall, of course, acqui- 
esce in any that my leader makes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. How long does the gentleman expect to 
take? 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, if I am not interrupted, J doubt whether I 
shall consume any more than 15 or 20 minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, as far as I know 
at this time, the gentleman from Georgia will make the only 
argument that will be made upon this side. Something might 
occur in the course of the debate that would cause some one else 
to desire a few moments. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, without arrogating to myself any 
superior knowledge of the rules of the House over a number 
of its Members, I do want to assure my new colleagues that 
as time goes on they will find many of the rules a perfectly 
veiled mystery to them and they will be doomed to many per- 
sonal disappointments. The Constitution of the United States 
delegates to each branch of Congress the right to make its own 
yules, and it is very important to the membership of the House 
that they have the right kind of rules, and it is important to 
you new Members to contribute your part toward seeing that 
you have the right kind of rules, if you want to measure up 
to your high ambitions and ideals when you came to Congress. 
I think you would profit by taking the experience of some of 
the older ones who have seen the rules in practical operation. 

With the proposed amendment to the rules now being urged 
by Democratic Members of this House and supported by a 
number of friends on the other side, I believe you will have as 
good a set of rules as it is possible to have for a body of this 
magnitude, representing the great diversity of interests with 


He will be unable to 


which necessarily we have to deal, as our country is a great 
country with many conflicting interests. 

In the enactment of a law the cardinal principle for a legis- 
lative body to pursue is to consider the old law, the evil, and 
the remedy. In my judgment, that same rule of procedure 
should apply to a proposition to amend the rules of the House. 
What Is the old law? It has been frequently charged on the 
floor of this House that a majority of its Members could not 
work their will without a resolution, and the charge has been 
made in the press for many years that certain leaders, the 
steering committees, could thwart the will of a majority, could 
stack a committee so that a public matter, a matter of vast 
importance to the people, could never be brought on the floor 
of 115 House and the Members given an opportunity to pass 
upon it. 

After the revolution in the House along in 1910, when Mr. 
Cannon, our then able Speaker, was turned down and offered to 
resign, a discharge rule was provided. It was a delusion and a 
share. It was a sugar-coated pill, and all the old evils and bad 
taste of the original medicine were left, That rule was absolutely 
unworkable and never has worked up to this good hour. What 
is that old rule? It provides that a Member may file a motion 
for a discharge and that on certain days—the first and third 
Mondays—after the Unanimous Consent Calendar has been dis- 
posed of and after all motions to suspend the rules have been 
disposed of, that motion may be called up. If a majority of 
the House, by tellers, seconds the motion, then there could be 
10 minutes of debate on a side and a vote would then come on 
the: question of discharge, and if the House discharged, then 
the bill would go to the calendar, with no privilege and there 
abide its time and sleep serenely. 

Now, that was a long, circuitous, rocky road for the motion 
to travel. I have been here 10 years and I do not remember 
one single instance where any legislative bill has been dis- 
charged from a committee. Therefore you will agree with me, 
I am sure, that to say the least it was a delusion if it was not 
a spare. Now, what was the evil? The evil is that when 
men are elected to this great body, intrusted with legislative 
responsibility, they are entitled to have a chance to express 
their views on momentous public questions. [Applause.] Now, 
I have no sympathy with the argument made here privately that 
a workable discharge rule will make Members go on record. 
That it would be embarrassing to them at times. I think a man 
elected to this great body ought to be willing to take the re- 
sponsibility that goes with its membership [applause] and 
be willing to come out and express his views on public ques- 
tions. My colleagues, I drafted the substance of this discharge 
rule which you are soon to be called upon to vote upon. 

There are only a few changes made in the rule as drafted 
by me. One of them requires a petition to be filed with the 
Clerk and a duplicate given the Member that the Member could 
circulate. Under the rule as drafted originally there could be 
given copies of the resolution to different persons to circulate it. 
My attention was called to the fact that this was a very respon- 
sible duty of obtaining a motion to discharge; that the circula- 
tion ought to be confined to the membership of the House, so 
propagandists, and so forth, could not circulate it. I agree to 
that; I think it is right. I very readily sald I thought it was 
right to protect the House and that I was willing for the amend- 
ment to be adopted. The only other change was striking out of 
the rule the provision that it would be applicable in the last 
six days of the session as well as on the first and third Mon- 
days. I agree to that. I think it is an important change and 
perfects the rule, I think if a Member or 100 Members are in- 
terested in a bill pending before a committee and sit supinely 
by and do nothing until the last six days of the session they 
have been guilty of laches and negligence and should be stopped 
from complaining, and that in the last six days of the session 
that motion ought not to be in order, and before the Rules 
C mmittee I conceded it and said I thought it would be an im- 
provement to strike it out. : 

Mr. VOIGT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 

Mr. VOIGT. Do I understand the gentleman if his amend- 
ment propositions are adopted the rule will be satisfactory to 
him? 

Mr. GRISP. Yes. Well, I will guarantee if we adopt it and 
if you give me a numerical majority in this House I can do 
business. 

Mr. VOIGT. One more question. I notice in line 17, page 5, 
it is provided that one motion may be presented for each bill 
or resolution. Now, the prior part of the rule provides for 


presenting this motion to the Clerk. I have heard it stated on 
the floor here that the motion is not complete until 150 signa- 
The language in line 17, “that only 


tures have been obtained. 
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one motion may be presented,” evidently refers to the motion 
as contained in the beginning of the paragraph? ' 

Mr. CRISP. I do not think there is any conflict; I think it is 
perfectly clear that they dovetail into each other, and if the 
gentleman will give me a chance I will explain that. 

Mr. VOIGT. If the gentleman will pardon me, my point is 
this: Suppose a Member presents this motion to the Clerk and 
fails to follow it up by getting the 150 signers. Then, is not 
any other Member debarred from presenting a similar motion 
again? 

Mr. CRISP. No; I think that means you have not a complete 
Motion to discharge to start with. Until you have the neces- 
sary number of signatures the motion is incomplete. When 
you have the necessary number of signatures, then the motion 
to discharge is complete, and after that is done there can not 
be a second motion to discharge as to that same bill or resolu- 
tion. 

Now, gentleman, what does this rule provide—my mind has 
been taken off my point and I do not know exactly where I 
was—but what does this rule do? It provides on the first and 
third Mondays of each month, when all the conditions precedent 
have been complied with, that if shall. be in order, not after 
unanimous consent, not after suspension, but “ immediately” 
after the reading of the Journal on those days the Speaker 
must recognize these motions first. Now, it provides, if the 
House does not want to remain in session, that immediately 
after the reading of the Journal one motion to adjourn shall be 
in order, and when that has been voted down there can be no 
intervening business of any character until the motions which 
are on the calendar and called up have been disposed of. 
Under your rule in the last Congress you had unanimous con- 
sent, you had suspension, and you never reached a motion to 
di 


Mr. BLANTON: Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CRISP. I will, but I can not make any logical argument 
with constant interruptions. 

Mr. BLANTON. So as to clear up a misunderstanding. 
There is a misunderstanding about one p 

Mr. CRISP. I will yield. 

Mr, BLANTON. After the duplieation has been issued and 
a Member, if he sees fit, stops proceedings, he could not stop 
any other Congressman going to the Clerk's office at any time 
during the Congress, and whenever the 150 or 100 signatures 
were obtained it would bring up the matter? 

Mr. CRISP. Of course not; and I do net see how any man 
who reads the resolution could get that idea. 

Mr LaGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. I will. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. If a motion is made to adjourn and the 
House adjourns on that day, is that motion in order the next 
day? 

Mr. CRISP. No; if the House adjourns, that motion to 
discharge is in order only on the first and third Mondays, and 
if the House adjourns it is not in order on the next day. 
When those days arrive on those days after the House votes 
down a motion to adjourn it is in order to call up these motions 
pending on the calendar, and there shall be 20 minutes 
debate, and after the 20 minutes debate the House shall proceed 
to vote whether or not it will diseharge the committee: I 
thought that possibly the House might desire to discharge the 
committee and yet not,take up that day in the consideration of 
the bill as they might prefer to go on with the Unanimous 
Consent Calendar, 

So the rule provides that if the House discharges the com- 
mittee, then it is a motion of the highest order to move the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill or resolution; and if the 
House votes for the immediate consideration, then, of course, 
you go on with that bill until it is disposed of, and it displaces 
the Unanimous Consent Calendar. But if the House discharges 
a committee and then does not care to take up the bill for im- 
mediate consideration, but prefers to go on with the Unanimous 
Consent Calendar, Members can vote against immediate con- 
sideration, and the bill is then out of the committee; it is 
referred to the proper calendar of the House, clothed with all 
rights and privileges that it would have had, had the committee 
to which it was referred reported it favorably and put it on the 
calendar 


Mr. TILSON: Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TILSON. Suppose that the House decides to consider it 
and begins the consideration of it, and yet adjourns before the 
completion of the bill or resolution. What happens? Does it 
go on next day, Tuesday, or does it wait until the next sus- 
pension day? 


Mr. CRISP. I think it would go on until the next suspension 
day. But the gentleman from Connecticut will recognize that 
the whole scheme of this rule is to make it, under the orderly 
procedure, within the power of the majority of the House to 
work its will, and when a bill is up under this rule, if the 
House wants to go on with it to its conclusion, the House can 
refuse to adjourn. The House, instead of adjourning at a 
late hour, recesses, and the next day is the same legislative 
day, and the House can proceed on indefinitely to the disposal 
of it. It is simply in the power of a majority to do its will. 

Mr. TILSON. I think the gentleman’s interpretation is right, 
and E think the rule should be interpreted in that way. 

Mr. CRISP. There is another proposition. If the House dis- 
charged the committee and took the bill up for immediate con- 
sideration, then if the House wanted to go on to some other 
business the bill would be up under the rules of the House, 
and in my judgment clause 4 of Rule XVI would be in order; 
and when the bill is up, you could move to postpone it to a 
day certain, which is consideration, and pass it at some other 
time and not interfere with Calendar Wednesday. 

I do not believe, gentlemen, that this rule, if adopted with 
100 Members, will work hayoc with the proceedings of this 
House. If I thought so I would not stand for it. I am not 
an obstruetionist. I hope I am a constructionist. I believe in 
party government. I believe the majority party has the right 
to control. I believe the minority party has the right to smoke 
out the majority and make them face issues, make them vote on 
great public questions. I think the minority has the right 
itself to go on record, and that is all this rule will do. 

Now it is amply safeguarded. I listened with a great deal 
of pleasure to the remarks of my distinguished cousin, the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron], when he was referring to 
the great number of bills pending before the committees. I 
have not seen his list, but I will venture to say that 90 per 
cent of them are private bills, and this rule would not apply 
to them. It is one of the best evidences of my sincerity that 
I did not want a rule that would clog up the business of the 
House. In the rule which J drafted I confined the applieation 
of the rule to public bills and resolutions, and when F looked 
over this print I saw the word “public” was left out, and 
I offered an amendment myself to include the word “ public,” 
for I did not want the rule to apply to private bills. 

Now, gentlemen, if the rule is adopted, it simply gives 100 
Members the riglit 

Mr. LON GWORTH. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman 
how he arrived at the precise figures? 

Mr. CRISP. F was just coming to that. 1 am advocating 
100 Members. Why? I think it is a logical number under the 
general rules of the House. One hundred is your quorum in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
You wiil spend weeks and months, sometimes, in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with 100 as a 
quorum, considering tax bills that tax the people billions of 
dollars. You will spend weeks and months of your time, with 
100 as a quorum, considering appropriation bills that appro- 
priate millions of dollars. If it is competent for 100 Members: 
of this House to take weeks of their time taxing’ and appro- 
priating millions of dollars, is it not reasonable to say that 
100 Members of this House on two days in each month are 
entitled to have 20 minutes—20 minutes of the time of the 
Hotise—and one roll eall to see whether or not they desire to 
proceed to consider a public bill of sufficient importance to 
secure 100 Members, representing 100 districts of these United 
States? 

That is all that rule does: Some of my friends might think 
that if you provide for 100 Members it will lead to chaos; that 
the calendar will be choek full of motions to discharge and 
that no business can be done. I do not believe it. The rule 
will only apply to publie bills and resolutions, and I have 
too much respect for the membership of this Heuse to believe 
they would lend themselves or become a party to any such 
obstructionist proceedings; I believe this House, if it has this 
rule, will take it in good faith; I believe the membership of 
the House will appreciate the gravity of the situation, the 
responsibility upon them, and that they will sign only those 
motions of sufficient public interest to authorize them to de it; 
I believe the membership of this House will have the courage 
to say “no” when a petition is presented to them that they do 
not approve and will refuse to sign it. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. I yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I agree with the very able and 
admirable statement made by my friend; and in answer to the 
suggestion that this rule might operate to promote a filibuster, 
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have we not in mind the fact that in a short session of Con- 
gress, beginning in December and ending in March, there would 
be only six days on which the rule would be workable, and in a 
long session, beginning in December and ending in June, there 
would be only 12 days? 

Mr. CRISP. I have not considered the figures, but I have 
no doubt my colleague's calculations are correct. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; I yield. I am willing to yield for any 
questions that I can answer, because I have nothing to conceal. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I am asking this for In- 
formation. If a bill is brought out on petition, signed by 100 
Members, and is considered in the House, will it be possible 
for the House to recommit the bill? 

Mr. CRISP. Absolutely; the rule provides the whole pro- 
cedure. If the House should discharge a committee and pro- 
ceed to the immediate consideration of a bill, it would be 
considered under the general rules of the House. If you will 
turn to clause 4 of Rule XVI you will find that when a mat- 
ter is up for debate motions to refer, to postpone, et cetera, 
are in order, and it would simply be considered under the 
general rules of the House. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The question just asked by the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. JouNnson] is a very important 
one. It occurs to me it is possible to put a construction upon 
the language which might interfere with the successful working 
of the rule. 

I invite the attention of the gentleman from Georgia to the 
language in lines 10 and 11 on page 6, and the House shall 
proceed to its consideration in the manner herein provided 
without intervening motion—’ Now, suppose it ended right 
there. Then a motion to adjourn would not be in order. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, I will state to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Just a minute. Will the gentle- 
man permit me to make this observation? Suppose it ended 
right there. Certainly a motion to take a recess would not be 
in order because you can not take a recess except upon motion, 
and if no motion is in order then a motion to recess would not 
be in order. So I simply direct the gentleman’s attention to 
what I think might be a possible interpretation of this lan- 
guage, the manner herein provided without intervening motion 
except one motion to adjourn.” Now, ought not that to be 
followed by 

Mr. CRISP. I was going to say that I understand what is 
in the gentleman’s mind. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me 
to make a suggestion? After the word “adjourn” in line 12 
ought not this language to follow, after a semicolon, “but the 
House hy = recess may continue the legislative day. 

Mr. CRISP. I think the House may do that anyway, and 
I am frank to say that in my draft I included right at that 
place the proposition that no other intervening motion of any 
kind was in order; that the Rules Committee redrafted and 
slightly changed, but without, in my judgment, changing the 
substince at all of what I wrote, except as to the manner 
of filing the petition, striking out the last six days and sub- 
stituting 150 for 100. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. You provide that if a bill is not taken up 
immediately it shall go on the proper calendar and shall be 
“entitled to the same rights and privileges that it would have 
had had the committee to whom it was referred duly reported 
same to the House for its consideration.” Now, then, when 
Calendar Wednesday comes, who will call up that bill? If the 
committee has refused to report it, then when it comes to Cal- 
endar Wednesday it is natural to suppose that the committee 
would refuse to call it up, so do you not think you ought to 
protect the proponent of the bill by providing that it may be 
called up by the proponent of the bill? 

Mr. CRISP. That may be worthy of consideration, because I 
have the highest respect for the intelligence and judgment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina. But, gentlemen, to my 
mind the Speaker of this House, who is eminently fair, and the 
chairmen of these great committees of the House, in my judg- 
ment, when the House has adopted rules will construe that those 
rules are binding upon them, and that they will give them the 
interpretation which was intended. And in the case mentioned 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. STEVENSON] I be- 
lieve the chairman of that committee on Calendar Wednesday 
would call up such a bill even if he did not believe he could 
defeat it. Gentlemen, we are sailing on an uncharted sea, so 


far as this discharge rule is concerned, because it is a workable 
rule, and when you are on any uncharted sea you do not know 
all the contingencies that are going to arise. But if vou put 
this rule into operation, gentlemen, and it is working—and it 
will work—and these obstacles occur, then you can take such 
action as will result in removing them. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Do you think a question of con- 
sideration could be raised on this bill at any stage after the 
House has voted to take it up? 

Mr, CRISP. I do not think a question of consideration could, 
because you have just voted on the question of consideration 
and the House has decided to consider it, Therefore, when 
it is up, you could not raise a second motion for consideration. 
Here is the rule. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Suppose it comes on Calendar 
Wednesday ; could it be raised then? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not think so. Here is the rule: 


When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but 
to adjourn, to lay on the table, for the previous question (Which mo- 
tions shall be decided without debate), to postpone to a day certain, 
to refer, to amend, or postpone indefinitely— 


And so forth. 

Therefore, if the House discharges a committee and takes 
it up and it is being considered under the general rules of 
the House, the general rule of the House which I have just 
read will apply to it. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. What I had in mind was this, 
and perhaps the gentleman did not understand me: Suppose 
the House concludes not to take it up and it goes on the cal- 
endar, and then it is called up on the calendar, then a ques- 
tion of consideration can be raised, can it not? 

Mr. CRISP. I think so. In other words, gentlemen, this 
rule is not intended to give, and does not give, a bill per se 
any greater privileges than it had if that bill had been re- 
ported from the committee to which it was referred. If the 
committee reported the bill, if it was not a privileged bill it 
would not be privileged on the calendar. If it was not a 
privileged bill and the committee refused to report it, and it 
is discharged, unless the House proceeds to immediate con- 
sideration of it, it takes its place on the calendar, nonprivi- 
leged, with no superior rights than it would have had had it 
been reported from the committee. 

In substance that is the rule. I do not believe it will give 
trouble. I do not believe the Members, in sufficient numbers, 
will be a party to simply signing motions in order to clog the 
calendar. I do not believe you can get 100 signatures to a 
bill unless it is of great importance, but I am frank to say that 
if the number of 100 is adopted and it is proven to be a Pan- 
dora’s box, if it is interfering with the orderly procedure of 
this House, 1 will join with the other Members of this House 
in amending it by increasing the number, for I would not pro- 
pose a rule that I would not be willing to stand for if we were 
in the majority, and when I drew it I confidently expected 
we would be in the majority in the next Congress, 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I simply want to say that I 
can give the same assurance. As a member of the committee 
I would not stand for a rule that would not be workable. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, gentlemen, I have talked longer than 1 
intended. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, CRISP. I Will. 

Mr. McSWAIN. On the question of the reasonableness of 100 
signatures to put a numerical majority of the Members of the 
House on record, under what is referred to as the “smoking- 
out rule,” the Constitution itself provides that one-fifth of the 
House may demand and compel a yea-and-nay vote. An actual 
one-fifth, if all the Members were present, would only be 87, 
so the rule is still more liberal than the Constitution itself, 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; I think so. The Constitution assumes that 
the membership is going to be here, and the Constitution says 
one-fifth of those present can demand the yeas and nays, but 
the great Constitution, and to my mind it is the greatest docu- 
ment ever written on earth, does not give this House a chance 
to go on record unless some committee reports out a bill or 
unless you take a bill away from a committee and get it be- 
fore the House for consideration. 

Now, gentlemen, you want a workable discharge rule. Here 
is one. If you adopt it, and you will let me supplant the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. LonawortH] for a few minutes and be the 
leader of the majority on these days, I will guarantee I will 


1924. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


969 


do business. If you will give me the votes, I can take this rule 
and I will do business all right, Under your present rules, if a 
committee does not report out a bill without a revolution, you 
can not get it away from them and therefore you can not vote. 
If a committee has reported a bill out and it is on the calendar 
and it is not a privileged bill and the leaders of the House say, 
“No; we will not give you a special rule to consider it,” without 
a revolution 250 Members of this House can not get it up. I 
grant you that with a revolution you can do anything, but under 
the rules without that you can not get it up. But if you adopt 
this rule, you can. Suppose there is a bill on the calendar and 
you want to consider it and you can not get a special order for 
it. I could sit down and I could write a special order providing 
that on a certain day this bill should be taken up and given 
privileged status and considered, and I could send that rule to 
the Committee on Rules, and suppose they pigeonholed it and 
determined to let it sleep, sleep, and sleep. On the first and 
third Mondays I could have a motion to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and if the House would vote with me I would 
discharge them, and then when it was discharged I could move 
to have immediate consideration of that special rule giving 
this bill a privileged status making it immediately in order, 
and if the House voted with me, it would be privileged and your 
bill would be considered. There is no way to stop it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. CRISP. I will. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Under the provisions contained 
in lines 14 to 18, page 5, suppose a Member who is opposed to a 
bill should file a motion in the Clerk’s office to bring it out of 
the committee. When the duplicate is handed to him he will 
not procure signatures. And yet you say only one motion can 
be filed, 

Mr. CRISP. To start with. I do not believe there is a Mem- 
ber of the House who would be guilty of that procedure. I 
think Members are above that; but if they did do it, the original 
is filed with the Clerk in the Clerk’s office, and every Member 
of the House would have the inalienable right to walk in and 
sign the original. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Lines 24 and 25 state that after 
150 Members have signed the petition and duplicate the motion 
shall be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. CRISP. Let me say to the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
I never drafted that exact language. It has been changed— 
I know what the gentleman means, but I think the wording is 
clear, It means that where 150 men have signed—that when 
the total of 150 men have signed—both the original and the 
duplicate it is effective. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
say so? 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. One of the objects in referring the bill to 
a committee and the invariable rule has been to give those 
of the country who are in favor of the legislation and those who 
are opposed to it an opportunity to come before the committee 
and be heard. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; and this rule does not interfere with it. 
This rule is only applicable after it has been before the com- 
mittee for 30 days. Then if the motion is offered it must be 
on the printed calendar for 7 days. The shortest time that 

ou can really get the bill from the committee is after they 
hase had it 37 days. 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield again in connection 
with the same subject? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. When the transportation act which resulted 
in the Esch-Cummins law was before the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, the committee held hearings every 
day that it could be in session from the Ist of July until into 
October. So the gentleman can see that if the rule had been 
in force at that time, when every hour of our time was occupied 
in important hearings for those months, our committee could 
have been discharged from the consideration of many impor- 
tant bills. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not concede that. The gentleman has a 
very different idea of the membership of this House than I 
possess. The membership here is composed of big, sensible men, 
business men, and they are not going to do a ridiculous and 
foolish thing. If a motion was made to discharge a committee 
from the consideration of a bill that the committe was working 
upon honestly and sincerely, giving the people hearings, I do 
not believe you could get 10 men in this House to vote to 
discharge the committee, 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

Mr. CRISP. Les. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Would not that theory which 
the gentleman has just stated make unnecessary the bill of 
rights in the Constitution, and the requirement that everybody 
in a fiduciary capacity should furnish a bond, on the ground 
that you are reflecting on the integrity of certain men in public 
office when you require them to give bonds for the faithful 
performance of their duties, and that you are reflecting on 
men in public office by having a bill of rights in our Constitu- 
tion to protect the liberties of the people? Daniel Webster 
said that the struggle for ages has been to rescue liberty 
from the grasp of executive power. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will ask a question, then. The 
gentleman made considerable of a speech in answering the other 
question. 

Mr. CRISP. But I had the floor. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me 
to go back to Lines 14 to 18, inclusive? 

That permits any man to file a motion with the Clerk to 
discharge a committee, and it does not permit another Member 
to file a motion. Only one man may be permitted to file a 
motion on each bill or resolution. Therefore if an enemy of 
the bill or proposition should file a motion to discharge a com- 
mittee and take it down to the Clerk’s oflice, nobody might know 
about it until some Member in favor of the bill should seek to 
file another motion and be denied that privilege because of this 
rule I have read. 

Mr. CRISP. When the motion comes up before the House 
that motion could not die or become functus officio unless the 
majority of the House voted against it. If 100 signers had 
passed on it—opposed to the motion, if you please—if a ma- 
jority of the House wanted it, it could adopt it. I wrote the 
provision in the rule that only one motion should be in order, 
and I did it to answer the objection that it was throwing a 
monkey wrench into the machinery and interfering with the 
public business, which I did not desire to do. I thought that 
when the House had had one fair, square vote as to whether 
they would discharge a committee that that was sufficient, and 
a second motion ought not to lie. 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman does not seem 
to have in mind the exact proposition. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the errone- 
ous conception. My conception is that the motion to discharge 
does not become ative until 100 Members have signed it and it 
is placed on the calendar. Before that it is incubating, so to 
speak. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does not that make it unneces- 
sary to get signatures? If the enemy of a proposition may 
file a notice of a discharge of a committee and take it down 
to the Clerk’s office, and his motion can not be signed in any 
other office than the Clerk’s office, he can keep secret as long 
as he pleases the fact that he has filed the motion. Gradually 
it will be discovered that there is a motion down there, but no 
other Member, no friend of a measure, could file another. 

Mr. CRISP. I answer the gentleman by saying that when I 
drafted the original resolution I did not have that in it, but 
the gentleman will recognize that I am not on the Committee 
on Rules. I could not control the action of the Committee on 
Rules, and in legislation you must take the best that you can 
get. I am not yet prepared to say that the committee’s amend- 
ment in that respect is not better than my own original propo- 
sition; and, in any event, I acquiesced in it, and I am standing 
with the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Was it the intention of the Committee on 
Rules that 100 or 150 Members, the number stated in the reso- 
lution, should sign either the motion or the duplicate? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sxetxr], 
the chairman of the committee, is 21 years of age, and I shall 
let him answer for himself. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think the gentleman catches the 
point of the question. Is it intended that the 150 Members 
shall sign both? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not think the committee means that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the language should be corrected. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not think the committee means that, but 
let the chairman answer for himself. 

Mr. MORGAN. It states in line 25 “after 150 Members have 
signed the motion and duplicate.” 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, I 
stated in my original statement that it was not intended to 
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sign both, but if they had 150 names on either one or both 
together it would be satisfactory, and we will try to make that 
language plain to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN, In other words, the gentleman expects to 
amend the language? 

Mr. SNELL. We expect to amend it in that respect. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I have trespassed upon your 
time longer than I intended, but I am sure you all know the 
reason. I could not make the logical argument to you that I 
had hoped to make. I had rather fixed views and I preferred 
to present them in a logical way, but with the interruptions 
that have occurred it was impossible, and yet I do not know 
Dut that it is better in the long run, because I have answered 
frankly to the best of my ability all questions that have been 
propounded. I have been open and frank, and in conclusion I 
will say that if you adopt this rule you will have a live, work- 
able motion for discharge, and that a majority can do business. 
[Applause.] 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following messages 
from the President. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SAMUEL RICHARDSON. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report respecting a claim against the 
United States presented by the British Government for the 
death on November 1, 1921, at Consuelo, Dominican Republic, 
of Samuel Richardson, a British subject, as a result of a bullet 
wound inflicted presumably by a member or members of the 
United States Marine Corps, with a request that the recom- 
mendation of the Acting Secretary of the Navy as indicated 
therein be adopted, and that the Congress authorize the appro- 
priation of the sum necessary to pay the indemnity as sug- 
gested by the Acting Secretary of the Navy. 

I recommend that, in order to effect a settlement of this 
claim in accordance with the recommendation of the Secretary 
of State, the Congress, as an act of grace and without reference 
to the legal liability of the United States in the premises, 
authorize an appropriation in the sum of $1,000. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE Wuite House, January 14, 1924. 

The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INTERNATIONAL STATISTICAL BUREAU AT THE HAGUE, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I invite the attention of Congress to the accompanying report 
of the Seeretary of State concerning legislation that will enable 
the United States to maintain a membership in the Inter- 
national Statistical Bureau at The Hague. 

The Secretary of Commerce attaches much importance to the 
work of this bureau and upon United States membership there- 
in. I therefore recommend the enactment of the legislation 
suggested by the Secretary of State as in the public interest. 

z CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

Taes Warre Houser, January 14, 1924. 

The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. 


To the Congress of the United States: 

In accordance with the requirements of section 6 of the 
trading with the enemy act, I transmit herewith for the infor- 
mation of the Congress a communication from the Alien Prop- 
erty Custodian, submitting his annual report of the proceed- 
ings had under the trading with the enemy act for the year 
ended December 31, 1923. z 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe Warre House, January 14, 1924. 

The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce and, with the accompanying document, 
ordered to be printed. 

> LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent (at the request of Mr. WILsoN of 
Louisiana) Mr. LAzaro was granted leave of absence for one 
week, on account of important business, 

Mr. Dupré. was granted leave of absence for one week, on 
account of important business. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. ALMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
be given fiye days from this day in which to revise and extend 
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remarks I made last Thursday in connection with the disposal 
of Muscle Shoals. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks mani- 
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
Sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. SNELL. Reserving the right to object, is it the gentle 
man's own remarks? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. My own remarks, statistics ex- 
Plaining the tax question. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 


STATISTICS EXPLAINING THE TAX QUESTION, 


Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, under the leave 
granted me to extend my remarks in the Recorp I insert the 
following: 


Table showing numerical comparison of tewpayers. States 2 
the latest atailable statistics 72 9 the Aa Deportni. 2s 


[The first column of figures represents the number of rsons in 
each State who paid Federal taxes in 1921; the second colnten repre- 
sents those who will receive a greater reduction in their taxes under 
the Democratie plan than under the Mellon plan; and the third column 
represents those who will receive a greater uction in their taxer 
under the Mellon plan than under the Democratie plan.] 
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THE HOUSE RULES. 


Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks on the subject of the reso- 
lution pending, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, under the 
permission granted to extend my remarks, I desire to print the 
speech of the Hon. Swagar Sherley, of Kentucky, delivered in 
hase House on March 31, 1910, proposing an amendment to the 

es: 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall violate a rule heretofore ob- 
served by me in now taking advantage of general debate to speak 
about a matter not involved in the consideration of the pending bill, 
but inasmuch as the matter is to my mind: of first importance, and I 
desire Members to be thoroughly familiar with the position I shall take 
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before proceeding to bring It to the House for action, I take advan- 
` tage of the liberality of general debate to discuss an amendment that 
I haye offered to the rules of the House. I have never been one of 
those extreme critics of the rules who believe that they are the em- 
bodiment of all evil; neither do I belong to that class of men who 
see in them the perfection of parliamentary procedure. Somewhere 
between the two extremes of those positions it seems to me lies the 
truth as to the rules of the House. They have but recently been 
the cause of a confilct in many ways the most memorable that the 
country has witnessed in years, and I for one would not desire in any 
way to minimize the importance of the victory then achleved in behalf 
of the freedom of the House. That victory from the standpoint of 
the moral effect that it has had, if from no other, is a very great 
victory. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Tt has demonstrated that a majority of the House can free itself 
from the tyranny of the rules and give expression to its will. But 
now that the tumult and the shouting dies, it is apparent that if we 
are to obtain full benefit of this moral victory we must go on to a 
reform more vital than the change in the number and manner of 
selection of the members of the Committee on Rules. I for one do 
not believe that you can ever change the vice of a system by changing 
the personnel of those called upon to administer that system, If 
the present rules of the House are as faulty as claimed, they can not 
be remedied simply by changing the personnel of committees, Your 
Committee on Rules does not become an ideal committee by taking the 
Speaker or any other person off that committee and putting other men 
thereon. It does not become an ideal committee by changing Its 
number from 5 to 10, or any other number, It may be that par- 
ticular relief may be had at a particular time by a change of personnel. 
It may be that one man or one group of men will be more responsive 
to the wishes of the House than another man or another group of 
men; but it must always remain that, if that committee has within 
its power opportunity to deny to the House its real rights, it may 


at some future day exercise that power just as tyrannically as it may | 


have been exercised in the past, and I for one like no more 10 mas- 
ters than I like 5 or like 1. Now, the justification of the Rules 
Committee—and it is the real political committee of the House—in a 
body composed of many Members, dealing with many subject-matters, 
is the need of clearing the legislative track for those matiers that are 
considered of primal importance by those charged with responsibility 
in the House. So far as it performs that function it earns and deserves 
its place in the organization of the House; but the Rules Committee, 
when it fails to operate, leayes this House in this singular position, 
that under an orderly procedure of the House to-day there is no way 
for a majority of its membership to bring forth for consideration and 
action some matter if the committee to which it has been referred is op- 
posed to that matter and the Committee on Rules is also opposed to it. 
Take any particular bill. Take the parcels-post bill as an illustration. 

If to-day a majority of the House desired to bring forward a parcels- 
post bill—to discharge the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads from the consideration of that measure and to make it u special 


order—there is no way that I know of under the rules of the House , 


by which it can be done in the absence of a special rule brought in by 
the Committee on Rules, and if the Committee on Rules happens to be 
of the same opinion, we will say, as the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, of opposition to the measure, a majority in this House 
will wait in vain for an opportunity to bring it forward and put it upon 
its passage. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. FISH] some days ago placed his 
finger upon the one vital defect in the rules when he called attention 
to that situation. And I have proposed here a remedy that I believe 
will cure that fatal defect; and before I read the proposal and go into 
a discussion of its rather intricate terms I desire to answer the con- 
tention that is frequently made to any change in the rules, namely, 
that thereby you destroy party government. I for one am a believer in 
party government. I believe that the party in majority in the House 
of Representatives has been given by the people the responsibility for 


legislation, and, generally speaking, they, and they alone, should legis- | 


late, I desire no legerdemain by which a lesser number can outvote a 
greater number. But it is not necessary or right that the majority 
party should be so absolutely in control as to permit a majority of the 


majority to prevent legislation on any matter, notwithstanding a ma- 


jority of actual Members in the House favor such legislation. 

1 have no particular criticism of a majority of a party that by a fair 
caucus binds its dissenting minority to a specific proposition and 
thereby retains its legislative majority, but I protest against a system 
of rules that enables a majority of a party to prevent members of that 


party, who are unwilling to be bound by a party caucus, from acting | 
with a minority party to form a legislative majority and enact laws | 


they believe to be necessary. 

Now, if it weré possible by the people at each election to determine 
all the questions that come here for consideration and settlement, I 
would have less objection, even, to that situation, because then, if a 
majority of the party in control saw fit in caucus or otherwise to have 
their party take a particular position, the people would have their 


remedy at the ensuing election, and if they did not agree with that 
position they might turn that party out of power. But it is not true 
that the remedy of the people at the polls is a complete remedy, and 
the reason it is not true is this pertinent fact. During my life I do not 
recall a single election strongly contested that ever settled more than 
one question at the time. Take any of the great fights between the two 
parties and you will find that the people expressed approval or dis- 
approval of a particular party according as they viewed a single ques- 
tion the one or the other way. But when we come here to legislate 
there are many questions besides the one great question that the people 
have passed their verdiet on, and it is not right that as to those ques- 
tions—questions frequently, though they have in some particulars a 
partisan aspect, not really partisan—should be subject to the will of 
a majority, but a minority of the House. 
We need not fear that by liberalizing the rules we shall destroy party 
government, The danger, rather, is that by slavish adherence to party 
| we may deny the people's rights. The tendency of every Member is to 
determine all doubts in favor of party regularity, and as to those 
matters on which the people have spoken there will be no trouble in a 
majority party holding its strength and by caucus settling questions of 
detail. When men are not willing to be bound by caucus it will gen- 
erally be found that the proposition is not one on which the opposing 
parties were at issue before the people or it is a time of party disso- 
lution that no machinery of rules can prevent. 

Now. I have provided by an addition to the rules that once a month 
the House Itself shall in substance be a committee on rules, that it may 
then and there declare what it thinks ought to be brought forward and 
| given precedence. And in order that I may have the committee under- 
| stand the exact provisions of the resolution I shall now read it. 

“There shall be a calendar designated as the Rules Calendar.“ Any 
Member may, in writing, present to the Clerk a motion to discharge the 
Committee on Rules from further consideration of any resolution relat- 
ing to a public bill or resolution that may have been referred to that 


| committee six days prior thereto, and such motion shall be placed on 
said Rules Calendar. Upon the legislative day of the second Thursday 
| of each month, immediately after the reading of the Journal, the mo- 
tions printed on the Rules Calendar shall be read in the order of their 
presentation to the Clerk, and as each motion is read the Speaker shall 
appoint two tellers, one from the majority side of the House and one 
from the minority side of the House, and the question on seconding the 
motion shall at once be determined by a teller vote without intervening 
motion or debate. If a majority shall second the said motion there 
shall be five minutes’ debate on a side, after which, without intervening 
motion, the question shall be taken upon the motion to discharge the 
Committee on Rules, and if the motion be decided in the affirmative the 
resolution shall be placed on the House Calendar with the same privi- 
| lege as it the same had been reported by the Committee on Rules: Pro- 
vided, howerer, That no bill or resolution privileged under the rules 
shall be called up on the legislative day of the second Thursday of any 
month until the House shall have acted on all motions on said Rules 
Calendar.” 

Now, the effect of that is this: A Member desires to get a particular 
measure up for consideration, either a matter now on the calendar 
which could not be reached in the ordinary way or a matter that is 
| being pigeonholed in the committee. He presents to the Committee on 
| Rules a resolution that upon the adoption of this resolution such and 
| such a committee shall be discharged from further consideration of a 
given bill and that the same shall be made the special order at a given 
date if it be a bill that has not been reported, or if it be on the calendar, 
that on the adoption of this rule such bill shall be made the special 
order at a given time, or make whatever provision he sees fit in order 
to permit an early consideration and determination of that matter 
by the House, 

It is Immediately referred to the Committee on Rules. That com- 
mittee not agreeing with his proposition, declines to report it. Under 
the present system he is at the end of his rope. He can only “cuss” 
the committee. Now, if this rule is adopted at the end of six days he 
instructs the Clerk to place upon the Rules Calendar a motion to dis- 
| charge the Committ n Rules from further consideration of his reso- 
| lution, and upon Yo day of the second Thursday—and I 
make it the legislative day, in order, if the House desires, it may have 
| plenty of time; it may recess and continue that legislative day—upon 
this legislative day, immediately upon the reading of the Journal, the 
Speaker calls the first of those motions that are upon the calendar. 

Immediately, without debate, without the slightest delay of time, 
the motion to discharge the committee must be seconded by tellers. 
Now, the reason for that is this: You must have a quick method of 
disposing of matters of this kind if you would dispose of any number 
| of them on this day. Not only is that true, but it ls manifest that the 
ordinary procedure of the House ought not to be interrupted by this 
unusual process unless there is a real desire on the part of the mem- 
bership of the House to proceed. If a majority of those present are not 
willing to second the motion; if the matter can not have strength 
sufficient to bring a majority to its support, then the time of the House 
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ought not to be wasted with speech making and unnecessary roll calls 
on the consideration of the matter, and it must fall back into the ruck 
and take its chances with the thousands of other things; but if the ma- 
jority are willing to second the motion, then, immediately, there shall 
be five minutes’ debate on a side on the motion to discharge the com- 
mittee.. That debate is limited also to prevent undue delay. It is 
assumed that if the proposition is of sufficient importance to have this 
House arrest the ordinary procedure and make it preferential it is a 
matter sufficiently known to the membership to warrant the House in 
having an opinion as to whether it is willing to go any further. 

- Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman will permit me, I want 
to ask him two questions for Information. Does this rule look simply 
to the discharge of the Committee on Rules from the consideration of 
the bill, or does it go to the discharge of the Post Office Committee, that 
you cited, at the same time? 

Mr. SAERLEY. It dees both; but one first and then the other, as the 
result of the other discharge. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Another question: Do you think five minutes’ 
debate is sufficient? 

Mr. SHERLEY, I think if the gentleman will permit me to follow my 
explanation he will receive an answer to that question. 

Mr. Hayes, Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr, SHERLEY, I should like to go on for a minute or two, and then I 
will be glad to yield to any gentleman. 

After five minutes’ debate is had on the motion to discharge the 
committee—not to adopt the resolution, but to discharge the com- 
mittee—a vote shall then be had. That vote can be taken by roll call, 
if it becomes necessary, and then you get a record vote. 

Now, if the majority of the House agrees to the motion to discharge, 
the resolution is not thereby adopted, but the resolution is then placed 
upon the House Calendar, with the same privilege it would have had 
if it had been reported by the Committee on Rules. In other words, it 
has the very highest privilege. It gives to the House the same power 
to bring up that matter that 10 members of the Committee on Rules 
now have. 

Now, I provide that on this second Thursday neither the Committee 
on Rules, nor the Committee on Appropriations, nor any other com- 
mittee shall call up a bill so long as there is anything on the Rules 
Calendar undisposed of, the reason for that being apparent; otherwise, 
the moment you got the Committee on Rules discharged from con- 
sileration of a particular resolution the man who was the propounder 
of the resolution or any Member who was advocating it might im- 
mediately bring it to the consideration of the House under the high 
privilege it would have and thus cut off any opportunity to have other 
motions to discharge brought up. 

So I have provided that during that legislative day such privileged 
matters would not be in order if there be any motion to discharge on 
the Rules Calendar which is undisposed of. But the next day the gen- 
tleman who has offered the resolution from which the Committee on 
Rules has been discharged could rise in his place, as we have often 
seen the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dalzelll 
rise in his, and say: Mr. Speaker, I call up a privileged resolution.” 
Te could then move the previous question upon that privileged resolu- 
tion; and in that event, under the rules of the House, there having 
been no debate upon the privileged resolution, if the previous question 
be ordered, there would be 20 minutes’ debate on a side and a vote 
would then come on the adoption of the resolution. Or, if the gentle- 
man sees fit, he could enter into a discussion of the resolution, and is 
entitled to an hour, and he could then move the previous question; and 
if it be adopted, the question then comes upon the adoption of the 
resolution; or he could yield the floor and let some one else take it. 
On that day the conditions will be no different from the situation which 
confronts the gentleman from Pennsylvania when he presents a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Rules. The resolution which is 
finally adopted may have provided anything that the mover of it saw fit 
to provide and which the House has agreed to. This brings me directly 
to an answer of the question of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Suppose I want to get any particular bill from any committee. There 
is some bill in the Judiciary Committee that I know is not going to 
be reported from that committee. I desire to that up, and believe 
that a majority of this House are with me on t proposition. 

I provide in my resolution that goes to the Committee on Rules 
that upon its adoption the Judiciary Committee shall be immediately 
discharged from further consideration of that bill and that the House 
shall go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill, 
if it requires consideration in Committee of the Whole; that general 
debate of such a length of time shall be had upon it, after which the 
bill shall be read for amendment; and then at a given hour the bill 
shall be reported back with amendments to the House, which shall im- 
mediately proceed to the consideration and final disposition of the biit 
without intervening motion. That might be a rather drastic rule. It 
might resemble very much some of the rules which my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dalzell] has offered in this House, but 
that would be entirely within the control of the man who drafts the 
resolution. If I do not want to go that far, or do not think that the 


matter is of sufficient importance for the House to go that far, I can 
simply previde in my resolution that the Committee on the Judiciary 
shall be discharged from further consideration of the bill and that it 
shall be placed on its appropriate calendar, and then, after the dis- 
charge of the Committee on the Judiciary and the adoption of the res- 
elution, the bill would be reached like other bills that are reported out 
of a committee. This, in effect, as I stated in the beginning, gives to the 
House all of the great powers of the Committee on Rules once a month 
and enables a majority of this body to put its hand upon any plece of 
legislation that it sees fit, drag it out from the committee that has 
undertaken to smother it, and give it the Nght of day and put it upon 
its passage, either for adoption or for defeat. [Applause.] 

Mr. Kerrpr. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the gentleman state 
whether there is anything in the proposed rule to take a bill off the 
calendar to which it has gone, where it rests as in a graveyard. 

Mr. Suerney. Unquestionably. All yon have to do then is to pro- 
vide in your resolution that such and such a bill on any calendar shall 
be made a special order on a given day. There is absolutely no inci- 
dent or circumstance of which I can conceive, no action that the House 
may desire to take upon a particular piece of legislation, that it can 
not by this process bring about. 

Mr. Kerer. I understood from the gentleman’s remarks that he 
was dealing only with bills not reported out of committee. 

Mr. Sameer. Not necessarily. I provide that any resolution deal- 
ing with a public resolution or bill may be so considered. This does 
not relate to private bills, because it is manifest that we ought not 
stop the machinery of the House in order to deal with a private mat- 
ter. That can take care of itself, cither on the Unanimous-Consent 
Calendar or on the suspension of the rules, 

Mr. Havers. Does not the gentleman think that by permitting one 
Member of the House to make the request which his rule provides for, 
the number of requests would be so great as to defeat the very pur- 
pose of his proposed rule? 

Mr. Sueairy. F do not; and I know of no way by whieh you can 
cure the tyranny of the rules that makes 2 man’s right dependent upon 
some one else. I want the right of recognition under this rule to rest 
not with any man or combination of men. I offer my resolution. It 
goes to the Committee on Rules. They see fit to pigeonhole it. I then 
rise upon the Rules Calendar day, und ft is not a matter of grace, but 
the Speaker, as a matter of right, recognizes me beennse mine is the 
first motion upon the calendar. If there be many motions there, if the 
House does not desire to consider mine, or likes some other motion in 
preference, all it has to do is, upon the question of seconding my mo- 
tion to discharge the committee, to refuse to give me a majority, and 
that is the reason I provide that immediately when the motion is made 
the Speaker shall appoint two tellers and a second shall be had by a 
teller vote, without sny intervening debate, a procedure that will not 
take over four or five minutes at the outside. 

Mr. Hayes. Just one more suggestion. Does not the gentleman think 
that if any measure was worthy of the eensideration of the House, even 
to the extent to which the rule provides, that at least, say, 25 or some 
definite number of Members could be obtained to request it, so that the 
time of the House should not be taken up by the reqnest of every man 
on the floor of the House who has an idea which he desires to have 
considered ? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think that matter will take care of itself. It might 
be at first that men would take up their hobbies and attempt in this 
way to bring them np, but after a few trials, after it became the set- 
tled policy of the House only to use this method in matters of moment, 
that would cease. I do not like the idea of petition. I do not like 
the idea of having a man frequently coerced into signing something 
that his own judgment may not commend to him, I want this action 
to be on his initiative, with the safeguard of requiring immediately a 
second in order to proceed. Now I yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Olmstead]. 

Mr. OLus rab. I want to ask the gentleman if we should have such 
a Rule Calendar as he proposes, whereby any Member after five minutes“ 
debate can have a vote, what is the use of baving a Rules Committee? 

Mr. Sueriny. There is a good deal of use. The Rules Committee will 
attend to those matters that are directly of party importance, and will 
be able to act very much quicker than my process permits of, because 
here is not only the delay before you can notify the Clerk, but there 
is only one day a month upon which you can call the matter up, 
whereas the Rules Committee can act immediately and frequently. 

Now, you might reverse the question and it would raise an interesting 
proposition. If the Rules Committee was really always responsive to 
the House there would be no need of my suggested amendment. Rut 
it is on the theory that it will not always be responsive to the majority 
of the Mouse that I have proposed it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Does the gentleman presume that a committee elected 
by the House will net be responsive to the House? 

Mr. SHentey. I do. I do not think you can change the color or dis- 
position of men simply by changing the method by which they recefye 
their power. I have never found that when a man got his power ona 
way he was any less apt to use it fully than when he got it another 
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way. I do not believe, as I said awhile ago, that you ean change a 
bad system by changing the personnel, and to say that 10 men will 
always be responsive to this House is to say that which I do not 
believe the past history of the House warrants, 

Mr. GREENEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GREENE, Suppose a case of this kind: Suppose there were 50 bills 
of one nature before a committee and the committee had reported no 
one of the 50 bills; suppose it required, in addition to the committee 
reporting favorably upon a bill, an appropriation to make the bill 
effective. Would not a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
who had the bill pending before it, have great advantage over any ordi- 
nary man not on the committee in haying the bill come before his com- 
mittee for consideration and have it reported out because he was 
interested in having the bill made effective? 

Mr. SuHeriey. I do not see that that situation is affected by my rule 
one way or the other. 

Mr. GREENE. I know during the past year that a certain bill in a 
committee of which I was chairman was reported out from the com- 
mittee, It carried no appropriation, but it was reported to accommo- 
date a member of the Committee on Appropriations. That bill was 
made effective and carried into law, but we were not able to get any 
more because the Appropriations Committee did not favor it, 

Mr. SHERLEY, In my judgment this rule does not touch that matter 
at all. Let me say this to the whole membership: Neither this rule 
nor any other ever devised by man is going to make a perfect system of 
procedure in this House. The day will never come when some man will 
not have more power than others; the day will never come when 
favoritism will not sometimes be shown to one man as against another. 
The day will never come when brains and capacity will not have its 
reward as against indolence and lack of ability. I for one do not 
desire such a Utopian condition. All I am providing for is the unusual 
situation of the House. I do not believe that this body is as bad as 
has sometimes been represented. As to the ordinary matters I think 
most of us receive pretty fair treatment. Some of us have had to be 
left in the multitude of matters being considered and numerous men 
making demands for consideration. What I propose here is that when 
the House has determined in favor of a matter against the wishes of a 
majority of the majority, because that is the time when you find condi- 
tions that this rule provides for, there shall be a method whereby this 
actual majority of the membership can have the shackles stricken from 
it that are now binding it and override the rule of a majority of the 
majority. 

Mr. Gannzrr. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Suenvey. Certainly. 

Mr. GARRETT. As a matter of detail, your rule provides for tellers 
both on the motion and a second, but as a matter of fact you can not 
by rule confine it to a teller vote. 

Mr. SAERLEY. I do not agree with the gentleman. It provides for 
a teller vote only on the seconding of the motion, and as to that I 
think you can constitutionally so provide. It is. of course, apparent 
that you can not deprive the House of a constitutional right to a roll 
call upon a proposition, but before the motion to discharge the com- 
mittee ever comes before the House, in the sense of being a propo- 
sition upon which a roll call could be demanded as a matter of con- 
stitutional right it must be seconded by a majority of the House. We 
have had the same thing happen here frequently. 

A man moves to suspend the rules and some one immediately says, 
“Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.” Usually the mover for suspen- 
sion than says, “I ask unanimous consent that a second may be con- 
sidered as ordered,” and we acquiesce; but if a man does not want to 
acquiesce in that, he objects, and immediately the question is upon a 
second, and we use the teller vote; and if the second is not ordered, 
the motion to suspend the rules falis to the ground. 

Mr. GARRETT. I know that is the custom, and I do not remember to 
have ever witnessed a roll call on the question of seeconding; but I 
have been under the impression all along that that could be had as a 
constitutional right, 

Mr. Suenriey. I think not, because I do not think there is a sub- 
stantive proposition before the House upon which the constitutional 
right could be invoked. In point of fact, this question has long been 
settled by the practice of the House. 

Mr. McCatr. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has given the House 
something worth thinking about, as he always does when he addresses 
the House. What I wish to know is whether the gentleman’s rule 
makes provision as to calling up a matter again if the House has once 
refused to give it priority? 

Mr. SHERLEY, It does not. I would think that under general par- 
liamentary law the House, having refused in this form and way to 
consider the matter, it could not come up again. Certainly, if it had 
refused on a vote, it should not come up again. Whether, if it had 

ust refused to second it, it could come up again is another matter. 
t may be as the gentleman’s question suggests, that there should be a 
provision preventing a matter being brought up again. 


I am not claiming perfection for this proposed rule, but I have taken 
this method purposely that gentlemen here might present questions 
that might not have occurred to my mind, so that when I did ask for 
consideration of it by the Committee on Rules, and if refused there 
subsequently ask it as a matter of right, the House would be informed 
as to my purpose. I have tried conscientiously to present to this House 
& rule that I for one am willing to live under as a minority Member 
and am also willing to live under as a majority Member, and that, to 
my mind, ought to be the test of every proposition to amend the rules 
of this House. I ask nothing as a minority Member that I would not 
want the gentlemen on that side of the aisle to have, when we come 
into the majority, as I think we shall shortly. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. Weexs. At what time in the session does the gentleman think 
the House would conclude that a committee was smothering a bill? 

Mr. SHERLEY. That would depend somewhat on the character of the 
bill and perhaps something on the character of the committee., I will 
say this to the gentleman. We all know that there have been vari- 
ous bills before committees year after year that have not been acted 
upon. It may be those bills are not entitled to be considered. That is 
a guestion about which men differ, but it is perfectly apparent to the 
minds of Members that as to some bills I could name the committee 
having them In charge will not report them, if its personnel remains 
the same, until the crack of doom. 

Mr. WEEKS. Suppose on the 10th day of next December a bill which 
had been introduced on the 4th day of December had not been reported, 
does the gentleman think that a resolution to discharge the committee 
would be considered favorably by the House? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not. I have enough respect for the membership 
of this House to believe that it will operate under this rule as under 
other rules, in good faith, and I am unable as a legislator ever to 
formulate any plan that is not predicated both on the honesty and the 
sincerity of the men who compose this body. If I believed that a ma- 
jority of this body was either dishonest, cowardly, or demagogic, I 
would not be willing to give it any power, and would be in favor of 
abolishing the body in its entirety. I must proceed upon the premise 
of honesty and capacity in membership, and I am glad to say that 
seven years of experience in this House has warranted me in believing 
both in the capacity and the honesty of its membership. 

Mr. WEEKS. I agree with the gentleman, when the House bas had a 
sufficient time to form a conclusion, after a suitable debate, but only 
10 minutes of debate are provided In this rule, and that it seems to me 
would not be a suitable time. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, but the gentleman has not gone far enough in the 
consideration of the rule. Ten minutes’ debate is not upon the adop- 
tion of the rule, but it is simply upon discharging the Committee on 
Rales. Now, after you have discharged the Committee on Rules it 
does not necessarily follow, though it would be probable, but it does 
net necessarily follow that the resolution that has been taken from 
that committee will be adopted in the form in which it was introduced. 
What will happen will be that the next day that matter will come be- 
fore this House in the same way that it would come if the chairman of 
the Committee on Rules had presented it. Then there will be oppor- 
tunity for full debate and, if a majority of the House desires it, op- 
portunity for amendment of the resolution. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this is such a new proposi- 
tion; now if it could work the way tbe gentleman from Kentucky 
states it; that you have these tellers and then you have five minutes 
on eich side, and then you vote, we could work off one of them in 
about 20 minutes. Is there any way to prevent a constitutional num- 
ber from demanding a roll call en your second proposition? 

Mr. SHERLEY. There is no way of which I know, and I do not know 
that there ought te be a way; but even supposing you have a roll call, 
40 minutes would be thus consumed, and about an hour would be con- 
sumed in the consideration of one matter. I have provided not simply 
for the second Thursday of each month, but I have provided for the 
legislative day of the second Thursday, and the difference is that if I 
had provided simply for the Thursday, at the expiration of that day 
the calendar would be gone for another month; but if the matter should 
be so unusual as to require more than a day's consideration, then it 
would be within the power of the majority of the House to recess the 
House and you would continue that legislative day. But I suggest to 
the gentleman from Missouri that this rule does not contemplate an 
easy method for getting up everything under the sun. For my part I 
do not believe that it ought to be easy to stop the whole machinery 
of the House of Representatives in order to take up some one matter 
out of its usual course. Generally speaking, the ordinary and orderly 
procedure of the House is essential if we are to do business, but what 
I want is in those cases of crisis and of emergency that we can bring 
a matter up in an authorized way. And when a day comes where 
parties are more or less disintegrated, where a political majority of 
the House is not necessarily the legislative majority, I want the will 
of the House to be expressed without having to have a revolution in 
order to get that expression. It ought not to be necessary to depose 
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committee is not in favor of it. After six days I notify the Clerk 
that I will upon this rule-calendar day move to discharge your com- 
mittee, 

When the House is assembled, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal the Speaker will direct the Clerk to read the first motion 
to discharge the committee, which, we will say, happens to be my 
motion. Thereupon a majority seconds the proposition. Then five 
minutes debate is had upon the motion to discharge your committee. 
That, again, is decided in the affirmative. That resolution then goes 
upon the House Calendar, with the same privilege it would have had 
if you had reported it from your committee. 

Mr. Dazu. In other words, you make the parcels post bill, in 
the case you give, a privileged bill? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not necessarily. I make my resolution provide that 
the parcels post bill shall come up for consideration at a certain time 
on a certain day, but not until the adoption of my resolution does 
the bill get its privilege. 

Mr. DALZELL. When the resolution prevails. 

Mr. McCann. Resolutions from the Committee on Rules can be 
called up at any time; and if this resolution is adopted, it can be 
called up in the same way as a resolution from the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. Sueruny. With one change in the gentleman’s statement. The 
resolution has not been adopted by discharging the Committee on 
Rules, and that has led the gentleman into error again. Discharg- 
ing the Committee on Rules simply brings the resolution out and 
gives it the privilege it would have had if it had been favorably 
reported. 

Mr. McCarty. And stands precisely like a resolution from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. SHERLERY. Absolutely. 

Mr. McCann. Which can be called up at any time. 

Mr. SHERLEY. At any time except on this day. What may be done 
with the bill to which it relates has to depend upon the action the 
House takes upon that resolution. 

Of course, the resolution stands privileged. If the resolution is 
adopted it may, by its terms, make a particular bill privileged or it 
may not. It all depends on what you provide in the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Depending upon the language of the rule itself? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Absolutely. You make it just as you want it. You 
can not state the proposition better than by saying that it gives to the 
House, through these different. steps, the power once a month to be a 
committee on rules. And when that is done I do not care anything 
about the personnel of your Rules Committee. 

Mr. KENDALL. But the bill to which the resolution related would not 
be privileged unless the House, in adopting the resolution, made it 
privileged? 

Mr. Surrtey. Unquestionably; and when that resolution was up it 
could be amended or modified any way the majority of the House 
wanted it. 

Mr. Hayes. So that its character would depend ultimately on the 
action of the House? 

Mr. SHeRLey. Absolutely on the action of the House. It gives the 
majority control over every incident of legislation that I can conceive 
of, and that was its purpose exactly. Then, as I say, it makes imma- 
terial the personnel of the Committee on Rules, aside from the value 
always of having men of talent and industry upon committees. It also 
makes immaterial, except in that regard, the personnel of your other 
committees of the House. You do not need to elect the committees. of 
the House in order to make them responsive to the House, when the 
House can take matters away from those committees and deal with 
them itself. That, instead of the election of committees, is my remedy. 
You put power here on the floor really, and you have not made it de- 
pendent upon whether a caucus or a logrolling scheme happens to elect 
certain men who will be responsive to the majority will of the House. 

I have never been one of those who favored the election of commit- 
tees. I do not favor it now, because I believe whatever may be the 
worth of such a method in a body like the Senate, very much smaller 
in numbers than here, in a body composed of 391 men you present 
possibilities of combination and logrolling that will give you a worse 
system than comes by virtue of appointment of committees by the 
Speaker. If a Speaker of the House of Representatives abuses his 
power, you have at least this advantage: He is in the white light and 
you can hold him responsible. But when you diffuse among many men 
the responsibility for a condition you make none of those men respon- 
sible for it. And you make possible geographical control of the House 
of Representatives that would be full of peril to the country. A House 
might be so constituted politically that a certain small section geo- 
graphically would control, through caucus action, the selection of 
members on all important committees. At a time of tariff legislation 
the temptation to such action would be tremendous and the results 
far-reaching and disastrous. When we elect a Speaker of the House 
by the votes of this side I, for one, want to see him name the com- 


mittees. And then I want to have rules sufficient to give to a legisla- 
tive majority the power to do business in spite of those committees, if 
necessary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have delayed the committee for perhaps longer 
than I should. If I have served by these remarks to awaken a discus- 
sion upon the proposition which I offer, I shall consider my time not 
wasted. I believe there is contained in this resolution, whether its 
terms need modification or not, the germ of freedom for the member- 
ship of this House, and a freedom that will not be license, a freedom 
that will be properly safeguarded and regulated, and will enable us to 
continue to transact the business of the Nation and to express the will 
of those who sent us here. [Applause.] 


ADJOURN MENT, 


Sra SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman withhold 
that for a moment? 

Mr. SNELL. I will withhold it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I suppose it is understood 
that this will be proceeded with to-morrow? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes; this is the unfinished business to-morrow, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 15, 1924, at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

280. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
a draft of proposed legislation“ To authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to proceed with the construction of certain public 
works”; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

281. A letter from the vice president of the Georgetown 
Barge, Dock, Elevator & Railway Co., transmitting annual 
report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator & Railway 
Co.; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

282. A communication from the President of the United States, 
transmitting communications from the Treasury Department 
under dates of December 14 and 22, 1923, and January 8, 
1924, submitting claims in the sum of $709.32, which have 
been adjusted and which require an appropriation for their 
payment (H. Doe, No. 154); to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 5415) to amend sections 
102, 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code and section 305, 
paragraphs (a) and (b), of the tariff act of 1922, and to make 
certain acts unlawful and to provide a penalty therefor; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 5416) to authorize the 
setting aside of certain tribal lands within the Quinaielt In- 
dian Reservation in Washington, for lighthouse purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JOST: A bill (H. R. 5417) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to investigate the feasibility, and 
to ascertain and report the cost, of establishing a national 
military park in and about Kansas City, Mo., commemorative 
of the battle of Westport, October 23, 1864; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 5418) to deport certain un- 
desirable aliens and to deny readmission to those deported; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 5419) requiring printing of 
records done under supervision of clerks of the United States 
courts to be let annually upon competitive bids; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5420) to 
provide fees to be charged by clerks of the district courts of 
the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5421) to relieve United States district 
judges from signing an order admitting, denying, or dismissing 
=a petition for naturalization; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5422) to provide for reporting and ac- 
counting of fines, fees, forfeitures, and penalties and all other 
moneys paid to or received by clerks of United States courts; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5423) to amend section 2 of the act of 
August 1, 1888 (25 Stat. L. 857); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5424) to provide for the rendition of ac- 
counts by United States attorneys, United States marshals, 
clerks of United States courts, and United States commission- 
ers; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5425) to provide for the disposition of 
moneys paid to or received by any official as a bribe which may 
be used as evidence in any case growing out of any such trans- 
action; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5426) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,” approved by the President July 1, 1898, and 
acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 5427) to repeal sec- 
tion 15a of the interstate commerce act and to restore rates, 
fares, and charges authorized prior to increases effective August 
26, 1920; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania; A bill (H. R. 5428) to 
provide for accounting by clerks of United States district 
courts of fees received by them in naturalization proceedings; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5429) to amend section 1 of the act of 
June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. L. 750), and to provide fees for exe- 
cuting applications for passports and for issuing the same; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O'SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 5430) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a post office thereon at 
Winsted, in the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5431) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Crete, in the State of Nebraska; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Wymore, in 
the State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 5483) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site for the United States post office at Troy, Ohio, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 5434) to provide for the 
construction of a public bridge across the Niagara River; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of West Virginia: Resolution (H. Res. 149) 
requesting the Secretary of the Navy to furnish to the House 
of Representatives information of all necessary plans for the 
contemplated flight of the Shenandoah to the north polar 
regions; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 5435) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Rachel Henderson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension to 
Sarah R. Vanlandingham; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5437) for the relief of Robert Wheeler; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5438) granting a pension to Alexander 
Sweeney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERGER: A bill (H. R. 5439) for the relief of Roland 
Zolesky ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 5440) granting an increase of 
pension to Scott Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5441) granting a pension to Ludwig 
Wertsch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5442) for the relief 
of C. G. Thomas; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 5443) granting an increase 
of pension to Catharine Strauser; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 5444) to provide for an exami- 
nation and survey of Scotts Creek, Portsmouth, Va.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5445) to provide for an examination and 
survey of the Western Branch of Elizabeth River, Va.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5446) to provide for an examination and 
survey of the Nansemond River, Va., including the Western 
Branch thereof; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 5447) granting a pension to 
Benjamin Ratliff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 5448) for the relief of 
8 W. Seibel and Frank A. Vestal; to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. FENN: A bill (H. R. 5449) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the town of Wethersfield, State of Con- 
necticut, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5450) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Plainville, State of Connecticut, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 5451) granting a pension to 
William Bahr to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 5452) for the 
relief of Charles A. Banbury; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JARRETT; A bill (H. R. 5458) for the relief of Fred 
R. Nugent; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 5454) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob H. Martz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LARSON of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 5455) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarrah J. Barry; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 5456) granting six 
months’ pay to Lucy B. Knox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5457) for the relief of William 
Mansfield; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5458) 
granting a pension to Mary S. Arnett; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McSWEENEY: A bill (H. R. 5459) for the relief of 
the estate of Jarib L. Sanderson, deceased ; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5460) granting a pension to Christena 
Lash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5461) granting a pension to Ellenor J. 
Thorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5462) granting a pension to Joseph Hensel; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 5463) granting a pen- 
sion to Angeline Stafford; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 5464) to provide for an ex- 
amination and survey of Holland Harbor, Ottawa County, 
Mich. ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLER of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5465) to pro- 
vide for the advancement on the retired list of the Regular 
Army of Second Lieut. Ambrose I. Moriarty; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON of Maine: A bill (H. R. 5466) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward G. Williams; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. O’SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 5467) for the relief of 
William B. Kirjassoff and David M. Kirjassoff; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5468) granting an increase 
of pension to Joycy Waits; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 5469) granting a pension to 
Lucy DeGroff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 5470) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Philia R, Friesner; tq the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 5471) for the relief of Ann 
Eliza Linton; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WELSH: A bill (H. R. 5472) authorizing the United 
States Employees Compensation Commission to take jurisdic- 
tion of the application of Pearl Mason; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 5473) grant- 
ing a pension to Welthey A. Clement; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5474) granting 
a pension to Lewis H. Tubbs, jr.; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
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542. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of people of 
the first judieial division of Alaska, proposing an organic act 
for the Territory of South Alaska; to the Committee on the 
Territories, 

543. By Mr. ABERNETHY: Petition of Mr. A, H. Edgerton, 
president Empire Manufacturing Co., Goldsboro, N. C., favoring 
reduction of taxation and opposing bonus legislation; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

544. By Mr. BEERS: Papers to accompany House bill 5357, 
granting a pension to David Middour; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

545. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition signed by 11 citizens of 
Brooklyn, N. X., favoring the Mellon tax-reduction plan; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

546. Also, petition signed by a number of citizens, favoring 
the Mellon tax-reduction plan; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

547. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Illinois Society of 
Engineers, favoring appropriation for topographic mapping; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

548. Also, petition of Frank H. Hayes and sundry other citil- 
zens of Morris, III., favoring reclassification and increase of 
salaries for post-office employees; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

549. Also, petitions of the Illinois Chamber of Commerce; 
F. E. Royston & Co., of Aurora; F. W. Gebhard, of Morris; 
Frank Donnersberger, of Streator; Charles C. Russell, of Joliet; 
and sundry citizens of Chicago, all of the State of Illinois, 
favoring the Mellon plan for reducing the tax rates of the 
present revenue law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

550. Also, petition of the Illinois Farmers’ Institute, favoring 
the Purnell bill (H. R. 157) to authorize the more complete 
endowment of agricultural experiment stations; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

551. Also, petition of the Retailers’ National Council for a 
reduction of taxes all along the line so that all classes of tax- 
payers may enjoy equitable relief and so that at no point shall 
there be any increase of taxation; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

552. Also, petition of David Kinley, president of the Uni- 
versity of Illinois, for legislation for carrying out the provi- 
sions of the Fourteenth Census act for taking an agricultural 
census in 1925; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

553. Also, petitions of the National Rural Letter Carriers’ 
Association for an equipment allowance, additional compensa- 
tion, ete.; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

554. By Mr. HUDSPETH: Petition of citizens of El Paso, 
Tex., favoring the policy of reducing taxes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

555. By Mr. SINCLATR: Petition of Van Hook National 
Farm Loan Association, Van Hook, N. Dak., urging relief for 
agriculture through the reestablishment of the United States 
Grain Corporation; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

556. By Mr. WELSH: Petition of Philadelphia Chamber of 
Commerce, approving Chinese indemnity bill, joint resolution, 
Calendar No, 264, Senate Joint Resolution 85; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. ` 
Turspay, January 15, 1924. 


The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following | 


prayer: 


Our Father, it is by that endearing name we would know Thee. 
Thou dost come within the ken of our appreciation of higher 
things and enable us to look beyond in the fullness of a large 
assurance, And so as we deal with things temporal we want 
to be moved by the spirit of the eternal, knowing that higher 


things are best realized in our earthly sphere as we honor Thee 


and seek to glorify Thy name. Be with us this day, and when 
it closes may it be with the conciousness of Thine approval. 
Through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 


On request of Mr. Lopce and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dis- 
pensed with and the Journal was approved. 

PRINTING OF PRESIDENT'S MESSAGES AND ACCOMPANYING PAPERS, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, two messages came in yesterday 
from the President, one message with accompanying papers 
from the Secretary of State, concerning the International 
Statistical Bureau at The Hague, the other message transmitting 
a report from the Secretary of State respecting a claim against 
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the United States. Both messages were properly referred by 
the Chair under the rule. It is the invarlable custom when a 
treaty comes in that on motion, and the motion is always the 
same, the papers shall be printed in confidence and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, These messages and 
papers have not been printed. They ought to be printed for the 
use of the Senate and the Committee on Foreign Relations, of 
course without the injunction of secrecy. I ask that they may 
be printed, retaining their present reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


PRESERVATION OF ORIGINALS OF PRESIDENTIAL COMMUNICATIONS. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in this connection I wish to 
eall attention to a fact that I have recently discovered, that 
it is the custom at the Government Printing Office to destroy, 
after the lapse of a year, all papers sent to the office for print- 
ing. It seems to me that the original papers from the President, 
letters or messages, which happen to go for printing to the 
Printing Office should be kept in the files of the Senate and 
not destroyed. 

I read to the Senate on the 27th of December, 1922, a very 
important letter from the President addressed to me as chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations. It was quite a 
long letter in regard to the international conference, It was an 
important letter which I read first to the committee and then 
to the Senate, and it was printed in the Recorp. It was signed 
by the President himself and was a personal letter. I think 
that letter ought not to have been destroyed but should have 
remained with the files of the Senate, and that the originals of 
all communications from the President ought always to be pre- 
served, 

I do not know that it is necessary to make a motion in re- 
gard to it, but I hope the chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing will take occasion to direct the head of the Government 
Printing Office to preserve the originals of all letters and other 
communications from the President which may go to his office 
for printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that it is not necessary to make a motion. It can be directed 
without a motion, and the direction is entered accordingly. 


THE MELLON TAX PLAN, 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I have here a letter in the 
form of a petition. I am of the opinion that letters from gov- 
ernors of States ought to be, as a matter of courtesy, no less 
a matter of policy, put in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, especially 
when such letters refer to pending legislation. I, therefore, at 
this juncture, will read a letter from the Governor of Arizona 
addressed to me. It is as follows: 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, STATE HOUSE, 
A Phoeniz, Ariz., January 7, 192$. 

My Dear Mr. AsuvurstT: I am in receipt of a communication from 
an employee of the Arizona Eastern Railroad in Arizona, submitting 
several letters received by him and which are addressed to all of the 
agents of that railroad in the State. 

Included among the documents is a copy of an editorial which ap- 
peared in the New York Herald of December 26, 1923, on the sub- 
ject of the Mellon taxation plan and the soldiers’ bonus. ‘The edito- 
rial advocates the flooding by voters of the Congressmen and Sena- 
tors with communications on the subject, 

The letters from the Arizona Eastern to its agents instruct them 
to interview various business men and citizens in their communi- 
ties—a list of names being submitted—and to urge that these citi- 
zens write the Congressman and Senators asking support for the 
Mellon plan, and the agents are requested to notify the vice president 
and general manager of the railroad that the letters have been 
written, 

It appears that the agents have not been enthusiastic about the 
matter, and they have received letters and telegrams daily from 
either the president, vice president, general manager, or the superin- 
tendent, the latest message reading to the effect that not sufficient 
interest is being taken by agents and insisting that a better showing 
be made. 

You will, therefore, understand that economic pressure is being 
applied by the railroad to compel the employees to indorse the Mellon 
taxation plan, 

I am calling this to your attention for your information and such 
action as you may desire to take. 

Very truly yours, 
GEO. W. P. HUNT, Governor. 
Hon. HENRY F. ASHURST, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. ASHURST presented the petition of George L. Collins, 
of Miami, Ariz., praying for a senatorial investigation per- 
taining to the Bok peace plan, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STERLING. I present a resolution of the South Dakota 
Farm Bureau Federation, favoring the passage of Senate bill 
1597. I ask unanimous consent that it may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. It is short. 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the Rxconůb and referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, as follows: 

RESOLUTTON—$50,000,000 LIVESTOCK LOAN BILL. 

We, the members of the South Dakota Farm Bureau Federation, in 
convention assembled at Huron, S. Dak., on January 9, 1924, do re- 
spectfully petition Congress for the immediate passage without modifi- 
cation of House Resolution No. 4159 and Senate bill No. 1597, embody- 
ing the $50,000,000 livestock loan plan. We belleve that this plan 
offers immediate and permanent relief to agriculture of the Northwest, 
that It is economically sound, Justifiable, and essential to the welfare 
of the whole United States. 

W. H. Davis, President. 
GEO, A. STARRING, Seorctary. 


Mr. EDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the participation of the United 
States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of members of the Society of 
Friends and sundry citizens of the District of Columbia, Mary- 
land, and Virginia, praying for the participation of the United 
States in the Permanent Court of International Justice, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. a 

Mr. CAPPER presented petitions of sundry rural letter car- 
riers of Barton, Gove, Trego, Cheyenne, Rooks, and Osage 
Counties, in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of 
legislation providing an equipment allowance for rural letter 
carriers, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 
Mr. LADD presented the petition of the congregation of the 
Christian Union Congregational Church of Hankinson, N. Dak., 
preying an amendment to the Constitution regulating child 

bor, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN presented a resolution of the Wyoming State 
Board of Agriculture, favoring the reimbursement of World 
War veterans for losses sustained on irrigation projects, which 
was referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

He also presented a resolution of the National Farm Loan 
Association of Thermopolis, Wyo., favoring the reappointment 
of M. L. Corey as n member of the Federal Farm Loan Board, 
which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by a meeting of busi- 
ness men and farmers of Torrington, Wyo., and vicinity, pro- 
testing against any immediate amendment of the transporta- 
tion act of 1920, which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. FESS presented a letter in the nature of a petition of 
United Service Post, No. 75, American Legion, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called soldiers’ adjusted 
compensation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

de also presented a communication in the nature of a peti- 
tion of the Rotary Club of Ashland, Ohio, praying for the re- 
duction of Federal taxes so far as it may be done without in- 
jury to any worthy cause, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of 112 members of the Presbyte- 
rian and Methodist Churches of Shreve, Ohio, praying an 
amendment to the preamble of the Constitution, inserting after 
the words “ We, the people of the United States,” the words 
“devoutly recognizing the authority and law of Jesus Christ, 
the Savior and King of Nations,” which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution of the Retail Druggist Asso- 
ciation of Columbus, Ohio, favoring the passage of House bills 
11 and 13494, providing for price standardization on trade- 
marked and identified package merchandise, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a resolution of Ashland Camp, No. 118, 
Ohio Division, Sons of Veterans, United States of America, 
favoring granting pensions of $72 per month to veterans of the 
Civil War and $50 per month to their widows, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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He also presented a resolution of Washington Township 
Local, of the Franklin County Farm Bureau, of Columbus, Ohio, 
favoring acceptance of the bid of Henry Ford for the Muscle 
Shoals plant, which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the faculty of the Capital 
University, of Columbus, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
sage of legislation creating a Federal department of educa n, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MoLEAN presented petitions of the Bridgeport Section, 
Council of Jewish Women, of Bridgeport, and the Good Samar- 
itan Chapter of the King’s Daughters and Sons, of Hartford, 
both in the State of Connecticut, praying for the participation 
of the United States in the Permanent Court of International 
2 which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

ations, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Ca- 
naan, Conn., praying for the participation of the United States 
in the Permanent Court of International Justice, and for the 
adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, and re- 
monstrating against the passage of legislation granting adjusted 
compensation to ex-seryice men, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerc 
of Hartford, Conn., favoring the adoption of the l 
Mellon tax- reduction plan, the prompt enforcement and busi- 
nesslike administration of laws which have been passed for 
the relief of disabled ex-service men and their dependents, and 
protesting against the granting of public funds to ex-service men 
which is not graduated according to the needs and disabilities 
of its recipients, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

He also presented petitions of the Connecticut State Federa- 
tion of Post Office Clerks; the Robert O. Fletcher Post, No. 4, 
American Legion, of Norwich; the Strazza Post, No. 36, Amerl- 
can Legion, of Stafford Springs; and of sundry citizens of New 
Haven, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting adjusted compensation to ex-serv- 
ice men, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry members of the Civitan 
Club of Hartford, sundry citizens of New Haven, sundry 
ex-service men of Hartford and Unionville, sundry citizens of 
Hartford, and of F. A. Beecher, of Hamden, all in the State 
of Connecticut, praying for the adoption of the so-called Mellon 
tax-reduction plan and remonstrating against the passage of 
legislation granting adjusted compensation to ex-service men, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Middletown, 
the Women's National Republican Club of Litchfield, the 
Chamber of Commerce of Torrington, the Real Estate Board of 
Bristol, and sundry officers and employees of the Tuttle, 
Morehouse & Taylor Co., of New Haven, all in the State of 
Connecticut, praying for the adoption of the so-called Mellon 
tax-reduction plan, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the shareholders 
of the Central National Bank, of Middletown, Conn., favoring 
the adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILLIS presented the petitions of C. B. Cooper and 87 
other employees of the Owens Bottle Co., of Toledo, and of 
the Civitan Club of Dayton, both in the State of Ohio, praying 
for the adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petitions of Frank H. Reighard and 30 
other citizens of Wauseon, of T. F. McElroy and 19 other 
citizens of Ottawa, of C. B. Fowler and 16 other citizens of 
Van Wert, and of R. W. Wortman and 19 other citizens of 
Defiance, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of 
legislation repealing the amusement tax on motion pictures, 
vaudeville, and entertainments of like nature, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchant Tallors and 
Designers Association of Toledo, Ohlo, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation repealing excise taxes, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the M. F. Carroll & Sons 
Co., of Hillsboro, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion repealing the excise tax on the automobile industry, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Ohio Automotive 
Trade Association, favoring legislation repealing the excise 
tax on the automobile industry, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 
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He also presented a resolution of the Retail Druggist Asso- 
ciation of Columbus, Ohio, favoring the passage of House 
bills 11 and 13494, providing for price standardization on 
trade-marked and identified package merchandise, which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Gotthold Ephraim 
Lessing Lodge, No. 37, of the Independent Order B'Rith 
Abraham, of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against restrictive 
immigration legislation such as would make more drastic the 
exclusion of Hebrew, Slavic, and Latin peoples, which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 49) for the relief of Elizabeth H. 
Rice, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 58) thereon. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1572) for the relief of the New Jersey 
Shipbuilding & Dredging Co., of Bayonne, N. J., reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 59) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 831) for the relief of H. B. Stout (Rept. No. 64) ; 

A bill (S. 1330) for the relief of the estate of Ely N. Sonnen- 
strahl, deceased (Rept. No. 65) ; and 

A bill (S. 1765) for the relief of the heirs of Agnes Ingels, 
deceased (Rept. Mo. 60). 

Mr. LADD, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 643) granting the consent of Congress to 
the Pamunkey Ferry Co. to construct a bridge across the 
Pamunkey River, in Virginia, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 61) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following bills, reported them each without amendment and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 160) authorizing the State of Georgia to construct 
n bridge across the Chattahoochee River, between the States of 
8 and Alabama, at or near Fort Gaines, Ga. (Rept. No. 

); and 

A bill (S. 484) to extend the time for the completion of the 
construction of a bridge across the Columbia River, between 
the States of Oregon and Washington, at or within 2 miles 
hl from Cascade Locks, in the State of Oregon (Rept. 
No. 63). i 

Mr. WILLIS. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably with an amendment the bill (S. 1942) to pro- 
tect navigation from obstruction and injury by preventing the 
discharge of oil into the coastal navigable waters of the United 
States, and I submit a report (No. 66) thereon. I desire to 
give notice that at the earliest possible moment, perhaps to- 
morrow, I shall ask the Senate to consider the measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The bill will be placed on 
the calendar. ; 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1781) to increase the efficiency of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and for other purposes, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STERLING. I desire to call attention to the bill (S. 818) 
for the relief of W. H. Overocker, and the bill (S. 1512) for the 
relief of Joseph C. Holley. These bills were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. They are properly 
referable to the Committee on Claims, as they involve claims 
against the Government. I ask that the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads be discharged from further considera- 
7 of the bills and that they be referred to the Committee on 

laims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ODDIE, On yesterday I offered an amendment to the 
Interior Department appropriation bill. I have just noticed 
that it was referred to the Committee on Publie Lands and 
Surveys. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The Committee on Public Lands and Sur- 
veys will be discharged from the further consideration of the 
amendment, and it will be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. SMITH. From the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
I report a formal resolution. I suppose it has to go through 
the regular routine to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. It is a rather urgent mat- 
ter and I will let it take that course, but hope that the com- 
mittee will report it immediately. 

The resolution (S. Res. 123) was referred to the Committee 
to aoe and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-efghth 
Congress, to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 
hundred words, to report such hearings as may be had in connection 
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses- 
sions or recesses of the Senate, 


PROTECTION OF SEAL-FUR INDUSTRY. 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported favorably with 
amendments Senate Resolution 108, submitted by Mr. WHEELER 
on the 8d instant, to investigate the status of the seal-fur in- 
dustry of the United States, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go to 
the calendar. 

Mr. NORRIS and Mr. ROBINSON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I observed that the Chair said the resolution 
would go to the calendar. The author of the resolution 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the Senator 
from New Hampshire goes to the calendar in the absence of a 
request for immediate consideration. 

Mr. NORRIS. It was the understanding, I think, that the 
resolution should go to the Committee on Commerce, was it not? 

Mr. ROBINSON. No; it was not. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It was to go to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. NORRIS. I ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I had just taken the floor for the purpose 
of making the same request. I concur in the request of the 
Senator from Nebraska. An understanding was at least ten- 
tatively reached in the Senate when the resolution was first 
presented that it should go to the Committee on Manufactures. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. WARREN. May we have the resolution read before it 
is referred? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution as proposed to be amended. 

The Rrabixd CLERK. In lieu of the preamble and the resolu- 
tion as submitted the committee reports the following substi- 
tute: 


Whereas on February 15, 1921, the Government of the United States 
entered into a secret 10-year agreement with fur handlers in St. 
Louis, Mo., for the dyeing, dressing, and sale of all fur sealskins 
taken by the Government of the United States from the Pribilof 
Islands; and 

Whereas said agreement by its provisions was made subject to any 
legislation that might thereafter be enacted by the Congress of the 
United States; and 

Whereas the records of the Bureau of Fisheries of the Department 
of Commerce show that from September, 1921, to April, 1922, the 
Government had netted a loss on the sale of 23,555 sealskins handled 
under the provisions of the above-mentioned agreement; and 

Whereas the prices received for Goverüment-owned sealskins dis- 
posed of under the terms of the above-mentioned agreement have 
steadily declined until October 8, 1923, when at St. Louis, Mo., the 
Government was compelled to withdraw its duly advertised fur seal- 
skins from sale immediately after offering them to the bidders at 
public auction on account of the ridiculously low prices bid; and 

Whereas the retail prices of Pribilof senlskin garments have not 
materially declined since the signing of said agreement; and 

Whereas it is alleged that approximately 59,000 Government-owned 
fur sealskins are now accumulated and unsold at the warehouses of 
the fur contractor at St. Louis because the Government can not dis- 
pose of them at a fair price; and 
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Whereas in order that the Government of the United States and its 
seal industry may be protected from further disastrous losses and 
the seal herds conserved: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures or any subcommittes 
thereof be, and hereby is, authorized to investigate and report to the 
Senate as soon as possible all allegations set forth in the foregoing 
preamble as well as all matters whatsoever pertaining to the fur 
industry, including the execution and operation of the above-mentioned 
agreement, 


Mr. JONES of Washington. The request is, I understand, 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, it 
will be so referred. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I should like to inquire of the framer 
of the resolution, or any member of the committee who reported 
it, as to the use of the word “secret.” I understand the agree- 
ment is a public document, and I am curious to know why the 
resolution speaks of it as a “secret agreement.” 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
from California? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGH. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. The reason why I made the request was be- 
cause I observed that the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER], who is the author of the resolution, was not present. 
I knew from the discussien that was had the other day that 
there was a kind of tentative agreement reached by which when 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate should make its report the matter should be 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and in the absence 
of the author of the resolution I raised the question. I take 
it that the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate did not care to go into the consideration of 
that pertion of the resolution which would properly come under 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Manufactures, and that 
such words as the Senator alludes to would be considered by 
that committee. The Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate had for their consideration the 
question as to whether the investigation of this subject could 
be properly charged to the contingent fund of the Senate, and 
did not bother themselves with the question as to the wording 
of the resolution, and so forth. If I am not right, I should like 
to be corrected by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. KEYES. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska is 
absolutely right. The question raised by the Senator from 
California was not considered by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. The language 
was In the resolution as sent to us, and we saw no reason to 
change it. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Committee on Manufactures, as I under- 
stand, will, according to the usual practice of the Senate, con- 
sider the wording of the resolution, and so forth, and will 
report it in the form in which, according to its judgment, it 
should be framed. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
California yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I merely desire to say to 
the Senator from California that the resolution is not now be- 
fore the Senate, and it is not within the power of the Senate 
to act upon the resolution unless the Senate sees fit to grant 
unanimous consent that that be done. 

The form of the resolution, ef course, as originally pre- 
sented was determined by the Senator who submitted the 
resolution, and it was within his province to use such language 
as he thought the facts within his knowledge justified him 
in using. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I made the inquiry to 
call forth the explanation which has been given. I have ob- 
seryed that in many resolutions which are submitted the great 
thundering in the index and in the whereases imputes in the 
public mind, though perhaps not intentionally, bad motives upon 
the part of one or the other party to a contract. I understand 
the situation, and let it be so. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I should like to 
make an inquiry. As I understand, the resolution has not been 
adopted by the Senate but has gone to the Committee on Mann- 
factures like any other bill or resolution for its consideration 
and for subsequent report to the Senate for action by the 
Senate. Is that correct? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Washing- 
ton is correct. The resolution has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. k 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. RALSTON: - 

A bill (S. 1967) to amend section 8 of the Federal water 
power act; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1968) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
a certain piece of ordnance to W. D. Hamer, for mounting as 
a memorial; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 1969) to 8 adjusted compensation for 
veterans of the World War, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance, 

By Mr. GEORGE: 


A bill 1 O) for the relief of the Georgia, Florida & 
Alabama way Oo., a corporation; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BALL: 


A bill (S. 1971) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to accept certain land in the District of 
ee dedicated by Charles C. Glover for park purposes; 


an 

A bill (S. 1972) to provide for the erection of a fireproof 
addition to the courthouse of the District of Columbia in 
Judiciary Square for the use of the recorder of deeds, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COUZENS: 

A bill (S. 1978) to place control of the Columbia Institution 
for the Deaf entirely under the president and board of directors 
of the institution and Congress; to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: š 

A bill (S. 1974) providing for sundry matters affecting the 
Milltary Establishment; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1975) for the relief of the Commercial Union 
Assurance Co. (Ltd.), Federal Insurance Co., American & 
Foreign Marine Insurance Co., Queen Insurance Co. of America, 
Fireman’s Fund Insurance Co., United States Lloyds, and the 
St. Paul Fire & Marine Insurance Co.; and 

A bill (S. 1976) for the relief of the Commercial Union 
Assurance Co. (Ltd.), Federal Insurance Co., American & 
Foreign Marine Insurance Co., Queen Insurance Co. of America, 
Fireman’s Fund Insurance Co., St. Paul Fire & Marine In- 
surance Co., and the United States Lloyds; to the Committee 
on Claims 

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 1977) to extend the benefits of the employers’ lia- 
bility act of September 7, 1916, to Carol E. Reeves; and 

A bill (S. 1978) to provide for the appointment of a court 
reporter by each judge of the United States district court, 
fixing their salaries and fees, defining their duties, and repeal- 
ing all laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1979) authorizing a per capita payment to the 
Chippewa Indians of Minnesota from their tribal funds held 
in trust by the United States; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1980) granting the consent of Congress to the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Chicago, Mil- 
kaukee & St. Paul Railway Co., its successors and assigns, of a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Mississippi River, 
between the cities of Minneapolis and St. Paul, in the State 
of Minnesota; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1981) to exempt homesteads and certain personal 
property from distraint and sale for internal revenue taxes; 
to the Committee on Finance, 

A bill (S, 1982) granting the consent of Congress to the 
construction, maintenance, and operation by the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul Railway Co., its successors and assigns, of 
a line of railroad across the northwesterly portion of the Fort 
Snelling Military Reservation in the State of Minnesota; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1983) granting a pension to Mary A. Sims; and 

A bill (S. 1984) granting a pension to Margaret L. Ferriter; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. 8 

A bill (S. 1985) granting a pension to Celia Acker Kinyon; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 1986) to enlarge the United States post office at 
Laramie, Wyo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 8 

By Mr. LENROOT: 

A bill (S. 1987) accepting certain tracts of land in the city 
of Medford, Jackson County, Oreg.; to the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys. 
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A bill (S. 1988) providing that all Indians and other per- 
sons residing upon Indian reservations in the State of Wis- 
consin shall be subject to the marriage, health, educational, 
and criminal laws of said State not in conflict with the laws 
of the United States affecting such Indians and other persons; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 1989) to amend an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended; to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 1990) granting a pension to Charles W. Morrill 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 1991) granting a pension to Marie C. Fox (with 
accompanying papers); arid 

A bill (S. 1992) granting a pension to Roxanna Herald 
Porter (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: 

A bill (S. 1993) granting a pension to Joseph H. Ransom; 

A bill (S. 1994) granting a pension to Mary Maxwell; and 

A bill (S. 1995) granting a pension to Angeline M. Preston; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1996) to compensate Lieut. L. D. Webb, United 
States Navy, for damages to household effects while being 
transported by Government conveyance; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1997) for the relief of W. N. Attrill; 

A bill (S. 1998) for the relief of Francis Nicholson; and 

A bill (S. 1999) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the claim of Mrs. Patrick H. 
Bodkin; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2000) te amend section 463 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2001) for the relief of Michael Sweeney; and 

A bill (S. 2002) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Elisha L. Bennett, jr.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A bill (S. 2003) to repeal the excise tax on automobiles and 
motor cycles; 

A bill (S. 2004) to repeal the excise tax on autotrucks and 
nutowagons; and 

A bill (S. 2005) to repeal the excise tax on tires, inner 
tubes, parts, and accessories; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2006) for the relief of Samuel F. George; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 

A bill (S. 2007) granting a pension to Thomas J. Goodman 
‘(with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 2008) granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Tapp; and 

A bill (S. 2009) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Estep; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (S. 2010) for the relief of Mrs. Gill I. Wilson; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

FREIGHT RATES ON AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I introduce a joint resolution, which I 
ask to have read. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 62) relating to the reduction 
of freight rates upon grain, livestock, and other agricultural 


products was read the first time by its title, and the second 
time at length, as follows: 


Whereas freight rates upon grain, livesteck, and other agricultural 
products from country shipping points to primary markets are now 
approximately 47 per cent in excess of pre-war freight rates; and 

Whereas freight rates upon grain for export have been even more 
extravagantly increased by approximately 73 per cent; and 

Whereas these rates are fixed by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion under the mandatory provisions of the Esch-Cummins law; and 

Whereas the price of wheat and other farm products has decreased to 
pre-war levels while freight rates remain substantially upon the levels 
established when wheat was selling at $2 per bushel, corn at $1.86, 
and cotton at 87 cents a pound; and 

Whereas the increase in freight rates applies not only to what the 
farmer sells but also to what he buys, so that it now requires, for ex- 
ample, the value of 166 bushels of wheat to buy an ordinary farm 
wagon, as compared with 102 bushels in 1913; and 

Whereas American farmers bave in addition suffered from increases 
in every element of the cost of production, including taxes, so that they 
face heavy net losses upon their entire production; and 


Whereas the Secretary of Agriculture has stated that farm yalues 
decreased $18,000,000,000 from January 1, 1920, to March 1, 1922; and 

Whereas the Secretary of Agriculture has aso reported that in the 
15 wheat States alone more than 108,000 farmers have since 1920 lost 
their farms or other property through foreclosure or bankruptcy, over 
122,000 have lost their property without legal proceedings, and nearly 
873,000 have retained their property only through the leniency of 
creditors, making a total of 603,000 farmers, or 26 per cent of an 
who are virtually bankrupt in these 15 States; and 

Whereas the conditions are even more appalling in particular States, 
as, for example, in South Dakota, where according to the Secretary of 
Agriculture 40 per cent of all farmers are yirtually bankrupt ; Colorado, 


42 per cent; North Dakota, 50 per cent; Wyoming, 51 per cent; and 


Montana, 62 per cent; and 

Whereas these bankruptcies of farmers have created a huge number 
of bank failures, greater in number in 1922 than in any year since 
the panic year 1893; and 

Whereas the Department of Agriculture has reported that during 
the year 1922, 2,000,000 persons moved from American farms to Ameri- 
can cities, thus adding to the already congeste@ condition of these 
centers; and 

Whereas the consequent shortage of labor has resulted in the em- 
ployment of very young children in ever increasing numbers at heavy 
manual labor upon the farms; and 

Whereas these conditions constitute an emergency which requires im- 
mediate action if American agriculture is to be spared from appalling 
disaster; and 8 

Whereas the neighboring Dominion of Canada bas established a prece- 
dent by reducing freight rates substantially to a pre-war basis, so that 
the rates paid by Canadian farmers on their produets are much lower 
than those paid by their competitors in the United States; for example, 
grain rates from points on each side of the international boundary over 
like distances to deep-water terminals are 66 per eent higher in the 
United States than in Canada: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That the present condition of American agriculture 
constitutes an emergency of so grave a character that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission be, and it is hereby, direeted to proceed forth- 
with to reduce substantially to the pre-war levels the freight rates 
upon agricultural products, including livestock, and upon the materials 
and implements required upon American farms for the production of 
agricultural products. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the joint resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 


PROTECTION OF FOREST LANDS, 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, under the head of “ Introdue- 
tion of bills” I think it is proper for me to call attention to 
a certain bill on the calendar, as it may be that the Senate 
will desire to refer it to a committee. I should like the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] to this matter. 

I note that there is on the calendar a bill (S. 1182), No. 
23 on the calendar, to provide for the protection of forest 
lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the extension 
of national forests, and for other purposes, in order te promote 
the continuous production of timber on lands chiefly suitable 
therefor. ‘The calendar states that this bill was reported to 
the Senate on January 10 by Mr. McNary from the Select 
Committee on Reforestation without amendment. It is a bill 
that was introduced by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] 
on December 15. I have just had my attention called to it. 

This is a very important measure. I have not yet been able 
even to read it. It was prepared, I understand, by a select 
committee appointed by the Senate during the last Oongress. 
I am not complaining about the bill. I have an idea that upon 
examination it will suit me, and one reason why I think so is 
because it has been acted on favorably after consideration by 
the select committee of which the Senator from Oregon is the 
chairman. When the select committee reported such a bill to 
the Senate, however, it ought to have been referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry for action. I think 
there can be no doubt of that, and that it was not properly 
referred to the select committee. I never knew that it was 
on the calendar, or even that such a bill had been introduced, 
until now. 

On the subject, however, that I knew this committee were 
considering I have had conyersations and conferences with 
various people, both in the Senate and out of it. I knew that 
it was regarded by those who are interested in the forest ques- 
tion as an extremely important matter, and I knew that they 
would perhaps want to be heard if they have any objections to 
the bill. Members of the committee who have had a similar 
interest in it have spoken to me about it arany 

I do not want to delay what I shall probably support when 
the time comes; but this bill has taken such an irregular 
course that I feel that it ought to be referred to the Committee 
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on Agriculture and Forestry, or at least not called up and con- 
sidered by the Senate until members of that committee have 
un opportunity to look into it and perhaps to consult with 
specialists on the forestry question who are not Members of the 
Senate. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 
me, I have just come in, and I am interested in what he Is 
tulking about. I should like to know what is being done. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will say to the Senator that the last Con- 
gress, as I remember, appointed a select committee to consider 
some subjects related to reforestation. This select committee, 
of which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] was chair- 
man, have tinished their work, evidently, and the Senator from 
Oregon introduced a bill going into that subject, as I take it, 
quite fully, and proposing a law for its control. The bill was 
introduced, but was not referred to the regular standing com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, which In the due course of 

roceedings would have jurisdiction of it, but was referred 

ack to the select committee. I inquired for a report, but I 
am inofrmed by the page who brought me the bill that no 
written report, even, has been made. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Is it not a fact that the Agricultural Com- 
mittee has always had jurisdiction of such bills? 

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, yes; always. I do not think anyone will 
question that. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 

Mr. LENROOT. 

Mr. NORRIS. 


That is my understanding. 
Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
I yield to the Senator. 


Mr. LENROOT. Did the select committee make a report to | 


the Senate? 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know as to that, but I understand 
that no report was made on this bill. 

Mr. LENROOT. I mean a general report on the subject. 


Mr. NORRIS. I presume they did. I do not know. I have 
not seen it. 

Mr. LENROOT. If they did, was not the committee dis- 
charged? 


Mr. NORRIS. I do not know as to that. 
Oregon can explain it, 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, at the last session of Con- 
gress the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] 
introduced a resokition authorizing the Vice President to ap- 
point a special or select committee to study the subject of 
reforestation and report to the Congress not later than April 
4, 1924. This committee was appointed, and hearings were 
held in 16 different States, as well as in the District of Colum- 
bia. Last week, I think on Thursday, the committee made a 
report to the Senate, consisting of 28 written pages. A few 
days prior thereto, on behalf of the committee and as chair- 
man of it, I offered a comprehensive general plan in the form 
of a bill. 

When the report was filed it referred to this bill, namely, 
Senate bill 1182. For some reason, through some omission, the 
ealendar does not note the number of the report. It is Re- 
port No. 28. 

At the time the bill was presented for the consideration of 
the Senate it was referred to the select committee by reason of 
the authority conferred upon the committee through the reso- 
lution which was adopted by the Senate at the last session of 
Congress. I assume it was a proper reference, in view of the 
fact that it was made so by reason of the adoption of the reso- 
lution directing this select committee to make this special 
study and make a report by a certain date to the Congress. 
The bill was introduced, the report was made, and now the 
bill is on the calendar. 

Mr. NORRIS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. McNARY. Certainly. : 

Mr. NORRIS, Has the Senator a copy of the resolution by 
yirtue of which the committee had authority? 

Mr. McNARY. I have. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish the Senator would read it. 

Mr. MeNARY, I will state to the Senator from Nebraska 
that it is shown in the report which was filed by the committee 
a few days ago. It is Senate resolution 398 of the Sixty-seventh 
Congress, fourth session, and provided as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate appoint a committee to 
consist of five Members of the Senate, three from the majority party 
aud two from the minority party, to investigate problems relating to 
reforestation, with a yiew to establishing a comprehensive national 
policy for lands chiefly suited for timber production in order to insure 
a perpetual supply of timber for the use and necessities of citizens of 
the United States. The committee shall make a final report of its 
investigations with recommendations to the Senate not later than 
April 4, 1924. For the purposes of this resolution the committee is 


The Senator from 


authorized to sit and act at such times during the sessions or recesses 
of the Sixty-seventh and Sixty-eighth Congresses and in such places 
within the United States, to hold such hearings, and to employ such 
clerical and stenographic assistants as it deems necessary. ‘The cost of 
stenographie service to report such hearings shall not be in excess of 


25 cents per folio. The committee is further authorized to send for 
persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to take testimony. 
The expenses of the committee shall be paid from the contingent fund 
of the Senate, 


That was the direct authority for this committee to make the 
investigation and report back to the Senate, which it has done. 

Mr. NORRIS, Was that a final report of the committee? 

Mr. McNARY,. It was. 

Mr, NORRIS. I baye not read the resolution, but I have 
listened to its reading by the Senator from Oregon, and when 
the committee made its final report to the Senate its work was 
ended, its jurisdiction ceased, and it was all over, so far as that 
committee was concerned. A bill introduced could not have 
been referred to that committee, because the committee had 
become extinct. The Senator will notice that in the authority 
providing for this committee there is no intimation that a bill on 
the subject, when introduced, shall be referred to that committee. 
They are authorized to make their recommendations, They 
did so, and reported a bill, which the Senator had introduced, 
and when they did that the committee was ended, under the 
authority under which it worked and under the law which 
ereated if, and it no longer existed. ‘The bill, therefore, was 
referred to a committee which was, legally speaking, not in 
existence ut the time the reference was made. 

Mr, CURTIS. May I say to the Senator the fact that a 
special committee was authorized to investigate and recom- 
mend legislation would not take the matter out of the hands 
of the regular standing committee having jurisdiction when 
that select committee brought in a bill, would it? 

Mr. NORRIS. It should go to the regular standing commit- 
tee. I do not think there is any doubt about that. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the chairman of the select 
committee assumed, and I think the committee had the same 
thought, that they were following out the purpose of the reso- 
lution. There is no intention on the part of any members of 
the committee to deprive the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry of further consideration of the bill. Indeed, the chair- 
man of the select committee would be happy, indeed, if the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry wants to go over the 
work of the committee, to have the matter resubmitted. I 
wanted to do what I thought was the purpose and intendment 
of the resolution, and I still think that has been done; but if 
the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
desires to go over the work, and have the bill referred to his 
committee, I have not the slightest objection in the world. 

Mr. NORRIS. If I may interrupt the Senator again, I hope 
he will not misunderstand my attitude. The Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry is not looking for work. It is over- 
burdened. It was in session last night until after 10 o'clock. 
It has not been in session to-day, but it will be in session 
every day next week. I would be glad, as far as the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry is concerned, with the work we 
have, to have some other committee consider this matter. 
That is not the point at all. I have as much confidence in this 
select committee as I could have in any committee which might 
be selected, und the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
would probably be moved more by what the members of this 
select committee would say to them than by what might come 
from any other source. I have only raised this question be- 
cause I felt it my duty to do so, 

I know that a great many people in the country are inter- 
ested in this legislation. It is a very important proposition. 
I am deeply interested in it myself; but that was not the reason 
I wanted to have it referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. There can not be any question, in my judgment, 
after hearing the resolution read which authorized this com- 
mittee, but that the committee’s existence was ended at the 
time it made its final report. Its work was completed. But 
even if that were not so, there is no rule of the Senate which 
provides for the reference of any bill to a select committee 
when there is a standing committee which has jurisdiction over 
the matter, unless a resolution was introduced at the time 
the committee was authorized to refer the bill to the select 
committee. 

The Senator himself is a very honored and useful member 
of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. I do not want 
to be misunderstood. I would be glad to turn over three- 
fourths of the work of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry to some other committee, if I could. We will be un- 
able even to consider this measure for some time if it comes to 
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us, because of the demands made on the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry now from all over the United States. 

People have come from across the continent to be heard on 
various bills relating to agriculture pending before that com- 
mittee. We are overburdened; we are overworked. I have not 
been able for the past week to read the mail that comes to my 
office. I am not looking for more work. I would be glad if the 
Senate would refer this matter to some other committee and let 
that committee consider it. I would be very glad to have that 
done and let those whe are interested appear before the com- 
mittee selected by the Senate. 

I only brought this to the attention of the Senate because I 
considered it to be my duty, as chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, to do so when I found this bill on the 
calendar, and I knew no such bill had ever been before the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

I can say, without reading the bill, that I expect to be favor- 
able to it, and I say that because I have confidence in this select 
committee. In no sense do I want to be understood as casting 
any reflection upon them whatever, but I think any Senator 
must see that the bill was improperly referred. I would not 
object to that reference if it had not been that I know a great 
many people in the country are watching this very question— 
expert foresters and others. There are men whose names would 
immediately attract the attention not only of the Senate but of 
the country, when the question of forestry was raised, who have 


been looking after this matter, watching it with a friendly | 


spirit; and they expected, when the matter got before the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry of the Senate, to take it up 
through the regular channels and look into what was proposed 
and, if they did not like it, to come before that committee and 
be heard. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I was out of the Chamber when this. dis- 
cussion began, and I want to inquire just what the Senator 
proposes. The bill was introduced by the chairman of the select 
committee and was referred to that committee, and the select 
committee reported it. I had in mind myself some question as 
to whether it could properly be referred to the select committee 
at the time, but I looked into the matter somewhat, and it 
seemed that the rule permitted the reference of bills to a stand- 
ing committee or to a select committee, and that reference 
appeared to be regular. The select committee did consider the 
bill; they have reported it, and it is now on the calendar. I 
was about to inquire what the Senator now proposes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have not proposed anything except that I 
called the matter to the attention of the Senate. The Senator 
is in error, in my opinion, when he says the procedure is regu- 
lar. When this bill was introduced, under the practice of the 
Senate, so far as I know, without a single exception in the his- 
tory of the Senate itself, it was wrongfully referred to a com- 
mittee which was, first, out of existence, but to which, even if 
it had been in existence, the reference could not be made. A 
standing committee of the Senate, the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry, have always handled bills of that kind, and 
if we follow the precedents, we must refer the bill to that 
committee. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I had the same impression, but the chair- 
man of the select committee referred to a rule which seemed 
to justify the reference of the bill to the select committee. 
That committee was then in existence. It had not made its 
report and it did not make its report until it reported the bill. 
It reported the bill along with its report in response to the 
resolution which created it. It was in existence when the bill 
was referred to it. 

Mr. NORRIS. If it had not reported, then it was still in 
existence; but it died at the time it reported the bill. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It made its report of the bill and its full 
report under the resolution at the same time. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand it, they made a final report, 
and reported a bill. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; that is this bill. 

Mr. NORRIS. And the bill, to comply with the rule, was 
introduced by the chairman of the select committee, and that 
puts this bill before the Senate. The Senate, through its pre- 
siding officer, referred the bill to the select committee. When 
they reported the bill and made their recommendations, they 
had ended their work. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator is in error. The bill was in- 
troduced some days ago and referred then to the select com- 
mittee. The select committee had not yet made its report. 
After the bill was referred to the committee, the committee met 
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and reviewed the whole subject and made its report, reporting 
this bill back along with the full report under the resolution. 
So the procedure would appear to be regular. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] 
calls my attention to the fact that this report, No. 28, Sixty- 
eighth Congress, first session, as appears on the face of it is 
dated January 10, 1924. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; that is when the bill was reported, 
as appears on the calendar. The Senator will notice Order 
of Business No, 23 on the calendar, where it is stated that the 
bill was reported at the same time, being reported after liay- 
ing been previously referred to the select committee. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; on January 10. 

Mr. FLETCHER. So that the select committee reported 
back this bill and made the full report at the same time, 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not think that changes the parliamentary 
status of the measure at all. There seems to be just a little 
feeling that the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry is 
looking for something to work on, and, having called the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this matter, I will leave it with the 
Senate. I shall not make any motion, but will leave the matter 
with the Senate. Whatever action the Senate takes will he 
satisfactery to me. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, before this matter is dis:osed 
of, I would like to say that I think, in view of the rule and the 
practice, the chairman of the select committee ought to have 
this bill taken from the calendar and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. I would dislike to see the plan 
adopted of having subcommittees or special committees report 
legislation direct. Such a procedure is not provided for in the 
rules, and I think it would be a very bad precedent. I am for 
the Senator's bill, and I was in hopes it would be taken up the 
latter part of this week or the first of next, but we all have 
confidence in the select committee, which had the matter in 
charge, and the bill could be reported again by the last of the 
week, and I do hope that the Senator from Koved will take 
the course suggested. 

Mr. McNARY. I may say that I always want to follow the 
practice of this body and I assumed that I had done so. I am 
not now convinced that I did not. In view of the situation, 
inasmuch as the point is raised and I might possibly be in 
error, I feel that I should ask that the bill be taken from the 
calendar and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the bill will be taken from the calendar 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


AMENDMENT OF THE REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr, CURTIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the proposed revenue act of 1924, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed. 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS’ RELIEF. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, at a meeting of the Finance 
Committee, this morning, the following resolution (S. Res. 122) 
was adopted: 


Resolved, That a permanent subcommittee, consisting of the chairman 
of the Finance Committee and four members of said committee to be 
designated by him (two from the majority and two from the minority), 
is hereby created, to be known as the Subcommittee on World War 
Veterans“ Relief. The chairman of the Finance Committee shall be 
chairman of the subcommittee. All measures concerning the Veterans’ 
Bureau or concerning other methods of relief for yeterans of the 
World War which shall be referred to the Committee on Finance shall 
be submitted to this subcommittee for investigation and recommenda- 
tion before action thereon by the Comniittee on Finance. 

Ratification of this resolution and an order that the personnel of 
the subcommittee shall be listed in the Congressional Directory shall 
be recommended to the Senate. 


I am authorized by the Committee on Finance to ask that the 
Senate adopt this resolution, and that the personnel of the 
subcommittee shall be listed in the Congressional Directory as 
recommended. 

I further wish to say to the Senate that the committee will 
consist of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] as chairman, 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rxrn], the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Ernst], the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Sru nos], and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH]. 

I ask that the Senate agree to the resolution, 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, pending the request of the 
Senator from Utah, I wish to mention the fact that a special 
committee of the Senate has for some months been investigating 
the Veterans’ Bureau and the subject matter of legislation 
affecting that bureau. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
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from Utah whether the resolution which he has reported from 
the Finance Committee has been submitted to or considered by 
the special committee which I have just mentioned. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that two of the mem- 
bers of the special committee to which he has referred are also 
members of the Finance Committee, and the action on the part 
of the committee was unanimous. 

I will say further to the Senator that the resolution which 
I have presented merely has reference to matters of legisla- 
tion. The Senate, of course, may order an investigation at any 
time it desires to do so, but the resolution presented by me 
applies to bills which are referred to the committee. As the 
Senator knows, there are many bills affecting the veterans of 
the World War which are referred to the committee for con- 
sideration, 

Mr. ROBINSON. I myself, Mr. President, think that the im- 
portance of the legislation which refers to the Veterans’ Bureau 
and to the World War veterans is so great that it justifies the 
creation of a special committee to consider it, 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, I 
understand that this very resolution was recommended by the 
special committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON. ‘That is the information that I want. I 
have no objection to the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, as I understand, if this 
resolution shall be adopted, it will not displace the special 
committee or in any wise interfere with its findings or report. 

Mr. SMOOT. In no way whatever will it interfere with that 
committee. I will say further to the Senator that, as he will 
probably remember, a subcommittee of the Finance Committee 
has been appointed for the consideration of the class of legisla- 
tion referred to, but it is desired that the names of the mem- 
bers of the subcommittee shall be listed in the Congressional 
Directory, and we have to have action of the Senate to accom- 
plish that purpose. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, the action 
now proposed to be taken is in accord with one of the recom- 
mendations of the special investigation committee. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I assume that the dis- 
cussion in which Senators have engaged concerned us all, 
but unfortunately we could not hear the colloquy that was 
going on. I could not hear the reading of the resolution, and 
I respectfully ask that it may be read again, reserving the 
right to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Utah. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 122), as 
follows: 


Resolved, That a permanent subcommittee, consisting of the chair- 
man of the Finance Committee and four members -of said committee, 
to be designated by him (two from the majority and two from the 
minority), is hereby created to be known as the Subcommittee on 
World War Veterans’ Relief. The chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee shall be chairman of the subcommittee, All measures con- 
cerning the Veterans’ Bureau or concerning other methods of relief 
for veterans of the World War which shall be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance shall be submitted to this subcommittee for investi- 
gation and recommendation before action thereon by the Committee 
on Finance. 

Ratification of this resolution and an order that the personnel of 
the subeommittee shall be listed in the Congressional Directory shall 
be recommended to the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Utah. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ACTIVITIES OF RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. GOODING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
124), which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and it is 
hereby, directed to secure from each common carrier railroad a state- 
ment signed by its president and auditor, verified by oath, showing the 
following information for the calendar year of 1923: 

a. The amount of money expended and the account or accounts to 
which charged as compensation and expenses for person or persons 
employed as speakers or for the purpose of interviewing the public, 
and for the publication and distribution of advertisements, magazines, 
books, newspaper stories, editorials or pamphlets, and any and all 
other literature concerning the operation, earnings, expenditures, 
stock, Investments, taxes, legislative or other matters for the purpose 


of creating public sentiment favorable to the railroad interests, and for 
any such literature for the purpose of molding public opinion on any 
legislative matter other than railroads, 

b. The name or names of any subsidiary or outside organization 
operating under the direction or in connection. with any common 
carrier railroad engaged in the publication of any of the matters 
named in a, and the arrangement under which such publication and 
distribution is made and the cost to the railroad. 

c. The number of all persons employed in the preparation and dis- 
tribution of literature named in b, and compensation. 

d. The commission is directed to secure copies of all such docu- 
ments and statements and transmit with its report to the Senate 
within 60 days from date. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaf- 
fee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which It requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 12. An act to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact 
the general and permanent laws of the United States in force 
December 2, 1928; and 

H. R. 3770. An act for the examination and survey of Dog 
River, Ala., from the Louisville & Nashville Railroad bridge 
to the mouth of said river, including a connection with the 
Mobile Bay ship channel. 


OPERATION OF THE PRESENT TARIFF ACT, 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, on Wednes- 
day, January 9, the able Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Mc- 
LEAN] addressed the Senate, citing the increased figures in 
imports and exports of the country during the past year. He 
argued that the increased figures In our import and export 
trade indicated the benefits of the Fordney-McCumber tariff 
law, and in the course of his speech took occasion to quote 
condemnatory sentences spoken by and referred to the dire 
predictions made by members of the minority during the debate 
on this measure in 1922. The Senator's remarks have opened 
up the question as to just what actual results have followed the 
operation of this tariff law since its enactment on September 
21, 1922. 

Mr. President, what have been the benefits of the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff law, if any? I propose to answer that ques- 
tion and to prove that the predictions expressed at the time 
it was debated in the Senate about the injurious results this 
law would occasion have been realized. More than that, I 
propose to prove from the records of the Government itself 
the following facts: First, that the Fordney-McCumber tar- 
iff law has resulted in an increased cost of living to the 
American people reaching staggering figures. Second, that 
this Increase has borne heaviest upon the wage earners and 
middle classes, because the greatest increase during the past 
year has been in the cost of food, clothing, farm and house fur- 
nishings. 

I expect to show that two classes have especially benefited 
by this tariff law: First, stockholders and speculators, and, 
secondly, the dividend-receiving classes, for, as predicted, the 
law has resulted in inereased dividends to the trusts and big 
business enterprises. 

But the striking result of the operation of this law is the 
positive injury it has brought to the greater proportion of the 
citizenry of the country. 

Mr. President, the wage-earning and salaried classes represent 
59 per cent of the taxable income of the United States accord- 
ing to a study of the income tax returns, and all the business, 
partnership, and corporation incomes represent only 16 per cent. 
It is this class that you have chosen to make the beneficiaries 
of your special legislation. Even including the taxable income 
from dividends and interest on investments which amounts to 
18 per cent, you are favoring 84 per cent of the tax contributing 
class at the expense of 59 per cent. 

You ask, Who has suffered? I shall prove first, the farmer; 
second, the wage earners and salaried classes; third, the con- 
sumer; fourth, the unemployed; and, fifth, the home builders 
and rent payers. Mr. President, the operation of this law once 
more confirms the contention made by its opponents, that the 
Republican theory of high protection as exemplified in this 
law is to keep the dividend mill grinding, and to do that labor 
should be thankful for employment, The statistics which I 
shall submit also prove the soundness of the contention of 
the opponents of this law. We who have contended for the 
elimination to the lowest possible fraction of those govern- 
mental favors which tend to the exploitation of the masses 
for the fayored classes and which force the public to pay 


for the necessities of life exorbitant, unfair, and unjust prices, 
have been vindicated by the actual facts. 

The Republican Party alleges its interest and purpose in 
tariff legislation is to keep labor employed. The Democratic 
Party is no less interested In doing this but it objects, and, 
here is where we differ, to tariff-protected profiteers picking the 
wages from the pockets of labor. 

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 

Mr. President, the figures presented for the last year show- 
ing an increase in the value of imports and exports are due in 
many instances to advance in prices rather than to actual in- 
creases in quantity. In other words, they indicate increased 

rices rather than increased volume of business. For example, 
et us take raw cotton: The quantity exported shows a 
marked decline for 11 months of 1923, compared with the 
same months of the preceding year, of 1,068,813 bales, although 
the value of these exports showed a material advance amount- 
ing to about $65,000,000, There was an actual decline of one- 
fifth of the total number of cotton bales exported in 11 months 
of 1923, as compared with the same 11 months of the previous 
year, when there was no Fordney-McCumber law, while 
there was, as noted, a substantial Increase in export values, 
The large increases in the value of our exports are in 
high-price commodities, chiefly automobiles, in which the in- 
crease has been over 100 per cent, lumber, refined minerals, 
and machinery. It will be noted, therefore, that the increase 
in exports has been largely of that character of manufactured 
goods which Europe needs most for rehabilitation purposes— 
automobile trucks, railroad cars, lumber, mineral oils, ma- 
chinery, and like commodities. Heretofore we have been ship- 
ping only bare necessities of life to Europe. 

In import values there is also an increase. One of the 
items of increase is sugar. Statistics show that there has been 
some falling off in the quantity imported, but an actual in- 
crease in value. For this the American consumers have paid 
dearly by the heavy duty on our sugar. 

The increases in imports have been principally those of raw 
minerals for the manufacturers of the country, who reduced 
their stock following the great slump of 1921-22. 

It is to be noted also that the increase in our foreign trade 
has been noticeable with every country in South America, due 
I believe to the campaign carried on during and since the 
World War by chambers of commerce, industrial organizations, 
and our Department of Commerce. 

We have made an increase in imports with these countries 


during the past year amounting to over 50 per cent of the | 


value of imports of the corresponding period of 1922. 

The revival of business following the post-war slump in all 
parts of the world was certain to occur and be reflected in 
our Imports and exports when business confidence throughout 
the world was restored. Notwithstanding the tariff framers, 
the natural demand for supplies with the restoration of confi- 
dence has led to a great demand for the repletion of the greatly 
reduced stocks of manufactured supplies in all parts of the 
world and in the Orient, New Zealand, Australia, and South 
American countries, 

Millions of pounds of wool were held in the warehouses 
pending the settlement of the rates to be imposed in the new 
tariff law upon wool; and many other products, such as rubber, 
of which the factories during the depressed period had ex- 
hausted their supply, had to be imported during the present year. 

I note also that the distinguished Senator from Connecticut 
IMr. McLean] does not comment upon the announcement made 
officially by the Department of Agriculture that the imports 
of farm products for the year ending June 30 last exceeded for 
the first time in history the exports of farm products. The 


figures are: Exports of farm products, $1,799,000,000 ; imports, | 


$1,903,000,000. It is certain the tariff law has not helped our 
agricultural export trade. 

The American Economist, a strong protectionist paper, in its 
issue of January 11, 1924, under the title Exports net a test 
of prosperity,” states: 

We produce an excess of commodities—neatural, agricultural, and 
manufactured—and it is important that we should find a foreign 
market for them, There are manufacturing companies who manufac- 
ture largely for foreign markets, and that, too, is wholly legitimate. 


The article proceeds to show that our per capita export trade 


is much smaller than is that of other countries. It is only one- | 


third of that of Canada. Indeed, our export business Is less 
than 6 per cent of our productivity. New Zealand is first 
among the nations in exports per capita, leading with 8154.54. 
Canada is second, having an average of $100.63 per capita. 
The United Kingdom is $69.36 per capita, and the United 
States is only $33.95. 
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The Imports have increased for several reasons, among them 
the difference in currency exchange, the continuation of such 
high prices in America so that, even after paying the high 
tariff duty, it is possible to. sell some foreign goods here, and, 
lastly, raw materials, such as wool and leather, which must 
be imported for our manufacturers, whose stocks were greatly 
depleted during the depression, 

THE TARIFF AND BIG DIVIDENDS, 


Mr. President, let us now consider what effect the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff law has had upon dividends and upon the 
prosperity of big business and the trusts. My whole argument 
is based upon figures furnished by various departments of the 
Government. I have on my desk tables and reports which con- 
firm every statement made by me relating to the manner in 
which the tariff law has operated. In this instance let us 
turn to the Department of Commerce and see from the tables 
compiled by them what is the record of prosperity of the 
trusts during the first year of the operation of the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff law. In those tables can be found the record 
of dividends earned. Have they decreased? No; high tariff 
protection does not operate in that way. 

The Department of Commerce reports that there has been a 
constant and steady Increase in dividend payments by indus- 
trial, steam, and electric railway corporations during the 11 
months of 1923, ending December 1. We will later make a 
striking contrast by showing that the cost of clothing, food, 
furniture, and house furnishings has steadily increased; that 
the financial plight of the great farming population of the West 
continues to be precarious; that the salaried and wage-earning 
class have received practically no increased wages to offset the 
corresponding increased cost of living, but the security holders 
of the big industrial, steam, and electric railway corporations 
have been steadily increasing their dividends. The same corpo- 
rations from which the Department of Commerce collected these 
data paid nearly $2,000,000 more In dividends in the month of 
November, 1928, compared with the month of November, 1922. 
Indeed, the figures show that this group of big corporations paid 
more dividends every month of the year 1923 than in the corre- 
sponding months of the previous year. The average dividends 
pald per month were higher than for any other months in our 
history except the period of excessive profit making by big busi- 
ness during the war years of 1917-18. The total increase in 
dividends during the 11 months of this year by the class of cor- 
porations referred to was about $27,000,000. 

What Republicans mean to argue when they speak of the 
benefits of the Fordney-McCumber tariff law is really this: 
That it is beneficial to the country because it is profitable to big 
business, as the dividend statistics show. If a Republican can 
be expected to be frank on the tariff issue, he must admit that 
the figures indicate this law has not operated for the benefit of 
the farmers, the wage earners, the salaried class, the small 
business group, or the great consuming publie. 


THE ALUMINUM & BRASS MANUFACTURING CO. 


Mr, President, let us examine some typical financial reports. 

On January 10 I received a communication from a prominent 
investment and security house urging the purchase of common 
stock of the Aluminum & Brass Manufacturing Co., of Detroit, 
Mich. The financial statement of this industry was attached. 
The statement asserts that in the 11 years this company has 
been in business the average yearly return to stockholders in 
eash, stock dividends, and rights has been 39.66 per cent. The 
dividend record of this company ranged from 28 per cent in 
1913 to 120 per cent in 1916, and in 1920, 9 per cent, with the 
| rights which sold upon a 100 per cent basis, making the divi- 
| dent equivalent to 109 per cent. 
The statement claims that this company manufactures 80 
| per cent of all bronze and babbitt bearings of the type used in 
90 per cent of gasoline motors. The plant is located in Detroit, 
Mich., and occupies 4 acres of ground. The statement further 
alleges that for the 10 months ending October 31, 1923, the 
| earnings were equivalent to 29 per cent. All the bronze and 
| aluminum products of this company are highly protected. 


| COAL PROFITEERS. 


A few days ago a news article from the Topeka Capital 
| I think that is a newspaper which is owned by one of the dis- 
| tinguished Members of this body—recopied in the Springfield 
(Mass.) Republican, was called to my attention. Therein 
the statement is made that the Lehigh & Wilkes-Barre Coal 
Co., one of the oldest and largest anthracite coal companies 
in the country, has recently declared an 80 per cent dividend. 
This will be interesting reading to the coal consumers of this 
country whose cost for coal has advanced by leaps and bounds. 
It will not be surprising, either, in view of such Information 
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to learn of another demand for increased wages by the miners 
which, of course, will result, as in the past, in an advance 
in the price of coal to the consumers. 


UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION. 


The Fordney-McCumber tariff law has apparently been most 
generous to the Steel Trust, as a comparison of the net profits 
for the first three quarters of 1922 and the corresponding 
quarters for 1923 indicate. The reports of this company show 
that there was available as net profits for dividends after de- 
ducting estimated taxes, including Federal income taxes, 
$75,870,048, at the end of the third quarterly period of 1923. 
The corresponding net profits for 1922 were $28,424,686. The 
fourth quarter is estimated to show a big Increase. The net 
profits available for dividends on common stock is estimated 
will amount to an Increase of 850 per cent over the previous year. 
It is to be noted that under the Fordney-McCumber tariff law 
products of the steel corporations were among the most highly 
protected. I may say here that nearly all corporations in their 
statements deduct all their estimated taxes before they show 
their net profits. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, did I understand the Senator 
to say that they deduct their taxes? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They deduct their estimated 
taxes before they show what earnings are available for divi- 
dends. 

Mr. ASHURST. Then the consumers are paying their taxes? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly. Their statements 
do not show their true earnings; they show what is available 
for distribution as dividends. To ascertain the exact amount 
of the earnings it is necessary to take the amounts available 
for distribution plus the amounts reserved for estimated taxes. 
I am very glad that the Senator interrupted me to bring out 
that point. 

Let us see what is the result of tariff protection to some of 
the other big steel companies. 

The Wall Street Magazine of January 5, 1924, contains a 
statistical survey of the enrnings of the leading steel com- 
panies. This survey shows that earnings per share on common 
stock of the Bethlehem Steel Co. increased in 1923, 350 per 
cent, The Republic Iron & Steel incurred a deficit in 1922 
and earned $17 per share in 1923. If it earned $1 on common 
stock in 1922 the earnings for 1923 would show a gain of 1,600 
percent. The United States Steel Corporation increased its earn- 
ings per share on its common stock about 350 per cent. Crucible 
Steel had a deficit in 1922 and earned $5.20 per common share 
in 1923. Had it earned $1 in 1922, instead of having a deficit, 
its percentage of increase would be over 400 per cent. 
DIVIDEND EARNINGS ON COMMON STOCK OF LARGE INDUSTRIAL COMPANIES, 


American Locomotive in 1922 earned nothing on its common 
stock and in 1923 declared dividends of $24.38 per share. 

Corn Products earned $17.48 per share common stock in 1922 
and increased this large earning to $20.88 in 1928. 

The Dupont Co. earned $8.43 per share common stock in 1922 
and in 1923 increased earnings to $17.08. 

General Motors increased its earnings on common stock in 
1923 to about 75 per cent over the dividend declared in 1922. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Do the figures which the Senator has just 
cited show the net earnings after deducting taxes? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes; all the figures I have 
just given are computed after deducting taxes. 


INCREASES IN COST OF LIVING IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. President, the story is inexhaustible. I present these 
facts in order to place before you a picture. Let me now present 
another aspect of the subject and ascertain from official Gov- 
ernment reports the changes that have taken place in one year 
in the cost of living to the American people. If a case has ever 
been made out of a law working to the advantage of the 
predatory interests of this country and to the disadvantage of 
the masses, it is the present tariff law. That is proved beyond 
question and beyond doubt by the Government’s own figures. 

Mr. President, in view of information collected and tables 
prepared by the United States Department of Labor. I charge 
that there has been a greater increase in the cost of living 
under the Fordney-McCumber tariff law than in any year except 
the war period. The following figures show the increase in the 
cost of living in the United States from 1913 to September, 
1923. These figures are summarizations of figures for 32 cities. 

The average cost of living in 82 cities of the United States 
according to this Government information has increased in the 
year from September, 1922, to September, 1923, 5.8 per cent. 
From June to September, 1928, there was an increase in every 
city where data were obtained. From March to June, 1923, the 
price of food increased in 28 of the 32 cities. 


The average increase in the cost of clothing in the year be- 
tween September, 1922, and September, 1923, is shown to be 
5.2 per cent. For the same period the average Increase in the 
cost of food, which constitutes 38 per cent of the total expendi- 
tures of an American family, was 9.5 per cent; for furniture 
and house furnishings 19.5 per cent, 

It is those very commodities especially affected by the re- 
cent tariff bill, such as food, clothing, and furniture and house 
furnishings, which show large Increases during the first year of 
the operation of the Fordney-McCumber tariff law, while the 
total increase in the cost of housing, fuel and light, and miscel- 
laneous articles not so likely to be affected by the tariff is, by 
way of comparison, slight. 

Another startling revelation as to the effect of the new 
Fordney-McCumber tariff law in increasing the cost of living 
during the year from September, 1922, to September, 1923, the 
first year of its operation, is that in every one of the 82 cities 
where a survey was made under the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
there has been an increased cost in living. The figures for 
September, 1923, the latest data available, show an increase in 
the cost of living within one year amounting as high as 7 per 
cent in Cleveland, 5.3 per cent In Philadelphia, 6.6 per cent in 
Detroit, 4.5 per cent in Baltimore, 4.6 per cent in Chicago, 4.4 
per cent in Boston, 4.3 per cent in St. Louis, 4.2 per cent in 
Scranton, and 4 per cent in Pittsburgh and Richmond. 

The increase in the cost of food during this period—Septem- 
ber, 1922, to September, 1923—in the city of Baltimore was 
13.4 per cent; Boston, 12.5 per cent; Chi , 16.5 per cent; 
Cleveland, Ohio, 14.7 per cent; Detroit, Mich, 14.4 per cent} 
New York City, 9.4 per cent; Norfolk, Va., 8.9 per cent; Phila- 
delphia, Pa., 13.6 per cent; and Washington, D. d., 10.2 per 
cent. 

Now, I understand, these are Government statistics, avall- 
able fo all. I have on my desk here the memoranda from the 
Department of Labor. 

The increase in the cost of clothing in some of these cities 
within the one-year operation of this tariff bill is: Chicago, 
III., 10.2 per cent; Cleveland, Ohio, 10.1 per cent; Portland, 
Oreg., 8.4 per cent; San Francisco, Calif., 7.7 per cent; and 
Buffalo, N. Y., 5.5 per cent. 

Fr DIAL. Mr. President, since when? I did not catch 
at. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In one year—the one year 
of the Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act, from September to Sep- 
tember. . 

Mr. DIAL. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. From December, 1914, to 
September, 1922, in 3 of these cities the cost ef clothing has 
increased over 100 per cent, in 5 more than 90 per cent, in 13 
more than 80 per cent, and in 17 more than 75 per cent. 

Six of these 19 cities show an increase in the cost of furniture 
and house furnishings for the first year within the operation 
of the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill of over 24 per cent, the 
highest increase being found in Cleveland, Ohio, amounting to 
the enormous sum of 38.2 per cent. In only two of these cities 
was the increase less than 14 per cent. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, was that retail or 
wholesale? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Retail. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator 
from New Mexico? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I should like to inguire of the 
Senator if he has available the average cost of those com- 
modities as compared with the pre-war period? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes; I have. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The increase which the Sena- 
tor has been speaking of is one upon the cost which prevailed 
about a year ago or more; but the prices at that time, before 
the increases to which the Senator now refers, were yery much 
higher than prior to the war, and with respect to clothing, as I 
recall, nearly 100 per cent higher than prior to the war, before 
the increases which the Senator is now telling us about as hav- 
ing taken place during the operation of the present tariff law. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If the Senator will indulge 
me a moment, I will come to those figures, In 1921 and 1922 
the cost of living was reduced, and in 1923 a sharp increase 
came. 

Let us now pass, having the information as to the increased 
= * clothing, and household furnishings, to some prac- 
tical results. 


1924. 
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INCREASE IN COST TO THE PUBLIC. 


The postmaster of the city of Boston recently made a careful 
survey of the cost of living of a postal employee supporting a 
family of four persons in the city of Boston, and he found the 
annual cost to be about $2,400. 

In view of the fact that there has been a total increase in the 
last year in the average cost of living of 5.8 per cent, the un- 
deniable conclusion from these figures is this: That an Ameri- 
can family of four persons has had its cost of living increased 
during the first year of the operation of the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff law, namely, from September, 1922, to September, 1923, 5.8 
per cent, which amounts, on the basis of a $2,400 family, to 
$139.20. If there are 25,000,000 American families of four per- 
sons each, we find the increased cost to the American people 
leads to the staggering expenditure of $3,384,000,000. 

These figures are startling. They can not be disputed. They 
are the figures of Government officials. Nothing more is needed 
to justify the use of the severe language used by the opponents 
of this tariff bill during its discussion in the Senate. If it is 
not iniquitous, infamous, damned before it was born, a robber 
tariff—words used in opposing this measure—to increase the 
cost of living to the American people in one year billions of 
dollars, then I ask the champions and defenders of this measure 
to frankly tell the American public what the figures mean. 

Let us turn to another source of proof. 

I have before me a photostat copy of a report of the Massa- 
chusetts Commission on the Necessities of Life. This report 
shows the increase in the cost of living in Boston and the in- 
crease in cost of living in Massachusetts as of September, 1923, 
compared with the year 1913. The increase in the cost of liy- 


ing was found by this commission during that period to be 
startling figures: First, this duty is higher and larger on the 


60.3 per cent for the State of Massachusetts, and the increase 
for Boston to be 67.9 per cent. The largest increase in both 
these tables is In the item of clothing, amounting in the case 


of the city of Boston to an increase of 93 per cent. Was not 


the increase sufficiently high without the Fordney-McCumber 


tariff law adding approximately 6 per cent during the past 


year? 

Do we realize what this means? That a suit of clothes or a 
woman’s garment that cost $50 in 1913 to-day costs the pur- 
chaser $96.50. What wage earner, mechanic, what private or 


Government employee can show an increase in wages or salary in 


the last 10 years corresponding to this? 
Let us analyze the increase during the last year in food 


prices. The tables of the United States Department of Labor 


indicate an average increase throughout the country of 7 per 
cent from October, 1922, to October, 1923. The increase of food 
prices reached in October, 1923, 50 per cent above the level of 
1913. It was only 43 per cent in 1922. 

Let me use the exact language of the Government report: 


According to the Department of Labor monthly service reports, prices 
have risen steadily month by month since March, with the exception 
of two months. 


Government statisties also inform us that the housewives 
throughout the United States bought bread at retail stores in 
October at prices which average 55 per cent above the price 
level in 1913, and though there has been from the year October, 
1922, to October 1923, a decrease in the price of flour of nearly 


22 per cent, there has been no decrease whatever in the price | 
of bread. Indeed, the tables show that the price level for 


bread during part of this period actually increased. The farm- 
er’s wheat when converted into flour sold one-fifth less than in 
1922, yet the bread consumers on the farms and in the factories 
received no reduction in the cost of their children’s bread. 


WOOL. 


Of all the wrongs und faults embodied and sanctioned by the 
Fordney-McCumber tariff bill none are of a deeper dye or 
more in defiance of justice and honesty than the tariff rates 


levied in the wool schedule. The tariff on wool has saddled a | 


huge burden on the American people. It has despoiled the 
poor of the benefits of the warmth of wool; it has disrupted 
the clothing industry by compelling it to produce substitute 
inferior goods to keep the prices within the purchasing power 


of our people; lastly, it is impoverishing the consumers of 


clothing made from the poorest kind of wool, for on the cheap- 
est wool the tariff levied is far in excess of the rate on wool 
of superior quality. So injurious is it that it is difficult in 


discussing the effect of this schedule to keep strictly within the 


bounds of self-restraint and moderation. But here, too, the 
agents of the Government prove our contention that the tariff 
law is an extortionate piece of legislation unequaled in the 
history of tariff scandal legislation. The estimate of the toll 
that this one schedule is gathering from the pockets of the 


American consumers can in part be appreciated by the fol- 
lowing story: 

On November 17th last the Department of Agriculture issued 
a statement of the imports of wool at Boston and Philadelphia. 
Earlier or future reports were suddenly interrupted! None 
have been forthcoming! None have been issued by this de- 
partment since that date though appeals have been made for 
the information by certain manufacturing interests, the appeal 
having recently reached the President himself. 

The figures published for the two months give the answer 
for the suppression of this information. It was such an exposé 
of the misrepresentation practiced upon the American public 
at the time the tariff bill passed and under its operation that 
silence was the only weapon of defense. These figures prove 
that the tariff duty of 81 cents per pound on raw wool was actu- 
ally resulting in imposing upon the wool consumers of America 
an ad valorem duty upon raw wool imported into this country, 
which everybody agrees is reflected in the prices of domestic 
wool, spreading between 21.1 per cent to 187.9 per cent. These 
figures prove that the ad valorem equivalent of the 31 cents 
per pound duty on all cleaned wool imported averaged 61.7 
per cent ad valorem duty. They do more than that! They 
prove that the duty levied upon wool in the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff law was even higher than the outrageous and quickly 
condemned Schedule K of the Payne-Aldrich tariff. 

The average duty collected in Schedule K of that bill was 
47 per cent. If we made an estimate of the effect of the present 
duty on wool based on pre-war prices, the Fordney-McCumber 
collected duty would represent an equivalent of 81 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Three factors should be borne in mind as we reflect upon these 


cheap wool used in making the clothing, the blankets, the 
sweaters, and the underwear of the poor. To this class it 
reaches the peak of 187 per cent. To those who use the highest- 
priced wool the duty reaches the minimum of 21 per cent ad 
valorem. Second, the duty on raw wool is increased at the 


various stages of wool clothing manufacture, and it is esti- 


mated that the increases are tripled by the time it reaches the 
ultimate consumer. Third, the duty on raw wool is balanced 
and reflects in the compensatory duty in other items of the 
wool schedule on all manufactured goods. 

I quote from the figures of the Department of Agriculture for 
the two months the facts appeared,.September 15, 1923, to 
November 17, 1923, when they were suddenly discontinued. It 
tells its own story, which summarized is as follows: 


Estimated clean weight, 2,534,123 pounds. 

Average price per estimated clean pound, 50.2 cents. 

Extreme variations of price per estimated clean pound, 16.5 cents 
to 147.2 cents. 

Total value of wool, $1,272,127. 

Duty collected, 31 cents per estimated clean pound, $785,578. 

Ad valorem equivalent of duty, 61.7 per cent. 

Extreme variations of ad yalorem, 21.1 per cent to 187.9 per cent. 


Bear In mind that no figures are available indicating the 
values of wool imported from the period September 21, 1922, to 
September 15, 1928, nor are any figures available since Noyem- 
ber 17, 1923, when the figures for the two months from Sep- 
tember 15 to November 15, 1923, appeared and were suddenly 
discontinued. What is the reason for this unusual action by 
a governmental department? Is it not due to the fact that the 
purpose of these figures was to show the woolgrowers the bene- 
fits of their own self-made schedule, without any appreciation of 
its effect upon any other group of our citizenry? Is not the 
silence and suppression of figures due to a realization of the 
pernicious indictment that the figures would draw against this 
outrageous duty of 31 cents per pound on raw wool? 

Do you wonder now, in view of the results of the opera- 
tion of the wool schedule, that a leading Republican newspaper, 
when this tariff measure was under discussion, stated: 


In the United States to-day there are Republicans and protectionists 
by the hundreds of thousands who are asking one another whether the 
party leaders in Congress have gone crazy over the tariff. There are 
Republicans and protectionists by the tens of thousands who believe 
that the Fordney-McCumber tariff law will destroy their party. 


Mr. President, it is generally known that the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp contains valuable statistics and interesting information 
furnished last spring as to the effect this high tariff was having 
in increasing the prices of clothing, blankets, underwear, 
sweaters, and wool fabrics. It has resulted in increasing 
prices of men’s clothing and women's garments from $3 to $5. 

To get the latest possible information on this subject, yes- 
terday I wired a lending clothing manufacturer of New York 
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asking the Increased wholesale and retail price in a wool ulster, 
raglan style, 32-ounce weight. I will read his reply: 


Four fifty to five dollars wholesale, seven fifty retail is average ad- 
vance due to tariff. 


I will also read a letter just received: nig 
New YORK, January 1j, 192}. + 
Hon. Davio I. WALSH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR WALSH: I am in receipt of your telegram asking 
me to give you the advance in wholesale and retail price on an all- 
wool ulster, raglan type, 30 to 32 ounce weight, over corresponding 
price before the present tariff law was passed. 

I hare wired you that it was from $4.50 to $5, depending upon the 
quality of the wool, for an all-weol mister of this type at wholesale, 
and approximately $7.50 at retajl. This is on an identical fabric 
shown by us in our fall season of 1922 as against the fall season of 
1928. It must be remembered that the overcoatings purchased by us 
in January, 1922, reflected about the low level of prices before the 
tariff began to boost the price of wool, because while wool had already 
gone up some at that time the woolen manufacturers had supplied 
themselves with their requirements for that season prior to the 
advance. 

The quotation that I give you is an average one. I could quote 
any number of all-wool fabrics where the advance would show in 
excess of $5, and perhaps an occasional one that would show below 
$4.50 of a low-grade wool. 

It is also true that a great many of the all-wool overcoats are 
being retailed at $10 more than they were at that time. This would 
apply to the finer grades only. 

It is only fair that 1 should make this general statement. That 
there are a large quantity of overcoats manufactured that contain 
a considerable percentage of reworked wool that are sold as all-wool 
fabries, and properly so. These fabrics that contain reworked wool 
will show an advance in wholesale cost ranging from $2.50 to $4.50 
over the pretariff price and from $4 tod $7.50 at retail. When you 
asked me what the advance was on an all-wool coat I naturally re- 
referred to those that were made out of new wool. 

There is one very interesting matter that I should like to make 
clear to you in connection with this tariff, and that is the fact that 
despite the statements given out by Senator Smoor and Congressman 
Fordney when the bill was enacted that the price of clothing ought 
to be lower rather than higher, because the tariff just enacted was 
lower than the emergency tariff, the price of clothing has been pro- 
gressively upward, and the tariff will for the first time be reflected 
in full in this coming spring season, In other words, during this 
whole time, dating back to the date of the enactment of the emergency 
tariff, wool was for a year and a half advancing steadily, but manu- 
facturers were owning wool which they averaged with newer and 
higher-cost wools, and it was not until the lines opened in July 
and August of 1928 for this coming spring season that we had 
finally realized the full effect of the tariff on the prices of cloth. And 
this cloth so purchased is now being manufactured for distribution 
to retailers for spring use, and therefore will be passed on for the 
first time to the consumer this spring. 

In this same way even the overcoating prices that I named above 
will be slightly under the prices that we will have to get next fall, 
because there was still a moderate quantity of cheaper wools in the 
hands of manufacturers to average with their higher-cost wools when 
the lines opened a year ago for this last fall's business. 

To sum it all up, I may say that the advance in cost to the 
consumer was exactly what we forecasted that it would be. In 
other words, the statement war a conservative one in all respects. 
Involved in it was necessarily a wage advance which came because 
of the higher cost of living due to the tarif, and which was general 
throughout all textile trades last spring and to the clothing workers 
as well. That, however, plays a comparatively small role, because 
this advance was 124 per cent of the labor cost only. The one big 
item was the duty on raw wool. 

Very truly yours, 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Howetr in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from 
Wyoming? 1 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator attempts to make it clear that 
the high cost of clothing is entirely due to the tariff. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I make the point that the 
increase in the cost of clothing during the year from September, 
1922, to September, 1923, was due to the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff bill. 

Mr. WARREN. But I understand the Senator’s remarks go 
further than that, and I would like to have him compare the 


WILLIAM GOLDMAN, 


price of woolen goods with the price of cotton goods. Cotton 
goods now cost two or three times as much as formerly, but the 
tariff can not be connected with that increase in prices. Is it 
not within the contemplation of the Senator that we are on an 
entirely different basis as to prices ef nearly everything we buy 
since the war? Is it entirely fair to charge that all of the 
increases are due to any particular tariff bill, when we find 
that an article entering into clothing which bears no tariff, 
compared with a similar article which bears a tariff, rises in 
price in the same degree, and that the item which does not 
a 5 ae rises in even a larger degree than a tartff-protected 
article 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do not wonder that the 
Senator is uncomfortable. Of course, the high protections on 
cotton goods have increased prices, But I want to ask him this 
question, as he knows the price of raw wool: Has the price of 
raw wool increased during the past year under this tariff? 

Nort ON Sik It has both increased and decreased slightly 
a 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So the Senator says that the 
duty of 31 cents per pound has not resulted in a benefit to the 
woolgrowers? 

Mr, WARREN, No; I did not say that; but the price is not 
as high now as it was for the two years preceding, before the 
tariff was placed upon it. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator undertook to 
ask me a question. I would not have interrogated him if he had 
not. I will now ask him again if the price of wool has not 
increased during the past year by reason of the duty of 31 cents 
a pound upon raw wool. 

3 WARREN. It has not, because of a higher preceding 
riff. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Very well. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Not until I finish this. So 
we have the statement of the man who can perhaps speak more 
authoritatively than any other man in this country, that the 
duty of 31 cents per pound upon raw wool has of no 
benefit whatever. 

Mr. FLETCHER. To the grower. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. To the woolgrowers. That 
is a startling statement, which the Senator knows cah not bear 
inspection 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Because if there has been 
any one tribute paid to this bill—and I can quote the words 
of the Senator from Idaho, as I have them here on my desk— 
it has been the tribute of the woolgrowers to the large and 
constantly increasing rise in the cost of wool. _ 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator is speaking in figures. I 
heard a discussion of a similar line of figures. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator never heard 
these figures before, because they were never published until 
within a month. 

Mr. WARREN, I know the information, or misinformation, 
constantly being emitted. It has been a matter of fact that 
there has been opposition to the atriff on wool for the last 
hundred years or so. On two oceasions it has been successful 
enough to bring about free wool for short periods, but we paid 
a high price for clothing just the same when wool was free. 
The matter of the 2 to 4 pounds of scoured wool in a 
man’s suit is not very much of the cost of a suit of clothes, 
as the Senator well knows. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, it is pathetic 
to hear a Senator rise here and repudiate the very bill which 
he himself voted for and advocated, and admit that the results 
he anticipated have not been realized with the class for which 
he specially pleaded, the woolgrowers of this country. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator puts words in my mouth. I 
anticipated nothing of the kind. I believed then that the tariff 
would help sustain the price that was then high, and it has 
in a measure done so, but not completely, by sereral cents per 
pound. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It has stepped the price of 
clothing from going down to the American people. That is 
what your purpose was. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator asked me a direct question, 
whether wool had gone down or up, and I told him that at 
this time a year ago it was higher than it is now. But that 
was owing to the law of supply and demand. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I did not 


interrogate the Senator first. He could not remain silent and 
hear this record of wool, and I note especially that his inter- 
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ruptions came while we were discussing a subject very close 

to his heart. 

. Mr. WARREN. I am not in the habit of questioning a Sena- 
tor or taking much time, but I assumed that the Senator was 
perfectly willing to be interrupted by questions as other Sena- 
tors are, and I imagined that he would answer questions in 
the spirit in which they were asked. Of course, I shall not 
intrude further on the Senator. I am sorry that I should have 
disarranged his remarks, 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I appreciate the Senators 
statement. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I think it would 
clarify the situation somewhat 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I hope the Senator will be 
brief, because I do not want to have my remarks unduly ex- 
tended. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I wish to make merely one re- 
mark, which I think will clarify the situation. We had an 
emergency tariff act prior to the Fordney-McCumber Act, which 
put a duty of 15 cents a pound upon wool in the grease. That 
act became operative in September, 1921, so the Fordney- 
McCumber Act, so far as the duty on wool is concerned, with 
respect to certain grades of wool, reduced the duty a small 
amount. So the Senator from Wyoming may well say, I believe, 
that the price of wool during the last year has not increased 
very much, if at all. But since the duty was put upon wool 
under the emergency tariff act in 1921 the price has very 
materially increased. The very object of putting a duty upon 
wool at all was to increase the price. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, nobody dis- 
putes the very substantial increase in the price of clothing. It 
may be very conservatively estimated that the total cost to the 
American public of the duty on raw wool alone will be over 
$200,000,000. When this cost is pyramided and the public pur- 
chase their clothing at retail, the total cost to the American 
public will be stupendous, at least $600,000,000, 

I hope now I shall arouse the interest of another Senator on 
the other side of the Chamber. 

Time will not permit a discussion of the relative specific 
increase in the prices of various commodities as a result of the 
duties levied in this law. Time alone will reveal its mon- 
strosities and obvious defects. No political party can ignore 
the facts or defy the economic results of this law. One thing 
is certain—it is the duty of the party to which I have the 
honor to belong and which valiantly opposed the enactment 
of this law, to leave nothing undone to save the country of the 
tariff excesses of this law and the perils they threaten. Sugar 
has already illustrated the injurious consequences of drawing 
a tariff bill on the principle of reciprocity of benefits. What- 
ever may be said for a protective tariff system, there is no 
defense for such a system based on “ We will give you whatever 
you ask if you keep your mouth shut and leave us undisturbed 
in what we think you ought to take.” The sugar schedule as 
well as the wool schedule found its way into the bill upon 
that principle. 

The wholesale price of refined sugar to-day is 8.6 cents per 
pound. Qn September 21, 1922, the date of the passage of the 
Fordney-Mecumber tariff bill, refined sugar was selling at 
6} cents per pound Wholesale. The tariff on Cuban sugar is 

1.76 cents per pound. The figures show with certainty how 
this tariff tax has been reflected in the price to the consumer. 
One dollar would give the consumer at wholesale 16 pounds of 
sugar before this tariff went into operation. To-day the con- 
sumer will receive for his dollar 113 pounds. 

Let us carry our mathematics a little further. In round 
numbers, under normal conditions, the American consumption 
of sugar is ten billion pounds per year, and the average in- 
creased price per pound is 24 cents. It has been much higher 
during parts of the year 1923. It means that the American peo- 
ple have paid in one year as a result of the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff law the little sum of $250,000,000 for their sweets. 

But let us see who has profited by this tax on sugar. I have 
in my possession a statement of the Great Western Sugar Co. of 
July 31, 1923. It is described in its own literature as the larg- 
est beet sugar producer in this country. Its production is equal 
to one-third of all the beet sugar produced in this country. It 
owns 16 mills in the West. Seven per cent cumulative preferred 
stock dividends have been paid since its incorporation. Com- 
mon stock dividends of 7 per cent were paid between 1916 and 
1920. In 1916 a 42 per cent stock dividend was declared; in 
1917 a 80 per cent stock dividend, and in 1918, 1919, and 1920, 
40 per cent cash stock dividends were paid. Surely it is entitled 
to an honored place on the honor rolls of war profiteers. In ad- 
dition to these tremendous dividends, a statement issued by the 
company on July 31, 1923, shows that its earnings for the year 


ending of that date were 57, 874,370.78, representing a dividend 
of over 50 per cent on the preferred stock and of over 25 per 
cent on the combined preferred and common stock. After pay- 
ing its dividends and all expenses, the company has no funded 
debt, it reports a surplus earned for the year of $6,149,376.78, 
This total surplus at that date was in excess of its entire capi- 
tal stock, namely, over $30,000,000. 

Since the statement of July 31, 1928, I am informed that the 
Great Western Sugar Co. in September, 1923, declared a quar- 
terly dividend of 11 per cent upon its preferred and 4 per cent 
upon its common stock, and in December increased its dividend 
on common stock to 8 per cent, making the dividend on its com- 
mon stock for the year equivalent to 82 per cent. The quotation 
price of this preferred stock on September 21, 1922, was 104 
To-day it is 180. Common stock on September 21, 1922, was 
65 (par value 25), and to-day it is 97, an increase of almost 
800 per cent over the par value. 

This is the chief industry for whose benefit the American 
people must annually pay over $250,000,000 in increased cost of 
sugar because of the sugar tariff, 

1823 BUILDING COSTS, 


The home builders of the country will not express very 
much elation over the operations of the tariff law in view 
of the statistics available for the cost of building in 1923. 
According to the United States Department of Labor figures, 
the average price for building materials, which constitute 60 
per cent of the total cost of building in this country, was higher 
in 1923 than at any time in history, with the possible exception 
of the peak prices of 1920. In 1923 the average price of 
materials was 109 per cent above the pre-war level. The 
Fordney-McCumber tariff law is entitled to the credit of 
increasing the cost of building-material prices during the past 
year 26 per cent. The percentage of increase in the cost of 
building materials in 1922 above the 1914 level was 83 per cent, 
while that of 1923 was 109 per cent. 

Among building materials one of the largest constituents is 
bricks. The price in the summer of 1923 rose to 250 per cent 
above pre-war prices. With a tariff ranging from 10 to 250 
per cent on all building materials, the big corporations like the 
Steel Trust, Glass Trust, Sanitary Pottery Trust, and the lum- 
ber combines have reaped immense profits during the past year. 

Reports of Department of Labor show that in the 68 largest 
cities of the United States, the total value of new building per- 
mits issued for the first six months of 1923 amounted to 
$1,302,991,949. As the increase cost of building materials for 
1923 was reported by the same department to be 26 per cent, 
if the same ratio of building permits continued for the last six 
months of 1923, the extra cost to the American public this year 
would amount to $650,000,000, and this only for 68 of the 
largest cities. Building materials constitute about 60 per cent 
of the cost of building, therefore the increased cost for mate- 
rials alone would be about $400,000,000. 

BUSINESS FAILURES, 


The record of business failures as published by the American 
Economist do not justify the claim of sound benefits resulting 
from the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill. Bradstreet reports for 
the week ending August 80, 1923, 315 business failures as 
against 280 in the corresponding week of 1922, 806 in 1921, 
119 in 1920, and 80 in 1919. Bradstreet also reports business 
failures of the week of September 27, 1928, as 857, compared 
with 375 in 1922, 482 in 1921, 174 in 1920, and 86 in 1919. For 
the week ending November 8, 1923, Bradstreet reports 383 bus- 
iness failures; for 1922, 374; for 1921, 404; 211 in 1920, and 
for the corresponding week of 1919, 129 failures. Bradstreet 
also reports for the week ending August 30, 1928, 815 failures, 
25 eii 220 for 1922, 306 in 1921, 100 in 1920, and 80 in 


This record, taken at random, shows, on the average, that 
business failures for the year 1928 have equaled, if not ex- 
ceeded, those of the years 1922 and 1921, and are three to 
four times greater than those of 1920 and 1919, 

The official records compiled by the Dun Mercantile Agency 
tell us that in the one year 1923 there were nearly twice as 
many bank failures in this country as there were during the 
whole of the last five calendar years, 1916 to 1920, both in- 
clusive. 

Furthermore, the total liabilities of the failed banks in the 
one calendar year 1923 amounted to more than the total lia- 
bilities of all failed banks, both national and state for the en- 
tire seven-year period from 1914 to 1920, both inclusive. 

In 1921 there were 404 bank failures involving liabilities of 
$173,027,776. In 1922 the failures numbered 277 with liabili- 
ties of $77,735,551. During the 12 months of 1923 there were 
540 failures, representing liabilities of $196,790,000, 
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BUSINESS CONDITIONS. 


Let us now turn to the questions in point and learn what 
officials of the Government say as to the general state of busi- 
ness, There was a great post-war slump in business follow- 
ing the peak of prosperity and of high prices in 1920. There 
had to be some revival sometime of business depression of 
1921. In due time a reaction and a business revival would 
follow, necessitated by orders for supplies for the depleted 
warehouses emptied when wholesalers and retailers were sell- 
ing and not buying. How short lived was this upward reac- 
tion can be determined in various ways. I present extracts 
from a special survey issued by the Department of Labor, 
showing present employment conditions and prospects for the 
year 1924. This has only very recently been issued. Though 
optimistic, as is naturally to be expected, ds to conditions for 
1924, it does convey some remarkable information relative to 
present employment conditions: 

STECIAL Survey SHOWING PRESENT EMPLOYMENT CONDITIONS AND 
Prospacts FOR 1924. 
{Issued by Department of Labor United States Employment Service.] 
ALABAMA, 


The industrial employment situation for this period of the year 1s 
considered good, except for the continued lack of activity noted in the 
coal regions and the present outlook for which industry for the next 
year is not very encouraging. 

ARKANSAS. 

There is some unemployment apparent throughout Arkansas at the 
present time, due largely to the shortage of crops, which bas brought 
hundreds of farm hands to the cities, where their services were offered 
to the manufacturers and home-building enterprises. 


CONNECTICUT. 


While the textile industry at the present time shows some curtail- 
ment, there is no reason to believe otherwise than that the early spring 
months will show this activity on a nearly normal basis. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Employment conditions of Washington are considered on a satis- 
factory basis, though at the present time there is à surplus of clerical 
help. 

GEORGIA. 

At the present time there is some unemployment apparent throughout 
this State. This is due, however, to the seasonal curtailment of many 
activities. 

ILLINOIS. 

The coal-mining situation is improving, and it is anticipated that there 
will be a marked increase in the number of men employed within a few 
months. 3 

However, there was probably a larger number unemployed in Illinois 
in December, 1923, than In the corresponding month in 1922, 


KENTUCKY. 


At the present time there is considerable unemployment apparent 
throughout the State. Activity in the various industrial centers con- 
tinues, but on an unsatisfactory basis as far as employment of common 
and semiskilled labor is concerned. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


In the past few months there has been some curtailment noted in 
the boot and shoe industry, textile manufacturing, and the metal 
trades, 

NEW JERSRY. 


There is some seasonal slackening noted in industrial activity at the 
present time. 

NEW YORK. 

There has been some seasonal curtailment of industrial activity, 
with a consequent decline in employment in seyeral industries; still 
there is no very great unemployment problem in any section of the 
State. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 

There is some unemployment apparent in this State at the present 
time which, however, is due largely to the seasonal curtailment of 
many activities. The outlook for 1924 is considered fair, though the 
present indications are that the demand for skilled help will not be 
as great as during the past year. 

The farmers of the State did not have a particularly encouraging 
year, Labor was scarce and cost of production great, and the outlook 
among the agriculturists is not bright unless conditions change 
materially. ; 

OREGON, 


There is at the present time a slowing up of employment which is, 
however, seasonal at this time of the year. 

The past year was not particularly prosperous for the farmer in 
Oregon, excepting those raising sheep for wool and in the production 
of dairy products. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


There has been a gradual slowing down in the steel industry and 
the industries allied with it, such as bituminous coal, pig iron, ete. 
At the present time there is some unemployment apparent in Penn- 
sylvania largely due to the seasonal lay offs which always occur at 
this period of the year. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


There is a slight surplus of common and skilled labor existing in 
certain sections of the State which, however, is looked for at this 
period of the year. The curtailment of some industrial activities 
and the necessary cessation of construction work is largely respon- 
sible for this condition. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


There is very little activity around the mines of this State. It 
is estimated that one-half of the coal mines normally in operation 
are idle at the present time, and those operating are on a part-time 
basis. 


Note that practically all unemployment is alleged to be due 
to seasonal conditions. In the farming and in the industrial 
States alike seasonal conditions are given in explanation. 

Let me quote from a financial review issued in January, 
1924, by an organization of banks throughout the country in- 
forming their customers of financial, industrial, and economic 
conditions: 

INDUSTRIAL EQUILIBRIUM, 


The copper-producing industry has been in an unsatisfactory state 
for the last half of the year, with an output and demand strong enough 
to weigh down the market. 

The oll industry has been depressed by an extraordinary flow from 
newly discovered pools. 

The leather industry is another in which the demand and supply 
are not coordinating, because hides, the raw material, and by-products 
have been produced upon market during the past year faster than 
they are needed, prices have been depressed—another case of disturbed 
equilibrium. 

The coal industry is suffering from the effects of overdevelopment, etc. 

The wheat-producing industry has been very much disturbed by the 
war. A case where production was increased to meet an emergency 
(referring to the war) and the emergency having passed it should be 
accordingly reduced. s 

The cotton-goods industry has been disturbed by an influence operat- 
ing in the other direction—an insect pest has seriously interfered with 
the production of cotton; with three short crops, have made stocks of. 
the raw material alarmingly low and the price has increased so rapidly 
that manufacturers are unwilling to make up goods except on order, 
and merchants hesitate to give orders at a level much above that to 
which consumers are accustomed. Although cotton brings a high 
price the growers are receiving it upon a small yield grown over a 
large acreage at high cost, and the benefits are unevenly distributed 
over different localities. 


Speaking of wool, this comment is made in the same business 
review: 


As in the case of cotton there is nothing that consumers can do 
but pay the rising prices or do without. 


Mr. President, the consumers are not impotent, they can com- 


pel their public officials to reduce the excessive tariff duty on - 


wool. 


EMPLOYMENT CONDITIONS DO NOT INDICATE THE BENEFIT OF THE FORDNEY- 
M’CUMBER TARIFF LAW. 

The last figures obtainable on unemployment are from a 
pamphlet issued by the Bureau of Labor Statistics in the United 
States Department of Labor and are for November, 1928. These 
figures are compiled from 7,480 representative establishments 
in 51 manufacturing industries. The November figures com- 
piled from these 51 industries show there was a decrease of 
13,298 employees and a decrease on the pay-roll totals of 
nearly $1,000,000 and, of course, a corresponding decrease in 
the average weekly earnings in these industries from the pre- 
yious month's reports. 

Comparing data from identical establishments for October 
and November, decreases in employment for November are 
shown in 26 of the 51 industries. The report states that the in- 
dustries showing the greatest decrease in employment were 
men’s clothing industry, shirt industry, and women’s clothing 
industry. Have the high prices for clothing led to a consumers’ 
buying strike? It is not to be marveled at. 

Reports as to the operating time in November in these in- 
dustries were received from 6,229 establishments. The total 
as shown by these reports shows that 21 per cent of the estab- 
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lishments reported were not on full operating time schedule 
and 2 per cent were not in operation. 


This— 


The report says— 
is a decrease of nearly 4 per cent in full-time operation as compared 
with the October report. 


The iron and steel industry reports show a decrease of full- 
time operation from 68 per cent to 58 per cent in November 
and a decrease of full-capacity operation among those establish- 
ments operating full time from 46 per cent in October to 39 per 
cent in November. 

Turning to the same authority for October, the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics reports that in that month there was a de- 
crease in the number of employees in 7,233 representative 
establishments in 51 manufacturing industries of 4,883. 

The bulletin issued by the same source in the month of Sep- 
tember shows a reduction in the number of employees in 6,930 
representative establishments in 51 manufacturing industries 
as compared with the corresponding one of 429 employees. 

The August bulletin shows a reduction in the number of em- 
ployees of approximately 5,000. 

The July bulletin shows a reduction in the number of em- 
ployees in 6,731 establishments in 51 manufacturing industries 
from the corresponding month in the same establishments to be 
42,854 and the reduction in the total pay rolls of $3,002,111. 

The conclusion reached from a study of these bulletins fs 
that the peak of employment during the past year was reached 
in June, and that there has been a decrease in employment 
reported by these bulletins in every month, including the report 
for the month of November, 1923. 

Surely the much-heralded maker of prosperity, the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff law, has not much to boast of. 

If a limited number of industries show a falling off in em- 
ployment of approximately 70,000 in five months, what must be 
the number throughout all the industries of the country? It 
appears that the Fordney-McCumber tariff law was already be- 
ginning to empty the workingman’s dinner pail. In view of high 
prices for food and clothing and reduced employment among the 
workers, it looks as if the Republican plea had better be made 
to the organized moneyed interests of the preferred classes to 
keep them in power; and, true to form, the Republican admin- 
istration is now proceeding to lower the taxes on these large 
dividend collectors, 

We accept the challenge; we shall denounce your rule of 
privilege and appeal for justice and a fair share of the benefits 
of goyernment for the hard-fisted toilers and brain-fagged 
clerks and professional classes of the land. 


UNEMPLOYMENT IN JANUARY, 1924. 


A few days ago I sent telegrams to various secretaries of 
the chambers of commerce throughout the country making in- 
quiry about business conditions and in particular inquiring as 
to what curtailment there has been during the past year in 
the various industries of the country. The replies that I have 
received speak for themselves. 

The information they contain is startling in view of Repub- 
lican propaganda and claims of prosperity, of no unemployment, 
of high wages, and satisfactory living conditions. For various 
cities the replies show the situation to be as follows: 


FALL RIVER, MASS, 


Reductions in operations in cotton textile industry on aver- 
age of 40 per cent for last six months, At present time reduc- 
tion is approximately 50 per cent. 


„ LOWELL, Mass. 


Nine textile industries show decrease of 12 per cent in pro- 
duction. One ammunition and auto-parts industry shows reduc- 
tion in production of 15 per cent. Textiles industries operating 
three to five days weekly. Most all of Lowell's industries are on 
short time. Number of employees in Lowell reduced about 1,600 
during past year, 

HOLYOKE, MASS. 


The curtailment in production in the textile industry is about 
40 per cent; paper manufacturing 25 per cent; machinery 20 
per cent, 

BUFFALO, N. x. 


Average decrease for 1922-23 in nine industrial groups is 9 
per cent; 22 per cent reduction in employment. Curtailment 
in iron and steel, 10 per cent; chemicals, 20 per cent; automo- 
bile, 17 per cent; miscellaneous, 7 per cent; five groups practi- 
cally no curtailment, 


BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 


Present employment 85 per cent of normal 60 per cent ca- 
pacity. Percentage in retrenchment in production based upon 
decrease in employment. There has been a 10 per cent reduc- 
tion since April 1 last. 

BROCKTON, MASS. 


Boot and shoe manufacturing is approximately 65 per cent 
of normal 
~ CLINTON, MASS. 

Cotton and worsted mills show a decrease of 17 per cent in 
one instance, 40 per cent decrease in another, and 50 per cent 
decrease in two. - 

LYNN, MASS. 


The conservative estimate of production in shoe business and 
allied trades is 40 per cent of normal, 
LAWRENCE, MASS. 


Worsted cloth mills normally employing 80,000 hands on 48 
hours a week now averages 53 per cent production. Curtailment 
has been brought about by working short time. 

QUINCY, MASS. 


Fore River Shipbuilding Plant, one of largest shipbuilders, 
operating 60 per cent of normal; other industries in Quincy 80 
per cent of normal. 

MASSACHUSETTS AS A WHOLE, 


The cotton textile industry is operating 60 to 65 per cent of 
normal; woolen, 65 to 75 per cent; boots and shoes, 75 per cent; 
metal trades, 75 per cent; paper trades, 85 per cent. What con- 
ditions exist in Massachusetts is true of the country. I cite 
my State as a typical industrial State. 

The December number of Trade Wind, a financial publi- 
cation issued on January 1, 1924, by banking concerns through- 
out the country to their customers, states that “taken as a 
whole, the steel industry is probably not operating better than 
75 per cent of capacity, with the United States Steel Corpora- 
tion approaching more nearly 90 per cent, 

HAS THE FARMER PROSPERED UNDER THIS TARIFF? 


Has the farmer prospered during the first year of the 
Fordney-McCumber tariff law? There are 6,448,343 farms in 
operation in the United States, according to the United States 
Census Bureau. The farmer’s products amount to 820,000. 
000,000. It is more than the output of any other industry. He 
has answered for himself whether he has prospered. The 
political revolt of the past year by the great farming con- 
stituencies of the West is his answer. Posted tax-sale notices 
covering every available space on the bulletin boards of the 
county tax foreclosure sale offices are likewise evidence. One 
of the Senators of a great farming State informed me a few 
days ago that in two small counties of his State there were 
1,000,000 acres of the richest soil with which God has blessed 
the earth offered for sale for nonpayment of taxes. 

The distinguished junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
RaLsrox] called my attention to a map recently displayed 
before the Agricultural Committee showing the extent to which 
farm property was being sold for taxes in a great agricultural 
Section in one of the Western States. To use his own language, 
the map was completely black, so dotted was it with spots 
showing the extent to which property was being offered for 
sale for taxes. s 

But let us confine our proof to governmental authorities. 
Let us turn to the report of the Secretary of Agriculture for 
1923, just issued. Mark you, this is written by a Republican 
Cabinet officer. to pages 13 and 14, he says, under 
the heading “ Need of further improvement”: 


Notwithstanding the progress made toward better times, and not- 
withstanding all that has been done so well by both legislative and 
administrative agencies, it ought to be understood clearly that there 
is still room for much improvement in the state of agriculture, and 
that we can not reasonably expect to attain to that condition of 
national prosperity for which we hope so earnestly until the farm 
group, which comprises about 80 per cent of our total population, gets 
its fair share of the national income and is able to sell the products 
of its labor at prices fairly relative to prices of what it buys. 


Is not that a thrust at the Fordney-McCumber tariff law? 

Continuing further under the same heading: 

Industry, commerce, and industrial labor may prosper for a time at 
the expense of agriculture, as indeed they have during the past three 
years, but the longer that continues the more hurtful to the Nation 
will be the results. The truth of the statement that in the United 
States national prosperity must rest on a sound and prosperous agri- 
culture stands unchallanged. 
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In another section of the report, entitled “State of agricul- 
ture in general,” pages 6 and 7, the Secretary of Agriculture 
unwittingly thrusts a dagger into the corpus of your tariff law. 
I quote from those pages: 


Too frequently persons who have not inquired into the matter 
express the opinion that the farmers’ difficulties are due to reckless 
expenditures for land, speculative securities, and other purposes during 
the flush years. The percentage who suffered in this way, however, 
does not seem to be very large. The farmers’ troubles are due pri- 
marily to the low prices of their farm products and the high prices for 
the services and articles they must buy. 


The New York Chamber of Commerce in its issue of July 3, 
1923, says: 

The Fordney-McCumber tariff has done the producers of practically 
all farm products untold harm. 


THE FARMER'S, WAGE EARNER’S, AND MERCHANT'S DILEMMA, 


Contrast the record of big profits made the past year by big 
businesses with the position of the frugal and intelligent farmer 
looking out as the new year dawns on an economic sky darkened 
by heavy and menacing clouds! With stout-hearted determi- 
nation, with retained faith and courage, without surrendering 
to depressions and discouragement in the face of the ever- 
widening cost spread between him and the consumers of his 
products, his own share steadily declining, freight rates con- 
stantly restricting the horizon for his products and absorbing 
his profits; browbeaten, harassed, and hampered by unsym- 
pathetic banking and transportation interests, he has battled 
resolutely against insurmountable difficulties. Unaided by 
governmental subsidies, he has undergone untold privations 
for nearly four long years. What admirable endurance! 

Is not his burden heavy enough, his fight for existence tre- 
mendous enough, without being compelled, because of subsidized 
legislation in favor of other classes, to pay increasing costs 
for the food he and his family eat, the clothing they wear, 
their farm machinery, and their house furnishings? All this you 
have added to his lot of ceaseless toil! Why wonder that he 
has risen in political revolt? Why be astonished that when 
political leaders tell him he is prosperous in view of governmen- 
tal statistics showing an increase in imports and exports he 
replies that though he may not possess or have the learning 
of a statesman he is not unintelligent or an imbecile? 

Is the farmer prosperous? By what palliative do you pro- 
pose to make him believe it? Your old political pills no longer 
are effective; you can no longer deceive him either by honeyed 
words, partisan appeals, or insincere platform promises. His 
heart is heaving, but his head is clear; he is damning your 
economic system—a system that impoverishes his family, dis- 
sipates the savings of his wife and his own toil, drives hope 
from the breast of his children—a system that has robbed him 
of his markets, increased his living costs, destroyed his means 
of tranportation, and placed his farm on the auction block. 
Your economic system is crucifying the plowmen of America, 
the successors of the embattled farmers who stood at Concord 
Bridge on April 19, 1775, and defied British favoritism and 
tyranny, and who have given of their blood and treasure for 
America in every patriotic cause to this hour. You sneeringly 
call these patriots and pioneers of western civilization radicals. 
You belie them. Property rights have been respected and safe- 
guarded nowhere in America more than in the West. It has 
never occurred to you, in your complacency, that their protest 
is against your methods, your system. Mr. President, though 
you still refuse to give them relief, I pray you at least lift 
from their bending backs the crushing burdens that your dis- 
criminatory tariff-protective legislation has piled upon them. 

Mr. President, what of the urban dwellers? Are the in- 
dustrial workers in the crowded hives of men prosperous, or, 
rather, are they participating in a fair and just share of 
the prosperity you claim your predatory tariff law has pro- 
duced? If decreasing opportunity for employment, increased 
cost of living, prices of fuel so high as to make prohibi- 
tive protection for him and his family from the fierce cold and 
storms of winter, cost of building materials so excessive that 
he is condemned for life to a system of landlordism—if all 
this makes for prosperity, then you may claim the wage earner 
as one of your tariff beneficiaries. 

Mr. President, is the independent merchant and business man 
who is obliged to compete with trust- controlled, tariff-protected 
big businesses satisfied with your economic system? He looks 
restlessly and disconcerningly to the future. He is already feel- 
ing the crushing effects of your trust-encouraging and trust- 
protecting system. You are closing the independent stores of the 
land—the Faneuil and Independence Halls of America. You 
are making clerks of your business men. The neighborhood 


storekeeper you have doomed to economic servitude. Your sys- 
tem of chain stores is reaping a deadly harvest from the ranks 
of this self-respecting conservative business element. In 10 
years the volume of business of four 10-cent store companies 
alone has increased 350 per cent. Their profits are enormous, 
They have even invaded the rural districts and sent back to the 
farm or the poorhouse the country merchant. It is only a 
matter of time when the system will result in these four big 
10-cent store companies becoming one, if indeed they have not 
already a selling understanding. 


CONCLUSION, 


Gentlemen of the majority, gather together the beneficiaries 
of your undemocratic tariff legislation, the trust-owned tariff 
barons and their satellites, the profiteers of your excess-profit 
tax-exempt businesses, your solicitous ship-subsidy interests, 
your tax-dodging tax-exempt security holders, your coal 
gougers, your railroad system wreckers who still ply their 
selfish purposes unchecked or unhindered by you—yes, these 
and their followers belong in your ranks. And we shall meet 
you—meet you not as the people of old destroyed favoritism 
and partnership between wealth and their governments, but 
in the American way of ending misrule at the ballot box. Let 
me remind you that unless you are expecting to increase your 
ranks through the power of money with the propaganda and 
influence it commands to draft the unwary to your cause, you 
will find yourselves a hopeless minority. 

Mr. President, your tariff bill is clearly of questionable virtue, 
and the experience of its first year of operation has certainly 
not demonstrated that it is an instrument calculated to pro- 
mote the economic freedom, welfare, and happiness of the 
American people. The reaction against it, you admit, set in in 
the November elections of 1922. It is not abating. The reac- 
tion against unmitigated tariff protection springs from dissatis- 
faction and distrust on the part of the people concerning the 
actual workings of that system. It is a system that in opera- 
tion is causing contempt for and suspicion of government. 
If we continue this high protective, class-favored tariff system, 
it will be accompanied inevitably by injurious results. It is a 
system that exists and thinks only through intriguing, wire- 
pulling, self-seeking combinations. 

Our people are very strongly and rightly demanding that the 
Government be taken out of business as much as possible 
and of avoiding bureaucratic or political interference with the 
delicate machinery of trade, commerce, and finance. 

You claim to support this policy. Why do you not put your 
house in order? Your trust-breeding tariff is putting the 
Government in business with a vengeance. It is compelling 
the Government to enter the field of regulation, to check the 
excessive selfishness and greed of the profiteer and the organized 
moneyed interests that high tariffs foster and encourage. It is 
when businesses organize themselyes into trusts that they reap 
the fullest benefit of high protection. The aims of excessive pro- 
tection are predatory. 

Mr. President, why have I spoken so frankly and so boldly? 
It is with the hope of bringing about that abundant measure 
of well-being and permanent national destiny which a favoring 
Providence has placed within the reach of the American people 
before all others; it is because I conceive it the first duty of 
our Government to solve our social and economic problems 
before they become of a threatening character; it is to urge 
that we look upon the various sections and classes of our coun- 
try as common problems to be treated in a spirit of mutual 
helpfulness and well-meaning intent, not by the pulling down 
of some, and, above all, not by the pulling up of others by 
discriminatory and favored legislationg Our country is en- 
dowed with a combination of natural resources and advantages 
beyond any other country. Our problems, controversies, and 
movements in the social and economic field must be met and 
faced without favor or grant or privilege or subsidy to any 
group, however powerful. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were each read twice by title and re- 
ferred as indicated below: 

H. R. 12. An act to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the 
general and permanent laws of the United States in force 
December 2, 1923; to the Select Committee on Revision of the 
Laws. 

H. R. 3770, An act for the examination and survey of Dog 
River, Ala., from the Louisville & Nashville Railroad bridge 
to the mouth of said river, including a connection with the 
Mobile Bay ship channel; to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President, in connection with the very 
able speech of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] 
I ask to have printed in the Rxconb a short editorial from 
the Florida Times-Union of January 2, 1924, entitled Protec- 
tion’s heavy toll,” which refers especially to the metal schedule 
of the tariff act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


PROTECTION’S HEAVY TOLL, 


The Albany Herald places the right value on party issues when it 
says: 

“The Democratic Party won its great victory in 1912 with the 
iniquitous protective tariff as the paramount issue, and when it got 
control of affairs it measurably fulfilled its promise to the people by 
enacting a new tariff measure which revised the tariff schedules down- 
ward. As soon as the Republicans regained control they restored the 
protective tariff, however, giving special consideration to the steel and 
iron interests, and these tariff-protected interests, already rich with 
war profits, are growing still richer at the expense of the people. If 
the Democratic Party expects to be restored to power as the result 
of next year’s election, it is time for the inauguration of a vigorous cam- 
paign with the tariff as the leading issue. A campaign of education 
is needed to inform the people of how much tribute they are paying to 
the tariff-protected interests.” 

The Herald speaks especially as to the duties on iron and steel prod- 
ucts. There is no schedule of the tariff that is more iniquitous than 
the meta! schedule. A member of the editorial staff of the Times- 
Union prepared and published in 1922 a pamphlet showing, schedule by 
schedule, the proportion between revenue and protection that would be 
given by the bill that was then before the Senate. The census of 
manufactures for 1920 showed the total value of the product for the 
year 1919 of each of the manufacturing industries. Commerce and 
Navigation, a Government publication, showed how much of this total 
was exported. This subtracted from the total production showed the 
amount retained for consumption, and on this amount the manufac- 
turers were enabled to increase their prices by adding the duty. Com- 
merce and Navigation also showed the value of the imports for each. 
On the imports the duty was collected. In each case the people paid 
but only to the extent that they paid on imports did the amount go 
into the Treasury. To the extent that they bought the home product 
it went into the pockets of the protected manufacturers. Twenty-six 
industries in the metal schedule were included in the table. Nearly 
all were heavy exporters, showing an ability to ship their goods across 
the ocean and compete without any advantages of the tariff with Euro- 
pean industries. Their total exports amounted to more than $400,000,- 
000. The amount retained for consumption amounted to more than 
$5.000,000,000. The amount imported was only two and a quarter 
million dollars. Applying the duty to the amount retained for con- 
sumption it was found that the duties of the metal schedule cost the 
people $1,148.178,325, which went to the protected manufacturer, while 
the duties collected on imports and going into the Treasury totaled 
only 81.513.840. The people paid in excess prices on this schedule 
alone $1,149,692,165 to get $1,513,840 into the Treasury, On the metal 
schedule the people paid $7.59 to get 1 cent into the Treasury. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, it was the intention this after- 
noon to go on with the calendar, but I am informed by a 
number of Senators that the reports of committees have not 
been filed and they do not want to go on with the calendar 
until they have had a chance to read the reports. That being 
the case, unless some Senator has a bill to call up, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate praceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 16, 1924, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 15, 1924. 
UNDERSECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Garrard B. Winston to be Undersecretary of the Treasury. 
COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 
Henry M. Dawes to be Comptroller of the Currency. 
MEMBERS OF THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


Frank McManamy. 
Mark W. Potter. 
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MEMBERS OF THE RAILROAD LABOR BOARD. 
Horace Baker. 
E. F. Grable. 
Edwin P. Morrow. 


UNITED Srares DISTRICT JUDGES.. 


William A, Cant to be district judge, district of Minnesota. 
William T. Rawlins to be district judge, district of Hawaii, 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Seth W. Richardson to be United States attorney, district of 
North Dakota. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA. 


Sarah A, Shedd, Adamsville. 

Gus L. Camp, Arab. 

Frances R. Gresham, Autaugaville. 

Maude A. Bosarge, Bayou Labatre. 

May H. Johnston, Boligee. 

Wert W. James, Brent. 

James F. Slone, jr., Cedar Bluff. 

Warren C. Davis, Daphne. 

Laurence L. Mallette, Dozier. 

Samuel F. Rickman, Ethelsville. 

Paul B. Curtis, Glenwood. 

Jolin H. Nixon, Goshen. 

Ella M. Sullins, Hackleburg. 

Sylvanus L, Sherrill, Hartsells. 

William A. Giddens, Jones Mills. 

Jake E. Wallace, Maplesville. 

James Alexander, Marion Junction. 

Bessie I. Prim, Siluria. 

Ellis Bynum, Tarrant. 

Zada M. Jackson, Vredenburgh. 
FLORIDA. 

Rollin H. Naylor, Lakeland. 
ILLINOIS. 

Clarence E. Snively, Canton. 

John Piepenbrink, Crete. 

Stanley L. Ryno, Easton. 

Percy W. Armstrong, Glencoe. 

Charles N. Smith, Madison. 

William J. West, Odin. f 

Elgin C. Spivey, Shawneetown. 

IOWA. 

Fred O. Canfield, Dunkerton. 

Alfred E. P. Gillette, Geneva, 

Margaret Muncey, Jesup. 

Eliza K. Alldredge, Melbourne, 

George ©. Parsons, Perry. 

Nellie Hyde, Rowan. 

Mary J. Morse, Steamboat Rock, 
KANSAS: 

Frank B. Myers, Americus. 

Orlaff G. Mechem, Burlington.“ 
MINNESOTA, 

Arthur P. Olson, Excelsior. 
MISSOURI. 

Clyde H. Turner, Mansfield. 

Lulu Schweer, Mount Washington. 

John F. Hooley, Pleasant Hill, 


NEW JERSEY. 
Frank Achilles, Demarest. 
Carl L. Richter, Fort Lee. 
Frank H. Burgher, Hamburg. 
Walter D. Finch, Mahwah. 
Frank McMurtrey, Mendham. 
William O. Maschke, Ridgefield Park, 
William B. Lance, Stanhope. 
Velma M. Kitchell, Whippany. 

OHIO. 


Hulda C. Schumacher, Glandorf. 

Harry H. Hover, Lakeview. 

Frank B. Pauly, Middletown. 
OKLAHOMA. 

William G. Reese, Commerce. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 
William Bruce, jr., Bedford. 
Wiliam B. Edmiston, Brownsville, 
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Sarah E. Richey, Carmichaels. 

Beulah Oswalt, Clarence. 

Clarence E. Roseberry, Clearfield. 

Mary S. Moore, Everson. 

Curry M. Hurd, Mahaffey. 

Samnel L. Rogers, Newell. 

Onward A. Rodefer; New Salem. 

Raymond R. Strickler; Perryopolis. 

Delos M. Graham, Starjunction. 
SOUTH! CAROLINA, 


Dana T. Crosland, Bennettsville. 
David II. Taylor, Cameron. 
James A, Parler, Elloree. 
Helen F. Shuler, Eutawville. 
Jesse W. Chisolm, Garnett. 
James H. Bodie, Leesville: 
Julian R. Corley, Lexington. 
Lottie G. Myers, Pamplico. 
Jefferson M. Davis, jr., Pinewood. 
James L. Graham, Pomaria. 
Neely J. Smith, Ridgeville. 
David Duncan, Whitmire. 

SOUTH DAKOTA, 
John H. Mathias, Rapid City. 

TENNESSEE. 

John H. Gammon, Coal Creek. 
Colpy Upton, Obion. 
William E. Hudgins, Union City, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 15, 1924. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev, James. Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: Š 


We thank Thee, our Heavenly Father, that our times are in 
Thy hands. Day unto day and night unto night Thy mercy. is 
manifested toward us. Pardon our sins and hold us close in the 
paths of rectitude and duty lest we wander. Blessed Lord, 
whose infinite nature is truth and love and to whom sin is 
abhorrent, teach us how to reflect these divinest virtues in 
home, society, and state. May we realize that whatever else is 
valuable in life, Christian character is above all; over all, and 
blessed forevermore. Through Christ; Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved, 
NO QUORUM—CALL OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiann makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. It is evident 
that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr: Speaker, I move a call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves a call of 
the House. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will call the roll, the Doorkeeper 
will close the doors, and the Sergeant at Arms will bring in 
the ubsentees. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 
to answer to their names: 


Allgood Dickinson, Iowa Kahn Reed, N. X. 
Andrew Dupré Kopp Reed, W. Va. 
Aswell Fitzgerald Lampert Romjue 
Barkley Freeman Lazaro Sears, Fla. 

„Bell Frothingham Duce Sullivan 

Buckle. Funk McNulty Thompson 
Burdie Gibson Martin Underhill 
Canfield Goldsborough Michaelson Vare 
Clancy Haugen Miller, NI. Ward, N. Y. 
Clark, Fla. Hawes Morris Ward, N. C. 
Curry IIicke, Newton, Mo. Wingo 
Davey Hull, Tenn. N Ziulman 
Dempsey Humphreys Pon 


The SPEAKER. Three hundred and seventy-six Members 
have answered to their names, a quorum. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to dis- 
pense with further proceedings: under the call, The question 
is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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MESSAOQOB FROM: THE” SENATE: 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of Its clerks, 
announced, that the Senate had) passed: bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence: of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: 

8.384. An act, to authorize the bmilding of a bridge across 
Waccamaw Riyer in South Carolina near the North Carolina 
State line; 

S. 1192. An act to confer jurisdiction, upon the United States 
District Court, Northern District of California; to adjudicate 
the claims of American citizens; 

5 210. An act for the relief of Peter C. Keegan and others; 
un 

S. 1342. An act to amend an act approved February 28, 1899, 
entitled’ “An aet relative to the payment of claims for mate- 
rial and labor furnished: for District of Columbia buildings.” 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred to their appropriate. committees, 
as indicated below: 

J. 1342. An net to amend an act approved February 28, 1899, 
entitled,“ An act relative to the payment of claims for material 
and labor. furnished for District of Columbia buildings.” ; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 

S. 1192. An act to confer jurisdiction. upon) the United. States 
District Court, Northern District ofi California, to adjudicate 
ma claims. of American citizens; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

S. 210. An act for the relief of Peter. C. Keegan and others; 
to the Committee on Claims: : 

S. 627. An act to authorize the National Society, United States 
Daughters of the War of 1812, to place na bronze tablet. on the 
Francis Scott Key Bridge; tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
after the reading of the Journal and such other special orders 
as may be arranged for, my colleague Mr. Henry R. RATHBONE 
may be permitted to liave an hour to dellver an address upon 
Abraham Lincoln on Lincoln’s Birthday. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Minois asks unani- 
mous consent that on Lincoln's Birthday his colleague Mr. 
RarHBonr may be allowed to address thie House for one hour. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE RULES, 


The SPEAKER. The unfinished business is; the report from 
the Committee on Rules, and there is pending an amendment 
introduced, by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crise] reducing 
the number: necessary. to sign a petition for the discharge of a 
committee from 150 to 100. 

Mr. SNELL.. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized for a 
few moments in opposition to the amendment offered by my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. Crise], As. a, usual thing he and I 
are in agreement, unless the matter is too partisan; but I am 
afraid there is a little more partisanship in. this proposition 
than appears on the face of it. 

The gentleman made a very persuasive speech on the general 
provisions of this discharge rule. I appreciate as well as the 
gentleman from Georgia that this discharge rule is a workable 
one. If it had not been considered to be a: workable one, the 
majority of the Committee on Rules would not have presented 
it to this House, as we are as interested as anyone to have a 
proper and workable discharge rule. He spent most of his time 
in diseussing this feature of the rule. The principles of the 
rule we are all ngreed on, but the real vital issue in that whole 
proposition is simply the number that will sign that petition, 
and J want to discuss this feature of the proposition. 

The gentleman from Georgia, in his argument before the Com- 
mittee on Rules and also in his argument on the floor of the 
House, said that he arrived at the number 100 because it was 
the number that constitutes a quorum in the Committee of the 
Whole. It was rather an arbitrary number, but be took it as 
a basis for his amendment. I want to call your attention at 
this time to the fact that it is an entirely different proposition 
before us when we are suspending all the rules of the House 
and the number of Members it should take to do it as compared 
with a proposition when you are following the normal, logical 
procedure and, working under the regular rules of the House. 
To my mind there is no comparison between the two, and neither 
has any bearing whatever on the other, When you peremptorily 
discharge a committee of the House from, the consideration: of 
a bill or resolution and throw it into the House without any 
of the safeguards that come from committee consideration, you 
take one of the most revolutionary steps possible; And under 
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such conditions you can not get sane, safe, well-digested legls- 
lation, 

The greatest safeguard and protection to legislation is our 
system of consideration by committees, and while I am desirous 
to have a rule to use under extreme conditions, it must not 
be so easy that it can be used every day nor as a vehicle for 
filibuster or to put Members needlessly on record. Therefore 
we must protect it in every possible way and still have it 
workable, 

Let us see just what might happen if you discharged a 
committee from an important bill, like the railroad bill, water 

wer bill, farm credits, forestry, or others I might mention. 

dow, what would be the situation if one of those pieces of 

legislation was suddenly taken to the floor of the House with- 
out any previous consideration by the committee, without the 
information and facts always presented by the committee? 
What would happen if, for example, my friend NELSON dis- 
charged the committee and brought the railroad bill onto the 
floor for consideration? I predict that after it had been con- 
sidered by the House two or three days under the chaotic 
conditions that would preyail, it would be kicked bodily out 
of the House. You could never give proper consideration to 
legislation under such conditions, and everybody knows it. 

Every man who came before the Rules Committee in favor 
of this discharge rule, every man that I have heard talk on 
the floor of the House, and even in the corridors, has said 
that this rule was necessary because important legislation, 
legislation which the majority of the Members of this House 
wanted to consider, was being held in a committee by a few 
Members who were in opposition to it. I want to get that 
plainly before you—the majority wants to consider it. My 

` friends, if the majority honestly wants to consider it, why 
should we not ask a majority to sign this discharge petition? 
If the original premise is right, my conclusion is right, and 
there is not a single reason that can be offered why we should 
have less on such an important proposition. It is absolutely 
right that they should, because they are taking one of the 
most revolutionary steps that the House ever takes when it 
discharges a committee from the consideration of legislation. 

Now, let us follow this a little further. Perhaps some gentle- 
men might ask me why we did not provide for a majority in the 
rule presented to the House. I will tell you the reason why. 
Personally, I was one of those Members who wanted a majority 
in the original rule, but we had before the committee two ex- 
treme propositions—a majority proposition on the one side and 
a 100 proposition on the other side—and considering the 
conditions which exist in this House to-day and considering 
the different elements I was in favor, and the majority members 
of the Rules Committee were in favor, of presenting a proposi- 
tion to this House which was a compromise proposition, which 
was a middle-of-the-road proposition, and a proposition which 
would appeal to the fairness of every individual Member, 
whether he is on one side of the aisle or the other. We want to 
protect the Members of this House, and with 150 we protect 
you more than with the 100 proposition, although personally I 
would prefer 218. In all the arguments that have been pre- 
sented to the House in regard to this discharge rule not a 
single objection has been raised to the provision that was car- 
ried in the old rule, where it provided for an aflirmative vote 
of the majority Members of the whole House. ‘There is not a 
man who has said a word against that provision in the old rule, 
but no one wants that provision in this. Gentlemen, I am sim- 
ply asking you to have at least 150 sign a petition for a dis- 
charge before it is to be presented to the House, because it is a 
protection of the Members; it is a protection to the House itself 
and will tend toward safer and saner legislation. 

Another proposition was suggested by my friend from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Newson], to which I am absolutely opposed. Mr. 
NreLson said he did not want this number so large that it would 
prevent a bloc of men—get that word before you—a bloc of 
men from forcing a record vote on legislation in this House. 
I am absolutely opposed to this bloc proposition, regardless of 
where it comes from, whether it is a bloc of men from New 
York and Pennsylvania, a southern bloc, a farm bloc, a soldiers’ 
bloc, or any other bloc, as it is a most dangerous proposition and 
inimical to good legislation. And for that reason I am abso- 
lutely opposed to keeping this down to 100, because the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. NELSON] himself says that if you put 
it at 150 it will prevent blocs from forcing a record vote on 
legislation which they do not even have any hope of passing. 
This alone should prevent anyone from voting for the amend- 
ment. 

Now, gentlemen, as a protection to yourselves and as a pro- 
tection to sane, sensible legislation, and in the name of orderly 
procedure in the House, I ask that yeu do not lower this num- 


ber below 150, which is a fair, reasonable proposition and should 
be satisfactory to all. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
JOHNSON] is recognized. 

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
men of the House listened yesterday to some of the best argu- 
ments for the adoption of this rule that I have ever heard made 
on the floor of this House, and the persuasive argument pre- 
sented by Mr. Crisp will have great weight with this House, 
because we all know of his sincerity in all that he does, and we 
know that he is a close student of the rules. 

I will not take the time to go into the history of this rule, 
because that was so well done by the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. 
Berron] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. NELSON]; 
but I might give the reasons behind the agitation for this rule 
as it affected the last Congress. I believe that agitation came 
from a motion to discharge a committee which I filed on 
February 1, 1922, affecting the so-called Bursum bill, a bill 
to retire emergency officers. That -bill was peacefully slum- 
bering in the Committee on Military Affairs, and although we 
were certain that two-thirds of the membership of this House 
desired to see it come out of that committee and would have 
voted for its passage, it was absolutely impossible to secure 
committee action, and those of us who knew that a majority 
of the membership of this House favored that bill drew up 
that motion, and from that agitation, I believe, has come the 
action which we shall have to-day. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. FisH], with myself and 
other service men in the House, was much Interested in that 
bill. The gentleman from California [Mr. LINEBERGER], the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HL], and men on both sides 
of the House discussed the bill on the floor; it was discussed 
in the press, and I am convinced it was that rule and that 
motion which suggested to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Fisu] the rule which, I am of the opinion, he originally 
drafted. 5 

There was one other motion before the House which, perhaps, 
is responsible for the action that will be taken to-day, and that 
was the introduction of House Resolution 384—and I think 
885—which was a resolution to investigate the Attorney Gen- 
eral’s office, prepared by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Wooprurr] and myself. That resolution was reported from 
the Rules Committee at one time, and yet, after it had been 
reported, the chairman of that committee carried the resolu- 
tion in his pocket for two or three weeks, until there was 
another meeting of the committee, at which time the first 
action taken was reconsidered, and from that time on that 
resolution of investigation peacefully slumbered in the Rules 
Committee. 

I simply take up that little history of this resolution to 
show the Members of the House that, perhaps, if there has 
been anyone interested in securing a workable discharge rule 
it has been myself, because it was from the introduction of 
those two resolutions that all of this agitation came. 

I made a motion in the Rules Committee that it take 150 
Members of this House, rather than 100 Members, to dis- 
charge a committee, because I believe it ought to take one- 
third of the membership of this House. The only reason for a 
motion of this kind is that the majority of the House may func- 
tion—not a minority made happy. If you had given me this 
rule in the last Congress, with 150 or even with 200 Members, 
I would have taken from the Committee on Military Affairs 
and passed the Bursum bill, and it would to-day be a law, and 
I would have taken from the Rules Committee, of which I am 
a member, the so-called Woodruff-Johnson resolution, and you 
would have had an investigation of war frauds, which would 
have been a real investigation, and the facts would have been 
given the public. 

The only reason for adopting this rule, I again repeat, is so 
a majority can function, and this House ought not to be at the 
merey of any small minority who can, with neither hope nor 
intention of passing legislation, simply bring any matter be- 
fore the House to force a vote. The only reason is to pass laws, 
not to talk about them, and if we are to have this small number 
of 100 and simply turn Congress into a debating society on any 
bill that any group wants, I believe you might as well reduce 
the number to 50 or 25 or 10, and let anybody throw any legis- 
lation on the floor of the House. 

I again repeat that the only two bills that this rule would 
have affected in the last Congress were two that I introduced 
myself and adjusted compensation, and I could have gotten 
any of them before the House with 150. I believe if you do 
not defeat this amendment and increase the number that may 
sign to 150, you will find you will not get the well-considered 
legislation that Members of this House on either side want, 
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and I believe that some of yeu gentlemen on the Democratic 
side who sometime will be in charge of the legislation of this 
country will find your votes will rise to curse you if you say 
you will let less than one-third of the membership of this 
House start the machinery to discharge a committee, [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Chair understands this is not an amendment to the 
amendment. ‘There is an amendment already pending, and ‘the 
gentleman: can not offer another amendment until that is dis- 
vosed of. 

; Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It is an amendment to the 
amendment, is it not? i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was told not. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It is an amendment to the 
original rule. I beg the Chair’s pardon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
dater when this matter has been disposed of. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. GRAHAM ] is recognized. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it is my purpose to 
offer at the first parliamentary epportunity a substitute for the 
language included in the committee print and to substitute the 
language a majority of the members“ for “150.” I offer 
this now and ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Grama] 
offers u substitute for the amendment which the Clerk will re- 


port. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois as a substitute for 
the amendment offered by Mr. Crisp: Substitute in lines 24 and 25, on 
page 8 of the resolution, for the words “one hundred and fifty" the 
words “a majority of the.” 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ‘CRISP. There is an amendment offered by myself re- 
ducing the 150 to 100. I presume the gentleman from IIImois 
really offers his amendment as a substitute for my amendment, 
because there is an amendment pending to the text of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is offered as a 
substitute for the gentleman's amendment. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. That is correct. It is the only 
‘thing that could be done in the present parliamentary situation. 

I think, gentlemen of the House, I am as much for harmony 
as anyone can be, harmony especially on my own side. I think 
I have demonstrated that on several occasions. I am a eom- 
promiser by nature. I believe people get further sometimes by 
‘compremises than by fights, and I have governed my life along 
that line, but I do not believe in compromises when a matter of 
principle is involved. [Applause on the Republican side.] ‘If 
this thing is wrong, it is wrong, and there is nothing that pro- 
hibits me from expressing my opinions on a question when the 
question is one of principle, even though to not speak might 
conduce to party harmony. 

The present rule of the House provides that a committee may 
he discharged in the following manner: Any Member may file a 
motion to discharge a committee and then on unanimous-consent 
Mondays, if the proposition is seconded by a majority by tell- 
ers, the House votes on the question of whether the bill shall be 
taken from the committee and placed on the calendar, and if 
‘a majority of the House agree to that proposition the bill is 
placed on the calendar, and in the orderly conduct of the busi- 
ness of the House it is reached and disposed of as other busi- 
ness. 

Who is there among us who will deny this gives to the ma- 
jority of this House at any time the right to discharge a com- 
mittee? ‘I have heard no one argue to that effect. Therefore 
if the House has in its control, under the present rules of the 
House, the right to discharge a committee at any ‘time on 
unanimeous-consent Monday, then it has the right which I say 
is the only right that ought to be given to the Members of this 
House, namely, the right that the majority may control. 

Now, what is done with a bill under the present rule when 
such interest attaches to it that a majority of the Members of 
the House are willing to go on record as discharging the com- 
mittee under the present rule? They put it on the calendar; and 
then, after this action has been taken by the House, Members 
will read the bill, Members will consider the bill, Members 
will get their minds in shape so that when the bill is brought 
up in the orderly course on Calendar Wednesday they will 
know something about it. 

What is the rule proposed now? It is entirely different and 
distinet, a rule Which is brought up merely at this time to em- 
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barrass the majority, as I think I can eall to your attention 
in a little while, and which entirely subverts and changes the 
established order in this House. ‘I want to tell you something 
else, my colleagues, about ‘these rules. They have been per- 
fected through 140 years of careful study and the experience 
of succeeding ‘Congresses, and no body and no organized bloc 
and no temporary majority ought to Lightly disturb these rules 
unless there is the best and most sufficient reason for so doing. 
Applause. 

Now, What do you propose to do by this rule? You propose , 
to let 100 men—that is the proposition from your side, gen- 
tlemen—you propose 100 men, while the chairman of our com- 
mittee proposes 150. It matters not very much to me whether 
it is 100 or 150. It is a little harder to get 150, but a minority 
of the House can do it, whether it is 150 or 100, so, as a matter 
of fact, I am not going to spend very much time caviling 
whether it is 100 or 150. You permit a minority of the House, 
100 or 150, to sign a petition and file it here with the Clerk, 
and as soon as that petition is filed you permit this same mi- 
nority to bring up any measure they may desire to bring up 
and immediately bring it before this House for consideration. 
You may say to me it is not for consideration 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, win the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from IIlinois ‘yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr, Woovrurr]? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Tilinois. Yes. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. ‘The gentleman just stated a minority 
of the House under this proposed in the rules could 
rita bring a measure before the House for considera- 

on. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. WOODRUFF. As a matter of fact, does not the gentle- 
man mean that a minority can only bring a matter before the 
House, and such action as the House will take must be governed 
by a majority of the House, and not a minority? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Minois. I will answer the gentleman after 
order is restored. I say to you that What you are doing is, 
in effect, giving a minority the power to bring a bill before 
this House for consideration, and I have measured my language 
when I say that, and I will tell you why I say so. There 
ought not to be any equivocation or any attempt to evade 
anything about this question. We ought to talk frankly and 
understand what we are doing about this matter, and I propose 
to do that. I propose to say what I think about this thing and 
to tell you just the effect it will have. 

A minority composed of 100 men signs a petition bringing up 
some bill which is approved by the ‘temporary majority of 
public sentiment brought about by some temporary condition 
in the country. It is brought on the floor of the House, and 
the question is whether the bill shall be taken from the com- 
mittee and a record vote had on that proposition before the 
House. There is no man within the sound of my voice but 
knows that a record vote on a proposition which is tem- 
porarily popular throughout the country will mean in many 
instances that a minority of the House, which is intent on 
embarrassing the majority, and added to that will be enough 
of those who voice the temporary wave of feeling to put the 
bill on its passage, when in the minds of the majority of the 
Members of this House it is believed the bill ought not to 


pass. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. It has been the history of all legislation 
that from time to time legislation passes that is temporarily 
popular, as the gentleman says, and later on when the people 
have found that it ought not to have passed what is the duty 
of the legislative body? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Tilinois. The duty of the legislative body 
is promptly to repeal it, but the gentleman from Michigan 
knows that time after time he has seen in this House a bill 
passed on a record vote that if there was no record yote would 
not have passed. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Precisely; and will the gentleman yield 
further on that point? 

Mr. GRAHAM of IIlinois. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Does not the gentleman believe that the 
Members of this body are representatives of the people, and 
the people sending them here are entitled to know how they 
stand upon public questions? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Minois. I did not say anything against 
that proposition and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. The gentleman’s whole argument is 
against putting the Members on record. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. No; my argument is against a 
small body of Members such as the gentleman belongs to, being 
able at all times to embarrass the proceedings of this House. 
Applause. ] 
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Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. GRAHAM of TiMnois. I will not yield any further for 
a speech. I will yield for a question. 

The gentleman will have his own time, and he can then make 
his speech. I will yield for a question at any time, but not for 
-a speech. Let me tell you, I am not going to mince any words 
on this or be mealy-mouthed. I am a Republican. I am a 
member of the majority party in this House—at least we think 
we are, [Laughter.] As a member of this majority party of 
the House certain duties and responsibilities have been cast 
upon us, and as these duties and responsibilities have been 
— 55 upon us we are entitled to conduct the business of this 

ouse. 

Having these duties and responsibilities, to be embarrassed 
in the orderly conduct of the business of the country while 
we are in charge of it ought not to be willingly accepted by 
us. You gentlemen know on your side of the House how 
soon after you got into power you passed the Underwood 
amendment, which yesterday you claimed to be wro and 
repealed. How soon after you got into power would you 
undo this thing? You know and I know that it is a temporary 
expedient. You see a presidential election coming next year, 
and you know these things can be done which will embarrass 
the party having charge of the business of the country, and 
you propose to do it. I approve of your political wisdom, 
although I want to say that this will come up to haunt you 
if you ever get back into power, which God forbid. 

A MEMBER. It will be a long time. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I trust so. Now, what does 
this rule do? It destroys the orderly conduct of the business 
of the committees of this House. One of the greatest aids in 

roper legislation is the work of committees. It would not 

possible for this House or any other legislative body to-day 
to do its business if it did not have committees which at all 
times consider matters, go into the facts and determine and 
deliberate upon them, and make careful and conscientious 
reports on the business they are sent out to consider. You 
know and we all know that there is such an amount of busi- 
ness, such a burden of business, before the principal commit- 
tees of this House that they can not consider some bills in 
80 or 37 days, such as is provided for in this rule. The effect 
would be to take from the committee many times bills not 
considered, bring them on the floor of the House, and the 
House, moved by temporary expediency or political feeling, 
might make possible things to be done and legislation to be 
enacted which would not be the will of the majority of this 
deliberative body. 


I think it would destroy the rule of the majority in the 
House of Representatives. It would destroy its responsibility. 
Let us assume that 100 Members get up a petition and file it 
and bring up a bill at a certain time, and that on a vote on 
that bill the majority of the Members of the House would vote 
for it, moved by partisanship or temporary expediency, and it 
becomes a law. Who is responsible for it? Is the majority 
party? Are we responsible when we are supposed to be in 

wer and have the organization of this House? Would we 

responsible for a piece of legislation of that kind? There 
is no party responsibility; and let me tell you, my friends, 
although it may be a platitude to say it, that good government 
in this country depends upon strong political parties, upon 
party rule and party government and party responsibility, 
and when you get away from it you get away from safe and 
conservative lines. The effect of this rule is just exactly 
what a small, so-called “group,” as the gentleman from Wis- 
cousin [Mr. NELSON] calls it, is trying to do—to obliterate 
rty lines, break down party responsibility, to do away with 
arty responsibility and the duties which certainly the party 
in power has. Suppose that a bill is smothered in committee 
while we are in power. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield? When did the gentleman from Wisconsin say 
that? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Just wait a moment. Suppose 
a bill is smothered in committee when we are in power. Let 
us take, for instance, the bonus bill as an illustration. Suppose 
it is smothered in committee and is not brought out on the floor 
of the House? What will you gentlemen on my right say in 
the next campaign? You will say the Republican majority 
killed it, will you not, and rightly so? What will the people 
gay? They will say the same thing. So there is responsibility 
on a party for failure to legislate, and there ought to be re- 
sponsibility. 

What is the argument you produce for this thing? The argu- 
ment and the only argument is that produced by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and the gentleman from Wisconsin 


IMr. NxLsoN I, who both say that this is necessary because it 
is the right of a group to put the majority on record. Where 
does that get you except to make political capital out of it and 
talking material? How does it help the country? Does it 
pass any legislation? Does it advance any legislation? No; 
but it gives somebody a chance to go up and down the length 
and breadth of the country talking and showing records and 
talking about the failures of the other party. That is all there 
to it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman points out party responsi- 
bility and party policies. Will the gentleman say who should 
determine party policy and party responsibility? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes. I will tell the gentleman 
what I think. I think the regular machinery which has been 
devised by this House and which has been agreed upon by the 
majority party ought to control the doings and the program 
of this House, except when it is manifest that a majority of 
the majority party think otherwise. Then I think they ought 
to be subservient to it. [Applause.] Does the gentleman think 
that Members on the other side of the aisle ought to control 
our program? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No. : 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Of course he does not. Does the 
gentleman think a small group on the Republican side ought to 
control it? j 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think that the majority of the Repub- 
lican side ought to confer with the small group and come to an 
understanding. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. And that was why I favored 
placing one of the gentleman’s group on this Committee on 
Rules, and I stood for it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman speaks about party re- 
sponsibility and party policy. Does not the gentleman believe 
the party ought to stand by every plank of its platform? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes; of course. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then, how about the bonus? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Why does the gentleman bring up 
the bonus? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman from Illinois brought 
it up. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I bronght it up simply as an 
illustration. I am for the bonus, and always have been. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman just cited the bonus as a 
vicious instance of what this rule could do. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Oh, I did not do anything of the 
kind. ‘The gentleman did not hear. If he will notice what I 
said, he will see that I did not say anything of the kind. I 
was simply stating the effect of smothering the bonus bill in 
committee, and what the country would say if that were done. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. There is no party commitment for the 
bonus upon the part of either party. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, Not at all. 
not read the platforms. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. If the gentleman will read the party 
platforms, both Democratic and Republican, he will see that 
there is no party commitment for a bonus. The Republican 
platform on that subject is as follows: 


We hold in imperishable remembrance the valor and the patriotism 
of the soldiers and sailors of America who fought in the Great War 
for human liberty, and we pledge ourselves to discharge to the fullest 
the obligations which a grateful nation justly should fulfill in appre- 
ciation of the services rendered by its defenders on sea and on land. 

Republicans are not ungrateful. Throughout their history they have 
shown their gratitude toward the Nation’s defenders. Liberal legisla- 
tion for the care of the disabled and infirm and their dependents has 
ever marked Republican policy toward the soldier and sailor of all the 
wars in which our country has participated. The present Congress has 
appropriated generously for the disabled of the World War. 

The amounts already applied and authorized for the fiscal year 
1920-21 for this purpose reached the stupendous sum of $1,180,571,893. 
This legislation is significant of the party’s purpose in generously car- 
ing for the maimed and disabled men of the recent war. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. I know that my party sent me all over 
this country making speeches, instructing me to tell the boys 
that we were for the bonus. [Applause and laughter.) 

Mr. LINEBERGER. I do not know about that, but I do 
know that it was not authorized by the Republican Party plat- 
form as adopted at Chicago in 1920. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? Z 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, Yes. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. The gentleman has been em- 
phasizing party regularity. When were the rules made a mat- 
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ter of party regularity? When was that made a party issue, 
and what have we done, as far as we are concerned, except to 
agitate for a revision of the rules? And, again, let me ask 
another question: Can the gentleman suggest any method 
whereby you could revise the rules except by the method that 
we have taken? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes; I can suggest it, and I shall 
be glad to do so. Let a majority sign this petition. That is 
what ought to be done. When a petition of this kind is going 
to be signed and sent around, have a majority sign it, and when 
a majority of the Members of this House sign it, bring up your 
bill. Then your majority is having its say. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. When was this matter of the 
rules made a matter of party? The gentleman is versed in 
parliamentary law and knows that you could never revise the 
rules in a thousand years in a caucus. 

Mr. GRAHAM of IIlinois. What has that to do with it? You 
are having your opportunity here. The chairman of this com- 
mittee and the majority floor leader have agreed to give the 
gentleman his opportunity and he has it now. The gentleman 
has been talking here within the last 48 hours for about half 
an hour or so telling us all that for 15 years he has been waging 
this battle for a revision of the rules. That is almost on a par 
with the situation which developed on the floor last evening 
between two gentlemen who were quarreling over this waif, 
each claiming to be its father. So far as I can see from 
looking at the child, I do not think anyone ought to worry very 
much if some one else claims to be its father. It was born out 
of lawful wedlock, anyhow. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I am very fond of the chairman of this com- 
mittee, and he says that he believes in a majority. 

So does everybody on this side except 16 or 17. A lot of you 
fellows believe in it, too, if you are not moved by political 
expediency. He says he believes in a majority, but he is bring- 
ing this thing in and asking for 150 when the chances are we 
are going to be licked and have 100. Well,“ he says, “that is 
a compromise.” Who have we compromised with? It is a uni- 
lateral compromise. You Democrats have not agreed to it, 
these gentlemen of the “group” have not agreed to it, and, 
therefore, we Republicans are bringing in something. We have 

` adopted the child. That is what we have done. It is not ours 
and one we have no responsibility for. I tell you frankly that 
if I were managing this thing, and I thought you had me, I 
would stand up and get licked on a matter of principle and 
put the responsibility on you. [Applause.] That Is where it 
ought to rest, and you know well enough in your crafty political 
wisdom that if this thing is adopted as presented it is our rule. 
{Laughter.] I do not propose to stand for it. That is all I 
have got to say about this. If you vote it over, so far as I 
am concerned it is going to be forcibly, not with my consent. 
[Applause.] 

[Cries of Vote! “] 

Several gentlemen rose for recognition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to recognize some- 
body in favor of the amendment, 

Mr. COOK rose. 

The SPEAKER. 
amendment? 

Mr. COOK. Iam in favor of the 100. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. GRAHAM] reminded me of an old picture 
that I used to see in my geography, the picture of Atlas carry- 
ing the world. I remember that General Grant never said a 
wiser thing than when he said it was impossible for one 
generation to lay down all the rules that should govern future 
generations because they could not understand the conditions 
that might arise as to future generations. While I revere the 
past and the wisdom of our fathers, yet I believe that it is 
our duty to make some advance and some improvement if we 
can upon that which they did for us. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to discuss the question in relation to 
changing one of the rules of the House and the incidental ques- 
tion which has grown out of it—the rights of the minority. I 
refer to subdivision 4 of Rule XXVII. The rule purports to be 
a provision for the discharge of any committee from the further 
consideration of a bill or resolution which has been referred 
to it, and requires it to report the same to the House for action. 

It may seem rather presumptuous for me to undertake to 
discuss such a question. I hope, however, the House will in- 
dulge me for a moment. I do not want to criticize anyone 
or any committee, nor to instruct or dictate to anyone. I do 
not want to degrade the question to the level of persons or 
party. I desire to discuss a principle. In doing this I want 
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to say that I have the utmost confidence in the integrity and 
high purpose of every Member of this body to represent the 
people who have sent them here, 

My attention was attracted to the failure of committees to 
report by the speech of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, 
Cooper] on the third day of this session. It was stated by 
him, and not denied, that at former sessions chairmen of com- 
mittees had carried bills and resolutions around in their pock- 
ets and refused to report them, giving as a reason that they 
did not want them to come before the House. I also heard 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frs] state before the 
Committee on Rules that it took him nearly a year to get a 
bill increasing the pay of the attendant of a blind soldier from 
$20 to $50 per month. I heard the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Larsen] say on this floor on Saturday that he had intro- 
duced two important resolutions for an investigation of de- 
partments of this Government, and after nearly two yeurs’ 
effort could not get the committee to report them to this House. 
We have all heard many other similar expressions from Mem- 
bers of this body. Let us reason together on this question, not 
in a narrow, technical sense but in a broad sense. 

It seems to me that it will be conceded that under the pres- 
ent rule it is practically impossible to discharge a committee 
and obtain a report of a bill or resolution if it is inclined to 
“pigeonhole” or “pocket” them. It should be conceded that 
any standing committee should be the servant and not the 
master of the House, and that one of the great purposes of this 
body should be to allow the people’s Representatives to haye a 
full and fair opportunity to be heard, It also seems to me 
that it should not be claimed that this House should ever sur- 
render its great powers to any committee, or that the House 
could perform its functions in our Government if it permitted 
any committee to refuse to report any bill or resolution when 
any reasonable number should demand its consideration. 

Of course I grant that this body must at all times be under 
the control of the majority, but certainly that does not mean 
that the power should be exercised in an arbitrary manner 
or that it has the right to deprive the minority of its rights 
without a hearing. The right to be heard is one of the cardinal 
principles of our Government. It is one of the factors which 
makes it the greatest Government in the world. This principle 
is like the provisions of our Federal and State constitutions 
which require that our courts shall be open and that the 
humblest litigant therein shall have his day in court; that is, 
a right to bring his case before a court and to be heard thereon. 
In fact it will have to be admitted that there can be no real 
government without the recognition of this principle. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Would it disturb the gentleman from 
Indiana if he yielded for a question right there, or would the 
gentleman prefer not to yield? 

Mr. COOK. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The question I wanted to ask the 
gentleman was prompted by the argument made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois that the theory of this Government was 
that the majority party ruled. Now, does not the gentleman 
think that the whole theory of our representative form of 
Government is based upon the idea that the majority of the 
Representatives of this House rule and not in regard to any 
political majority? 

Mr. COOK. I agree with the gentleman from Texas. 

It has been hinted that the majority of the House is charged 
with the responsibility of legislation and that it should not 
be impeded by the measures of the minority. I desire to 
remind those who advance such a doctrine that the Members 
of the minority take the same oath as the Members of the 
majority, and that one of their obligations is to well and faith- 
fully discharge the duties of the office. In my way of thinking, 
there is just as much responsibility resting on the Members 
of the minority as on those of the majority. The minority can 
not escape responsibility to its constituents and the country 
by trying to hide behind the fact of numbers. It is the duty 
of the minority to aid in enacting good and defeating bad 
legislation, as well as lowering the burden of taxation on all 
of the people to the lowest possible limit consistent with 
honest and efficient public service in the several departments 
of the Government. How can this duty be performed by the 
minority if its bills and resolutions are not allowed to come 
before this body and if the majority will not give them an 
opportunity to be heard as to whether or not such bills and 
resolutions should be brought into the House for consideration? 
It can not be done under such conditions. 

If it be true that the majority, through the operation of 
committees under its control, has the right to stifle the bills 
and resolutions of the minority without a hearing or day in 
court, then the ordinary citizen should begin to wonder what 
use there is for the minority remaining here, It must remain 
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to aid in constituting a quorum. The Constitution gives this 
body the power to compel its attendance under penalties, and 
it seems to me that it has the same right as the majority to have 
its bills and resolutions when demanded by a reasonable number 
brought before the House and discussed in order to determine 
whether or not it desires to take them up for consideration. No 
committee has the right to finally settle that question. It is the 
duty of this body to settle it. Any committee which attempts 
to exercise such an authority or any chairman thereof is 
exercising powers they do not rightfully possess. 

I am not speaking now of the right to debate. What good 
will the right of debate do, if the bills and resolutions are 
smothered in the committee rooms? It seems to me that ifa 
member of a committee should stop and take the second thought 
he would conclude that if he leaned at all it ought to be in 
favor of reporting the greatest number possible, and let all the 
Representatives of the American people decide whether they 

- are of sufficient importance to be voted upon. 

Another important principle of our Government is acquies- 
cence in the will of the majority. The people respect that, but 
they never will be contented to yield to the will of a small 
minority. 

There is another thing that I want to mention, What is the 
purpose of these rules? Is it the purpose that they should pro- 
tect the majority or the minority? I read now from Jefferson's 
Manual, which settles that question. After reciting some prece- 
dents, he says: 

That these forms as instituted by our ancestors operated as a check 
and control on the actions of the majority, and they were, in many 
instances, a shelter and protection to the minority against the attempts 
of power. So far the maxim is certainly true, and is founded in good 
sense, that as it is always in the power of the majority, by their 
numbers, to stop any improper measures proposed on the part of 
their opponents, the only weapons by which the minority can defend 
themselves against similar attempts from those in power are the 
forms and rules of proceeding which have been adopted as they were 
found necessary from time to time, and are become the law of the 
House, by a strict adherence to which the weaker party can only be 
protected from those irregularities and abuses which these forms 
were intended to check, and which the wantonness of power is but 
too often apt to suggest to large and successful majorities. 


My view of it is that these rules are made not to authorize 
the majority to exercise absolute power but for the protection 
of the minority. 

One of the principal objects of our Federal Constitution is 
to protect the rights of minorities. One of those rights is found 
in the first amendment—the right of the people to peaceably 
assemble and petition the Government for a redress of griev- 
ances. What good will their petitions do if their Representa- 
tives are not permitted to bring them to the attention of this 
body, and be heard on the question as to whether or not it 
should consider them? 

In order to present some remedy for the requirement of com- 
mittees to report, I have introduced House Resolution 76. It 
provides that one-fifth of the Members present can demand the 
discharge of a committee and order it to report within 10 days, 
provided the bill or resolution has been in the hands of the 
committee 15 days. Then it provides that if the committee 
makes a request for more time it may be extended by a two- 
thirds vote. I placed the power to start the machinery in the 
hands of one-fifth for the reason that the Constitution gives 
that number the right to demand a yea-and-nay vote. I thought 
if the authors of that instrument deemed it safe to give that 
power to one-fifth of the Members present, it would be sound to 
give the same number the right to have a bill or resolution 
brought before the House to find whether or not the majority 
desired to take it up for consideration. 

Later I introduced House Resolution 117. It embodies the 
same principle as found in House Resolution 62, introduced by 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], and House Resolu- 
tion 90, introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Fıs]. There is, however, this difference as to the manner of 
exercising the power: In the resolution introduced by the 
gentleman from Georgia it is provided that 100 Members may 
petition for the discharge, and in the resolution introduced by 
the gentleman from New York it is provided that 150 Members 
may likewise petition to bring the bill or resolution before the 
House. In the last resolution which I introduced it is provided 
that instead of starting the machinery by petition it shall be, 
started by the vote of 100 Members entered on the Journal, or 
by a record vote. My first impression was that it would be 
best to have a record vote. However, after further reflection I 
have concluded to yield my view for the present as to the 
manner of making the request, and shall favor the principle of 
the petition of 100 as found in the resolution introduced by the 


gentleman from Georgia. It seems to me that the petition of 
100 Members is a sufficient number to require the bill or reso- 
lution to be brought before the House and discussed as to 
whether it shall be considered, and that no good reason exists 
why more than 100 Members should be required. Certainly 100 
Members is a reasonable number. I think it is a safe number, 
for the reason that but 100 Members are required for a quorum 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, where 
important measures for raising and expending millions are 
considered. A majority of that number can bring such bills 
before the House. It seems to me that the House should adopt 
a new rule and provide that upon petition of 100 Members, 
properly safeguarded, any committee could be discharged and 
ordered to report to the House. Perhaps it would be unnecessary 
to apply the rule to bills for the raising of revenue or general 
appropriation bills. 

I hope I have made myself understood and have thrown some 
light on this important question. I will close with this illustra- 
tion: 

Bridget stood in the doorway of her humble cottage looking 
down the street at her approaching husband. To ber surprise 
he was assaulted by two large men. She grabbed a broom and 
ran toward the fight, when a neighbor shouted, “ Bridget, what 
do you mean? Two men have your husband down beating him, 
and you can not do a thing.” “Sure,” she answered, “I know 
ae but I can show which side I am on,” I hope I have shown 

t. 

Coming now directly to the part of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules relating to the discharge of committees I must 
say it is to be complimented for reporting a rule which embodies 
the right principle and which will enable this House to decide 
whether or not it will consider any bill or resolution and not 
allow any committee to exercise that power. It has taken a 
long step toward reform, but there are several objections which 
should be cured before its final passage. In my opinion the 
following corrections should be made: At lines 17 and 18 the 
words in parentheses—but only one motion may be presented for 
each bill or resolution—should be stricken out. At line 25 the 
word “and” before the word “ duplicate” should be stricken 
out and the word “or” inserted. And at line 25 on the same 
page the words “and fifty” before the word “ Members” 
should be stricken out. 

That would leave the rule at 100 Members, and they would 
represent over 20,000,000 of our people. It seems to me their 
voice should command attention. [Applause.] 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I shall take a very few moments of the time of the House and, 
therefore, I prefer not to be interrupted, and shall not yield to 
interruption. What I have to say I think I can finish within 
three or four minutes. I want to say to the House that this 
question as it has been presented has given me more bother 
than any question that has come up for consideration in sev- 
eral years in this House. I find the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Garrerr], our leader, and one whom I consider it an 
honor to follow, for this rule. I find my beloved friend on the 
committee also [Mr. BANKHEAD], whose judgment I usually 
take, and who is always capable and diligent; I find the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] a great parliamentarian, an 
able legislator, and a distinguished man, fer this resolution. 
It pains me that I can not agree with them. I find over on 
the other side of the House, it seems, practically all for this 
resolution, You can talk all you please about your 100 or your 
150. It reminds me of the question that was asked a fellow, 
the difference between manslaughter and murder. He said it 
did not make any difference to the fellow who was killed. It 
does not make any difference, in my opinion, whether the dig- 
nity of this House is destroyed by manslaughter of 100 or by 
murder of 150. [Applause.] I can not support this rule be- 
cause I believe it is a fatal mistake. [Applause.] I would not 
support this rule if my party were in power, I shall not sup- 
port it when my party is not in power. [Applause.] I do not 
support this rule because I do not believe in half-baked legisla- 
tion. If you are going to adopt this rule and say that it is 
wise to work under it, why not abolish all committees of the 
House and let us have a riot right. [Applause.] The hope 
of the 150 crowd on that side is that this rule will not work. 
If this rule does work, what do you do? If these petitions 
are circulated and you get the 100 or the 150 on these Mondays 
of the month, you can take up the whole day in these 20-minute 
debates by moving first to discharge one committee and then 
another. You will say that you are for this rule because you 
want the House of Representatives to be able to do what it 
wants to do. Well, do you know that if this rule works and 
the House operates under it, the two days in the month for- 
merly devoted to the Unanimous-Consent Calendar can be 
taken up in which the House of Representatives can consider 
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legislation to which nobody objects, and you can defeat the 
Unanimous-Consent Calendar all the time? Committees labor 


on bills to whip them in form and make them workable. Hear- 
ings and executive committee sessions are held to whip them in 
form and make them right. Yet you would bring into the House 
of Representatives all this ill-considered legislation. 

Mr. LEA of California. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAYBURN, No; because in a moment I am going to 
conclude. 

Talk about propaganda! This will be the holy land of propa- 
ganda. [Laughter and applause.] You will turn yourselves 
into petition carriers, with chambers of commerce, merchants’ 
associations, and every other association in the land that has 
a special interest to subserve wiring you to sign this or that 
petition. I believe that this rule, with the 100 or with the 150, 
is a vital attack upon the dignity and the orderly procedure 
in the House of Representatives, that will rise in the future 
to plague the men that believe now that they are adopting it 
to serve their purposes. [Applause.] 

For these and many other reasons which I could state I 
oppose this rule, and I oppose it also because I think the 
House of Representatives has been criticized enough for not 
being a deliberative body. This will add to that, and it is 
the greatest assault, in my opinion, ever made upon orderly 
procedure in the House of Representatives. I believe that it is 
an awful and a fatal mistake to do this thing. [Applause.] 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin and Mr. SANDERS of Indiana 
rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Trrson). 
from Wisconsin is recognized. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron] yesterday 
ended a peroration which received the applause of the House 
by saying that at one time none were for a party and all were 
for the state. My distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. 
GRAHAM] this morning seemed to take a diametrically opposed 
view to this sentiment, and he ended his peroration by prac- 
tically saying that now all should be for a party and none for 
the state. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think that it is a very radical propo- 
sition to adopt a rule that will permit 100 Members of this 
House who sign a petition to bring a bill out from a committee 
so that the Members of this House can vote upon it. 

It amounts to practically a roll call, putting men on record so 
that the people who send them here can see how they vote, 
which my friend from Illinois seemed to think is a very bad 
thing. Yet right here in the Constitution of the United States 
one of the first sections of the Constitution in regard to legisla- 
tion provides that one-fifth of the Members of the House of 
Representatives can obtain a roll call on any bill. If the full 
membership of this House is present, one-fifth, or 87 Members 
present, can get a roll call on any bill under consideration in the 
House. That is the purpose of this rule, to allow 100 Members 
to bring bills out of a committee for a roll call. 

I would not be in favor of the proposition at all if it took 
less than a majority to bring a bill out of a committee and 
discuss the bill and decide upon the bill. But this rule does 
not provide for that. It simply provides that 100 Members 
here, representing 40,000,000 people, can permit a majority of 
the House of Representatives to say whether a bill shall be 
brought out of a committee and placed on the calendar for 
action under the rules of the House, or whether a majority of 
the House is greater than the committee. 

Members of Congress are but the servants or agents of the 
115,000,000 people in this country, and the people have the right 
to be informed and know how their Members vote and have 
everything aboveboard and the fullest publicity given to every 
measure that is presented to Congress. There is not a State 
legislature that I know of to-day in the United States but where, 
if a small minority want to bring a matter up on the floor so 
that the matter can be discussed and voted upon, they have a 
right to prepare a petition and have the committee discharged 
so that that legislative body can vote aye or no as to whether 
it wants to pass that legislation. 

Take even the State of Massachusetts and other New England 
States. In all the legislatures the members have a right, if a 
committee does not report within a given time, to move the dis- 
charge of the committee from further consideration of the bill 
and bring the measure out of the committee onto the floor for 
a record vote. 

I have not heard any reason given to convince me that there 
is anything radical or revolutionary in giving a majority of the 
membership of this House the right to control it and pass any 
bill a majority favors. One of the members of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce spoke about the railroad bill 
and the danger of the House taking it away from the committee, 
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You could not get 100 Members to sign a petition to bring out a 
railroad bill or any other important bill from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, or any other committee. 
unless that bill had been there for an unreasonable length of 
time and there was a disposition on the part of the committee 
to chloroform it. Then it could be brought out here and dis- 
cussed ; and if a majority wanted it brought out from that com- 
mittee, the majority could have it brought out. 

Now, the last gentleman who spoke, the distinguished gentle; 
man from Texas [Mr. Rarnunx] was against all legislation of 
this kind; and yet in that great revolution in the House soma 
12 or 15 years ago the Members of this House passed a dis- 
charge rule that went into the rules, but it was not workable. 
At that time Congress was in favor of just what we are in favor 
of to-day. They were suffering from the same abuses we are 
to-day. They thought that the rule regarding discharging com- 
mittees would work, and they voted for it. But it was not 
workable and has been an absolute dead letter ever since, To- 
day, after that rule has proven a dead letter and we have seen 
committees holding bills indefinitely, when we have seen im- 
portant legislation that has absolutely been chloroformed here 
and the House not permitted to vote on it, we feel that it is 
the duty of this Congress to take action. Members have been 
charged with dereliction of duty by their constituents because 
they were unable to bring up legislation for consideration 
through no fault of theirs. They have answered complaints of 
this kind by saying that they had introduced a bill and it was 
referred to the committee and the committee did not report it, 
But that is not enough to satisfy the people. As the result of 
the Republican Party’s failure to pass legislation desired by 
the people, the personnel of this House has changed materially, 
and instead of having 169 majority in this Congress, as in the 
Sixty-seventh Congress, the Republicans have now but 17 ma- 
jority. This is the greatest revolution in the personnel of Con- 
gress that we have had in the history of the House. 

I say there is too much partisanship in this House. I do not 
come here to represent the Democrats of my district or tha 
Republicans in my district, but I come here and try to the vt 
of my ability to represent all the people of different politica 
faiths. I have told my people that when I have been running 
for office, and my majority in the last electlon was over 30,000. 
Now, when I come here and introduce a bill and try to get a 
hearing before the committee, if that committee will not give 
me a hearing and I can not get the bill reported out, I want the 
right to have it go before this House; and if I can get 100 
signers to my petition I think I should have the right to bring 
that bill out and have a vote upon it and put the Members on 
record and let a majority decide whether they want to have 
such legislation or not. That will end it. 

I do not believe that a great many petitions of this kind will 
be necessary. I believe it will start the committees to work- 
ing and giving consideration to all bills, and that such a threat 
standing in the rules will make committees bring out their bills, 
instead of smothering them, and allow a vote to be had on im- 
portant measures even if a record vote would be embarrassing 
to some Members. This bill gives only two days in a month; 
in a whole session of five months it would give only 10 oppor- 
tunities of this kind. 

Now, if we want to expedite legislation in the way my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio advocated, on account of the 
great volume of legislation, we can do that very quickly; we 
can simply install into this House an electric voting machine, 
We have electric. voting machines now in about five States. 
We have one in Arkansas, one in Iowa, and one in Wisconsin, 
and several other States. I have testimonials from all these 
States, from the speakers of the various legislatures and from 
other State officials, including the governors, in favor of the 
electric yoting machines. The governors and these various 
officers of the States where electric voting machines are in 
operation say they work well. We could take a roll call in 
this House in less than two minutes with a voting machine. 
An electric voting machine would absolutely prevent any fili- 
buster. If a device of that kind were installed we would save 
this House in a session at least a month of time. Is not thé 
installation of a voting machine a better argument in the way 
of saving time than preventing roll calls to save time. 

The amount of business is given as one of the arguments 
against this rule of allowing a petition of 100 to bring a matte 
before the House, because of the time it would take on rol 
calls. Yet only twice a month with a limited debate of 20 
minutes and a roll call is all the time it would consume. That 
is the limit of time which could be taken, and we might not 
take any time some months, but the whole limit is twice a 
month, two days in a month, whereas if we installed an electric 
voting machine we could save 10 times the amount of time we 
would lose by roll calls. Several bills have been introduced 
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I have, 
myself, introduced a bill in this Congress providing for the 
installation of an electric voting machine. The inventor will 
be here before the committee to show how this voting machine 


with reference to the use of electric voting machines. 


works. You could not get any State that has installed one of 
these voting machines to take out the machines because they 
haye found they save a very great amount of time and insure 
more record votes. The installation of an electric voting ma- 
chine in this House would do many other things; it would abso- 
jutely prevent a filibuster; it would give an opportunity to 
have a record vote in the Committee of the Whole. For my 
part, I am not afraid of record votes, although my friend from 
Tilinois [Mr. Gna Han] seems to be very much afraid of record 
votes. I think if he had it in his power he would like to take 
out of the Constitution the right of one-fifth of this House of 
Representatives to have a record vote. But my friend's con- 
stituents would like a record vote; I know my constituents 
want to see how I vote, and I think all the constituents in this 
country want to see how their representatives, their servants 
here, vote upon these great questions upon which their welfare 
depends. This great revenue bill, which is coming before the 
House in a few days, affects every man, woman, and child in 
this great country of ours. Do you not suppose the people 
back home want to know how their Members vote on this 
question? Of course they do, and I believe it is the universal 
sentiment of the people of the United States that they want 
more publicity in legislative matters; they do not want so 
many things decided in dark chambers; they do not want so 
much chloroforming in the committees; if you defeat a propo- 
sition they want you to come right out in the open daylight 
and defeat it and have your votes recorded, instead of having 
you stab it in the back or chloroform it in the committee. 
(Applause. ] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Trtson). The gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], a member of the committee, 
is recognized. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, it had not been my purpose to take any part in the 
debate with reference to this discharge rule, it having occurred 
to me that the general propositions involved and the arguments 
pro and con with reference to it had been pretty well covered 
by the speeches that had already been made; but some things 
have been said here upon the floor of the House this morning 
with reference to the possible dangers of this rule that might 
have the effect of beclouding the real issue involved in its 
presentation. 

Now, I want to say very frankly that I am one of those who 
believes in party organization and, in large measure, in party 
responsibility. Furthermore, I recognize the fact that in a 
body haying as large a membership as the House of Repre- 
sentatives, with the great mass of business that comes before it 
for consideration, and with the various conflicting interests 
inyolved in proposed legislation, it is absolutely necessary to 
have some reasonably restrictive rules with reference to legis- 
lative procedure. But, gentlemen, I want to call your atten- 
tion to the fact that this discharge rule that is brought here 
is not any new principle of parliamentary law. It is not, as 
has been suggested, a revolutionary principle, as far as our 
forms of procedure are concerned, because it is only necessary 
for me to remind you that for a great number of years we 
have had in the rules of the House a discharge rule which 
theoretically gave to a Member of the House the right to put 
into operation the machinery to discharge a committee from 
the consideration of a bill which it had not reported. And, 
moreover, that same rule, which is now a part of the rules of 
the House, was much more illiberal from the standpoint of 
giving a committee an opportunity legitimately to investigate 
a bill than the proposed amendment, inasmuch as the existing 
rule for the discharge of a committee provides that it may be 
filed within 15 days after a bill or resolution has been referred 
to a committee and it has failed to act upon it within that 
limit of time. This liberalizes the procedure from that stand- 
point and provides that the committee shall have 30 days 
in which to consider a bill, reach a conclusion, and report upon 
it. Then the rule provides an additional number of days, so 
that there is a minimum time of 37 days during which this 
weapon can not be made effective; before a motion can be 
brought up on the floor of the House to discharge a committee, 
the committee is given a minimum of 87 days for reflection, for 
investigation, and action. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield; yes. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Does the gentleman know how 
long the committee which reported the Underwood bill was in 
reporting that bill? 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I regret to say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that I was not a Member of the House at that time. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. It was a longer period of time 
than that, was it not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am glad the gentleman from Indian 
has called attention to that fact, because that is one phase o 
the matter that I want to suggest for the consideration of the 
House. I do not think the rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, which are merely a code of legislative procedure, shoul 
be tinctured by any scintilla of partisanship; I believe the 
rules of the House of Representatives ought to be in essen 
as in spirit the mere mechanical instrumentalities through 
which the will of the Members, individually and in the ag; 
gate, may be effectually registered into action. And I want to 
say to my friend from Indiana that I fully recognize the fact 
that there are important pieces of legislation which have been 
presented to committees, and which will hereafter be present 
to committees, of such a wide range of propositions and in- 
volving the 5 of such a careful investigation of facts as 
to make it physically impossible for a conscientious committee 
to undertake the conclusion of such investigations within 30 
days. I frankly concede that fact, because I have in mind a 
committee on which I served during the last session of Con- 
gress, the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
That committee had under consideration the ship subsidy bill, 
and I do not think any committee worked harder or more indus- 
triously than that committee. 

Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In just a moment. And I assure you it 
took us longer than 30 days to hear the evidence in that case 
and reach a proper conclusion upon the merits of the bill. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT]? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. In connection with the ques- 
tion asked by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SANDERS] as to 
the Underwood tariff bill, it is true that the committee was con- 
sidering the making up of that bill for a long while, but I call 
the attention of the gentleman to the fact that these general 
tariff bills as a rule are never introduced until after they have 
been made up by the committee and agreed upon by the majority. 
members. They are then introduced and then reported. That 
has been true of all the tariff bills that have passed during my 
service in Congress. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. If the gentleman will permit, in 
the case of such a bill this rule would not do any good. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The rule would not apply to 
any general tariff measure unless somebody formulated a gen- 
eral measure and put it in, which, of course, I take it would 
never happen. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. 
permit one further question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD, I will be very glad to yield to the gentle- 
man, but I do not want to get diverted from the proposition I 
was leading up to. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. The gentleman has called atten- 
tion to the facts in connection with one bill which was before 
his committee, and, of course, there are many others that do 
require more time for consideration than allowed here, and I 
will ask the gentleman if there are not many committees like 
the Interstate Commerce Committee which have a dozen im- 
portant bills, the others of which must wait while they are 
considering one of them. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. And are they not nearly always 
introduced at the beginning of a session, so that while they were 
considering one bill for 40 or 45 days every other bill would be 
subject to the invocation of this rule? 

Mr. BANKHBAD. Undoubtedly. I must, in all frankness, 
admit that such contingencies will arise, but what I was leading 
up to was the statement of this proposition: I am not one who 
has a distrust and a suspicion of the integrity and conscience 
and good faith of my associates upon the floor of this House 
upon either side of the aisle. I believe that I myself am merely 
a representative of the average man upon this floor, and I will 
tell you what my purpose will be if this rule is adopted. I sug- 
gest it for your consideration. If a motion should be presented 
to me, if this rule were adopted, to sign a petition einer 
å committee—for instance, the Committee on Interstate an 
Foreign Commerce—from the consideration of a bill it had up 
before it, I would certainly, before I would sign that or any 
other petition, make a preliminary investigation of the facts 
with reference to that piece of legislation. I could easily find 
out from one of my Democratic colleagues upon the committee 
what was the status of that bill, its importance, hew much time 


I wonder if the gentleman will 
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had been given for its legitimate consideration, how much more 
time would probably be required for its fair and legitimate 
consideration: and if I were assured by him—and I believe I 
would ordinarily go further and say that if I were assured by 
the chairman of the committee, who might be of an opposing 
political faith—that the committee had not had an opportunity 
to act upon the bill, that it was of great importance to the inter- 
ests of the country and they needed more time to investigate it, 
I would then have to go back and say to my friend or my col- 
league who presented the petition, “I can not sign that motion 
to discharge the committee, because I believe in good faith they 
have not had the time to exercise their proper jurisdiction upon 
the subject matter.” 

Mr. LONGWORTH and Mr. SANDERS of Indiana rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield; and 
if so, to whom? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield to the distinguished majority 
leader with pleasure. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I thoroughly believe what the gentle- 
man has just said as to what his attitude would be under 
such circumstances and what the attitude of the vast ma- 
jority of this House would be, but is not this one danger: The 
gentleman knows this Capitol 18 surrounded and infested 
with a number of very militant and vigorous lobbyists, who 
would seize this opportunity as a means of forcing votes upon 
things in which they are interested. Does not that appeal to 
the gentleman as being a matter which should lead to a very 
careful consideration of the number of men that ought to sign 
such a petition? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman has brought up a rather 
interesting subject. . I have been here but four terms, but 
we had lobbyists here when I came and I imagine we will 
have them, unless the distinguished Republican leader in this 
House, with his associates in the Senate and elsewhere, would 
have the ingenuity and courage to frame some bill that would 
keep out of our offices and out of the House Office Building 
those who are, as he says, not really legitimate lobbyists who 
come merely for the purpose of presenting dignified views, 
but organized, militant lobbyists, who make that their pro- 
fession and their business, and I think we know the type 
pretty well. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will say to the gentleman I have the 
courage, but I doubt whether I have the ingenuity. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman has not heretofore shown 
himself lacking in ingenuity. I was very much amused when 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Granas] said this morning 
he was a compromiser, and it struck me then that the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. LonaworrH] had the ingenuity in that 
instance to compromise Mr. Granam out of the leadership of 
the majority in this House; so I do not think he is lacking in 
that attribute. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? Do 
you not think I was in luck? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think the gentleman manifested upon 
that occasion rather profound intuition. 

Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. LITTLE. I recognize the necessity for preserving the 
rights of the minority, but do you not think the preservation of 
the rights of the majority to make the laws the people have 
directed them to make is more important than the rights of the 
minority? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. My friend overlooks this important major 
proposition: The rules of the House of Representatives are not 
for the purpose of subserving the interests of a majority or a 
minority or a bloc. The rules of the House are theoretically 
established for the purpose of being the servant of the House 
of Representatives under the different contingencies that may 
arise, and while I said a few moments ago I recognized the im- 
portance of party responsibility and realized that a responsible 
majority must exist and have party cohesion in order to carry 
out its program, yet I would not be willing to go to the extent 
of saying I would not protect the rights of a respectable minor- 
ity of the House in the rules of the House itself, nor do I think 
my friend from Kansas would go that far. 

Mr. LITTLE. Oh, certainly not; but can you think of any 
greater duty here than the majority has to make laws? This 
world was run by minorities till Oliver Cromwell. We have 
finally achieved majority rule here, and now again the minority 
appears minorities formerly claimed to be better fitted to rule 
than majorities. But is it not the real essential that majorities 
shall be able to make laws? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, well, that depends upon what sort of 
laws the majority is figuring on making. Of course, I recognize 
that general academic principle. 


Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I want to ask the gentle- 
man this question: Does this rule give anything short of a ma- 
atid Ag this House the right to legislate or to discharge a com- 
mittee 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Absolutely not. If any gentleman will 
take the time to read the text of the resolution he will see that 
not only in one respect but in two instances after the petition 
is signed by 100 or 150 it will require a majority to vote for it 
before legislation can be enacted. 

This petition signed by 100 or 150 is a preliminary movement} 
as the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Netson] said, it is pri- 
marily a seconding proposition. If you get 100 or 150 on the 
petition, that does not do any good; that does not effect any 
purpose; that does not pass any law; it does not do anything 
as far as actual legislation is concerned. It simply puts it on 
the calendar and gives an opportunity to call it up for con- 
sideration on certain days when the calendar is reached. When 
it is called up it takes a majority of the House to discharge 
the committee, and it is further safeguarded because it requires 
a majority of the House to determine that the bill shall be taken 
up for consideration, and after that, of course, it requires a 
majority to pass the bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to get at what rights are taken 
away from the committees. It takes a good many days to get 
this machinery into motion. In the meanwhile the committee 
that has the bill still has the power to report on it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It can report the bill favorably or ad- 
versely. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Exactly. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Suppose it reports adversely. Then it 
will go on the calendar if request is made within three days. If 
the committee reports adversely and it goes on the calendar, 
then only the ehairman of the committee handling it can call 
it up from the calendar on Calendar Wednesday. Now, will not 
that be the procedure if there is something very objectionable 
before the committee? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Let me see if I understand the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. What I want to find out is whether we 
are getting anywhere with this rule. If the bill goes on the 
calendar with an adverse report, the chairman of the committee 
is the only power that has the right to call it up, and it hay- 
ing been reported, the motion to discharge the committee is 
gone. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will say that is rather an important 
feature of this proposition, and it has been called to the atten- 
tion of the members of the committee by virtue of the debate 
on the floor. Of course, it is impossible for the committee in 
framing matters to anticipate every possible development. I 
want to say that we propose to offer an amendment to provide 
that when a bill goes on the calendar in the event that the com- 
mittee is discharged, and a motion should be voted down for 
immediate consideration, to give any Member signing the peti- 
tion a right to call up that bill from the calendar. 

Mr. STEVENSON. That is the difficulty I suggested yester- 
day. Now, when you start the machinery to discharge a com- 
mittee and they report the bill, either favorably or adversely, 
then the committee controls it and never calls it up. So the 
House is not deprived of its prerogative. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. If the statement of the gentleman from South 
Carolina is correct—if the committee should report a bill out 
favorably or adversely—this rule would not apply to it. It is 
not intended to apply to instances of that kind. It is only 
intended to apply where the committee stifles a bill and does not 
report it out. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The point I make is that it is not de- 
structive to the rights of the House and the rights of the com- 
mittees, because the committee can go on and report if it wants 
to. It has plenty of time after notice is served in these matters. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I Will. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. It may be that the rule is in- 
tended to operate with reference to matters that are not given 
consideration, but I call attention to the fact that the rule 
in its language reaches a bill which is being considered by the 
committee when it is half through. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. I think that is an ad hominum argu- 
ment which the gentleman makes, because it is justified by 
the text of the bill. But I take the liberty of saying to the 
gentleman that if the rule is adopted and put into active prac- 
tice, it will not be invoked, in my opinion, more than half a 
dozen times in the course of a session of this Congress on 
important legislation. The gentleman from South Dakota this 
morning, in reviewing the matters at the last session of Con- 
gress which justified his initiative in pressing for the modifi- 
catior of the rule, stated two, and only two, instances in which 
he said that the rule ought to be exercised. Now, can the 
gentleman tell me any other legislation of any real consequence 
during the last session of Congress to which it would apply? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. If that is true, of what use is 
this rule? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is needed because the committees de- 
liberately and wantonly—if I may use that expression—refuse 
to present bills here in order to give the House an opportunity 
to consider them. The purpose of this resolution, as I see 
it, is to displace a defunct and inoperative discharge rule and 
put one here that has teeth and vitality in it, and that will 
give us an opportunity to operate on this provision for the 
purpose of discharging a recalcitrant committee. 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Yes. 

Mr. PURNELL. I suggest to my friend from Alabama, in 
addition to what my colleague from Indiana [Mr. SANDERS] 
says, that the Committee on Agriculture had 40 solid days of 
hard, conscientious hearings upon the packers’ bill during the 
last Congress. 

Mr. BANKHBAD. Yes. 

Mr. PURNELL. During which time there were a number of 
equally important measures before our committee. What might 
have happened under those circumstances had a petition or 
resolution signed by 100 been offered for the purpose of tak- 
ing out either the packers bill or the future trading act, or any 
of those important measures that were also pending before our 
committee? 

Mr. BANKHEAD, It is my deliberate opinion, I say to the 
gentleman, that it would have been impossible under that state 
of facts, with that reserye confidence that I have expressed 
a while ago in the personnel and integrity of the membership of 
this House, for anyone to have gotten 100 men to sign a peti- 
tion to discharge the gentleman’s committee on that proposi- 
tion. Oh, gentlemen can suggest postulates here and things 
that might occur, but what we are after is a remedy for things 
that did occur that are not to the credit of the Congress of 
the United States, [Applause.] 

Mr, LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. LANHAM. Would that be the answer to this conten- 
tion? Of course, the gentleman is aware of the fact that a mul- 
titude of bills are introduced at the beginning of each session, 
and especially at the beginning of each Congress. If this rule 
were now in effect, despite the fact that many of the com- 
mittees have not met and others have not had opportunity to 
consider the many bills which have been referred to them, still 
this rule could be invoked and any bill introduced at the begin- 
ning of this session would now be subject to be taken from a 
committee by a motion to discharge. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Undoubtedly. The gentleman from Texas 
is as fair a type as I know of and as sane, clean, and sweet a 
character as ever occupied a place on the floor of this House; 
but would my friend for a moment, under the circumstances he 
has related, consider signing a petition to discharge a com- 
mittee from consideration of a bill? 

Mr. LANHAM. To be sure, I would not. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly not, and I think that would be 
the answer of 95 per cent of the membership. 

Mr. LANHAM. But I am simply making inquiry with refer- 
ence to the extent of the power which the adoption of this 
rule would bestow. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. My friend’s logical mind did not need any 
answer to that question because he has read the text of this 
resolution and he knows that is true. Of course I can only 
confirm it. 

Mr. LANHAM. I might say that already I have heard some 
rumblings of certain measures which will probably promptly 
be made the subject of motions to discharge. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is pretty likely and I think there 
will probably be a little later on some rather heavy thunder- 
ings in respect to motions to discharge. 5 

Mr. LANHAM. I am making this observation in view of the 
fact that we have been in session only about 80 days and that 
certain things are in prospect at the present time with respect 


to this proposed rule, and the committees have had practically 
no time to consider the multiplicity of bills before them. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. My friend always makes a graceful con- 


tribution to the RECORD. 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Can the gentleman tell us any means 


whereby any railroad legislation may be brought before this 


House at this session unless we do adopt a discharge rule 


something like this? 


Mr. BANKHEAD. My answer to that is that if railroad 
legislation is pending before an appropriate committee and 
that committee fails after reasonable opportunity to report it, 
it could not be reported unless we do adopt this rule. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. And there is undoubtedly stron 
ment in this House for legislation which will have the 
reducing railroad rates. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. There is no chance to get it unless 
we adopt something like this, 

at EVANS of Montana. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yie 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. It was suggested by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. SANpvERs] that this rule might bring 
out a bill before it had received mature consideration. If 
such was the case, then I ask the gentleman if it would not 
require a majority of the people in the House to discharge the 
committee? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have already fully explained that. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Then would it not require a ma- 
jority to pass it, if they did do that? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Then should not the House have 
the right to rule by a numerical majority wherever found, on 
whatever side of the aisle? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think that is a fair proposition. I 
haye taken up more time than I intended. I do not think there 
is anything inherently dangerous in this proposition, because, 
as I suggested, it is not a legislative innovation at all, and 
the only thing that we have in mind, those of us who are supi 
porting this discharge rule, is to give life and strength to what 
is now an absolutely dormant rule of procedure. I believe this 
proposed rule is in the nature of an experiment, and that must 
be frankly conceded. All of our rules have been built up 
largely through an experimental period, and if it should be 
adopted either for 100 or 150, if the fair exercise of the rule 
should demonstrate that it is not workable or that it could be 
used as a vehicle of retaliation, delay, or filibuster, then the 
good sense of the House would have to assert itself and repeal 
it, whether the Republicans be in power or the Democrats be 
in power. I believe that it is a measure of such importance, 
however, a measure that appeals so strongly to so many 
Members of this body, and, I believe, to the country, that we 
certainly ought to pass this change in the rules and giva it a 
fair and impartial trial. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. 
yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Would the adoption of this rule 
in any way or manner abridge the right of a numerical ma- 
jority of the House after the bill is up immediately to recom- 
mit it to the committee? 

Mr. BANKHEAD, It would not. The House can always by 
a majority take any action that it desires in reference to bills 
after coming up for consideration. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will yield to my colleague on the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understood the gentleman to express the view 
that this discharge motion would only be exercised in the most 
extreme case? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is my opinion; yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Therefore does not the gentleman think, logi- 
cally along in line with that, that the motion to discharge ought 
not to be made particularly easy of operation? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; on the contrary, I think the motion 
to discharge ought to be so elastic that it would give a E 
and reasonable opportunity to 100 Members of the House or 15 
to initiate the movement to discharge a committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. All right. Does not the gentleman think that 
the requirement of 150 signers to this motion would preclude 
the logical and fair operation of the motion? 

Mr. BANKHBAD. Oh, I do not think it would necessarily 
preclude its logical operation or fair operation. It is merely a 
matter of expediency. It must be admitted it is an arbitrary 


senti- 
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selection, You can not make a principle out of a differentiation 
of mathematics. I thank the House very much for its atten- 


tion. [Applause.] 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, as the Members of this House 
well know, I am greatly interested in the orderly procedure 
of the House and in its rules. During my long membership 
here I have given considerable thought to this part of our 
work, so that when any proposition is brought forward to 
change materially the rules it becomes a matter of genuine 
interest to me. My interest is not personal or political, for 
it does not matter which side is in power here in this House, 
the rules of the House govern us all; and, after all, we are 

ot the ones most interested. It is the country at large that 
fs most interested. I am not an obstructionist; I never have 
been such in this House. I do not know that I ever even asked 
for a quorum. I do have, however, a sincere desire that we 
who are here now shall pass down to our successors the rules 
of this House, its order of business, its calendars, and the 
other machinery by means of which it does its business in as 
efficient and workable form as possible. 

Fortunately, the Rules Committee has not dealt with strictly 

arliamentary questions at all, but only with the order of 
Pe the calendars, and the method of bringing bills and 
resolutions out of committees. For this relief much thanks. 
Let us all rejoice that the committee has not attempted to 
tinker with the parliamentary practice and procedure of this 
House, but only with its order of business, calendars, and the 
like. In other words, the amendments reported by the com- 
mittee concern themselves largely with questions as to whether 
tweedle-dee shall come ahead of tweedle-dum or vice versa. 

The one feature of this report that seems to be at all im- 
portant does not concern general parliamentary law or pro- 
cedure, but relates only to the order of business. It does not 
ee a new principle in government, because, of course, 
t has been used elsewhere in different form, but to my mind 
it does introduce into our rules a vicious principle of pro- 

ure. I refer to the rule to bring into the House business by 
tition, This, as it seems to me, is going away from the true 
ry of representative government, and going away from the 
rinciple of government by majorities. I need scarcely remind, 
gentlemen, that to bring to mankind this boon of government 

y majorities required a struggle for hundreds of years, and 
we thought that we had it pretty well established, especially 
among the English-speaking nations. This is a step in the 
other direction. 

As to this talk of liberalizing the rules, there was not a 
more excrutiating joke in Bo’sun Miller’s repertoire. What do 
we mean by liberalizing the rules? The amendments before us 
deal with questions as to what matters may be taken away 
from committees, which we shall consider first, or how matters 
may be brought out of committees. 

For my own part I believe in considering business by com- 
mittees, I think this method has established itself as the 
wisest way. I am in favor of letting the committees, subject 
at all times to the proper supervision of the House, consider all 
bills and resolutions, and bring them before the House in an 
orderly way. What is reactionary about this? The truth is 
that I have never been able to figure out how it is that per- 
mitting the legislative child to be born in the fullness of time, 
in the ordinary way and after being fully developed, should be 
considered reactionary, while to prematurely perform the 
Cesarean operation without regard to the effect on either the 
parent or the child should be deemed progressive, 

Taking up this resolution in its order, the first 17 clauses 
are mere matters of detail in regard to committees and may be 
passed over without notice. The eighteenth is the committee 
for World War veterans, to which there seems to be no 
serious objection. The nineteenth is directory to the Commit- 
tee on Rules and will probably have little effect either way. 
All the talk I have heard about this feature of the resolution 
has been in the nature of post-mortem philippics delivered long 
after King Philip has departed. It is charged in the indict- 
ment that when a former Member of this House, whose first 
name was Philip, was chairman of the Committee on ‘Rules, 
the Philip aforesaid carried resolutions around in his pocket— 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] even charges that 
he carried them in his hip pocket. It is intimated that this 
gentleman attempted, like some tall colossus, to bestride the 
rest of us, and that he was ambitious to become a czar or a 
king. If Philip were thus ambitious, it was a grievous fault 
and right grievously hath he answered it. He is no longer 
one of us. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. The distinguished gentleman from Con- 
necticut well remembers that after that rule was voted out by 
the Rules Committee it lodged in the pocket of the gentleman 


from Kansas for some two or three weeks. Members all over 
this floor were asking daily almost that he report the. rule 
and he would only smile at them. 

Mr. TILSON. I do not remember what rule the gentleman 
from Kansas carried in his pocket. 

Mr. BLANTON. But e gentleman remembers he did 
carry some rules? 

Mr. TILSON. It was so charged at the time and since, but 
I would be willing to lay a wager—and I am not much of a 
betting man—that nine-tenths of the rules he carried in his 
pocket were of little or no importance whatever, and I think 
the chances about even that as to the other tenth it was better 
for the House and better for the country that they should sleep 
the sleep of death in that self-same hip pocket. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. TILSON. I yleld to the tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Article I, constituting the first amend 
ment to the Constitution, says this: 


Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion 
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of 
speech or of the press, or the right of the people peaceably to assemble 
and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances. 


Now, I want to ask the gentleman if the chairman of a 
committee gets a bill in his pocket, how is there any way in 
reaching him if he keeps it in his pocket? 

Mr. TILSON. There are many ways. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. NELSON] the other day referred to a case where 
there was a contention over the rules and where the House by > 
its action had taken away certain powers from the Speaker 
which he had theretofore exercised by consent of the House. 

The Speaker at that time, our much beloved Uncle Joe Can- 
non, as we love to refer to him, stood up in his place at that 
desk, like Ajax defying the lightning, and called attention to 
the fact that the House had a right to declare a vacancy in the 
Speakership. He was entirely correct, and some Democrat bit. 
The motion was promptly made, but this was going too far; the 
combination broke down at this point, and the Speaker was not 
removed. If a committee is recalcitrant in the performance of 
its duty, it is within the power of a majority of this House to 
create vacancies on that committee, and to fill them with Mem- 
bers who will do the will of the House when properly ex- 
pressed. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does that bring before the House the 
eonsideration of the bill in question—a motion to do away with 
the committee? 

Mr. TILSON. If you put Members on the committee that 
will do the will of the House, they will bring it before the 
House. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
there for a question? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; just for a brief question, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. You are not opposing in principle the 
right to discharge a committee? 

Mr. TILSON. I will come to that. What I now object to is 
this lobbyist scheme for carrying about a petition and asking 
Members to sign it. I oppose the method of circulating a peti- 
tion of that sort and affecting the working of this House by 
any such procedure. I am opposed to this irregular method of 
doing the business of the House in the private offices of Mem- 
bers, in the lobbies of hotels, or in the corridors of this Capitol. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will conclude with one other question. 

The gentleman does not contend that the existing rule of the 
House, which purports to be a discharge rule, really has the 
power to effectuate the purpose which was contemplated? 

Mr. TILSON. I shall come to that if the gentleman will 
give me time. I wish to tell you a little more about this reso- 
lution. 

The twentieth clause is in regard to contested elections, and 
I have heard no one here objecting to this rule, although my 
judgment is that we could do the same thing without it. The 
purpose of the amendment is good, however. As to clause 2 
covering the Consent Calendar, I think that with the inerea; 
business we have in this House, the large number of bills local 
in character largely, it is probably necessary to enlarge the field 
of activity of this calendar. We have all been humiliated on 
oceasions heretofere to have a Member, peeved at some trifle, 
rise and object to bill after bill, regardless of their merits. This 
will, to some extent, prevent this kind of performance, and so I 
think that perhaps this rule will serve a useful p 

Now we come to paragraph 22, amending Rule XXVII, which, 
to my way of thinking, is the vicious part of this whole busi- 
ness, because, as I said earlier in my remarks, it starts ug 
away from majority government and the direction of that 
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which has-so plagued continental Europe. I mean group gov- 
ernment, or government by blocs. God save us from a condi- 
tion such as some of the nations of continental Europe have 
come into on account of this tendency! 

This House throughout all of its history has considered its 
business in committees, and I feel that this proposed rule is 
a radical departure from that system; that it will not work 
well; and that the best we can say of it is what the gentle- 
man from Alabama said—‘ that its use probably will not be 
attempted twice in a Congress.’ How can we be sure, how- 
ever, that our successors here will be so moderate? As long 
as we have here such men as the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Ganrerr], the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], 
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], who drafted 
this rule—as long as such men as these sit in the minority I 
do not fear any very grave danger from the operation of a 
vicious rule under the leadership of such men. But how do 
we know that‘at some time or other there will not arise in this 
House and in places of leadership other men who would be 
willing to sacrifice the good of the common country for their 
own personal advancement or their own party advantage? 
If so, then we shall have prepared means ready at hand 
whereby they can execute their will. 

After all, what is this amendment for? What is the real 
purpose of it? What great abuse bas been pointed out that 
this is to remedy? ‘What disease is in the body politic that 
this unusual prescription is to cure? ‘No one has pointed out 
any, with the exception of the somewhat caustic remarks that 
we have all heard made against a certain gentleman who was 
a Member of a previous Congress and who is here no longer. 
With this very dubious exception there have been no cases 
pointed out where there has ‘been a real abuse, and in the 
nature of things none will be. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Did not the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Jon so] point out specific instances where it was 
impossible to obtain the discharge of committees in the ease of 
specific bills which the majority of this House was in favor of? 

Mr. TILSON. Well, I had gone to lunch or was sitting with 
my committee when the gentleman from South Dakota spoke, 
and without direct knowledge of what the gentleman said I 
do not wish to comment upon it. I believe, however, that there 
‘have been no genuine cases of abuse to call forth such an un- 
usual remedy as this; and if there be any disease, it can be 
cured by other prescriptions than those that are proposed 
here. 

The ‘Rules Committee, as all know, is the party committee. 
It is the committee ‘through which the party charged with 
power arranges its business and makes ready to execute its 
Will. The Rules Committee can bring out a special rule making 
any bill in order, enabling the majority of the House to pass 


a bill under that rule if it once becomes operative. This is 
the way I would suggest to my ‘friend. 
The committee system ‘has worked ‘satisfactorily. It has 


produced satisfactory results. Those who would seek to over- 
turn that system now must show better cause and present more 
-satisfactory reasons than ‘any thus far proposed. Thus far 
they have failed to point out any sufficient reason why we 
‘should desert the plain path marked out by experience, which 
leads through the committee system, and wander off into the 
wilderness of action by petition, In my judgment, it will work 
badly, if at all. I think that it will lend itself to every barrage 
of propaganda with which it Is desired to bombard us. 

I think that it will be the delight and glory of the insistent 
lobbyist, who will not let us rest until he compels us to meékly 
yield and ‘sign his petition. I think ‘that the working of this 
rule will lead in the direction of unwise, vicious, and expensive 
legislation. 

This is not a new question. As has been pointed out, there 
‘was a discharge rule passed in the ‘Sixty-first Congress. I was 
a Member of that Congress, a private in the rear rank, but I 
remember it very well. As the outgrowth of the first great 
rules struggle, a discharge rule—not as it is in the present 
Manual but as it was before it was emasculated—was prepared 
by a eommittee of which the then minority leader, the Hon. 
Champ Clark, was a member. In presenting it to the House, 
Mr. Clark, of Missouri, said: 


If this rule does not do the work, Mr. Speaker, if we can not work 


with tt, the majority can change it in the short session of Congress; 


and if you do not do it in the short session of Congress and it does 
not work well, we will change it on this side of the House in the long 
session of the Sixty-second Congress. 


Prophetie soul of our dear old friend, Champ Clark! In the 
Sixty-second Congress his party was in power and he was ele- 


vated to the Speakership. Did they correct the rule? I will 
show you how they eorrected it. By the ad of February, 1912, 
they were in the first regular session of the Sixty-second Con- 
gress. ‘As you all know, James R. Mann was a Member of Con- 
gress at that time. He was a hater of shams; he knew that 
this rule was either a sham or was bad, or beth, so he set out 
to demonstrate it. and he did. He had demonstrated not that 
it was unwerkalle but that it was workable, and there was the 
trouble. By the 3d of February it had reached a stage where 
it was necessary te change it, and then what do we find? We 
find those notable progressives—Jobn Daizell, of Pennsylvania ; 
Philip Campbell, of Kansas; and all the rest of us progressives 
lined up in back of them endenvoring to prevent the wicked 
Democrats from destroying the discharge rule that we then 
ad. 

I do net now recall, but I think that if one had observed 
closely he would have seen the twinkle of Jehn Dalzell’s eye 
as he opposed the emasculation of that rule. He was consistent, 
however, in this, that instead of emasculating the rule, as was 
done, the party then come into power should have bad the 
courage to acknowledge its previous mistake and avowedly 
erase it from the rules of the House. Instead of doing this, 
however, the rule has remained from that day antil this a dead 
letter. On the oecasion of emasculating that rule the present 
able leader of the minority addressed himself to the task. It 
had reached a stage where it was difficult to go on with the 
business of the House, and whoever else might indulge in cam- 
ouflage, not the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. GARRETT]. He 
Was asked directly why he wished to do away with this dis- 
charge rule, and this is what the gentleman frem Tennessee 
said: 


Because it is found necessary to make the change im order to do the 
business of the House. 


{Applause ou the Republican side.] 

Thus, then and there, over the fruitless opposition of the gal- 
tant progressives whom I have mentioned, the gentleman from 
Tennessee and his wssociates rode roughshod over us, amending 
the rule, so that it has been a dead letter ever since. Oh, what 
a difference it makes whether you are in fhe majority er in 
the minority! The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ganubrr! 
was frank and honest enough to state the real reason as he 
saw it. He said that it had been abused for partisan purposes. 
Perhaps I should not go as far as that, but in the heat of debate 
he said that for partisan reasons it had been abused on the 
other side of the House. Mr. Mann had simply shown how it 
would work, and therefore the gentleman from Tennessee was 
intent upon having it emasculated, so that.it might never again 
be so used, and since that day it has never been used at all. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes 

Mr. McSWAIN. As a matter of historie dnterest I wish to 
ask what part of the anatomy of the old rule was amputated 
sọ as to result in emasculation? 

Mr. TILSON. I will tell the gentleman just what happened, 
and it is very simple. As the rule was originally adopted it 
made the first order of business on suspension days unanimous 
consents, next motions to discharge, aná finally suspensions, 
You will observe that the original rule was far less drastic 
than the one now before us for adeption, Under the rule as 
modified by the gentleman from Tennessee and his associates in 
the Sixty-second Congress the first order of business provided 
for was unanimous consents, the next was suspensions, and 
after suspensions were finished then motions te discharge com- 
mittees were in order. Well, it somehow or other always bap- 
pened that under the workings of that rwe unanimous -consents 
and suspensions were never finished. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. The gentleman is a very able 
parliamentarian. 

Mr. TILSON. I thank the gentleman for his compliment, but 
I await with interest what is to follow. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. It is « very simple question. 
Tt provided for just one man haying the right to file a motion 
to discharge and there was no second required; is not that 
correct? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; I think so; but the number is of second- 
ary importance when once you depart from the fundamental 
principle of representative government and go below a ma- 
jority. Whenever you pass below a majority in signing a peti- 
tion to bring business before the House then you have crossed 
the Rubicon and started away from majority government. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON, I yield; yes. 
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Mr. CRISP. Then, under your argument, you think the rule 
would be just as strong and not as productive of eyil if it should 
provide for 100 signing a petition instead of 150? 


Mr. TILSON. Not at all. I think that the best thing to do 
would be to leave the whole business out of the rule. This 
is what I recommend as the best thing to do. The next and 
the only reasonable ground upon which anybody can stand, 
even after accepting the method of action by petition, is to re- 
quire a majority. If we are to have it at all, it should by all 
fair reasoning provide for a majority to sign the petition. 
[Applause.] From this point down the proposition becomes 
more and more vicious, the smaller the number required. 
This is my answer to my good friend from Georgia. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Would the gentleman be willing now to 
fake the same stand he took In the Sixty-second Congress for 
the original rule? y 

Mr. TILSON. We do a lot of things as good party men, and 
on the whole we do wisely to regard party ties. I am a good 
party man, as the gentleman from New York knows, and I 
generally go along with my party. I believe that I serve my 
country better by doing so. I did so especially when I was a 
younger Member of this House, and looked to older, wiser, and 
more experienced men than I was for advice and guidance. 
{Laughter.] At that time, as I now recall, I voted with the 
others whom I have mentioned, Mr. Dalzell, Mr. Campbell, 
and the entire Republican membership, as I remember, to re- 
tain that rule in all its pristine vigor; and I suppose that if 
the American people should ever again commit that act of 
supreme folly of returning the Democratic Party to power, and 
if my friend from Tennessee should be here again trying to 
erase this rule from the books, as I am sure he would be, pos- 
sibly—I do not mean to promise anything so far ahead—pos- 
sibly, I say, I may be here with some of my other good pro- 
gressive friends on this side doing all I can to maintain this 
rule, but I hardly think so. If I am, however, I shall probably 
at the same time be laughing in my sleeve just like the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is doing now. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CARTER. May it not be possible if we put this rule in 
force now that by the time the Democrats get control of the 
House in the next election, we will know whether it is a good, 
workable rule or not? 

Mr. TILSON. TI think that my friend from Oklahoma knows 
already, so that he need not wait so long. He knows when he 
is voting for it just how good it is, but it depends altogether 
upon whom it is good for whether we like it or not. 

Mr. CONNERY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CONNERY. Has it occurred to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, which State fought so hard to save 
its liberties, that perhaps the American people, of whom he 
just spoke, are a little tired of receiving legislation or being 
governed by legislation by chairmen of committees, and prob- 
ably they care a little bit to be governed by the legislation of 
the Congress of the United States? 

Mr. TILSON. I think the gentleman’s remark—but I must 
not say it. I was almost ready to use that old phrase which 
so readily comes back to the lawyer, that the remark of the 
gentleman is incompetent, immaterial, and irrelevant. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. CONNERY. 
ther? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TILSON. I must not yield further. I am taking more 
time than I should take and I must decline to yield from this 
point on. 

Gentlemen, just one more word. I think that the sooner we 
come to that honest, righteous conclusion that it is of no very 
great importance to this country whether we as individuals on 
one side of the aisle or the other are returned to this body or 
not, and realize that the rules of this House, its calendars, 
and order of business are only tools with which to do the work 
of the American people, the better it will be for us and the bet- 
ter it will be for this country. It is of little moment to the 
country whether any one of us is on record as having voted for 
this or that. It would seem, to hear some gentlemen speak, 
that the main object of our service here is to get ourselyes re- 
elected. Of course, this is important to us, but it is not all- 
important, at least to some of us. If we would render the best 
service of which we are capable we should forget next Novem- 
ber and devote our undivided energies to the work for which 
the Congress is assembled. If we do this the country will be 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield fur- 


better off and this body itself will have the confidence and re- 
of the people to a greater extent and to a higher degree 
an it now has. [Applause.] 

Mr. MAGEE of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ma- 
GEE] is recognized. 

Mr. MAGEE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to extend and revise his remarks. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MAGEE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I hope that no 
intention to criticize or complain of anyone will be inferred 
from what I may say. I intend to express very briefly merely my 
personal views upon the important matter under consideration, 
and I trust that I shall not be interrupted. 

I am opposed to any amendment of the rules that does not 
require the motion to discharge a committee from the consid- 
eration of a bill to be signed by a majority of the Members of 
the House. Our Government is founded upon the rule of the 
majority, to which we cheerfully submit. This amendment, 
however, if adopted will, as a matter of fact, establish the rule 
of the minority. While the motion to discharge a committee 
requires a vote of the House as well as the motion that the 
House proceed to the immediate consideration of a bill, yet 
anyone who is familiar with legislation in the House knows 
that a motion signed by 100 or 150 Members of the House, 
backed by vigorous propaganda, would invariably be adopted. 

The country might as well know now as later that, in fact, the 
Republican Party has no majority in the House. [Applause.] 
In my judgment, our opponents in the House could secure 100 
signatures to such a motion without any trouble, 150 signatures 
with little trouble, and the signatures of a majority of the 
Members of the House without much trouble. This amendment 
when adopted means that the control of legislation in the House 
passes to the combination that will exist in the House against 
the Republican Party. 

In my opinion, this is not a subject matter for concession or 
compromise. The people do not and can not understand the 
complexity of our rules. We know that we have reached the 
parting of the ways with our opponents in the House. They 
have at last turned the cards face up on the table and shown 
their hands. There are now two pathways ahead of us—one 
the pathway of destruction, the other the pathway of safety. 
If we consent to minority rule, we invite our own destruction. 
If we refuse to consent, we are safe, because our refusal wiil 
force our Opponents to assume the responsibility of discharg- 
ing a committee of the House from the consideration of an 
important bill and of jamming the same through the House 
without due consideration and without anybody in particular 
being responsible therefor and at great public expense. 

The country should not be discouraged if we are at times 
beaten in the House. While our opponents have the votes to 
pass destructive legislation, if they choose to exercise their 
power, it does not follow that they will have sufficient votes to 
override a veto. [Applause.] All that we need to do is to 
fight [applause]—fight to the last ditch—fight if needs be with 
our backs to the wall under the standard of the President of 
the United States, the leader of the Republican Party. [Ap- 
plause.] The people of this country have confidence in the 
President. They know that he is safe and sound; they know 
that he stands for the ideals of America and for the preserva- 
tion of its institutions; they know that the success of his 
policies means the happiness, progress, and prosperity of our 
people. 

If our opponents by the amendment of this rule establish the 
right of the minority to control and to bring into the House, for 
instance, legislation to delay or sidetrack tax reduction, which 
is the paramount issue before the country to-day, let them 
bear the full responsibility and render their accounting to the 
people of this country. [Applause.] 

We must remember that the greatest force under our form of 
government is public opinion. If we stand firm for majority 
rule, we may often see through the force of public opinion ap- 
parent defeat turned into certain victory. So far as I am con- 
cerned, the word “ defeat” has no terror, but I refuse under any 
circumstances or under any condition or for any consideration 
to surrender my convictions. [Applause.] 

Let us refuse to be destroyed with our consent. Let us stand 
always for the public interest, for economy in public expendi- 
tures, and for the careful and deliberate consideration of im- 
portant public measures. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog- 
nized. 
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Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I. will only take 
a couple of minutes. I just want to make this statement in 
view of the nature of the statement made by the gentleman 
from New York, who has just left the floor, and in view of what 
purports to be a newspaper statement of the chairman. of the 
great Ways and Means Committee appearing in the press 
threughout the country this morning, that this movement is 
designed to interfere with tax reduction. Now, gentlemen on the 
Republican side need not lay the flattering unction to their souls 
that they are going to confuse the thonght of this country by 
such statements, I say to the gentlemen on the majority, side 
that the Democrats are ready to join in tax reduction, and we 
have a plan and it is a plan of real reduction to benefit mate- 
rially millions of people and not just a few multimillionaires. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. AN- 
DERSON] is recognized. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I am one of those who believe the rules of the House ought 
to be revised, but I believe they ought to be revised in, the in- 
terest of simplicity and in the interest of making it possible for 
the majority to do business rather than in the interest of 
greater complexity and greater difficulty of doing business, I 
am one of those who believe that the majority of the House 
ought to be able to do what it wants to do when it wants to do 
it. [Applause.] I am one of those who believe that there 
should be some way by which a committee which has had ample 
opportunity to consider a bill and refuses to consider it can 
be compelled to report that bill to the House. 

The object of the rules of the House is to permit a majority 
of the House to do business under conditions which will make 
for sound, careful, and deliberate consideration and at the 
same time afford the minority a reasonable opportunity for 
amendment, for debate, and to place their position upon the 
question under consideration before the world: I am not in 
favor of making. possible the discharge of a committee from 
the consideration of a bill in the way in which it is here pro- 
posed. As a matter of fact, if it were not for the fact that this 
proposal violates the fundamental principles upon which all 
legislation ought to be based it would be a joke. In the sense 
of what it actually makes possible to do, it is a joke, because 
separating all of the outside elements from the real facts in 
the case, all that this bill makes it possible to do is for a 
minority to say what shall be considered on: two days of each 
month. 

This Government, as has been said so often, is founded upon 
the principle of majority rule, and a majority ought to have 
the right at all times to say what shall be considered, because 
in the great press of legislation which is introduced at every 
session of Congress the right to determine what shall be con- 
sidered is the right to legislate, and these men who are pro- 
posing now that 150 or 100 gentlemen should have the right to 
say what shall be considered know this, and that is the reason 
they want this kind of rule, because they want the situation 
to be such that part of the time, at least, the fundamental rule 
of majority rule shall be violated and a minority shall say what 
shall be considered: Now, what does this rule really provide? 
It provides that any Member may file a motion to discharge a 
committee, and every Member who introduces a bill will sooner 
or later find himself compelled to file that petition, because if 
he. believes in the bill and believes it ought to be considered, 
and those who are behind him believe it, they will compel him 
to file it whether he wants to or not. If I had a bill pending 
before any of the committees of this House, and I do not intro- 
duce very many, I would see that a motion to discharge the 
committee was filed at the first opportunity, because I would 
want to show the people who were interested in the passage of 
this bill that I was doing everything I could to get it con- 
sidered. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Does the gentleman remember the complaint 
he made in the last days of the last session about the failure 
of the Banking and Ourrency Committee to bring in farmer 
relief legislation? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I got the bill out without any such pro- 
ceeding as this. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes; but he might not have, 

Mr. ANDERSON. This proceeding might or might not have 
helped me in the last days of the session. The committee had 
considered that bill for months and months and months. This 
provision permits a Member to make a motion to discharge a 
committee on a bill which has not received one day's considera- 


tion by, the committee simply because that.committee has been 
considering things more important. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Just for a question. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Suppose the committee were half- 
way through the consideration; of a. bill and forces had been 
set about to bring it before the House; would not the gentleman 
and those who favor the bill be compelled: to vote for it or be 
misunderstood, threughout the, country? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I was just about to come to that proposi- 
tion. Every Member of this House will find himself in this 
position. He will be asked to sign a petition for a discharge 
of a committee, and there will be plenty of people around here 
inviting us to sign petitions. Every man who does not appear 
on that petition. will by the fact of his nonappearance be as- 
sumed. to be against it. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? s 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. What does the gentleman. present 
us an alternative to compel the committee to make a report? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I have not any method; but if I had my 
way about it, instead of bringing in a half-baked proposition, 
considered in two weeks, I would set up a commission of Mem- 
bers familiar with the rnles—and I say. that without any re- 
flection on the present Committee on Rules—and; let them 
revise these rules in the interest of ecopomizing the time of 
the House and expediting the business of the House and cutting 
out a whole lot of obsolete stuff that still remains in them, 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON. No; I can not yield any, further. After 
the motion has been filed containing a. sufficient number of 
signatures it goes on the calendar of motions to discharge 
committees, to be considered on days when. the Calendar for 
Unanimous Consent and. motions to suspend, the rules are in 
order. Any Member who signed a petition. may make a motion 
to discharge the committee from the consideration of a bill. 
The first thing that will happen under that is that there will 
be no further calls of the Calendar for. Unanimous Consent, 
and no more suspensions of the rules, because there, will always 
be bills on that calendar that will be, called up by somebody 
for the discharge of committees. The resolution, prevides that 
when it is agreed to by a majority that a. motion may be made 
to proceed with, the consideration of. the- bill immediately. I 
venture to say that the consideration of, these bills will take 
sufficient length of time so that neither the; Unanimous Consent 
Calendar nor the motion to suspend. the rules, will ever have 
any opportunity. Suppose a majority, says that they do not 
want to consider it; what happens? This bill, which could 
not have had any consideration in committee, with nobody be- 
hind it that knows anything about it except tbe proponents of 
the bill, with nobody prepared to oppose it. or support it, goes 
on, the calendar as if it had been reported by a majority of 
the committee. This is a “heads I win, tails, you: lose propo- 
sition, because if you do not vote to consider the bill the mo- 
tion to discharge goes on the regular calendar and is called 
up and you are compelled to consider it, and if you did vote to 
consider, it, it must be considered immediately. I do not see 
how anybody can justify a proposition of putting a- bill on 
the calendar, which a majority of the House have said they 
did not want to consider simply because 100 or 150 Members 
have signed the petition. 

All this does is to take the control of legislation out of the 
hands of the majority, whether a party majority or a majority 
otherwise made up, put it in the hands of a minority for two 
days in every month. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Anperson], who has just spoken, and other 
Members who have also addressed the House this afternoon, 
base their whole argument on the proposition that the majority 
ought always to ruie. There is no controversy between them 
and myself upon that assertion. The whole theory of American 
government is based on the principle that the majority rules— 
not the majority of a political party—the Constitution makes 
no mention of political parties: Our Goyernment is not a pure 
democracy; it is a representative form of government, and if 
there is anything in the proposed rule to-day which put into 
the hands of a minority the power to enact legislation, then no 
Member on the floor of the House is more strenuously opposed 
to it than I. But it does not do that. It does not contemplate 
that any law shall be adopted by a minority. It merely pro- 
vides that where there is a committee, constituting. within it- 
self only a small minority of the House membership, opposed to 
the bill it may not have within its power the anthority to 


1008 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 15, 


smother and put to death legislation that the majority does 
want. [Applause.] 

Some of the Members of the House who have addressed us 
this afternoon talk a good deal about their fears, I have no 
fear that anything wil! ever happen to the detriment of the 
American Republic as long as the will of the majority can 
govern. [Applause.] The fear that I have Is whenever a 
minority can stifle legislation and put it to death; then is when 
I am fearful. I do not take the position that the majority is 
always right. The majority is not always right, but when the 
majority can find perfect freedom of expression it will always 
get right in the long run. [Applause.] 

Gentiemen of the House, what does this proposed rule con- 
template and contemplate alone? What real issue have we got? 
It has been admitted by every Member who has discussed this 
rule, so far as I have heard, that all legislative bodies, all 
parliamentary assemblies which operate under the committee 
reference system, must have some kind of rules to permit the 
discharge of their committees from the consideration of legisla- 
tion when they have refused to act. If that were not true the 
hands of the House would be tied when the committee refused 
to act. Is there a Member who disagrees with that statement? 


It has been admitted by every Member participating in this 


discussion that the rule we do have at present proyiding for 
discharge of committees is a dead letter and does not permit 
anything to be brought up in that way. So far as that par- 
ticular rule is concerned we might just as well have none at all. 

What does the rule now under consideration provide? Here 
it is in a nutshell: A Member may present to the Clerk a mo- 
tion in writing to discharge a committee from the considera- 
tion of a bill or resolution which has been referred to it 30 
days prior thereto. After 150 Members of the House have 
signed this motion—or 100 Members if the Crisp amendment 
prevails—the motion goes upon the calendar and can be called 
up on the first and third Mondays in each month. If, when the 


motion is called up, a majority of the Members present vote to | 


discharge the committee, then the House can proceed to the 
consideration of the bill. Is there anything wrong; is there 
anything revolutionary about that? 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker. will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas, Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman has accurately stated the propo- 
sition, but the rule as brought in will require three affirmative 
majority votes of the House before any legislation can be en- 
acted. First, 100 signatures are required to initiate the motion, 
instead of requiring only one Member to file it. When 100 file 
a motion, when it is called up, it requires an affirmative vote 
of all of the House before the committee is discharged. Second, 
it requires again an affirmative vote of all the House, those 
present voting, before the measure can come up for considera- 
tion; and it requires, third, an affirmative vote of the entire 
House, those present voting, before the law can pass. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The gentleman is quite correct; and 
in view of these safeguards requiring an expression of the 


will of the majority at every step, how can a Member in oppo- | 


sition to this rule contend that it is a proposition to turn over 


the legislative machinery of the House to the minority? I am | 


unable to see the point of their logic. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr.. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. SABATH. Inasmuch’ as it is admitted that a majority 
will be obliged to pass upon the various propositions, is it not 
a fact that really this rule merely gives the minority a cer- 
tain privilege, viz, to vote on a proposition that might be 
denied the minority by a committee which might be unfavor- 
able to such a bill? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The gentleman from Illinois states 
the case with absolute correctness. It does not contemplate 
turning over to any minority the ability to pass legislation, 
but simply to exercise its right in getting that legislation 
considered. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes, 


Mr. GREENWOOD. Do not the gentlemen who take the | 


position that the majority is sacred in this House have in 


mind a party majority or plurality rather than a numerical | 


majority of the House? 


Mr. BLACK of Texas, The gentleman from Indiana is | 


correct, and I am glad he emphasizes that point. Our sys- 
tem of representative government does not rest upon the idea 
of political parties, but that a majority of the people's repre- 
sentatives shall have the ability to legislate. I am, for ex- 
ample, elected in my district by the Democrats and will con- 
tinue to be as long as I hold office in this House. I try to be 
a real Democrat, and that means advocating the rule of the 
majority. But when I come here and take the oath of office 


I do not come merely as a Representative of the Democrats of 
my district; I come as a Representative of all thc people who 
live in my district, and I try to represent them. 

Gentlemen of this House must not forget that our Govern- 
ment is a representative democracy where every citizen is a 
sovereign and where men and women meet on terms of abso- 
lute equality at the ballot box and where the voice of the man 
in humble circumstances is Just as potent as the voice of the 
man of large wealth and possessions. We have no dictator- 
ship in the United States, either of the proletariat or the 
bourgeoise, and we must never have any. We must keep our 
Government 4 representative democracy, as the fathers founded 

| it. To do that the will of the people’s Representatives must 
| be able to register. I believe that political parties are neces- 
sary in a republican form of government. They afford the 
people avenues of expression for their views. But while I 
believe that political parties are necessary I do not believe 
that narrow-minded partisanship is either necessary or help- 
ful to good government. There is always one voice which 
should be listened to in preference to the voice of a political 
| party and that is the voice of conscience. The duty of a rep- 
resentative to his constituents under a representative form of 
government was never better and more ably stated than by 
| Edmund Burke in a speech which he made to his constituents 
| at Bristol November 4, 1774. He said: 


It shouid be the glory as well as the honor of a representative to 
| live in the strictest union, the closest correspondence, the most 
| unreserved communication with his constituents. Their wishes should 
| at all times have great weight with bim, their opinions high respect, 

their business unremitted attention. But his mature opinion, his 
unbiased judgment, his enlightened conscience he should not surrender 
to any man or set of men. These he does not derive from the law 
or from the constitution, They are the gift of Providence for the 
| abuse of which he is deeply responsible. 


And then Mr. Burke said in conclusion: 


| Your representative owes you not only his industry but he owes 
| you his judgment as well, and he is betraying instead of serving you 
| when he sacrifices that judgment to the opinion of others. 


So again I say that a Representative who serves in this 
House owes a higher duty than to a mere political party. He 
owes it to tLe people to stand for the free and untrammeled 
expression of the will of the majority. That is the very 
essence of democracy 28 I understand democracy to be. If 
this proposed rule contradicts any part of that principle, I 
am unable to find it in the rule. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Speaker, when the distinguished 
statesman from the State of Ohio [Mr. Burton] preaches the 
great ideal of the greater duty to country than to party, you 
applaud him, and when I practice it, you condemn me. 
Applause. 

All I ask my Republican colleagues is to love me in January 
as they do in October. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
| Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 


| Mr. BEGG. Does the gentleman expect when the vote comes 
| upon his contest that it will be decided on its merits, on the 
other side of the House? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I expect my contest to be decided upon 
the merits, and whether it is or not, I shall act in this House 
as long as I am a Member, according to my conscience and 
judgment, and you can put me out if you want to. I resent 
any innuendo at this time in respect to my contest, when I 
| happen to be at issue with some members of my party. I do 
not think it is very gracious to remind me of it at this time. 
It will not, however, deter me from doing what I think is right. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. BEGG. I did not mean to intimidate the gentleman. I 
simply wanted to know if he expected party loyalty from the 
Democrats at that time. Does the gentleman expect party 
loyalty from the Democrats then, as he does now, when he 
is trying to defeat his own party. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, I am not defeating my party and 
the gentleman knows if. But the gentleman is intimidating. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. I would ask the gentleman 
from New York if the statement of the gentleman from Ohio 
is a threat or a promise? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman from New York will take 
care of himself, as he always has. 

I happened to take a stand in the early days of this Con- 
gress, and I did so on the direct mandate of the people of 
my district. The tenement-house dwellers of the cities have 
learned as the farmer of the West has learned. 
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The farmer of the West has learned that he can not pay 
his mortgage on the reports from the clearing house in New 
York, and he can not feed his family on statistics. The 
tenement-house dwellers have learned that they can not feed 
their babies on the tape of the stock ticker or upon encourag- 
ing reports from the Department of Agriculture. The farmers 
are not getting enough for what they raise and the consumers 
are paying too much for what they eat and use. There is a 
great waste somewhere. Middlemen, jobbers, railroads, banks, 
all come in for their excess share. All this means that we re- 
quire legislation and real drastic legislation. It means that 
the people of New York City want to bring about a closer 
cooperation between the consumers of the city and the pro- 
ducers on the farms of this country. This rule will help us 
do it. While some of us may differ here on some particular 
party policy, you will find that the people of our districts are 
thinking along the same lines. The quicker we get together 
and legislate for their interest the better it will be for the 
country. 

I surrender to no man on my Republicanism. I stand upon 
the principles of my party as laid down by the humane and 
kindly Lincoln and as interpreted by the courageous and vigor- 
ous Roosevelt. I refuse to bend to the dictates of any special 
selfish interest. I am willing to compare captured political 
territory with any Member on this side of the House. So that 
I think it is rather unfair to charge that we are entering 
into any unholy alliance in taking a stand on this important 
matter, or to be reminded of a pending contest in my election. 
It would be just as fair to charge that a part of the majority 
have entered into an alliance with the Democratic gentlemen 
who happen to share their views on the pending motion. 

This is not a partisan question. It concerns the procedure 
of the House and affects legislation which concerns the entire 
country. 

Now, gentlemen, the one argument that has been argued 
against this rule is that the majority should control. It has 
been suggested by many of my colleagues that we should speak 
frankly on this subject. Now, let us talk frankly. Gentlemen, 
if we have a majority here, why should we worry, and if we 
have not a majority, then why should we complain? All that 
this resolution does is that we provide the machinery whereby 
it may be possible—I use the word advisedly—it may be pos- 
sible to discharge a committee. It has been admitted here 
that it is impossible to discharge a committee under present 
rules. That is the request or demand, call it what you will, 
that a group of Members from this side of the House made 
prior to the organization of the House. That is one of the 
requests which we were making, and we were told, Why, we 
intended to do that all the time.“ Now, if you intended to do 
it all the time, let us do it now. Let us do it cheerfully, let 
us do it gracefully, without assistance from the other side of 
the House. But if the other side agree, why, of course, they 
should support it. I can not understand how any Member can 
raise the issue that this will give to a minority of the House 
the possibility of discharging a committee. It simply does one 
thing. It places on the calendar a motion which must be car- 
ried by a majority of the House; and requires two majority 
votes before a bill so discharged may be considered. Nothing 
complicated nor difficult about that, even for a new Member, 
or a young Member, as the distinguished and mature gentle- 
man from Connecticut described the gentleman from New 
York. This bill may not have to be invoked often. It will 
have the tendency to speed up the committees. If a committee 
knows that a petition is in the course of circulation it will 
speed up its work and report it. Why, it is lamented that two 
days of the month will be lost on motions. You will at least 
definitely dispose of important problems before this House on 
your vote to discharge, for no one will contradict that if the 
vote to discharge is overwhelmingly defeated that in itself 
defeats the measure. So that instead of having unanimous 
consents for a time and hearing each other make speeches we 
will get down to the business of the House and legislate. This 
rule forces action, I am very much amused when it is sug- 
gested that the propagandists and the lobbyists will get after 
the proponents of this resolution. Gentlemen, you will not 
find many of the Progressive group dining and wining—I said 
wining, but I will omit the wining—with the lobbyists that in- 
habit Washington at this time of the year. [Applause.] 

Gentlemen, we do not worry about lobbyists. As far as we 
are concerned, we will take care of them, and I am ready now 
to vote for any law which will ban paid lobbyists from 
Washington entirely and let us legislate in peace. We want 
to legislate against the interests which habitually employ 
lobbyists. [Applause.] Now, the question comes down to 
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whether 100 or 150 should be the number. I believe this rule 
should be as simple and as easy as possible, in order to get 
the House to vote on whether a committee shall be discharged. 
It is impugning the good faith of every Member of this House 
when it is feared that a bill will be taken from a committee in 
the course of its consideration. Why, it would not be possible 
to get 25 votes on a petition of that kind. It would not be 
possible to get a majority of this House on the proposition to 
discharge a committee from the consideration of an important 
bill before it had time properly to consider it. But it will do 
another good thing, gentlemen. I have heard a great deal 
about majorities here. It will prevent 11 men on one com- 
mittee keeping from the consideration of the House an im- 
portant bill when the majority is ready to vote for it. [Ap 
plause.] It will also prevent Members from talking one way 
at home and acting another way in the House, and that is 
wholesome. [Applause and laughter.) Now, gentlemen, the 
very fact that we bad a rule reported justified the stand taken 
by a small group of earnest Members on this side of the House. 
It is suggested now that nobody wants this rule; but we 
heard a great clamor yesterday claiming the paternity of this 
rule, but to-day we heard its maternity questioned by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GraHam], and when 
he assailed its maternity he assailed his old rules, which the 
gentleman endeavored to support this morning. The mother 
of this rule is the vicious rule now in existence, and her un- 
welcomed child is the present amendment. I favor the amend- 
ment pending limiting the number required to 100. 

I would go to even less than that were it possible, because 
the House is protected in that it requires a majority of the 
votes to discharge a bill for consideration. But even if you 
defeat the 100 and make it 150, I want to congratulate the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. NELSON] and my colleague 
from New York [Mr. FisH] and also the distinguished gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] in presenting this resolution 
and the committee itself in bringing it forward. Why, it is 
obvious that this resolution was in the minds of every think- 
ing Member of this House, and it is a matter of not such 
great importance who happened to draft the particular words 
which were included in the committee resolution. It fs trans- 
lating into the rules of this House a great principle of repre- 
sentative form of government, of majority rule, if you please, 
and I am more interested in a real majority rule than I am 
in the geometric precision of the center aisle. When the 
majority party seeks to override part of its own membership, 
and its own majority is reduced thereby to a minority, then 
they are guilty of seeking minority action instead of living 
up to the majority rule which they preach. [Applause.] And 
you can not get away from that. But my colleague from New 
York [Mr. MAGEE] has suggested that there are two pathways 
open to gentlemen on this side of the aisle. I agree to that. 
There are two pathways, one of progress and one of retreat, 
and if you retreat. if you refuse to keep abreast of the times, 
gentlemen, you will never be able to explain it to the American 
people. I hope the amendment of 100 will prevail, and that we 
will show to the country our good faith when we said we 
would liberalize the rules. [Applause.] 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this House fre- 
quently determines matters of legislation in committee, in 
which we have very desirable cloture, that when we have 
a matter considered in the House extending over a long period 
of time the House becomes impatient of too much debate, 
and I realize that the temper of the House at present is in 
favor of cutting debate as short at possible, and I shall promise 
not to take up very much time. 

I hope to show just the extent to which this proposed reso- 
ultion will absolutely destroy the rules of the House It 
has been debated as a mere motion to discharge committees, 
and is sometimes passed over lightly, as if it were an unim- 
portant matter. I want, if I can, to bring home to the mem- 
bership of the House what Is possible to be done under this 
rule, because I say to you that notwithstanding the statement 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] of the 
wholly disinterested and high-minded attitude he would take, 
and notwithstanding the statement of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM], and the statement of the gentleman from 
Alabama with respect to the careful consideration he would 
give—both of which statements I concur with; I say that in 
the coming campaign, when the spirit of partisanship shall 
become strong on each side of this House, if we adopt this 
rule, the membership of this House will use it to destroy the 
orderly procedure ¢f the House, although that may not really 
be their purpose. And I want to quote from the speech of 
the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crise], who 
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clainis to be the author of this rule, to show just what they 
propose to do. They say they can interrupt the procedure for 
but two days in a month. Do not be deceived about this rule. 
This rule gives a mere majority at any time the power to 
break into the entire orderly procedure and to continue that 
break as long as they want to. It is not limited to one day 
or two days a month. It gives them the power to destroy 
Casendar Wednesday. It gives them the power to destroy 
District day. It gives them the power to destroy the rule 
as to the necessary two-thirds to set aside the rules of the 
House, because it does not except the Committee on Rules. 
Listen to the language of the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia. I wonder if you caught the significance of it: 


Suppose there is a bill on the calendar and you want to consider it 
and you can not get a special order for it. I could sit down and I 
could write a special order providing that on a certain day this bill 
should be taken up and given privileged status and considered, and I 
could send that rule to the Committee on Rules, and suppose they 
pigeonholed it and determined to let it sleep, sleep, and sleep. On the 
first and third Mondays I could have a motion to discharge the Com- 
mittee or Rules, and if the House would vote with me I Would dis- 
charge them, and then when it was discharged I could move to have 
immediate consideration of that special rule giving this bill a privileged 
status making it immediately in order, and it the House voted with 
me, it would be privileged and your bill would be considered. There 
is no way to stop it, 


That special rule could provide anything that the ingenuity 
of the gentleman from Georgia could suggest, and it could over- 
ride every other rule, because that is a special rule. 

We now have a limitation in the rule of the House which 
Says this Committee on Rules can not report a bill or resolu- 
tion of a certain character or which does a certain thing. But 
that is not the case where the Committee on Rules reports a 
bill, hence the rule would not apply. This particular majority 
at the instant would have its unbridled will and could rewrite 
every rule of this House. 

Do not be deceiyed. The rules heretofore have carefully 
preserved the right of the motion to recommit. But this pro- 
posed rule would give this majority the right to run this House, 
and this majority could get together and frame a rule denying 
that right to recommit. It could frame any sort of rule it 
wanted and put it through, and thus destroy the rules of the 
House. 

Why, gentlemen, the rules of the House are adopted at the 
beginning of a Congress, when no legislation is pending, and 
they provide for a judicial consideration and a judicious con- 
sideration and an impartial determination of legislative ques- 
tions. But if you give a mere majority the right on any day 
of the week to rise up and change those rules, your rules will 
not be left orderly. They will respond to the immediate situa- 
tion and the minority will nit be protected. 

Oh, gentlemen talk as though this were an insignificant mat- 
ter. Let us see, Gentlemen say you will not be called upon 
often to do it; there have not been many bills where effort 
has been made to discharge committees. Do not make the 
mistake of judging by the past, because in the past this mon- 
strous proposition was not before the public. If we agree to 
this, if the gentleman has his amendment adopted, it goes to 
the country that anybody who can get 100 Members to sign 
a petition can get a record vote in this House; and do you 
think the people in the country who compose different minori- 
ties desiring legislation are not going to get them up? Cer- 
tainly they will. I have been approached already and urged 
to vote this down to 100 by a certain person who is interested 
in a bill, and who said that the committee was not willing to 
report it out. and he said he hoped this would be adopted so 
that it could be brought ont. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Les. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is it not inevitable that one 
minority of 35 will be compelled to unite with another minority, 
say of 35, and those two minorities may be compelled to unite 
with still another minority, and so on, in order to secure legis- 
lation? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Yes. It forms the best basis for 
logrolling that was ever invented by anybody at any time. 

But, gentlemen, here is what this does: It writes the laws of 
this country on the floor of the House. Legislation, proper 
legislation, ean not be written on the floor of this House. Pick 
up our statute books of 50 years ago. Are you not proud to 
see the kind of language that is used in those statutes? Are 
you not proud of the care that has been exercised, in writing 
those laws, to guard the liberties of the people? But those laws 


were not written on the floor of the House. They were written 
in the committee room, where men studied for hours over a 
paragraph, or ever a sentence, or over a proposition. They 
called in persons who were interested pro and con to the com- 
mittee room and asked them to testify, and they had their day 
in court. 

I am not speaking for the Republican Party. I am speaking 
for this Republic. This Republic of 110,000,000 people is en- 
titled to have its laws properly written. They can not be writ- 
ten properly in the House. They have got to be written in the 
committee. 

Why, my friend from Georgia says that he wants to con- 
sider, first, the great evil that is proposed to be remedied, and 
then he said that the great evil was while the Democratic 
Party was in power for eight years in the House, and the Re- 
publican Party has been in power for many years when we 
had this other rule; but he never undertook to tell you of any 
real evil to be remedied. There was no great evil, or the 
Democratic Party would have undertaken to correct it. There 
are some bills that Members do not succeed in getting up and 
can not get up; bills that they want up. That always happens, 
because we can not consider all the bills thrown into the legis- 
lative hopper; it is impossible. And with the many bills intro- 
duced in this House there are bound to be thousands of public 
bills which ought not to be considered but which could be 
brought to the attention of the House in this way. My friend 
from New York [Mr. LaGvarpra], I think it was, said we ought 
to be courageous and that we ought to be willing at all times to 
go on record about any measure. That is nonsense. You do 
not go on record, when you move to discharge a committee, as 
to whether you are in favor of or against the bill if you vote 
conscientiously. The trouble about the gentleman is this, that 
he would say and he would preach in this country and in his 
State that when anybody voted to discharge a committee he was 
for a bill, but if he did not vote to discharge a committee he 
was against the bill. That is the purpose of it 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Yes. 

.Mr. LAGUARDIA. How does the gentleman know what the 
gentleman from New York would preach? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Oh, I do not. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield for a brief 
question? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I suppose the gentleman fully realizes 
he is making a very vicious assault upon the wisdom of his 
party associate; on the Rules Committee who have reported 
this matter for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I do not know how much of an 
assault I am making upon anything; but I say this to the 
gentleman: That I am in favor of having not less than a 
majority. [Applause on the Republican side.] If we should 
fail in that, which I hope we shall not, I am in favor of 150; 
if we fail in that, I would be in favor of 149, and clear on 
down. The greater the number the less the evil, and the dif- 
ference between 150 and 100 is very, very great. Your difi- 
culties are multiplied 10 times when you make it 100. 

They say lobbyists will not bother you any more; but I 
say that if you put this through, your lobbyist will not be by 
himself, because he will have to have a Member of Congress 
carry the petition, and he will be more troublesome with a 
Member of Congress along with him. In your desire to give 
the courtesy and consideration to which a colleague is en- 
titled you will be bored to death by a lobbyist seeking to push 
something which has not the least chance of adoption. Make 
this 100 and you will have a lobbyist in your office at least 
every other morning. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Willi the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Is not this the gentieman's position: 
That he is against it entirely? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. If it is limited to a majority, I 
do not think it is very dangerous. 

Now, I just want to answer one other proposition and then, 
Mr. Speaker, I shall close, and that is the proposition that we 
ought to permit the minority to come into the House with its 
legislation. There never was any such thing in the contem- 
plation of any legislative body in the world, namely, that you 
ought to permit the minority to come in with its legislation 
and have it turned down. That is not the way it is done. The 
majority brings in the legislation, and very few bills are brought 
in and defeated. The idea that the minority must bring in 
bills and have them defeated is all based upon a false theory, 
because the minority is not supposed to have its day with the 
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legislation it proposes until that minority has so convinced the 
country it is right that it becomes the majority. So that this 
measure, Mr. Speaker, will absolutely destroy majority rule 
in the House and it will absolutely destroy the rules of this 
House. It will no longer be necessary for even the Committee 
on Rules to report a change in the rules, but that can be done 
by any minority at any particular time. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I yield to my friend from Mary- 
land. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I should like to say to the gentleman 
that when this discussion began I was in favor of this amend- 
ment to the rules; I have listened to the discussion and I 
have come to the conclusion that I shall vote for the 218 
majority of the House. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
And I will say to the gentleman that I want to say to some 
of the gentlemen on the other side that I am very deeply 
interested in certain types of popular legislation, and I realize 
that if I need only 100 signatures I can do business in the 
House. 

T also want to say that I shall vote for the 218; if we are de- 
feated, I shall vote for the 150: but if we must have the 100, 
then I want to say that I already have about 98 who will sign 
a petilion to bring out 4 certain important bill. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. We shall have the time of this 
House taken up by gentlemen like the gentleman who is with 
a minority, but a very vigorous minority, that is in favor of 
such things as the repeal of the Volstead Act. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. BURTNESS. If the 100 proposition is accepted, I was 
wondering whether the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HIL! 
would take Mr. Wheeler with him. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I do not think the gentleman from 
Maryland ever had Mr. Wheeler with him. 

Mr. BLANTON and Mr. MOORE of Virginia rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore] 
is recognized. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Will the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Hur! yield for a question? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am sorry, but I have not the 
floor. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. 
time, so that I can ask a question. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 
man from Virginia [Mr. Moore] is recognized. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I wish to comment 
very briefly upon the proposed rule now being considered. We 
start with this fact: That every American State legislative 
body, so far as I know, permits the discharge of a committee 
and effects its discharge without any great difliculty. If there 
is any gentleman who has served in a State legislature, or is 
familiar with the practice of the State legislatures, who can 
contradict that, I beg him to do so. In addition, the rules of the 
Senate permit any one Senator to rise on any day and make a 
motion to discharge a committee. And yet we are told that in 
this body, representing, more directly than even the Senate does, 
the whole people of the country, nothing of that sort is to be 
permitted. 

The second fact is that there is a pretty general concession 
that some method of discharging a committee is essential to be 
adopted here in order that the House may be in fair and prac- 
tical control of its business. A method has been brought for- 
ward by the Committee on Rules, no member dissenting. That 
committee recognizes the necessity of the thing. The rule as 
advocated by my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crtsp] differs from 
the committee proposition only in respect to the number of 
those who shall sign a petition in order to initiate a discharge 
proceeding. 

Now, gentlemen upon the other side, for example, my emi- 
nent and esteemed friend from Ohio, and my friend from Min- 
nesota [Mr. ANDERSON], who can hardly fail to deny that there 
is a call for action, nevertheless are unable to suggest any plan 
in substitution for that which is proposed, and we are there- 
fore to be as helpless in this Congress as we have been helpless 
heretofore unless we act now along the line of the committee's 
recommendation. 


I want to get the gentleman 


The gentle- 


Gentlemen say there will be great evils; that chaos will be. 


ereated; that chaos will be created by a rule which is only 
workable two days in each month; that chaos will be created by 
a rule which, as the gentleman from South Carolina bas said, 
will mainly serve to speed up the committees and cause them 
to bring their reports here so that they may go upon the 
calendar, 


It is of course always easy when men are opposed to a propo- 
sition to take counsel of their fears; to argue that the proposi- 
tion is not ideal, just as it is easy to criticize any constitution 
or almost any law that is in effect or any parliamentary rule 
as lacking in perfection. The plan in question may not be 
free from defects, but it is the only expedient within reach 
which will serve to prevent that abuse of power which we have 
heretofore witnessed. Gentlemen ask about that. They seem 
to doubt whether there has been anything of that sort. Why in 
the last Congress there were occurrences in connection with 
the work of one single committee sufficient to shock the country. 
In that Congress there were several important resolutions sent 
to the Committee on Rules proposing the investigation of situa- 
tions of the utmost importance to the public, any one of them 
sufficiently important to make action imperative. There were 
several such resolutions. Let me give three illustrations, 
There was offered from the majority side a resolution which 
charged the Department of Justice with the grossest delin- 
quencies in handling the war-fraud cases. Those cases, mind 
you, had been developed by a committee of which Mr. GRAHAM 
of Illinois was chairman, created by a resolution promptly re- 
ported out by the Committee on Rules. 

The Graham committee disclosed the existence of monstrous 
irregularities and misconduct, and when the effort was made 
to investigate and ascertain whether the Department of Justice 
was pursuing the malefactors or condoning their offenses, it 
was found impossible to get any report from the Committee 
on Rules, and there was no method of discharging that com- 
mittee. Then again, by a resolution sent to the Rules Com- 
mittee, an investigation of what we believed and now know 
was the unwarranted removal of certain employees, men and 
women, of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. No report 
Was made of the resolution, and there was no way to compel a 
report, and the employees who had been turned out were 
obliged to suffer under the stigma placed upon them and the 
injustice they claim was done them, although it is now ad- 
mitted that they were guiltless. And then again a Member— 
I am only giving instances—proposed a resolution to investi- 
gate the War Veterans’ Bureau but could get no action by the 
Rules Committee, and there was no method to discharge the 
committee, and all of this, notwithstanding the ex-service men 
were intensely interested in the matter and the people of 
the country generally concerned about it. We here were help- 
less and had to look to the Senate to bring about an investiga- 
tion which disclosed a flagrant condition. 

Ah, we are told that is not going to happen again; that 
there are now different kind of men—better men—on the Rules 
Committee, They tell us that the men now dominating the 
Rules Committee are so much better than Mr. Campbell, who 
was its chairman in the last Congress, that things of that 
character will not occur again. 

I have nothing to say against the members of the committee. 
They are all honorable men, but history shows and you will re- 
member, perhaps, the remark of Macaulay to the effect that 
the most honorable man will often do for his party what he 
would not do for himself. I know that Mr. Campbell was not 
worse than those serving on the committee at this moment. I 
resent his being made the only target. I owe that much to 
him as a friend of mine; not exactly a constituent of mine, 
but living in my district. [Laughter.] Occur again? It will 
occur again if the pressure is sufficient. A presidential election 
is approaching. There are other establishments of the Govern- 
ment that need investigation. The Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries in the last Congress, at the time when 
my able and valued friend from Tennessee [Mr. Davis] was 
leading the fight against the shipping bill, held hearings. Mr. 
Lasker, chairman of the Shipping Board, testified that he had 
spent in advertising something like $1,700,000 per annum for a 
certain period, and Mr, Davis endeavored to elicit from him 
information as to how and to whom the expenditures were 
made, but he did not recelve the information and up to this 
good hour has failed to get it. I do not know what is in the 
mind of Mr. Davis, but I think it is very probable that he will 
introduce and have referred to the Committee on Rules a reso- 
lution asking an investigation by a special committee of the 
Shipping Board under the administration of Mr. Lasker. But 
a presidential election is approaching. Will there be any more 
inclination upon the part of the committee to report out such a 
resolution and afford opportunity for obtaining the facts than 
there was in the other cases under the chairmanship of Mr. 
Campbell? 

They say the rule will lead to propaganda; that it will lead 
to lobbying. A Member of this House need have no fear of 
either the propagandist or the lobbyist while doing his duty as 
he sees it. 
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I may say in passing that the most extensive propaganda I 
have known since I have been in Congress is the propaganda 
to induce the House and the Senate to pass the Mellon bill 
without changing the dotting of an “1” or the crossing of a 
“t” [Applause on the Democratic side.]! And possibly we 
will have to apply this rule, if it is adopted, not only to the 
Rules Committee relative to investigations, but apply it to 
the Ways and Means Committee when they find they can not 
secure approval of the Mellon bill exactly as written, in order 
to make them report out a tax bill in the interest of the mass 
of the people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It seems 
to me, gentlemen of the House, that while you may be dis- 
satisfied with some elements of the measure or with some 
features of the measure, the abuse has heretofore been so fla- 
grant that we must take warning and act; that the responsi- 
bility is upon us to act, and that we ought to act promptly. 

I am governed by no spirit of partisanship. I only desire 
to have this matter dealt with in the interest of the House 
and, as I believe, in the interest of the country. All rules, 
gentlemen say, are experimental. Call this an experimental 
rule. If the wretched results which are predicted occur, it 
will be within the province of the House to change the rule, 
and I will be one of the first men to advocate a change. But 
there is no valid reason for hesitation now. 

But for Heaven’s sake do not decline to take a step of the 
character proposed when no one is ready to suggest an effec- 
tive step of some other character. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for half a minute in which to make an announcement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I desire to announce that the Ways 
and Means Committee will hear such Members of the House as 
wish to appear before it with reference to the revision of the 
revenue bill to-morrow and next day. The Members, of course, 
will understand that this does not refer to a general discus- 
sion of the subject but only to some particular items which 
Members desire to present to the committee. 

Mr. WURZBACH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I shall detain you not more than five minutes. I am sure that 
is a welcome announcement. I Hstened to the speech of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Browne] and I also listened 
to the masterly address of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
RAYBURN]. I am persuaded by those two Members that there 
are some Members on the Republican side who ought to sit 
on the Democratic side and that there are some Democrats 
that ought to be sitting on the Republican side of this House. 
I say that without even hoping that the gentlemen whose 
names I have called will appreciate the intended compliment. 
[Laughter.] 

T have some doubt in my mind as to my preference or choice 
as between the existing rules and the Graham amendment. 
But I have absolutely no doubt in my mind as to my choice 
or preference as between the Graham amendment and the other 
amendments that have been introduced. I am opposed to the 
amendments providing for 150 signers or 100 signers or any 
number of signers less than a majority of the House. There- 
fore I shall vote for the Graham amendment and only re- 
luctantly and as a last resort vote for the 150-signers amend- 
ment. 

I was greatly interested in the remarks of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Netson] made on this floor on yesterday. 
With a modesty becoming a progressive, he claimed the whole 
credit for bringing about a change in the rules of the House. 
Others may dispute the authorship of one or another amend- 
ment, but the gentleman from Wisconsin admits that he is 
the daddy of the whole general plan of rules revision, and 
perhaps he is. He told us that he used the Democrats as cat's- 
paws to pull his chestnuts out of the fire. And I think he did. 
The vote on the Underwood rule proves his case and fully 
establishes his contention. Twelve years ago this rule was 
adopted by a Democratie Congress with an almost unanimous 
Democratic vote. On Monday, January 14, 1924, a Democratic 
minority voted solidly against that same rule. The same child 
brought into the world, nursed and cherished by a Democratic 
paternity, is slain at the tender age of 11 by its former doting 
parents. Who instigated the cold and bloody murder? The 
gentleman from Wisconsin says he did. That at the psycho- 
logical moment” (as he expressed it in substance) he took 
advantage of a political situation,” and with the support of its 
unnatural fathers slew the child. While listening to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin I could not envy the gentlemen on the 
Democratic side. I suspect it galled proud southern gentlemen. 

Temporary political expediency never justifies political in- 
sincerity, even when practiced by a party that does not stand 
for constructive legislation but is content to ertitcize and ob- 
struct the policies of the majority party representing as it 
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does under sur system of government the people of the Nation. 
Taking the Democratic vote of 11 years ago and comparing 
or rather contrasting it with the vote of Monday on the Under- 
wood rule, one of three conclusions must be arrived at: First, 
either the vote of 1911 did not represent the honest conclusion 
or judgment of Democrats then, or, second, their vote of Mon- 
day was not an honest reflection of their views, or, third, the 
persuasive powers of the gentleman from Wisconsin (an 
ae Republican, if you please) brought about this wondrous 
ange. 

A Democratic Congressman, now senior United States Senator 
from Alabama and candidate for the Democratic nomination 
for the Presidency, helped to adopt this rule—he was, in fact, 
godfather and namesake of his now abandoned child—and you 
Democrats of Alabama, of the South, the North, East, and West 
followed the leadership of a Wisconsin Republican, and thereby 
not only repudiated the action of your former leaders, includ- 
ing Senator UnpERwoop, but you also wholly, absolutely, un- 
equivocally, and unanimously repudiate your own action of a 
few years ago. Many of you older Democrats voted for the 
Underwood rule in 1911 and voted against it on last Monday, 
and all for a supposed political expediency. 

If I have sensed the public will and national desire at this 
time, when important legislation is pending the American people 
are looking for more statesmanship and less of politics, more 
of straightforwardness and less of parliamentary cunning. The 
Nation has great problems to solve, and a representative of 
the people is under a solemn obligation to solve those problems 
for the public interest and to subordinate his own personal 
vainglory or even his own political advantage. And the Ameri- 
can people will stand for nothing less than that. [Applause.] 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question. 

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman has stated that this Under- 
wood rule was passed by an almost unanimous vote. Did not 
the same condition prevail at that time as will prevail in the 
next Congress, when there will be nobody here, practically, but 
Democrats, as there were at that time? 

Mr. WURZBACH. Oh, I do not think that same condition 
will prevail again in the lifetime of either the gentleman from 
Texas or myself. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this is not a partisan ques- 
tion, it is not a party issue. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. LaGuarpra] wanted to know how party policy is ascer- 
tained. It is ascertained through our caucuses, mainly. There 
has been no Democratic caucus in favor of any one of these 
propositions, If there had been, I would follow caucus in- 
struction. There has been no Republican caueus in favor of 
one as against any of the other of these propositions. It is a 
question, therefore, upon which each one of us Members must 
follow his own judgment. I regret exceedingly that I am 
unable to vote for the Crisp amendment. Believing as I do on 
certain issues, I can not follow the arguments that have been 
made in favor of 100 men initiating the discharge of a com- 
mittee. Let me call attention to what may happen. 

wh BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
y 

Mr. BLANTON. In a moment. I want to say that if there 
is any one man in this House whom I am willing to follcw on 
almost every question, whose judgment is of the yery best, it 
is my friend and colleague from Texas [Mr, BLACK], but I can 
not follow him on this question, and I want to tell you why. 
I want to tell my new colleagues who are sitting in the House 
for the first time just what could happen under this Crisp 
amendment, where 100 Members could initiate the discharge of 
a committee and force the consideration of legislation before 
the House when a majority of the 485 Members might be 
against it. 

Suppose this rule as proposed by the Crisp amendment had 
been in foree at the beginning of this Congress, and on the 
first day of organization our friend from Iowa [Mr. Green] 
had introduced in the House the Mellon bill, just as Mr. Mellon 
wrote it, word for word, the “i’s” dotted and the “ t's” crossed 
just as he prepared it. It would have gone to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, Suppose, then, that without giving the 
minority a chance to study its provisions, the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee had forced this Mellon bill to be 
reported to the House, and then had introduced a resolution 
providing that it should be considered under a special rule 
allowing only nominal debate and allowing no amendments. 
And the Rules Committee had taken no action on the resolu- 
tion. And spurred on by these million propaganda letters, 100 
Republicans had signed the petition asking for the discharge 
of the Rules Committee and to make that resolution in order, 
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! 
and there should not be a full membership on the floor when proposition that you can find. Why, you men are tired already 


the question came up for passage. 

With less than a majority vote the administration Republi- 
cans might ferce the passage of the motion to discharge the 
Committee on Rules, and then with less than a majority vote 
they might force the passage of the resolution providing for 
the consideration of said Mellon bill under such special rule, 
with no amendments and only nominal debate, for a majority 
of the Members present and available might be far less than 
a majority of the 435 Members of the House, and under such 
a situation, forsooth, because 37 days have expired, the ad- 
ministration Republicans might have already forced the pass- 
age of this Mellon bill through the House. That is what 
could have happened under such a rule as provided for in the 
Crisp amendment. 

Much has been said about a majority vote three times ex- 
pressed. Let us suppose that there is on the floor only 218 
Members, which is a majority of this House. There are times 
when we do not have in Washington more than 218 Members. 
The older Members of this House know that that is true. 
Notwithstanding the work of the majority and minority leaders, 
and the majority and minority whips, it is sometimes im- 
possible to keep more than 218 Members of the House in 
Washington. Suppose there should be only 218 Members on 
the floor, and that petition to discharge the Rules Committee 
from further consideration of that resolution should come up, 
With 218 Members present, 110 men could vote for thut rule 
to discharge and to consider and pass the legislation, and thus 
you would have 110 men forcing that bill down the throat of 
Congress, so far as the House of 435 Representatives is con- 
cerned. x 

Mr. LINEBERGER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. LINEBERGER. Can the gentleman envisage what would 
happen to the Hill booze legislation if we had this 100 rule? 
Would not legislation of that kind be continually before this 
House? 

Mr. BLANTON. Why, of course, if you pass this rule. I 
want to make a prediction. I want to predict that you will 
find such orthodox Republicans as my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. Dyer] voting for this 100 rule; I want to predict that you 
will find such orthodox Republicans as my friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. TryxHam] voting for this rule; I want to pre- 
dict that you will find such orthodox Republicans as my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. Laneiry] voting for this 100 rule, and 
also the distinguished gentleman from Maryland, Colonel HILL, 
of Baltimore; but though the latter gentleman would want to 
see it passed, still we all know that he is cautious and that 
he is going to vote with his leader, but he wants to see it 
passed nevertheless, because he asserts that he already has 98 
men signed up and he might get the other 2, and the very first 
petition that comes in on this floor will be a petition to do 
what? To set aside the Constitution of the United States by 
a beer and wine act of Congress! 

But I am not in favor of anything like that occurring under 
this rule. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. In just a moment. 


Mr. BEGG. I want to help the gentleman—— 
Mr. BLANTON. I want to use my time, and in a moment I 
will yield. 


Mr. BEGG. I want to help the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will say to the actual whip of the ma- 
jority—although he does not hold the position and have the 
office and perquisites to-day, but nevertheless he is really the 
whip of the majority—I will say to him that I have not any 
contest pending. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEGG. I would like to ask—— 

Mr. BLANTON, And he could not intimidate me as he has 
attempted to do with the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. BEGG. I shall not intimidate the gentleman; but I 
want to ask the gentleman, just to carry the illustration, be- 
cause I think he is accurate, one step further on the tax propo- 
sition, would not every man in Congress be compelled to vote 
that tax bill out or go before the country as opposing tax 
reform? è 

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BEGG. I should Ifke to have the gentleman elaborate 
on that. And would not that happen on all bills 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to go ahead. 

Mr. BEGG. The gentleman is doing a good job. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘The gentleman from Ohio is correct in say- 
ing that it might happen on all such votes. The temper of this 
House right now is the greatest argument against this 100-man 


of hearing arguments, and you want to vote, and in a minute 
you will hear Members all over the House crying “Vote!” 
“Vote!” “Vote!” and sometimes you do not know what you 
are voting on. [Laughter.] I want legislation to come up in 
an orderly way before committees. [Applause.] Why, thut is 
the very policy of having committees—it is to let them give 
deliberation and careful consideration to the laws concerning 
which and bills concerning which my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
Burton] spoke so eloquently here yesterday. Fourteen thou- 
sand bills in the last Congress, 16,000 bills in the Sixty-seventli 
Congress. That is What Congress has to pass on, and the 
people of the United States are staggering under the burden 
of laws already passed. I am one of those who believe not so 
much in the passage of new laws as I do in sometimes keeping 
laws from being passed that burden the people of the country. 
[Applause.] I want to say this on another matter, if you will 
permit me to illustrate. You take the Sterling-Towner bill 
that has been pending so long in the Congress. Why, Bvery 
good woman in the United States is in faver of higher educa- 
tion. They have heard that the Sterling-Towner bill is for 
higher education. They do not know what the provisions of 
that bill are. They do not know that if we pass that bill 
ultimately under its provisions the head of education in Wash- 
ington would have control of education in Ohio and in Texas 
and everywhere else in the United States. And he could pre- 
scribe the course and curriculum of our schools. He would be 
the one to decide whether colored people should attend white 
schools. There are 283 Congressmen from the 38 States that 
believe in mixed schools and only 152 Congressmen from the 17 
States that require whites and blacks to be separated. We 
do not know what could happen under the Sterling-Towner bill. 

The good women of our land do not realize what may ulti- 
mately result from this bill for another great department of 
government, but, being in favor of higher education and hear- 
ing that it was an education bill, all the women of the coun- 
try have been writing us about that bill—the women’s clubs 
and various organizations of the country. If you had the 
100-men rule, you would have had that bill up already before 
the House. Lots of Members, most all of you, know I am 
speaking the truth. Lots of Members in the House are some- 
times called upon to vote upon measures when they do nat 
even know what the provisions are and they have not lind 
time to look into them. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to have the gentleman 
give the information to the House about how long it would 
take to get 100 signatures to a petition to discharge the com- 
mittee from the consideration of the Sterling-Towner bill. I 
am against the bill and so is the gentleman. You could get it 
inside of 15 minute 

Mr. BLANTON. I think not 50 men would sign such a 
petition now, since hearing the speech of the distinguished 
gentleman from Virginia, former president of the American 
Bar Association—that splendid speech on the Constitution of 
the United States that our colleague [Mr. Tucker] delivered 
here the other day to a handful of men, and which did not 
interest our absent colleagues and it did not interest the mem- 
bers of the press in the gallery. Hardly a one was up there 
in the press gallery; hardly a one heard it. If there had heen 
a scrap down on the floor, every correspondent would have 
been in the gallery to take it in and herald it. If there had 
been an altercation here they would have gotten that, but the 
great constitutional speech by the gentleman from Virginia 
the other day did not interest them. They have said scarcely 
a word about it to the people of the country, but we know 
about it here. Since that speech was uttered I do not believe 
cates ean get 50 men on the floor to sign a petition to bring that 
il ont. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
just one question? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. SCHAFER. The gentleman has just pictured in the 
strongest words the necessity for careful consideration of legis- 
lation by the committees and the possibility of the so-called 
Mellon plan being brought before the House without the dot- 
ting of an “i” or the crossing of a “t” if this proposed rule 
were adopted. 

Mr. BLANTON. I have not yielded to the gentleman for a 
speech. I yielded for a question. 

Mr. SCHAFER. I must state the question first before the 
gentleman can answer it. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will try to answer it. 

Mr. SCHAFER. If the committee after proper considera- 
tion and deliberation had reported out the so-called Mellon bill, 


without dotting an “i” or crossing a t,“ would the gentleman 
have voted for that bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Fot us soon as I had seen the figures of my 
distinguished colleague Mr. Garner. They are absolutely un- 
answerable. Why, the people of the country have found out 
that Mr. Mellon was not looking after the common people of 
America. They haye found out that he was looking out for 
his own class, which are comparatively few. 

Since my friend from Wisconsin has asked the question, I 
will say that he, when he looks carefully at the minority report 
coming from the Committee on Ways and Means, and looks 
over the figures that our colleague from Texas has given to the 
country, will find himself voting with us in spite of the party 
Whip and in spite of threats that may be made against those 
guilty of insubordination. 

Let me say this: I am in favor of a proper operative dis- 
charge rule. I do not want to see another situation like that 
which we had in the last Congress, and I think a great deal as 
our @lleague from Virginia [Mr. Moore] does on that situation. 
You are accusing and condemning now a Member of a former 
Congress because he has gone, but he was high enough in the 
Republican councils for your distinguished Speaker to put his 
hand on his head and say, “ Phil, come up and preside while T 
am gone.” He presided over you then. He was your Speaker, 
and you can not condemn him now; and yet it was he who held 
up proper legislation that had been voted out of a legislative 
committee almost unanimously and voted out of his Rules Com- 
mittee almost unanimously, and it was he who stuck it in his 
pocket and laughed at us when we asked him to report the 
special rule to the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Do you not think he did a pretty good job 
when he did that? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. No. He did that after his people had 
repudiated him out in Kansas. I feel now that they would have 
repudiated him doubly in Kansas if they had known of that, 
They do not believe in men acting in that way. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. I would like to ask the gentleman how 
he would prevent Mr. Campbell or some other Member putting 
a rule in his pocket if you do not provide such a rule as is now 
proposed ? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will tell you. The distinguished gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Moore] is going to move to strike two 
words out of this rule, and those two words are “ when desig- 
nated.” He is going to move to strike them out; and if he does, 
when a rule is ordered reported out and the bill is put on the 
calendar any Member can then call it up. But at least 150 men 
ought to sign a petition to discharge one of our committees from 
consideration of a measure, and T ask you not to reduce it 
below 150. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from Texas 
Mr. BIAN TON] well said at the beginning of his argument, this 
jis not a party question. It is academic rather than partisan. I 
am certain that we all agree with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SNELL] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, 
Granas] in the high estimate which they place upon the rules 
of the House and in their admonition as to the care, if not re- 
luctance, with which any suggestion of amendment should be 
entertained. 

And this assent is not necessarily the opinion of a self- 
interested provincialism. I remember very well the reply of a 
distinguished member of the English House of Commons who 
was Visiting here in the Capital some years ago, 

When asked which of our American institutions had im- 
pressed him most during his visit in America, he said that 
while his judgment might be somewhat influenced by the fact 
he was particularly interested in the subject, he had been most 
impressed by the system of procedure which obtained in our 
House of Representatives, and by the efficiency and expedition 
with which legislation was transacted in so large and, as he 
expressed it, so turbulent an assembly. 

In that connection it may be noted that, although the mem- 
bership of the British House of Commons exceeds numerically 
that of the House of Representatives by something like 200 
members, the House of Representatives is really the larger 
body of the two when the number required to constitute a 
quorum is taken into consideration. In the House of Repre- 
sentatives a quorum consists of a majority of our 435 Mem- 
bers while 40 members only are required to constitute a quorum 
in the House of Commons, 

It is to be deeply regretted that the very complimentary opin- 
jon of this notable American institution expressed by our 
observant guest is not generally shared by the country at large 
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to-day. The frequent discussion of the few deficiencies in our 
rules—one of which, and perhaps the last of which, the resolu- 
tion under consideration, seeks to remedy—has resulted in an 
almost universal prejudice against the rules of the House; in 
fact, the opinion is widespread that the rules of the House are 
specifically devised for the express purpose of preventing the 
enactment of needed legislation. Nothing could be further from 
the truth. 

With the single exception of this much-needed reform it is 
difficult to conceive of any code of parliamentary law under 
which business could be transacted in an assembly of this size 
and character with greater fairness or dispatch than the 
present rules of the House. 

Notwithstanding the vast amount of legislation which an- 
nually clamors for consideration at the doors of Congress, the 
statistics of which were so forcibly presented by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Burton], the amount of business digested 
and transacted in the House each session becomes from year 
to year a matter of increasing wonder to those familiar with 
the proceedings on this floor. : 

The efficacy of the rules is further demonstrated by the 
fact that the greatest revision of the rules in half a century, 
the revision of 1890, provided only four particularly impor- 
tant amendments, and in the only real revision of the rules 
which has taken place since that time, the revisions of 1900 
and 1911, which may be considered as one, was hardly more 
comprehensive. But that fact can not be accepted as demon- 
strating the infallibility of the rules as now constituted. 

The Constitution itself, the greatest document ever penned. 
embodying the most successful system of government ever in- 
stituted, has been repeatedly amended. No product of human 
ingenuity is perfect, and the rules of the House of Represeuta- 
tives are no exception. 

The need of some practical method for discharging com- 
mittees refusing to report legislation demanded by the House has 
been the storm center about which parliamentary battles have 
been waged at practically every adoption of the rules for many 
years. Wheu the revision of 1909 began, aside from the method 
of appointing committees, the personnel of the Committee on 
Rules, nud minor amendments, there were three major defects 
which they sought to remedy. First, the tendency of certain 
powerful committees to monopolize the time of the House. At 
euch session of Congress meritorious und urgent measures re- 
ported out by less favored committees died on the calendars 
through lack of opportunity for consideration. The demand for 
a more equitable division of time among the committees re- 
sulted in the adoption of the Calendar Wednesday rule, one of 
the most successful and most valuable rules of the House. 

Second, the need of some routine methods of applying for 
and securing recognition for extraordinary motions, which 
brought about the adoption of the rule providing for the Con- 
sent Calendar. 

Third. the refusal of committees to report meusures which 
the House desired to consider. In some instances committees 
impregnably entreuched behind the rules stubbornly refused to 
bring out bills for which there was wide demand, both from 
the country and in the House. After long delay the rule pro- 
viding for a calendar of motions to discharge committees was 
finally adopted. Its utter impracticability was recognized from 
the first, and after two or three futile trials it fell into disuse 
and has long been obsolete. 

But demand for such a rule has been urged with growing 
insistance and is to-day the paramount issue in the adoption 
of the rules of the House. This need is admirably supplied in 
the resolution under consideration. It is a rule which makes 
it possible for the House to do what it wants to do when it 
chooses to do it, and that is the highest test than can be applied 
to any rule. It removes the last obstacle to the complete 
de:uocratization of the rules. 

Now it is objected that the procedure authorized by this rule 
is unprecedented. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SNEHLLI in his opening speech this morning criticized it as a 
radical innovation. The chairman is correct. The proposal is 
unique in the parliamentary history of the House; its adoption 
would probably be the most radical departure since the days 
of Speaker Trumbull. 

It not only displaces our present system of consideration by 
committees but it absolutely supersedes the control of the 
leaders on both sides of the House, two basic and fundamental 
principles in the economy of every great legislative body in the 
world. It is in that respect iconoclastic. To quote the chair- 
man, it is a revolution. But that is the advantage of our sys- 
tem of government. Our revolutions are parliamentary; they 
are written in the ink of legislation. The revolutions of some 
less-favored nations are, even in this day of enlightenment, 
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military. They are written in the blood of their citizens, This 
is a revolution, but it is a progressive revolution, 

But it is to be noted that the chairman has himself reported 
ont this resolution, and the objection voiced by him is not that 
it is revolutionary, He concedes that that proposition is ad- 
visable, The only question which the chairman makes, and 
which the committee makes, is as to the number of signatures 
required. In every other respect he indorses it as expedient, 
effective, and practicable. 

He insists, however, that 100 signatures are not sufficient; 
that at least 150 should be required, and other Members urge 
the requirement of a majority of the House. 

In the English House of Lords 40 men constitute a quorum 
and may enact legislation. 

If the English Parliament with its well-merited traditions of 
staid conservatism permits the transaction of business by 40 
members, certainly it is ultraconservative to require in the 
House of Representatives the assent of 100 Members to initi- 
ate legislation. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the geritleman yield to me? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is it not true, however, that in the 
British House of Commons no public bill can be introduced by 
a member but only by the cabinet or some representative of the 
cabinet? 

Mr. CANNON, 

Mr. 
cable, 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, for, when introduced, 40 members 
may consider and legislate. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And it is a parliamentary cabinet. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, Not at all. There are a few members 
of the cabinet on the floor, and they are the only ones per- 
mitted to introduce publie bills. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA., But they are entirely in control of the 
house. 

Mr. JEFPERS. 
ment acts. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct. The cabinet is purliamentary 
and responsible tu the Commons and when it is considered 
that a quorum of 40 may proceed to the enactment of legis- 
lation for the British Empire, certainly it is a very modest 
proposition when we suggest that in our body 100 men should 
“be required to indorse before the House of Representatives can 
even initiate legislation. 

But the most surprising argument advanced in opposition 
tu the adoption of this resolution is that it is the proposal 
of men unfamiliar with procedure of the House. This rule 
Wus prepared by a man who, in my opinion—and I speak 
advisedly—is one of the greatest authorities on House pro- 
cedure now living. He grew up within the shadew of the 
Speaker’s chair. He is as nearly qualitied, both by experience 
and by ability, to rewrite the rules of the House as any man 
who ever sat in the American Congress, and he has presented 
here a most admirable provision against which there is yet 
to be urged a single defensible argument. What logical rea- 
son is there for increasing the number of signatures required 
to a majority? Let us be practical. Anyone who is familiar 
with the House and its procedure realizes that with the sup- 
port of a majority of the House on any measure it is only in 
the most extraordinary instances that consideration could not 
be secured undec the present rules. 

If you wish to make this a really workable rule, if you are 
seriously in earnest, if you do not want to repeat the gesture 
of adopting such a futile rule as we already have, the very 
largest number that can be really used in this proposition 
is 100. The objection most frequently used against requir- 
ing 100 signatures is that it would be used in fllibustering; 
that it would be conducive to obstructive tactics. Anyone 
who knows the rules of the House realizes that there is already 
a rule available which permits precisely such tacties, the use of 
which, or rather the lack of use of which, utterly refutes this 
idea. If a majority desired to embarrass a committee or de- 
prive it of a bill before consideration had been completed, as it 
is charged would be done under the proposed rule, it is only 
necessary for 2 Member to rise immediately after the Journal 
is read in the morning and move to change the reference of the 
bill; and if a majority approves, they can deprive the committee 
of the bill as effectively and as summarily as it is charged, could 
be done under the most hostile interpretation of this rule. 

And the fact that belligerent Members have not taken 
advantage of this opportunity to filibuster may be fairly taken 
as a reasonable Indication that they would be no more incon- 
sistent if there was embodied in the rules this method of dis- 
charging committees, 


That is true. 
LONGWORTH. Therefore lls argument is not appli- 


And when a bill is introduced the Parlia- 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Will my friend yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr, LONGWORTH. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman, but 
a number of gentlemen on each side of the House asked me 
at what time we expected to adjourn, and I said a motion 


would be offered at about 5 o'clock. Would it be agreeable 
to the gentleman to continue his speech to-morrow? He will 


‘have a better audience then. 


Mr, CANNON, Certainly. I shall be glad to ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not desire to stop the gentleman 
at all. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I suggest the gentleman in- 
dicate how much time he needs to conclude. 

Mr. CANNON. I will just take three minutes more, if the 
gentleman will permit. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. That is perfectly agreeable. 

Mr. CANNON, I had hoped to have an opportunity to 
reply to each of the arguments advanced in opposition to this 
resolution because I believe every one of them is vulnerable, 
but in the short time remaining I shall content myself with a 
brief reference to one proposition which was advanced early 
in the debate and which may have appealed to some of those 
who really favor this proposition. That is the suggestion that 
under such a rule the chairman of a committee who was 
opposed to a bill pending in the committee and receiving 
notice that the rule was about to be invoked might thereupon 
bring out an adverse report against it, and so nullify the rule 
But this rule is so carefully and skillfully drawn as to provide 
for even that contingency. 

Mr. JEFFERS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. JEFFERS. We would like to hear the remainder of the 
gentleman’s argument, and probably there are some who would 
like to ask him questions and have his replies, Would not the 
gentleman prefer to wait until to-morrow and finish his re- 
marks? He can not now finish in three minutes, and we would 
like to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I thank the gentleman, and I will conclude 
the discussion of this point and may have an opportunity to 
continue to-morrow. 

Reverting to the hypothetical case suggested. what course 
would be available in event a chairman reported adversely a 
proposition submitted to his committee? It would only be neces- 
sary to offer a special rule providing for consideration. If the 
Committee on Rules declined to report it out, a motion to dis- 
charge would under the discharge rule force a report. The 
special order having been agreed to, the original measure would 
eome up for immediate consideration under the special order, 
and the end desired would have been attained. 

Mr. CRISP. The bill having been adversely reported? 

Mr. CANNON, Yes. The real effect of this rule is, I think. 
greatly misjudged. Apprehension is expressed that a flood of 
petitions would clog the machinery of the House. Undoubtedly 
numerous petitions would be circulated as soon as the rule was 
adopted. That was true when the present rule was adopted. 

I remember very well that at that time that section of the . 
daily calendar was almost as lengthy as that devoted to the 
Calendar for. Unanimous Consent. But the truth about the 
matter is, as everyone familiar with House procedure knows, 
the number of instances in whieh the rule would be serlously 
invoked would be remarkably few. The great value of the 
rule would be in its moral effect. It would have a most salu- 
tary effect on a recalcitrant committee which desired to pigeon- 
hole a bill. 

The committee would realize, perforce, that unless the bill was 
reported the rule would be inveked and they would. and would 
prefer to, report of their own volition. In that respect it would 
be one of the most valuable provisions that could be ineurpo- 
rated in the rules of the House. -£ 

Its adoption would eliminate the last stronghold of inflexibil- 
ity in tle procedure of the House, and would make our rules 
beyond question one of the most effective and efficient systems 
of procedure in use in any parliamentary body in the world 
of like constitutional limitation. [Applause.] 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the business of Calendar Wednesday be dispensed with 
to-morrow in order that we may proceed with this resolution. 

Mr. CRISP. Reserving the right to object, is that necessary? 
Was not there an agreement that the rules were adopted until 
January 14 and then unanimous consent is obtained to consider 
this resolution under the old rules? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Under the rules of the Sixty-seventh 
Congress. p 
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Mr. CRISP. Does not that apply only to procedure? Is there 
a Calendar Wednesday? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. My idea was that there is. I under- 
stood consent was giyen that the rules of the Sixty-seventh 
Congress be extended until final action upon this resolution. 

Mr. ALMON. Reserving the right to object, in order to 
finish this business to-morrow would it not be advisable to 
come in at 11 o'clock instead of 12 o'clock? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. There are certain committees in 
session which would make it inconvenient. 

The request of Mr. Loncworrs to dispense with the business 
of Calendar Wednesday to-morrow was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 

Mr. LaGvarnra, Mr. Truson, Mr. ABERNETHY, and Mr. 
Cannon obtained unanimous consent to extend their remarks 
in the RECORD. 

RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr, ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
in the formation of our Government under our Constitution it 
was provided in Article I, section 2, that the House of Repre- 
sentatives was to be composed of Members chosen for two years 
by the people of the several States; and in section 3 of the 
same article it was provided that the Senate of the United 
States shall be composed of two Senators from each State, 
chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years, and subsequently 
it was provided that the Senators should be elected by the 
people. 

It was the purpose of the founders of our Government that 
the House of Representatives should respond and be answerable 
direct to the people at all times. Notwithstanding these provi- 
sions of our Constitution, we find at this late date the rules 
of the House, as compared with those of the Senate, to be such 
that in the House a Member who comes fresh from the people 
may introduce a bill which is of vast importance to the people, 
and that bill under the procedure is referred to a committee, and 
that committee, or its chairman, has the power to prevent this 
bill from ever being considered by the House; while in the 
Senate, if a Senator introduces a bill and it is referred to a 
committee of that body and the committee fails to act or con- 
sider the bill, the committee may be discharged and the bill 
brought hefore that body and be given consideration by the 

Members thereof. 

The gentlemen of this House who are opposing the liberaliza- 
tion of the rules of the House as proposed by the Rules Com- 
mittee in this resolution and by the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crise], now under consideration, 
seem to be fearful that the minority will run away with the 
majority of the House, and they seem to further fear that they 

Will be unduly importuned by the people back home to discharge 
committees who will not consider bills which are before them. 

When I was elected to this boly I came here with the idea 
that this was & representative body of the people, and that I 
was sent here to consider the people’s business, but under the 
present rules of the House it is practically impossible to get 
the consideration of any measure if the committee to which 
the matter is referred or its chairman is adverse to the meas- 
ure. This is not my idea of representative government of the 
people. I believe that the country demands at our hands to 
so liberalize the rules that matters affecting the people can be 
considered and that a majority of the House may at all times 
be in a position to pass on pending measures. 

Tf the rules are amended as proposed by the Crisp amendment 

needed legislation can be brought before the House for con- 
sideration if a numerical majority of the House favors the sume, 
and such legislation can be passed by a majority of the House. 
The Crisp amendment is not radical nor revolutionary. It re- 
quires that before a committee shall be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of a bill that there shall be the signatures of 
at least 100 Members. 

There can be no logical reason why this amendment should 
not be passed, unless we want to get away from the original 
idea of the founders of our Government when they provided 
that this body should be responsive to the will of the people, 

CLOSING DEBATE TO-MORROW. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from New 
York if in their opinion the discussion has progressed to the 
extent where it would be possible to have some sort of an 
understanding as to the time in which this matter can be 
brought to a conclusion to-morrow? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. So far as I am concerned, I would be 
perfectly willing that such an agreement should be made by 
unanimous consent, but I do not want to cut off any Member 
from speaking who desires to do so. 
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Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I understand there would be 
objection on this side of the Chamber to an agreement as to 
the conclusion of the entire matter, but can not we have an 
agreement as to the conclusion on this amendment and the 
amendment thereto? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I would suggest that the gentleman 
from New York and the gentleman from Tennessee can make 
time for con- 
sideration of the amendments. : 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think it is desired gener- 
ally by Members that we proceed as promptly as we can within 
reasonable limits and bring this matter to a conclusion. 

Mr. SNELL. I think I can say to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that after we start to-morrow I have no doubt but that 
we can make some agreement about the matter. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That will be agreeable. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. Caste, by unanimous consent, was given leaye of absence 

for three days on account of business. 
ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 4 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 18 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, January 16, 1924, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

283. A letter from the Comptroller General of the United 
States, transmitting a draft of proposed legislation intended to 
accomplish the centralization and standardization of procedure 
with reference to surety bonds running in faver of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. S. 801. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the construction, maintenance, and operation by the 
Valley Transfer Railway Co., its successors and assigns, of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River between Hennepin and Ram- 
sey Counties, Minn.; without amendment (Rept. No. 51). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 20 Rule XIII. 

Mr. GRIEST: Caaumittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
H. R. 4617. A bill granting a franking privilege to Florence 
Kling Harding; without amendment (Rept. No. 50). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 2067) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Searcy; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. 92) granting an increase of pension to certain 
soldiers of the Mexican War and Civil War and their widows 
and minor children, widows of the War of 1812, Army uurses, 
and for other purposes; Committee on Pensions discharged, und 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4021) for the relief of the heir at law of A. 
Barker; Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to Bessie B. Celley; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4660) for the relief of A. R. Gold; Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4714) for the relief of Mary C. Nutt; Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4951) granting a pension to Anson A. Hunger- 
ford; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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The bill (H. R. 2529) for the relief of Samuel J. Morgan; 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5475) for the im- 
provement of commerce and navigation and to authorize’ appro- 
priations for the construction of certain public works in the 
Illinois River, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. WELLER: A bill (H. R. 5476) to amend the Penal 
Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5477) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to sell surplus electric power generated by 
the power plant at Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALLINGIOR (by request): A bill (H. R. 5478) to 
amend sections 1, 3, and 6 of an act entitled An act to pro- 
vide for the promotion of vocational rehabilitation of persons 
disabled in industry or otherwise and their return to civil em- 
ployment”; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 5479) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide compensation for employees of the United 
States suffering injuries while in the performance of their 
duties, and for other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R 5480) to amend an act 
to reduce and equalize taxation, to provide revenue, and for 
other purposes, approved November 23, 1921; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 5481) to provide for the 
carrying out the award of the National War Labor Board of 
July 31, 1918, in favor of certain employees of the Bethlehem 
Steel Co., Bethlehem, Pa.; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5482) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public butiding 
thereon at Wichita Falls, in the State of Texas; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5483) to provide for 
the acquirement of a site and the erection of a Federal building 
at Osborne, Kans.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 5484) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Plymouth, Ind., and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 5485) to provide for the 
enlargement and extension of the post office and Government 
building at Meridian, Miss.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. CULLEN: A bill (H. R. 5486) to enlarge and extend 
the post-office building at Brooklyn, N. X.; to the Commtitee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: Resolution (H. Res. 150) for the 
immediate consideration of H. R. 4119; to the Committee on 
Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 5487) for the relief of 
Frank Flaherty; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 5488) for the relief of 
William B. and David M. Kirjassoff; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5489) for the relief of Eliza R. Scidmore; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5490) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Slaybaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CROLL: A bill (H. R. 5491) for the relief of Bertha 
A. Yeager; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 5492) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles F. Cramer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 5493) granting 
an increase of pension to Sidney W. Park; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 5494) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Ozark, State of 
Missouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee 
on Milltary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5495) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Forsyth, State of Missouri, one 
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5496) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Galena, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5497) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the town of Ava, State of Missouri, one German 
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5498) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Willow Springs, State of Missouri, one 
Granen cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5499) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Westplains, State of Missouri, one Ger- 
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GLATFTELTER: A bill (H. R. 5500) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth Lelvelsberger; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 5501) granting a pension to 
Herman J. Wacker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 5502) to authorize the pur- 
chase by the city of Ashland, Oreg., of certain lands formerly 
embraced in the grant to the Oregon & California Railroad Co. 
and revested in the United States by the act approved June 9, 
1916; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to 
Thomas N. Swearingen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5504) for the 
relief of Henry M. Hughes; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KUNZ: A bill (H. R. 5505) granting an increase of 
pension to Christ Hansen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5506) granting a pension to Ewald 
Schuelke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5507) granting an increase of pension to 
Stanislaus Zelazny; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 5508) granting a pen- 
sion to Ida Naile; to the Cammittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 5509) to correct the 
military record of Edward M. Pierce; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5510) granting a pension to Lydia J. 
Warburton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5511) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Gruslin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5512) granting a pension to Florence A. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 5513) granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Gray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 5514) for the relief of 
Mrs. Philip Hurcomb; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 5515) providing for the ex- 
amination and survey of Black Lake, Mich.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLER of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5516) for 
the relief of the Pacific Commissary Co.; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN: A bill (H. R. 5517) authorizing the sale 
of certain Government property in the District of Columbia to 
Jeremiah O'Connor; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. O’SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 5518) for the relief of 
Mary Otis Cox; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 5519) to provide 
for an examination and suryey of the Delaware River in the 
vicinity of Camden, N. J.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5520) grant- 
ing a pension to Rebecca Flanagan; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5521) granting 
an increase of pension to Clarence W. Green; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5522) for the 
relief of the estates of T. T. Garrard, J. W. Reid, Alexander T. 
White, M. G. Horton, Alexander W. Chastain, James White, 
L. R. White, and Daugherty White; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 5523) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Whipple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 5524) granting an increase of 
pension to Orville H. Mills; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5525) for the relief of J. G. Seupelt; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 5526) granting a pension to 
Louise Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Patrick 
Howley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5528) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Houghtailing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5529) granting 
a pension to Frank Spangler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 5530) for the relief of 
William L. Wiles; to the Committcs on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 5531) authorizing the See- 
retary of War to donate to the county of Van Buren, State of 
Arkansas, five German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5532) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Baxter, State of Arkansas, five 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5533) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Carroll, State of Arkansas, five 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5534) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Newton, State of Arkansas, five 
German cannons or fieldpleces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5535) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Benton, State of Arkansas, tive 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5536) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Marion, State of Arkansas, five 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5537) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Washington, State of Arkansas, 
five German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5538) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Boone, State of Arkansas, five 
German cannons or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5539) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Madison, State of Arkansas, five 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5540) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to donate to the county of Searcy. State of Arkansas, five 
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (II. R. 5541) for the relief of 
Hubert Reynolds; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 5542) granting an increase 
of pension to James E. Mulford; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 5548) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah E. Chatfield; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to 
Emma B. Higgins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAINWRIGHT: A bill (II. R. 5545) for the relief 
of the dependent parents of Fred Ward; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5546) for the relief of the dependent 
mother (now Sophie Caffery) of Henry W. Sloat; ta the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5547) granting 
a pension to Lueza A. Watson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5548) granting a pension to Daisy John- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma (by request): Joint resolu- 
tion (H. J. Res. 140) to reimburse Susan Sanders for expenses 
and services rendered in behalf of the eastern, emigrant, and 
western Cherokees by blood; to the Committee on Claims. 


N PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

557. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of resident 
members of the National Woman’s Party at the Cuyamaca 
Club of San Diego, Calif., urging the President of the United 
States to support the equal-rights amendment; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

558. Also (by request): Petition of the Second Chinese Con- 
gregational Church, favoring United States entrance into the 
World Court; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
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559. By Mr. CORNING: Petition of Lodge Roma Intangibile, 
No. 215, Order Sons of Italy, protesting against the pro 
Johnson bill on immigration; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

560. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of the executive com- 
mittee of the Traveling Hat Salesmen's Association, New York 
City, indorsing the so-called Mellon plan of tax revision; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

561. Also, petition of the Troy Real Estate Board (Inc.), city 
of Troy, N. Y., indorsing the Mellon plan of tax revision; also, 
petition of Garrett A. and Blanche T. Veeder, of Schenectady, 
N. V., indorsing the Mellon plan of tax revision; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

562. Also, petitions of O. L. Everest, Gloversville, N. V.; 
Thomas J. O'Connor, Schenectady, N. V.; E. C. Shuttleworth, 
Amsterdam, N. X.; Jules Delomez, Amsterdam, N. V.; Mar- 
garet L. Wells, Johnstown, N. Y.; and C. D. Heilbronner, of 
Schenectady, N. V., indorsing the Mellon plan of tax revision; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

563. Also, petitions of E. R. Squibb & Sons, New York, N. Y.; 
Frederick Stearns & Co., Detroit, Mich.; Sharpe & Dohme, 
Baltimore, Md.; Parke, Davis & Co., Detroit, Mich.; Merck & 
Co., New York, N. X.; Hance Bros. & White (Inc.), Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; Nelson Baker & Co., Detroit, Mich.; and Hxuson, 
Westcott & Dunning, Baltimore, Md., opposing reduction of the 
present tax on alcohol for medicinal purposes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

564. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of the Maritime Exchange 
of New York City, urging the adoption of the Mellon plan of 
tax reduction; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

565. Also, petition of the Mission Church Men’s Club, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the granting to the postal employees 
an adequate increase in salary; to the Committee on the Post 
Oftice and Post Roads. 

566. By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of the Streator (III.) Brick 
Co. and sundry citizens of Illinois, favoring tax reduction; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

567. Also, petitions of John F. Buchner, recorder of La Salle 
County, III.: Postal Employees’ Association of La Salle and 
rundy Counties; Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of Streator; 
International Association of Machinists, of Streator; Louis H. 
Wagner and Will L. Baker, of Morris, all of the State of IIi- 
nois, favoring the Kelly bill (H. R. 4123) for increase of salaries 
of postal employees; to ‘the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

568. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of the Foster Avenue Parent- 
Teacher Association, of Lansing, Mich., favoring an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting child 
labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

569, Also, petition of the Oakland County (Mich.) Sunday 
School Association, favoring an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States prohibiting child labor; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

570. By Mr. MOONEY: Petition of Cleveland Chamber of 
Commerce, expressing opposition to legislation or proposals 
which would prevent free competition in the sale of insur- 
ance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

571. Also, petition of the Gotthold Ephraim Lessing Lodge, 
No. 37, of the Independent Order B'Rithe Abraham, of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, opposing any legislation providing that the number 
of foreigners to be admitted to the United States in any one 
year shall be 5 per cent of the nationals of each country who 
lived here in 1890, according to the census; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

572. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union and other loyal citizens of Bran- 
don, Iowa, favoring strict enforcement of the eighteenth amend- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

573. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the New 
Century Club, of Indiana, Pa., favoring increase of salaries for 
letter carriers and other postal employees; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

574. By Mr. VARE: Petition of Philadelphia Bourse, opposing 
amendment to the transportation act; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

575, Also, petition of Philadelphia Clearing House Asso- 
ciation, opposing the merger proposed for the Philadelphia & 
Reading and the New York Central lines; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

576. By Mr. YOUNG: Petitions of Wahpeton Commercial 
Club, Wahpeton, N. Dak.; Chamber of Commerce, Jamestown, 
N. Dak. ; Commercial Club, Fargo, N. Dak.; Bismarck Associa- 
tion of Commerce, Bismarck, N. Dak.; and Fordville Commer- 
cial Club, Fordville, N. Dak., urging the passage of House bill 
4159; to the Committee on Agriculture, 


